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TWENTY-SECOND  CONGRESS...FIRST  SESSION: 


raox  DCcmBEB  5,  1831,  to  jult  17,  1833. 


DEBATES  IN  THE  SENATE. 


LIST  OF  THE  SENATORS, 

IIAING. — ^John  Holmes,  Pele^r  Spra^e. 
NEW  HAMPSHIRB.— Samuel  Bell,  Isaac  Hill. 
MASSACHUSETTS.— Dan'l  Webster,  Nath'l  Silsbee. 
RHODE  ISLAND.— N.  R.  Knight,  Asher  Robbins. 
CONNECTICUT'.— Sam'l  A.  Foot,  Gideon  TomVmson, 
VERMONT.— Horatio  Seymour,  Samuel  Prentiss, 
NEW  YORK.— Charles  E.  Dudley,  William  Marcy. 
N£  W  JERSEY.— M.  Dickerson,  Thco.  Frclinghuvscn, 
PENNSYLVANIA.— Geo.  M.  Dallas,  Wm.  Wilkins. 
DELAWARE.— I.  M.  Clayton,  Arnold  Naudain. 
MARYLAND— E.  F.  Chambers,  Samuel  Smith. 
.  VIRGINIA.— Littleton  W.  Tazewell,  John  Tyler, 
NORTH  CAROLINA.— B.  Brown,  W.  P.  Mangum. 
JSOUTH  CAROLINA.— R.  Y,  Hayne,  S.  D.  Miller. 
•  GEORGIA. — George  M.  Troup,  John  Forsvth. 
KENTUCKY.— George  M.  Bibb,  Henry  Clay.- 
TENNESSEE— Felix  Grundy,  Hugh  L.  White. 
OHIO* — Benjamin  Ruggles,  Thomas  Ewing. 
LOUISIANA. — J,  S.  Johnston,  Geo.  A,  Waggaman. 
INDIANA.— Wm.  Hendricks,  Robert  Hanna.* 
MISSISSIPPI.— Powhatan  Ellis,  Geo.  Poindexter. 
ILUNOIS.— Elias  K.  Kane,  John  M.  Robinson. 
ALABAMA.— William  R.  King,  Gabriel  Moore. 
MISSOURI. — Thomas  H.  Benton,  Alex.  Buckner. 

Mo!ruAT,  Dbckxbeh  5,  1831.  ^ 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Maryland,  President  pro  lem.  of  the 
Senate,  in  the  absence  of  the  Vice  President,  took  tlie 
chair  at  tweire  o'clock;  and,  on  calling  tlie  House  to  order, 
it  appeared  that  thirty-four  members  were  present. 

Mr.  DUDLEY,  of  New  York,  stated  that,  by  some 
ominon  or  inadvertence,  the  credentials  of  his  colleague, 
the  honorable  Wji.  Marct,  had  not  been  forwarded.  He 
couM,  however,  testify  that  Mr.  Marct  was  duly  elected 
Senator  for  that  State;  and  as  similar  instances  of  such 
omianon  were  on  record,  he  hoped  the  present  would  not 
opermte  as  an  obstacle  to  his  admission,  and  moved  that 
Mr.  MamcT  be  permitted  to  take  his  seat;  which  motion 
wat  agreed  to,  nem.  eon. 

Mr.  BELL,  of  New  Hampshire,  moved  that  tlie  lionor- 

C*  Mr.  II.  wft«  supvrM-di'd,  Jaimarjr  3.  by  Jubu  Tipton.] 
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able  J  OS  I  AH  S.  JoajrsToir,  Senator  elect  for  tlie  State  of 
Louisiana,  be  permitted  to  take  his  seat.  The  credentials 
of  Mr.  J,  had  not,  Mr.  B.  stated,  yet  arrived,  but  hia  elec- 
tion was  a  matter  of  such  public  notoriety,  as  to  induce 
him  to  hope  that  the  Senate  would  not  hesitate  to  admit 
him.  In  which  motion,  alter  a  bri«f  sugeesdon  from  Mr. 
HAYNE,  on  the  propriety  of  having  these  credenti»1i 
filed,  the  Senate  concurred.  I 

The  usual  message  was  then  sent  to  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, notifying  tliat  a  quorum  of  the  Senate  haa  as- 
sembled. 

Mr.  KING  and  Mr.  FOOT  were  appointed  a  commit- 
tee to  join  the  committee  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
to  inform  the  President  of  the  United  States  that  the  two 
Houses  liad  oi^ganiaed,  and  were  ready  to  proceed  to 
business. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned  to  twelve  o'clock  to-morrow. 

TUSSDAT,  DscBMBsa  6. 

Mr.  RING,  from  the  joint  committee  appointed  to  wait 
on  the  Pre«dent  of  the  United  States,  reported  that  they 
had  performed  the  duty  enjoined  them,  and  bad  received 
an  intimation  that  the  president  would,  at  twelve  o'clock 
this  day,  make  a  written  communication  to  both  Houses  of 
Congress. 

The  communication  promised  by  the  President  was  re- 
ceived by  the  hands  of  Mr.  DoirsLsoir,  his  private  Secre- 
tary; which,  having  been  read,  [see  Appendix.] 

On  motion  of  Mr.  RING,  it  was  ordered  that  three 
thousand  copies  of  tl)e  message,  and  fifteen  hundred  co- 
pies of  the  accompanying  documents,  be  printed  for  the 
use  of  the  Senate. 

APPOINTMENT  OF  COMMITTEES. 

Mr.  KING  moved  that  the  34th  rule  of  the  Senate  De 
&o  far  suspended  as  to  authorize  the  Senate,  in  the  abr  ence 
of  the  Vice  President,  to  appoint,  by  ballqt,  a  chairr  j^n  of 
tlie  Committee  on  Finance;  whidi  motion  being  ag*^*eed  to. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  ballot  for  a  chairma*  j  of  that 
committee,  and  Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  was  r  chosen. 

The  following  standing  committees  were  th'  .f,  announc- 
ed from  the  chair: 

On  Foreign  Relations. — Messrs.  TazeweP  ^  White,  King, 
Forsyth,  and  Bell. 
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On  Finance. — Messrs.  Smith,  Tyler,  Marcy,  Sikbee, 
and  Johnston. 

On  Commerce. — Messrs.  Forsyth,  Dudley,  Silsbee,  John- 
ston, and  Wilkins.  * 

On  Manufactures. — Messrs.  Dickerson,  Clay,  Knight, 
Miller,  and  Seymoif^ 

On  Agriculture. — Messrs.   Seymour,    Brown,   Moore, 
Hanna,  and  Waggaman. 

On  MiUtary  Affairs. — Messrs.  Benton,  Barnard,  Troup, 
Clay,  and  Kane. 

On  the  Militia. — Messrs.  Barnard,  Frelinghuysen,  Clay- 
ton, Prentiss,  and  Waggaroan. 

On  Naoal  Affairs. — Messrs.  Uayne,  Tazewell,  Bobbins, 
Webster,  and  Bibb. 

On  PuhUe  Lands. — Messrs.  ffing,  Ellis,  Holmes,  Robin- 
son, and  Hanna. 

On  Private  Jxmd  Claims. — Messrs.  Kane,  Naudain, 
Prentiss,  Buggies,  and  Hendricks. 

On  Indian  Affairs.^^VLeMsm.  White,  Troup,  Poindex- 
ter,  Benton,  and  Wilkins. 

On  Claims. — Messrs.  Buggies,  Bell,  Naudain,  Brown, 
and  Moore. 

On  the  Judiciary. — Messrs.  Marcy,  Hayne,  Webster, 
Frelinghuysen,  and  Grundy. 

On  the  Post  Offke  and  Post  Roads. — ^Messrs.  Grundy, 
Ellis,  Hill,  Ewing,  and  Tomlinson. 

On  Roads  and  Canals. — Messrs.  Hendricks,  Poindcx- 
ter.  Hill,  Mangum,  and  Sprague. 

On  Pensions. — Messrs.  Foot,  Chambers,  Mangum,  Buck- 
ner,  and  Sprague. 

On  the  bistriet  of  €hhimbia. — Messrs.  Chambers,  Ty- 
ler, Holmes,  Clayton,  and  Miller. 

On  the  Contingent  Fund. — Messrs.  Knight,  Dudley,  and 
Tomlinson. 

On  Engrossed  Bills. — Messrs.  Robinson,  Ewiag,  and 
Buckner. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

WSSKSSDAT,  Die BX BIB  7. 

STATE  OF  THE  FINANCES. 

The  President  of  the  Senate  communicated  the  annual 
report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on  the  state  of 
the  finances,  the  reading  of  which  was  dispensed  unth, 
and  fifteen  hundred  additional  copies  ordered  to  be  print- 
ed for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

AAer  the  reception  of  sundry  resolutions,  and  a  short 
time  spent  in  the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  twelve  o'clock  to-morrow» 

Thuksoat,  Decbmbeb  8. 
IMPRISONMENT  OF  AMERICAN  CITIZENS. 


Tlie  following  resolution,  yesterday  submitted  by  Mr. 
Spkaoub,  was  considered  and  agreed  to: 

••Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be 
requested  to  communicate  to  the  Senate,  if  not  incompa- 
tible with  the  public  interest,  aU  the  information  in  his 
power,  relative  to  the  capture,  abduction,  and  imprison- 
ment of  American  citizens  by  the  provincial  authorities 
of  New  Bruns^ck,  and-  the  measures  which,  in  conse- 
quence thereof,  have  been  adopted  by  the  Executive  of 
the  United  States." 

NORTHEASTERN  BOUNDARY. 

The  following  resolution,  yesterday  submitted  by  Mr. 
HoucsB,  was  taken  up: 

**Retiflved,  That  the  President  be  requested  to  inform 
the  Senate  whether  any  further  negotiation  is  commenc- 
ed, proposed,  or  intended,  in  regard  to  the  Northeastern 
boundary  of  the  United  States." 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  said  the  general  message  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  treated  fully  on  the  sub- 


ject; and  he  was  of  opinion  that  no  additional  information 
would  be  elicited  by  the  adoption  of  the  resolution. 

Mr.  HOLMES  said  he  was  satisfied  that  the  message  of 
the  President  did  not  embrace  tlie  Information  which  the 
resolution  called  for.  The  question  was,  whether  the 
decision  by  the  King  of  the  Netherlands  was  to  settle  the 
question  of  boundary.  If  not,  the  President  would  doubt- 
less propose  further  negotiations  on  the  subject,  and  the 
object  of  the  resolution  was  to  obtain  the  informatioit  whe- 
ther further  negotiations  were  or  would  be  proposed. 
The  President,  m  the  exercise  of  his  discretion,  could 
give  the  Senate  such  information  on  this  important  matter 
as  they  required,  either  confidentially  or  otherwise,  as  he 
might  judge  proper.  It  was  due  to  the  public  to  require 
sucli  information :  for  there  was  no  small  anxiety  in  the 
public  mind  to  know  whether  or  not  the  decision  by  thc^^ 
King  of  the  Netherlands  was  considered  to  be  binding  ijpr^' 
the  two  Governments  concerned,  &c. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  he  was  generally  in  favor  of  motions 
for  inauiry;  but,  in  this  case,  he  would  prefer  a  postpone- 
ment tor  a  few  dsys.  He  Uiought  the  resolution,  at  this 
time,  premature.  The  President  had  informed  Congress 
that  he  would,  hereafter,  fully  communicate,  by  special 
message,  all  the  papers  in  relation  to  the  subject}  and  he 
[Mr.  H.J  was  of  opinion  that  the  better  course  would  be 
to  wait  for  that  information,  when,  if  necessary,  a  motion 
for  inquiry  could  be  properly  shaped. 

Mr.  HOLMES  regretted  the  suggestion  for  delay. 
There  was  a  very  strong  feeling  on  the  subject  in  the 
State  of  Elaine;  many  of  the  citizens  of  which  State 
thought  they  had  been  treated  coolly,  if  not  cavalierly. 
He  would  not,  however,  object  to  the  delay  for  a  few  days, 
but,  taking  example  from  his  cohstituents,  would  be  at 
least  as  indulgent  in  this  matter  as  they  had  already  been. 
He  would,  therefore,  consent  that  the  resolution  should 
lay  on  the  the  table  till  next  week. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HAYNE,  the  resolution  was  then  laid 
upon  the  table. 

The  Senate  went  into  the  consideration  of  executive 
bunness;  and,  afler  sitting  with  closed  doors  for  a  short 
time. 

Adjourned  to  Monday  next. 

MoFOAT,  Dkcbmber  12. 

The  Vice  President  of  tlie  United  SUtes  attended  t«- 
day,  and  tdok  the  chair  of  the  Senate. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CHAMBERS,  it  was  ordered  that 
the  several  officers  of  the  Senate,  who  are  now  officiating, 
shall  continue  to  act  in  their  respective  stations  until  Mon- 
day next.  , 

Afler  the  reception  of  petitions  and  resolutions,  and 
spending  a  short  time  in  executive  business, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


Tuesday,  Dbcsmbzb  13. 

The  Senate  spent  a  short  time  in  receiving  petitions ' 
and  resolutions;  and  then 

Adjourned.  

WxDirBsoAT,  Dbcsmbzb  14. 

The  followinj^  message  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  was  received,  and  read,  and  ordered  to  be  printed : 

WAsiiiireToir,  December  13,  1831. 
7I>  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

I  transmit  herewith,  in  obedience  to  a  rosolution  of  the 
Senate  of  the  8th  December,  1831,  all  the  information  in 
the  possession  of  the  Executive,  relative  to  the  capture, 
abduction,  and  imprisonment  of  American  citizens  by  the 
provincial  authorities  of  New  Brunswick;  and  tlie  mea- 
sures which,  in  consequence  thereof,  have  been  adopted 
by  the  Executive  of  the  United  States. 

ANDREW  JACKSON. 
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Dsc.  15  to  19,  1831.]  Duiy  on  T)sa.^The  MtUHeu^NartheasUm  Boundary, SkeHon  of  Offken,  [Ssvate. 


The  remainder  of  the  sitting^  was  spent  in  the  reception 
of  petitions  and  other  minor  business. 

Thubsdat/Bscsxssr  15. 

The  President's  message  wap  taken  up,  and  its  various 
topics  distributed  to  appropriate  committees;  and  then, 
after  a  short  time  spent  in  executive  business, 

Adjourned  to  Monday. 

MOITDAT,  DXCSMBIR    19. 

DUTY  ON  TEA. 

Mr.  SMITH,  from  the  Committee  on  Finance,  to  whom 
liad  been  referred  memorials  from  sundry  merchants  of  the 
cities  of  New  York,  Philadelphia,  and  Pittsburg,  in  favor 
of  a  further  reduction  of  the  duties  on  teas,  mode  a  re- 
port, accompanied  by  a  resolution,  that  it  is  inexpedient 
to  act  on  the  subject  of  the  memorials  at  this  time. 

Mr.  CLAY  rose  to  inquire  of  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee, whether  it  was  intended  that  the  report  should 
remain  on  the  table  or  be  acted  on.  Entertaining^  very 
different  views  from  those  whicli  he  understood  to  be 
expressed  in  the  report,  he  was  desirous  that  the  question 
of  the  repeal  of  the  duty  on  tea  should  be  fully  and  early 
considered  by  the  Senate.  This  was  due  to  the  merchant, 
to  the  consumer,  and  to  tlie  important  interests  of  the 
country.  He  would,  therefore,  ask  whether  it  was  in- 
tended that  the  report  should,  by  reference  to  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole,  or  in  any  other  manner,  be  brought  be- 
fore the  consideration  of  the  Senate,  so  that  there  may  be 
some  general  expression  of  the  sentiments  of  the  whole 
body  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  SMITH,  chairman  of  the  committee,  replied  that 
the  usual  course  was  not  to  act  on  reports  on  the  day 
they  were  presented  to  the  Senate;  they  lud  on  the  table 
one  day  of  course,  and  were  taken  up  and  disposed  of 
on  the  day  foDowing. 

THE  MILITIA. 

The  following  resolution,  submitted  on  Thursday  last 
by  Mr.  Hajv^sta,  was  taken  up: 

Reaohtdt  That  the  Committee  on  the  Militia  be  instruct- 
ed to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  an  organization  of 
the  militia,  such  as  will  embrace  those  only  between  the 
sges  of  twenty-one  and  thirty-five;  and  also  of  increasing 
the  annual  appropriation  for  arming  the  militia  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  FOOT  ihoved  to  amend  the  resolution  by  striking 
out  the  word  an,  and  inserting  the  words  *<a  reorgam- 
zatioD. 

Mr.  HANNA  replied  that  his  object  was  not  to  limit 
the  inquiry  of  the  committee,  but  rather  to  impart  to  it 
all  possible  light  and  information  on  the  subject.  His  sole 
object  in  submitting  the  resolution  was  to  reduce  the  en- 
rolment of  the  militia,  and  raise  the  appropriation  to  pro- 
v^e  arms  in  such  a  manner  as  at  once  to  anord  an  effect- 
ive militia  force.  He  would,  however,  accept  the  amend- 
nent  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  observed  that  he  was  not  apprised 
of  any  oiganization  of  the  militia  by  Congress.  He,  there- 
fore, thought  the  word  reorganization  would  be  improper. 
Mr.  HANNA  would  state  to  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi, that  there  was  an  act  of  Congress  which  purported 
to  be  an  act  organizing  the  militia  ofthe  United  States,  and 
referred  to  the  act  of  1806.  It  was  on  account  of  the  requi- 
Rtions  of  that  act,  he  had  offered  the  resolution  in  question. 
That  act  was  in  itself  a  nullity,  because  it  required  of  the 
militia  of  the  United  States  an  impossibility.  It  required 
them  to  provide  their  own  arms,  and  to  appear  on  days  of 
training  with  proper  equipment.  Now,  if  all  the  arms  in 
the  United  States,  both  public  and  private,  were  put  into 
the  lands  of  the  militia,  they  would  not  all  be  supplied. 
According  to  the  last  return  of  the  militia,  their  numbers 


were  upwards  of  one  million  and  sixty  thousand,  but  some 
States  had  not  made  returns  of  their  strength  since  1820. 
At  the  present  time,  it  would  be  absurd  to  suppose  that 
the  militia,  according  to  their  new  organization,  would 
amount  to  two  millions.  The  service  of  a  mihtiaman,  un* 
der  the  existing  regulation,  is  twenty-seven  years.  Under 
that  which  he  proposed,  the  term  of  service  would  be  only 
fourteen  years.  Then,  if  Congress  should  think  proper 
to  organize  the  militia  according  to  the  above  proposed 
plan,  and  the  appropriation  be  raised  to  four,  instead  of 
two  hundred  thousand  dollars,  we  might  reasonably  hope 
for  an  efficient  militia  in  a  reasonable  time,  besides  tne 
great  savin?  of  time  which  that  organization  would  afford 
to  those  left  out  of  the  new  enrolment. 

Mr.  FOOT  withdrew  his  motion  to  amend,  and  the  re- 
solution was  adopted. 

NORTHEASTERN  BOUNDARY. 

Mr.  HOLMES  called  up  his  resolution  which  was4ud 
on  the  table  last  week,  inquiring  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States  whether  any  negotiation  was  commenced, 
proposed,  or  intended,  in  regard  to  the  Northeast  boundary. 

He  stated  that  it  was  laid  on  the  table  in  accordance  with 
the  suggestion  of  a  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  [Mr. 
Hatki,]  that  the  documents  expected  from  the  President 
might  convey  the  information  reqmred  by  the  resolution. 
But  he  had  examined  the  documents  since  transmitted  by 
the  Executive,  none  of  which  conveyed  the  information 
required. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  moved  to  amend  the  resolution  by 
striking  out  the  words  "proposed  or  intended,"  as  he 
thought  it  improper  to  inquire  of  the  Preadent  what  ne- 
gfotiations  he  intended  to  institute. 
'  Mr.  HOLMES  remarked  that  he  was  not  disposed  to  be 
very  fastidious,  even  in  regard  to  asking  the  President's 
intentions;  but  still  he  could  not  perceive  why  he  had  not 
on  this  subject  a  right  to  know  what  the  President  did  in- 
tend. But  as  the  words  *'  commenced  or  proposed"  would 
embrace  his  whole  object,  he  had  no  objection  to  modify 
the  resolution  by  omitting  the  word  ''intended,"  but  ob- 
jected to  expunging  the  word  "  proposed." 

Mr.  BIBB,  suggesting  that  the  resolution  might  involve 
a  discusuon  which  would  not  be  proper  in  public  session, 
hoped  the  gentleman  would  consent  to  transfer  it  to  the 
executive  journal. 

Mr.  H.  consented  to  transfer  the  resolution  to  the  execu- 
tive journal,  and  accordingly  moved  that  it  be  so  trans- 
ferred. 

Mr.  Kfi^G  objected,  stating  that  it  was  not  the  practice, 
and  was  improper.  The  gentleman  could  reach  the  ob- 
ject by  withdrawing  it  now,  and  offering  it  in  secret  session. 

Mr.  HOLMES  said  resolutions  had  been  transferred  both 
ways.  Legislative  resolutions  to  the  executive,  and  exe- 
cutive to  the  legislative  journals.  It  might,  however,  occur 
that  our  legislative  proceedings  might  bring  into  discussion 
matter  exclunvely  executive,  and  the  proper  course  Mras 
to  transfer  the  subject  and  discuss  it  with  closed  doors. 
On  the  other  hand,  a  subject  might  be  presented  as  an  ex- 
ecutive subject,  which  might  become  of  a  legislative  cha- 
racter, or  which  did  not  require  secrecy,  audit  would  be 
proper  to  make  it  public  bv  placing  it  on  the  legislative 
journal.  These  changes  often  become  necessary,  and  the 
practice  had  been  such  as  he  suggested. 

The  question  being  taken,  the  motion  to  transfer  the 
resolution  to  the  confidential  mtting  was  agreed  to  by  a 
large  majority. 

ELECTION  OF  OFFICERS. 

The  Chair  announced  the  order  of  the  day,  for  pro- 
ceeding to  the  election  of  the  officers  of  the  Senate,  and 
desired  the  members  to  prepare  their  ballots  for  Secretary. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  rose,  and  said  that,  before  the  ballot 
for  Secretary  be  taken,  he  denred  to  obtain  information  in 
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relation  to  a  grave  charge,  of  such  current  circulation  as 
to  make  it  probable  that  erery  Senator  present  was  ac- 
quainted wi^  it:  he  alluded  to  a  letter  lately  published  in 
many  of  the  newspapers,  purporting  to  be  from  William 
B.  Lewis  (Second  Auditor)  to  Stephen  Simpson.     The 
language  of  the  letter  imported  that  the  President  had 
expected  the  nomination  or  Mr.  Simpson,  then  pending  in 
the  Senate,  to  be  confirmed,  until  the  morning  of  the  day 
on  which  the  Senate  finally  acted  on  that  nomination; 
when  he  learnt,  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate,  for  the 
first  time,  that  Mr.  Simpson  was  in  danger.     The  extent 
of  the  assertion  is,  said  Mr.  C,  that,  before  a  final  decision 
in  this  body  upon  a  nomination,  the  President  receives 
intelligence  from  our  Secretary  of  the  opinions  of  Sena- 
tors on  that  nomination.     The  rules  of  the  Senate,  from 
its  earliest  organization,  Mr.  C.  said,  had  required  that  the 
executive  duties  of  the  body  should  be  conducted  with 
closed  doors,  and  imposed  on  Senators  and  their  officers 
an  ihjunction  not  to  oisclose  debates  or  opinions;  reposing 
for  the  faithful  and  sacred  observance  of  this  injunction 
upon  the  honor  of  each  individual.     When,  therefore,  it 
was  suggested,  or  rather  asserted,  that  tlie  most  confiden- 
tial officer  of  the  Senate  had  violated  the  confidence  and 
proved  treacherous  to  the  faith  reposed  in  him,  the  duty 
seemed  to  be  imperative  on  the  Senate  to  ascertain  whe- 
ther the  assertion  be  sustained  by  facts.     We  have  now 
before  the  world  the  written  assertion  of  an  officer  filling 
an  important  station  in  the  Government,  [the  Second  Au- 
ditor,] professing  to  speak  in  the  name  and  by  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Chief  >Iagistrate,  which,  if  true,  affects  the 
official  fidelity  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate.     Mr.  C. 
said  he  had  felt  some  difficulty  as  to  the  most  proper  mode 
of  bringing  this  subject  to  the  notice  of  the  Senate;  but 
afler  reflection  it  had  appeared  to  him  proper  to  mention 
it  in  his  place,  in  the  hope  that  it  might  receive  the  expla- 
nation which,  if  untrue,  could  at  once  be  furnished.     It 
was  due  to  the  intelligence  and  respect  we  owe  to  the 
community,  that  a  charge  so  publicly  made,  aflTecting  the 
character  of  an  officer  of  this  body,  should  be  publicly 
known  to  be  without  truth,  if  such*  were  the  case.     Mr. 
C.  had,  tlierefore,  taken  tliis  means  to  inquire  whether 
any  Senator  was  charged  by  the  Secretary  with  the  histo- 
ry of  this  matter,  and  authorized  by  him  to  present  such 
explanations  as  the  subject  seemed  to  demand.     Such  an 
explanation,  he  hoped,  could  and  would  be  given,  as 
should  do  justice  to  the  officer  himself,  and  relieve  the 
Senate  fit>m  furiher  difficulty.    Should  it  be  that  this 
authority  had  not  been  given  to  any  Senator  on  the  floor, 
he  supposed  it  would  be  in  order  for  the  Secretary  him- 
self to  make  the  explanation  asked  for,  and  which  he 
[Mr.  C]  hoped  would  be  entirely  satisfactory. 

Mr.  BUOWN  was  opposed  to  an  explanation  on  the  part 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate,  suggested  by  the  Senator 
from  Mar}'land.  If  the  Senate  permitted  such  a  course 
to  be  pursued,  it  would  grow  into  a  precedent,  and  be 
claimea  as  a  right  in  cases  of  a  similar  nature,  by  every 
officer  of  the  House,  fi-om  tlie  highest  to  the  lowest,  on 
any  imputation,  eitlier  on  anonymous  newspaper  authority, 
or  from  a  partisan  editor.  He  had  listened  in  vain  for 
any  specific  allegations  against  the  Secretary. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  said  he  was  altogether  unconvinced 
by  what  had  been  said  by  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina. If  he  could  suggest  any  mode  of  proceeding  more 
likely  to  result  in  giving  the  Senate  more  accurate  infor- 
mation of  the  truth  or  fnbehood  of  the  assertion  now  pro- 
posed to  be  inquired  into,  that  Senator  should  receive  his 
acknowledgpnents.  In  such  event,  the  course  now  pro- 
posed would  be  abandoned,  and  the  better  course  of  the 
Senator  cheerfully  substituted.  But  he  offers  no  substi- 
tute, he  protests  against  the  one  pursued,  and  would 
leave  us  to  act  on  the  charge  and  deny  the  means  of  ascer- 
taining its  truth.  This  is  injustice  to  the  individual  offi- 
cer and  the   Senators.     Candor  and    intelligence  must 


perceive  the  injustice  to  ourselves.  He  hoped  the  Se- 
cretary was  able  to  give  a  satisfactory  explanation.  Was 
it  proper  to  refuse  him  the  opportunity  to  do  so  ^  The 
Senate  and  the  public  might  be  disabused.  Was  it  pro- 
per to  prohibit  it?  Senators  liad  the  means  of  correct 
mformation;  was  it  just  to  deny  their  application  of  these 
means?  He  thought  not.  The  Senator  from  North  Ca- 
rolina bad  alluded  to  the  charge  as  the  work  of  a  partisan 
editor— a  common  newspaper  slander.  The  Senator  was 
mistaken  in  point  of  fact.  The  charge  emanated  from  an 
officer  holding  a  conspicuous  position  in  the  Government. 
The  newspaper  contamed  the  letter  in  which  the  assertion 
was  made,  and  he  believed  the  printed  copy  was  exact. 
The  original  letter,  however,  could  be  produced  if  its 
authenticity  were  doubted,  and  would  be  found  to  cor- 
respond. The  charge,  then,  was  a  grave  one.  The 
source  whence  it  originated  was  calculated  to  demand 
credit  for  its  correctness,  and  the  means  for  determining  its 
truth  perfectly  accessible.  No  other  mode  had  been  sug- 
gested; and  unless  something  more  practicable  should  be 
proposed,  he  would  submit  a  motion  which  the  presiding 
officer  had  said  «'ould  be  in  order — to  permit  the  Secre- 
tary to  make  such  explanations  as  he  may  desire  to  submit. 

Mr.  BROWN  disclaimed  any  intention  of  throwing  any 
obstacles  in  the  way  of  investigation;  but  expressed  him- 
self decidedly  adverse  to  tlie  introduction  of  a  practice 
which  did  not  exist  in  any  deliberative  assembly,  to  ask 
officers  to  declare  whether  they  were  guilty  or  not  of  any 
allegation.  The  question  was,  he  admitted,  a  grave  one, 
but  his  object  was  to  prevent  the  introduction  of  a  prac- 
tice subversive  of  the  dignity  of  this  body.  The  proper 
test  would  be,  in  his  opinion,  the  ballot  box  when  the 
Senators  should  come  to  vote. 

Mr.  HAYNE  rose,  and  addressed  himself  to  a  point  of 
misconception  which  it  appeared  to  him  existed  in  respect 
to  the  question.  No  Senator  had,  he  conceived,  a  right 
to  call  on  the  Secretary  to  make  explanations.  Although, 
if  the  motion  were  in  order,  he  would  rather  he  should  do 
SO;  and  that  it  was  in  order,  he  was  inclined  to  believe,  as 
the  Secretary  had  already,  on  more  occasions  tlian  one, 
by  permission,  addressed  the  Senate  in  explanation.  He 
hoped  the  Secretary's  explanation  would  be  satisfactory, 
and,  if  it  was  his  wish  to  make  one,  hoped  he  would  be 
permitted. 

The  Secretary  then  intimating,  throuffh  the  President, 
a  wish  to  address  the  Senate,  and  the  wish  being  accorded 
by  the  general  consent  of  the  members, 

Mr.  LOWRIE  rose,  and  said  that,  strictly  speaking,  he 
had  no  explanation  to  give.  That  to  the  charge,  as  he  un- 
derstood it,  he  had  nothing  to  give  but  a  decided,  and,  he 
must  add,  an  indignant  denial.  The  miserable  publica- 
tions on  this  subject  he  had  not  seen;  he  had  heard  of  them, 
but  he  paid  no  attention  to  any  thing  from  that  source. 
He  would  say,  however,  since  he  had  acted  as  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Senate,  neither  President  Adams  nor  President 
Jackson  had  ever  asked  him  a  single  question  in  relation  to 
tlie  actings  of  the  Senate  on  nominations.  He  [Mr.  L.] 
made  this  statement  without  qualification,  and  he  could 
with  confidence  appeal  to  botn  those  gentlemen  for  its 
truth.  I  understand,  said  Mr.  L.,  that  there  is  a  letter 
said  to  be  from  Mr.  Lewis,  stating  that,  on  the  2d  of  March, 
I  told  him  that  S.  Simpson's  nomination  would  not  be 
confirmed.  On  this  point  my  recollection  is  this:  On  the 
2d  of  March  I  was  nol  at  the  President's  till  I  took  up  the 
rejection  of  the  nomination.  But  some  time  near  the 
close  of  the  session,  I  met  Mr.  Lewis  just  inside  of  the 
door,  in  the  President's  house.  He  asked  me  some  ques- 
tions about  the  proceedings  of  the  Senate.  What  be  ask- 
ed me,  or  what  1  answered,  I  have  not  the  most  remote 
recollection  of.  If  he  asked  me  whether  I  thought  S. 
Simpson's  nomination  would  be  confirmed,  I  certainly  told 
him  I  thought  it  would  not.  I  would  have  told  him  so  the 
day  it  was  made,  or  a  month  before  it  was  made.     Such 
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vas  my  opinion,  not  derived,  as  these  contemptible  charges 
insinuate,  from  the  members  of  the  Senate.  I  appeal  to 
every  Senator  who  was  here  last  session,  whether  I  men- 
tioned his  name,  or  whether  they  mentioned  his  name  in 
my  hearing^:  but  my  opinion  wa»  derived  from  my  own 
knowledge  of  his  worlhlessness  and  unfitness.  In  a  word, 
sbmdin^  here  in  the  presence  of  the  Senate,  I  say  the 
charge  is  untrue.  I  have  too  much  self-respect  to  com- 
municate the  proceedings  of  the  Senate  to  any  one;  1  am 
not  yet  thus  prepared  to  disregard  my  oath  of  office,  and 
every  honorable  sentiment,  in  the  discharge  of  my  public 
duty  here.    4  rest  the  subject  with  these  remarks. 

The  ballot  was  then  taken  for  Secretary,  when  there 
appeared — 

For  Walter  Lowrie,         -  -  -        40  votes. 

Scattering,  ....  1 

The  Senate  then  balloted  for  a  principal  doorkeeper, 
when  Mountjoy  Bayly  was  re-elected  without  opposition. 
The  Senate  next  proceeded  to  the  election  or  an  assist- 
ant doorkeeper,  which  occupied  six  different  ballotings, 
as  follows: 

Ist.     2d.     3d.     4th.     5th.     6th. 
For  Mr.  Shackford,         6        8      11       16        21      24 

W.  W.  Watkins,      S        S        7        7  8      10 

S.  P.  Walker,  5        7        7        7  6        5 

J.  H.  Waggaman,     2        5        5        3  2 

A.  R.  Dowson,  4        3        2 

Jaa.  Young,  5        5        4         1  11 

Jas.  Tims,  3        3         12  11 

J.  F.  Caldwell,         2        2        2        2  2         1 

Mr.  Burdick,  111 

Thos.  Fillebrown,    2         1 

Geo.  Gilliss,  1 

E.  W.  Clarke,  1         1 

Wm.  Hebb,  1 

H,  V.  Hill,  1 

C.  Bestor,  1  1 

D.  Butler,  1 
J.  Cobum,  1 

Mr.  FiUpatrick,  2        2  1 

So  Mr.  Shackford,  of  Missouri,  was  elected  assistant 
doorkeeper;  and 

The  several  officers  were  sworn  in  by  the  President  of 
the  Senate. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  the  election  of  a  chaplain, 
which  occupied  two  ballotings,  and  resulted  as  follows: 

1st.  2d. 

For  the  Rev.  Mr.  Durbin,         19  23 

Rev.  Mr.  Hatch,  10  13 

Rev.  Mr.  Woolford,      6  4 

Rev.  Mr.  Thomas  5 

The  Rev.  Mr.  Durbin,  of  Kentucky,  was  accordingly 
elected  chaplain  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  then  spent  a  short  time  in  executive  bun- 
ness;  and  then 
Adjourned. 

Tuesday,  Decexbsb   20. 

WEST  INDIA  TRADE. 

Mr.  HOLMES  rose,  and  said  that  his  attention  had  been 
directed  to  a  paragraph  in  tlie  President's  message  at  tUe 
commencement  of  this  session,  and,  from  its  indefinite 
character,  he  should  be  compelled  to  make  it  the  basis  of 
lome  resolutions  of  inquiry.  The  paragraph  to  which  he 
alluded  would  be  founaon  the  fourth  page  of  the  message, 
which  he  would  take  the  liberty  to  read,  and  which  was  as 

"Of  the  claims  upon  England,  it  is  unnecessary  to  speak, 

*  further  than  to  say  that  the  state  of  things  to  which  their 

*  prosecution  and  denial  gave  rise,  has  been  succeeded  by 
'arrangements  productive  of  mutual  good  feelings  and 
'  amicable  relations  between  the  two  countries,  which  it 


is  hoped  will  not  be  interrupted.     One  of  these  arrange- 
ments is  tliat  relating  to  the  colonial  trade,  which  was 
communicated  to  Cong^ss  at  the  last  session;  and  al- 
though the  short  period  during  which  it  has  been  in  force 
will  not  enable  me  to  form  an  accurate  Judgment  of  its 
operation,  there  is  every  reason  to  believe  tliat  it  will 
prove  highly  beneficial.     The  trade  thereby  authorized 
has  employed  to  the  30th  September  last  upwards  of 
thirty  thousand  tons  of  American,  and  fifteen  thousand 
tons  of  foreign  shipping  in  the  outward  voyages,  and  in 
the  inward  nearly  an  equal  amount  of  American,  and 
twenty  thousand  only  of  foreign  tonnage.     Advantages, 
too,  have  resulted  to  our  agricultural  interests  from  the 
state  of  the  trade  between  Canada  and  our  territories  and 
States  bordering  on  the  St.  Lawrence  and  the  lakes, 
which  may  prove  more  than  equivalent  to  the  loss  sus- 
tained by  the  discrimination  made  to  favor  the  trade  of 
the  Nor&ern  colonies  with  the  West  Indies." 
It  seems  then  to  be  admitted,  said  Mr.  H.,  that  we  on 
the  Atlantic  have  sustained  a  loss,  which  it  is  supposed 
is  to  be  made  up  to  the  agricultural  interests  on  our  in- 
terior waters.     The  amount  of  this  loss,  and  particularly 
its  proportion  to  the  State  of  Maine,  which  I  have  the 
honor,  in  part,  to  represent,  is  one  subject  of  my  inquiry. 
Thirty  thousand  tons  of  American  shipping  is  but  a  pit- 
tance of  what  lias  hitherto  been  concerned  annually  in 
this  trade.     The  President's  proclamation  opening  tlie 
trade  to  the  British,  was  of  the  5th  October,  1830,  and 
about  two  months  after,  I  believe,  (for  in  this  I  speak 
from  recollection,)  the  trade  was  open  to  us.     Up  to  the 
30th  September,  this  trade  had  been  open  to  the  British 
a  year  minus  five  days,  and  to  us  ten  months;  and  during 
these  periods  the  American  outward  tonnage  had  been 
thirty  thousand,  and  the  British  fifteen  thousand,  and  the 
inward  had  been  American  something  less,  and  British 
twenty  thousand  only.     Now,   what  can  the  President 
meanr  Before  Mr.  McLane's  arrangement,  this  trade  had 
formed  a  regular  channel;  our  products  had  been  trans- 
ported in  our  own  vessels  to  St.  Bartliolomew,  a  Swedish 
island,  and  St.  Thomas,  a  Danish  island,  where  they  were 
deposited,  and  where  they  were  taken  by  British  trans- 
portation to  their  islands  for  consumption.   In  the  year  end- 
ing 30th  September,  1830,  this  transportation  stood  thus— 


Outward. 


American  tonnage. 


Swedish  West  Indies,  19,960 

Danish  do.  52,535 

British  do.  2,395 

Newfoundland,  1,523 

British  American  colonies,  117,171 

Tons,        193,584 


Foreign. 

000 
000 
000 
000 
214,267    Br. 


214,267 


The  tonnage  employed  to  supply  the  Swedish  and  Dan- 
ish West  Indies  for  their  consumption  must  have  been 
trifling  indeed.  Nearly  the  whole  of  this  one  hundred  and 
ninety-three  thousand  five  hundred  and  eighty -four  tons  of 
American,  and  two  hundred  and  fourteen  thousand  two 
hundred  and  sixty-seven  tons  of  British  shipping  must 
have  been  employed  in  furnishing  the  British  American 
colonies.  Now,  if,  in  twelve  months  for  the  British, 
and  ten  for  the  American  navigation,  only  thirty  thousand 
tons  of  the  former,  and  fifteen  thousand  of  the  latter,  have 
been  employed  in  the  outward,  and  much  less  of  the  for- 
mer, and  about  one-fourth  more  of  the  latter,  in  the  inward 
trade,  what  a  dismal  falling  off  do  we  here  witness  P  If 
the  Atlantic  States  have,  by  this  «*  arrangement,"  suffered 
such  a  diminution  of  their  tonnage  for  more  than  an  equi- 
valent to  the  inhabitants  on  the  lakes  and  on  the  St.  Law- 
rence, and  it  is  ri^ht  that  our  interests  should  be  thus 
sacrificed  to  theirs,  it  is  but  fair  that  we,  the  sufferers,  should 
know  what  that  equivalent  is,  whether  it  is  commercial  or 
political. 
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Further,  sir,  in  recurring  to  the  negotiation  in  this  af- 
fair, it  seems  that,  on  our  part,  every  thing  was  yielded, 
and  in  the  humblest  terms  of  concession.  The  Earl  of 
Aberdeen  triumphantly  quotes  Mr.  McLane  upon  him- 
self, thus:  "  It  (the  measure  of  the  American  Con^ss) 
concedes  in  its  terms  all  the  power  in  the  negotiation  of 
the  colonial  trade,  and  authorizes  the  President  to  con- 
fer on  British  subjects  all  those  privileges,  as  well  in  the 
circuitous  as  the  direct  voyage,  which  Great  Britain  has 
at  any  time  demanded  or  desired."  So  it  seems  we  have 
yielded  every  thing,  permitted,  nay,  solicited  Great  BriUin 
to  prescribe  the  terms,  and  the  consequence  has  been,  as 
every  one  might  have  expected,  a  desid  loss  to  our  navi- 
gating interest. 

I  have,  wr,  another  inquiry  which  I  wish  to  propose. 
It  has  been  intimated  that  this  trade  has  taken  this  course: 
OUT  productions  are  subjected  to  a  much  higlier  duty  in 
the  British  West  Indies  than  in  their  North  American  pro- 
vinces. We  are  excluded  from  carrying  from  these  pro- 
vinces to  their  West  Indies.  To  avoid  this  duty  charge- 
able from  our  ports  direct  to  the  West  Indies,  the  British 
vessel  obtains  a  clearance,  say  from  Halifax  or  St.  John's, 
and  clears  from  a  port  in  the  United  States  to  a  British 
continental  port,  sails  directly  to  the  West  Indies,  enters 
under  this  clearance  from  Halifax  or  St  John's,  and  thus 
avoids  the  high  duty  on  our  products  from  our  ports  to 
the  West  Indies  direct.  If  such  a  practice  is  going  on,  it 
at  once,  and  totally,  excludes  our  participation  in  the 

whole  trade.  • 

One  other  inquiry  is  embraced  by  the  resolutions  which 
I  mtend  to  offer.  It  appears  by  Mr.  McLane's  despatches 
to  the  Secretary  of  State,  that  Mr.  Herries,  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  had  presented  a  proposition  for  a 
modification  of  the  tariff  on  importation  into  those  British 
colonies,  in  which  he  had  exhibited  a  schedule  of  the 
present  and  proposed  duties.  Mr.  McLane,  in  his  letter 
of  the  22d  November,  1830,  indulg^es  a  hope  of  relaxation 
of  Uie  proposed  duties,  and  this  is  the  last  we  hear  on  the 
subject.  Part  of  my  purpose  is  to  ascertain  what  are  the 
duties  now  chargeable  in  the  British  colonies. 

On  the  whole,  sir,  this  subject  is  involved  in  too  much 
mystery.  Maine,  it  is  feared,  has  lost  a  valuable  portion 
of  her  territory  m  exchange  for  Rouse's  Point,  in  New 
York.  If,  in  addition  to  this,  a  large  amount  of  her  ton- 
nage is  to  be  dismantled  to  benefit  this  and  other  large 
States,  let  us  know  how,  why,  and  wherefore;  and  for 
this  purpose  I  offer  the  following  resolutions: 

Budved,  That  the  President  be  requested  to  cause  to 
be  communicated  to  the  Senate  tlie  number  of  vessels, 
and  tlieir  tonnage  and  cargoes,  which  have  cleared  from 
any  ports  in  the  United  States  to  any  port  or  place  in 
the  British  American  colonies  since  the  President's  pro- 
clamation of  5th  October,  1830?  distinguishing  those,  if 
any,  wliich  cleared  for  such  port  and  place,  "and  a  mar- 
ket," or  for  a  British  port  or  place,  or  some  other  port  or 
place?  distinguishing,  also,  American  from  foreign  ton- 
nage, and  also  the  entries  of  all  vessels  from  any  British 
colonial  port,  with  their  cargoes,  since  the  above  procla- 
mation; distinguishing  the  tonnage  as  above,  and  designat- 
ing the  British  port  or  place  from  whence  the  cargoes 
were  imported.  . 

Besolved,  That  the  President  be  requested  to  inform 
the  Senate  what  amount  of  American  and  foreign  tonnage 
(distinguishing  them)  has  been  cleared  for,  and  entered 
from,  the  Swedish  and  Danish  West  Indies,  since  the  Presi- 
dent's proclamation  of  the  5th  October^  1830,  with  the 
kind  and  amount  of  tlie  cargoes. 

Hesolved,  That  the  President  be  requested  to  inform 
the  Senate  whether,  since  his  proclamation  of  the  5th 
October,  1850,  British  vessels  have  cleared  from  thCUnited 
States  for  any  port  in  the  British  continental  colonies  in 
America,  and  have  sailed  directly  to  the  British  West  In- 
dies, by  virtue  of  clearances  previously  obtaiiied   from 


custom-houses  in  those  continental  colonies,  thus  perform- 
ing voyages  circuitous  on  paper,  but  in  fact  direct. 

Meaohed,  That  the  President  be  requested  to  inform 
the  Senate  what  are  the  duties  paid  on  British  American 
vessels  and  their  cargoes  respectively  in  British  ports  in 
the  West  Indies  and  the  other  British  American  colonies, 
distinguishing  between  the  West  Indies  and  the  other 
colonies,  and  between  Americair  and  British  vessels,  and 
the  produce  of  the  United  States  and  of  the  colonies. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  SMITH,  the  Vesolutions  were  or- 
dereduto  be  printed. 

THE  TARIFF— DUTIES  ON  TEAS. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  the 
following  report,  made  yesterday  from  the  Committee  on 
Finance: 

The  Committee  on  Finance,  to  which  were  referred  the 

memorials  of  the  importers  and  dealers  in  teas,  of  New 

York,  Philadelphia,  Baltimore,  and  Pittsburg,  report: 

That  the  memorialists  pray,  that  in  case  Congress  shall 

contemplate  any  reduction  in  the  duties  on  teas,  that  such 

reduction  may  be  made  to  take  effect  from  and  after  the 

31st  December  of  the  present  year;  being  the  same  time 

at  which  the  act  of  the  20th  May,  1830,  entitled  "An  act 

to  reduce  the  duties  on  coffee,  tea,  and  cocoa,"  will  take 

effect  on  teas:  their  object  being  that  whenever  reduc- 

tion  in  the  duties  on  teas  may  be  made,  that  it  may  operate 

simultaneously  with  the  said  act  of  May,  1830. 

The  committee  deemed  it  proper  to  consult  the  Secre- 
tary of  tlie  Treasury  on  the  subject,  and  particularly  as  to 
the  effect  an  immediate  reduction  of  the  duties  would  have 
on  the  finances  of  the  nation.  His  answer,  they  ask  per- 
mission to  submit  as  pai't  of  tlieir  report. 

The  committee  are  fully  aware  of  the  inconvenience 
which  must  arise  to  commercial  men,  by  frequent  changes 
in  the  duties.  They  are  construned,  however,  to  report 
that  it  is  inexpedient  to  act  on  the  subject  of  the  me- 
morials at  this  time. 

TasASUBT  Depabtmsnt, 

December  15,  1831. 

Sib:  I  had  the  honor  to  receive  yesterday  your  letter 
of  the  14th  instant,  accompanied  by  a  memorial  of  sundry 
merchants  of  New  York,  praying  that  any  further  con- 
templated reduction  in  the  duties  on  tea  may  take  effect 
on  the  1st  of  January,  1832. 

In  answer  to  your  request  that  I  would  state  the  effect 
upon  the  revenue  of  a  reduction  of  the  duties  on  teas 
to  certain  rates  which  have  been  proposed  by  persons  en- 
gaged in  the  tea  trade,  to  go  into  operation  at  the  time 
above  mentioned,  I  beg  leave  to  state,  generally,  that  such 
a  reduction  could  not  be  made  without  materially  disturb- 
ing the  estimates  presented  in  the  late  annual  report  from 
this  department  on  the  state  of  the  finances,  nor  consist- 
ently with  the  views  entertained  as  to  the  entire  payment 
of  the  debt  on  or  before  the  Sd  of  March,  1833. 

Without  more  'precise  information  than  the  department 
possesses  of  the  quantity  of  tea  in  store,  it  is  difficult  to 
furnish  the  details  you  request.  The  quantity,  however, 
may  be  supposed  to  be  greater  than  it  otherwise  would 
be,  in  consequence  of  the  mutual  desire,  both  of  the  im- 
porter and  the  retail  dealer,  to  preserve  as  much  as  pos- 
sible of  the  importation  for  the  benefit  of  the  reduced 
duties  which  are  to  take  effect  on  the  1st  of  January  next. 

It  will  appear  from  the  statement  herewith  transmitted, 
that  the  proposed  reduction  would  be  attended  with  a  pro- 
bable diminution  in  the  revenue,  varying  from  half  a  mil- 
lion downwards,  according  to  tiie  quantity  of  tea  which 
may  be  found  actually  in  store  on  the  Ist  of  January. 
*  It  is  believed,  moreover,  that  the  principal  benefits  of 
the  proposed  reduction  would  be  conferred  on  the  im- 
porter rather  than  the  consumer.     If,  as  is  understood  to 
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be  the  &ct,  there  b  a  Binall  quantity  of  tea  in  the  hands  of 
the  retail  dealers,  it  mig>ht  not  follow  that  the  prices  either 
of  that  now  in  bond,  or  of  that  ordered  for  importation, 
would  fall  in  proportion  to  the  reduction {  whereas,  the 
importer  can  suffer  neither  loss  nor  inconvenience  from 
the  operation  of  a  law,  with  a  view  to  which  his  business 
hss  been  reflated  for  more  than  a  year  past. 

The  department  is  not  satisfied — ^though  upon  this  point 
1  do  not  wish  to  be  considered  as  expressing  a  positive 
opinion-:— that  it  tvill  be  expedient  at  any  time  to  reduqe 
the  duties  on  teas  materially  lower  than  the  rates  of  Janu- 

Sr  next.  These  duties  will  not  be  sufficiently  high  to 
ect,  in  any  sensible  degree,  the  consumption  of  the 
article;  and  though  diminiidied  upon  an  importation  equal 
to  that  of  1830,  from  $2,049,342  02  to  $898,974  46,  as 
wiU  be  seen  in  tlie  accompanying  statement,  yet  they 
will  always  be  a  safe  source  of  revenue.  In  a  general  re- 
vision of  the  tarilT,  Congress  will  find  a  great  convenience 
in  drawing  the  revenue  from  as  few  articles  as  may  be 
consistent  with  the  interests  of  the  community,  instead  of 
bein^  subjected  to  the  necessity  of  spreading  it  over 
numerous  commodities;  and  there  are  cogent  reasons  why 
any  further  reduction  on  teas  should  await  such  general 
revision  of  the  existing  duties  as  the  state  of  the  finances 
and  public  expenditure  may  call  for.  The  memorial  is 
herewith  returned. 

Any  farther  reduction  which  it  may  then  be  found  ex- 
pedient to  make,  may  be  readily  sdapted,  both  in  amount 
and  in  time,  to  the  interests  and  convenience  of  the  im- 
porters. 

I  hare  the  honor  to  be,  with  great  respect,  your  obedi- 
ent servant, 

LOUIS  McLANE, 
Secrttary  of  the  TVecuury. 

The  Hon.  S.  Smith, 

Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance,  Senate* 

A  STATEMENT  exhibiting  the  quantity  of  tea  import- 
ed during  the  year  1830,  after  deducting  tiiat  which 
was  exported  entitled  to  drawback,  and  the  duties 
thereon,  calculated  at  the  present  rates,  at  the  rates 
payable  after  the  1st  January,  1832,  and  at  the  rates 
proposed  by  certain  importers. 


Qaantitjr  in 
1830. 


HTMmtkm 
Htmmi  aaA 
T.Hjram 
Impfiial 


148,935 
l,fl07, 
1,314,S29 


SSS8J 


3,813,646 
73,246 


Prefent  duty 


cu. 

13      17,871  00 

401,60J  50 

138    367,984  13 


40  1,135,058  40 
50    136,633  Ov 


New  dotj  when 
importcti  in  A* 
mericftiiTeMels 
after  Itt  Jtna* 
■ry,  1833. 


4 
10 
18 

18 
35 


5,957  00 
160,733  30 
157,707  48 

506,376  28 
68,311  50 


H0,1 56,368  03,049,343  03 


Duty  piopos* 
edbycrrtun 
imporien. 


cu. 

3   3,978  50 

3  48,310  66 

4  53,560  16 

6  168,758  76 
10  37,334  60 


g 898,974  46  £399,8^7  68 


The  report  being  read, 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  that  he  did  not  rise  to  oppose  the 
acceptance  of  the  report  Under  all  circumstances  it 
might,  he  thought,  be  as  well  to  accept  it,  and  put  the 
matter  at  rest.  Nevertheless,  he  was  of  opinion  the  com- 
mittee ought  to  have  come  to  a  different  conclusion. 
The  present  moment  was  exceedingly  favorable  to  a  fur- 
ther reduction  of  duties  on  teas.  By  the  provisions  of  the 
act  of  1830,  a  connderable  reduction  is  now  to  take  place 
on  the  1st  of  9ext  month,  and  is  to  apply  to  teas  already 
imported*  but  then  in  bond,  as  well  as  to  teas  imported 
after  that  period.  In  consequence  of  this  provision  of 
law,  nearly  all  the  teas  in  the  country  were  now  in  bond, 
and  if  a  further  reduction  of  duties  be  intended,  tiiis  seems 
the  very  time  to  give  it  effect,  or,  by  implying  to  the  great 


mass  of  the  teas  already  in  the  country,  as  well  as  to  fu- 
ture importations,  the  reduction  would  operfte  with  great 
equality,  and  prevent  that  injustice  which  of\en  happens 
to  holders  and  importers  of  commodities  from  suoden 
reduction  of  duties.  He  believed  there  was  quite  time 
enough  to  have  accomplished  this  desirable  obiect,  if  it 
had  met  the  concurrence  of  the  treasury,  and  bsd  re- 
ceived the  prompt  action  of  the  committee. 

But  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasuiy  had  expressed  the 
opinion  that  no  further  reduction  of  duties  in  this  article 
ou^ht  to  take  place;  and  his  [Mr.  W.'s]  miun  object  in 
rismg  was  to  prevent  that  opinion  from  being  received 
as  the  unanimous  opinion  of  aU  those  who  might  be  called 
on  to  act  on  the  subject.  He,  for  one,  certainly  was  quite 
of  another  way  of  thinking.  He  thought  that  a  further 
and  a  very  large  reduction  of  duties  on  teas  ought  to  be 
made,  and  to  be  made  as  soon  is  might  be  consistent  with 
justice  and  equity  to  the  dealers  in  the  article.  It  is  im- 
possible that  tliis  question  should  not  come  before  Con- 
gress. It  would  certainly  be  agitated.  The  golden  op- 
portunity for  disposing  of  it,  as  it  seemed  to  him,  in  a 
manner  satisfactory  to  all  interests,  had  been  presented, 
and  had  been  lost,  and  he  g^atly  regretted  it. 

Mr.  SMn*H  called  for  the  reading  of  one  of  the  memo- 
rials, in  order  that  the  Senate  might  better  understand 
Uie  object  the  memorialists  had  in  view.  One  of  the  me- 
morials was  then  read  by  the  Secretary. 

Mr.  S.  then  observed  that,  in  May,  1830,  an  act  was 
passed  reducing  the  duties  on  teas  to  about  one-half  of 
the  then  existing  duty,  to  take  effect  from  the  1st  of 
January  coming.  Now,  said  Mr.  S.,  tiie  object  of  these 
memorials  is  to  have  it  setUed,  that  if  anv  reduction  of  the 
duties  on  teas  be  made,  that  such  reduction  shall  take 
effect  simultaneously  with  that  provided  for  under  the  ex- 
iting law.  The  petitioners  have  shown  to  the  commit- 
tee, said  Mr.  S.,  that  the  holders  of  teas  have  suffered  to 
the  amount  of  two  miUions  of  dollars,  in  consequence  of 
being  kept  in  a  state  of  suspense  by  Congress  tampering 
so  frequently  with  the  subject,  no  law  having  effectually 
taken  place  till  May,  1830,  although  the  proposition  to 
reduce  the  duties  on  teas  had  frequently  been  agitated. 
When  the  memorials  were  referred  to  the  committee,  they 
took  up  the  subject  with  the  most  favorable  impressions, 
and  with  the  fullest  intention  to  bestow  on  it  the  speediest 
action;  but,  on  mature  deliberation,  it  had  been  consider- 
ed that  it  would  be  impossible,  at  this  late  period  of  the 
month,  to  act  on  it  so  as  to  get  a  bill  through  both  Houses 
of  Cong^ss  before  the  1st  of  January.  A  very  respect- 
able deputation  from  the  memorialists,  said  Bilr.  S.,  at- 
tended the  committee,  and  they  had  been  perfectly  satis- 
fied that  the  objects  they  had  in  view  could  not  now  be 
carried  into  effect.  Many  gentlemen  of  the  other  House, 
and  some  of  this,  remarked  Mr.  S.,  would  not  consent  to 
act  on  a  bill  of  the  nature  contemplated  by  tiie  memo- 
rialists, without  going  into  the  whole  subject  of  Uie  tariff. 

Under  these  circumstances,  the  committee  had  been 
compelled  to  report,  as  ihey  had  done,  that  it  was  inex- 
pedient at  this  time  to  act  on  the  subject.  He  [Mr.  S.] 
was  in  favor  of  a  considerable  reduction  of  the  duties  on 
teas,  to  take  effect  after  the  public  debt  shall  have  been 
paid.  He  did  not  differ  materially  with  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts:  he  agreed  with  him  that  a  further 
reduction  of  the  duties  was  necessary;  he  would  even  re- 
duce the  duties  to  a  greater  degree  than  asked  for  by  the 
petitioners  themselves.  The  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
disagreed  with  tlie  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  The  Se- 
cretary, said  Mr.  S.,  had  given  no  opinion  on  the  subject. 
The  committee  had  addressed  a  letter  to  him,  stating  the 
views  of  the  memorialists,  and  the  necessity  of  an  imme- 
diate answer.  An  answer  had  been  returned  the  very 
next  day;  and  what  did  the  Secretary  say? 

'*  The  department  is  not  satisfied — ^though  upon  this 
point  I  do  not  wish  to  be  considered  as  expressing  a  posi- 
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tive  opinion^-that  it  will  be  expedient  at  any  time  to  re- 
duce the  duties  on  teai  materially  lower  than  the  rates  of 
January  next" 

How  far  the  Secretary  was  in  favor  of  a  reduction  of 
duUes  on  teas,  he  could  not  say;  but  he,  for  one,  would 
be  willing  to  take  oiF  the  duties  altogether,  not  only  on 
teas,  but  on  many  other  articles  not  necessary  for  the  en- 
couragement of  American  industry.  He  had  no  conceal- 
ment of  his  views  as  to  the  tariff;  he  was  prepared,  or 
nearly  so,  to  report  a  modification  of  it,  though  he  did 
not  know  if  the  Committee  on  Finance  had  a  right  to  in- 
terfere with  the  subject.  It  was  their  'appropriate  duty, 
to  be  sure,  but  the  business  had  been  taken  from  under 
their  control  since  the  year  1828,  and  confided  to  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures.  If  the  Senate  would  con- 
fide the  business  to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  he  would 
pledge  himself  that  a  bill  would  be  speedily  reported  for 
the  reduction  of  the  duties  on  articles  of  importation. 

Mr.  CLAY  rose,  and  said,  that  when  the  report  waa 
presented  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  he  under- 
stood that  it  was  against  any  further  reduction  of  the  du- 
ties on  tea,  in  conformity  to  what  seemed  to  be  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  The  committee, 
he  was  glad  now  to  learn,  only  thought  it  impracticable 
to  effect  the  reduction  bv  the  1st  of  January,  but  were 
in  favor  of  reducing  the  duty.  The  intention  of  the  me- 
morialists from  New  York  and  Philadelphia,  to  which  he 
was  disposed  to  assent,  was  to  have  the  reduction  of  the 
duty  take  place  on  tfie  1st  of  January  next.  But  this 
was  not  the  exclusive  time  to  which  the  memorialists  con- 
fined their  petition.  Their  object  was  to  have  the  reduc- 
tion take  place  as  early  as  possible.  And  if  it  could  not 
be  effected  at  the  time  first  mentioned,  the  1st  of  Febru- 
ary, or  even  the  Ist  day  of  March,  would  meet  their 
wishes.  The  tea  now  in  bond,  with  the  exception  of 
occasional  parcels  taken  out  for  immediate  consumption, 
would  have  remained  in  the  custom-house  until  that  act 
should  take  effect,  if  it  was  not  before  the  1st  of  Februa- 
ry or  March,  and  thus  their  object  would  be  substantially 
attained.  This,  however,  said  Mr.  C,  was  not  the  most 
important  aim  of  the  memorials.  The  principal  motive  in 
presenting  them  was  to  ascertain  the  sentiments  of  Con- 
g^ress  in  relation  to  a  further  and  definitive  reduction  of 
file  duty,  with  the  view  to  the  regulation  of  their  commer- 
cial operations,  and  on  this  point  they  were  left  totally  in 
suspense  by  the  report  of  the  committee.  No  gentleman, 
continued  Mr.  C.  in  answer  to  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land, who  has  reflected  on  the  subject,  as  connected 
with  the  financial  interests  of  the  country,  would  believe 
that  a  retention  of  the  duty  wm  necessary  to  effect  the 
payment  of  the  national  debt  by  the  day  which  had  been 
desig^iated  by  the  Secretary  of  tlie  Treasury. 

It  was  impossible  to  consider  the  reduction  of  the  duty 
on  this  article  alone,  without  examining  the  great  and  im- 
portant question  of  the  tariff  in  general,  which  embraced 
the  leadmg  interests  of  the  country  within  its  scope. 
The  unimportant  as  well  as  important  articles  includecl  in 
the  tariff  must  come  into  consideration.  Those  which 
were  protected,  as  well  as  those  which  were  unprotected, 
by  our  present  system  of  policy,  demanded  their  due  share 
of  our  connderation.  It  would  be  impossible  to  exanune 
one  article  separately,  without  taking  into  consideration 
the  connexion  which  it  bore  with  others  which  were 
equally  subject  to  duties,  nor  without  considering  the 
whole  system  of  protection  and  revenue  of  the  country. 
But  if  there  were  any  one  article  which  might  be  consi- 
dered distinctly,  that  article  was  tea,  which,  if  we  take  its 
almost  universal  consumption  into  view,  must  be  regarded 
as  one  of  the  necessaries  of  life.  The  gentleman  who 
submitted  the  report  stated  that  he  did  not  intend  to  an- 
nounce the  determination  of  the  committee,  much  less  of 
the  Senate,  as  being  indisposed  to  the  granting  of  a  further 
reduction.    To  this  explanation  he  was  not  disposed  to 


object;  but  he  thought  the  committee  mi|fht  have  acted 
immediately  on  the  subject  of  the  memorials  without  in- 
convenience or  injury.  He  did  not  wish  to  prevent  the 
introduction  of  the  bill  which  the  chairman  of  the  commit- 
tee had  proposed  in  relation  to  the  total  reduction  of  the 
duty  on  this  article. 

But  that  Senator  had  stated  as  his  individual  opinion* 
and  not  that  of  the  committee,  that  the  reduction  of  the 
duty  ought  not  to  take  effect  until  the  liquidation  of  the 
national  debt.  He  [Mr.  C]  would,  in  reply,  observe, 
that  if  the  Senator  did  intend  to  defer  it  until  the  whole 
debt,  including  the  three  per  cent.,  was  pud,  he  might 
perhaps  have  to  WMt  much  longer  than  he  supposed.  It 
could,  said  Mr.  C.,  be  easily  shown  that  it  was  not  neces- 
sary to  effect  the  payment  of  the  entire  debt  by  the  time 
proposed,  to  retain  any  part  of  the  duty  upon  tea.  The 
debt  may  be  discharged  by  the  4th  March,  1833,  and  the 
duty  be  now  reduced  or  repealed  in  to/o.  He  hoped, 
however,  that  few  would  be  found  willing  to  sanction  the 
improvident  project  of  paying  off  a  capital  yielding  only 
tliree  per  cent,  by  the  appropriation  of  a  capital  worth  six 
per  cent.,  and  raisinc^  this  capital  by  an  unnecessary  con- 
tinuance of  burden  from  which  the  consumption  of  the 
country  might  be  relieved.  The  report  submitted  yes- 
terday bv  the  committee  being  now  expUdned  to  settle 
nothing  but  that  a  bill  could  not  be  got  through  the  two 
Houses  to  take  effect  on  the  1st  of  January  next,  he  was 
not  disposed,  witli  that  explanation,  to  call  for  any  expres- 
sion of^lhe  opinion  of  the  Senate,  but  would  acquiesce  in 
any  disposition  of  the  report. 

Having  placed  a  different  construction  on  the  report, 
especially  afler  perusing  the  accompanying  letter  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  he  had  intended  to  make  a 
proposition,  which  he  would  not  now  submit.  Whilst  he 
was  decidedly  in  favor  of  a  substantial  preservation  of  the 
system  of  protection,  he  was  ready  to  concur  in  M\y  mea- 
sure of  relief  to  the  country  not  inconsistent  with  it. 
And  he  did  not  think  that  the  object  of  paying  off  the 
whole  public  debt  by  a  precise  day  in  the  year  1833, 
ought  to  delay,  for  one  moment,  the  repeal  of  duties 
on  objects  not  foiling  witfiin  the  scope  of  that  system. 
Having  made  this  explanation,  he  would  not  furtlier  trou- 
ble the  Senate. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said,  if  gentlemen  had  suffered  the  ques- 
tion to  be  taken  on  this  report  without  debate,  he  would 
have  been  content  to  give  his  silent  vote  in  its  favor. ^  The 
only  question  presented  by  the  report  was,  whether  it  was 
expement  to  pass  a  bill  greatly  to  reduce  the  duties  on 
teas,  to  take  eflTect  on  the  1st  of  January  next.  He  con- 
curred with  the  committee,  that  such  a  measure  would  not 
be  expedient,  even  if  it  were  practicable.  But,  said  Mr. 
H.,  as  gentlemen  who  have  addressed  the  Senate  liave  not 
confined  themselves  to  this  c|uestion,  but  have  gone  into 
an  explanation  of  some  of  their  views  with  respect  to  the 
proposed  modification  of  the  tariff,  (a  modification  of  some 
sort  being  admitted  on  all  hands  to  have  become  neces- 
sary,) it  was  perhaps  proper  that  he  should  also  express 
his  opinion,  in  order  to  "  exclude  the  conclusion"  that 
there  was  a  general  concurrence  in  all  the  views  which 
had  been  presented  in  the  report,  or  by  the  gentlemen 
who  had  favored  the  Senate  with  their  sentiments.  It  was 
certainly  desirable  that  there  should  be  no  misunderstand- 
ing  on  this  subject,  either  here  or  else^^hcre,  and  he  was 
most  anxious  that,  so  far  as  his  own  views  were  concerned, 
and,  perhaps,  he  might  add,  the  views  of  those  with  whom 
he  usually  acted  on  such  questions,  gentlemen  should 
not  delude  themselves  with  the  belief  that  any  modifica- 
tion of  the  tariff  would  be  at  all  satisfactory,  which  should 
not  be  effected  on  the  broad  principle  of  perfect  justice 
and  equality.  The  chairman  of  the  committee  [Mr. 
Smith]  had  told  us  that  he  was  not  onlj  prepared  greatly 
to  reduce  the  duties  upon  tea,  but  upon  all  other  articlt  a 
which  did  not  enter  into  competition  with  our  manufac- 
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tures;  he  spoke  of  imponng'  upon  such  articleB  what  he 
was  pleased  to  call  pro  forma  duties,  while  the  obnoxious 
articles,  by  which  I  presume  he  meant  the  protected  arti- 
cles, were  to  remain  subject  to  other,  and,  of  course, 
higher — ^perhaps  the  existing — rate  of  duties.  The  gen- 
tleman nad  referred,  in  iUustration  of  his  views,  to  a  bill 
reported  by  himself  last  year  for  the  reduction  often  mil- 
lions of  taxes.  Against  the  scheme  embraced  in  that  bill, 
Mr.  H.  felt  himself  bound,  now  and  at  all  times,  to  enter 
his  earnest  and  decided  protest.  What  was  that  scheme  ? 
Why,  that  from  all  articles  of  luxury  the  taxes  should  be 
taken  off  entirely,  while  from  articles  of  absolute  necessity 
they  were  to  remain  undiminished — articles  consumed  by 
the  rich  were  to  come  into  the  country  duty  free,  while 
ar^clea  consumed  by  tlie  poor  were  to  be  burdened  with 
exorbitant  taxation.  The  rich  roan  was  to  drink  his  costly 
wines,  and  his  family  to  be  arrayed  in  fine  silks,  without 
paying- one  cent  towards  the  expenses  of  the  Government, 
while  the  poor  man  was  to  be  heavily  taxed  on  the  coarse 
woollens  which  were  to  shield  himself  and  his  family  from 
the  winter's  cold.  Now,  could  a  system  of  taxation,  rest- 
ing on  such  principles,  be  seriously  defended?  Could  it 
be  tc^erated  m  a  free  country,  and  a  liberal  and  enlighten- 
ed age>  He  trusted  not.  There  is  another  objection  to 
this  scheme,  which  was  to  his  mind  equally  conclusive — 
it  was,  that  by  it  the  duties  were  to  be  taken  off  from  what 
was  called  the  unprotected  articles—articles,  too,  of  gene- 
ral coosuiDption,  (and  which,  according  to  the  acknow- 
ledged principles  of  political  economy,  and  the  common 
consent  of  all  mankind,  are  the  proper  subjects  for  taxa- 
tion,) and  the  entire  revenue -of  the  country  was  to  be 
raised  upon  the  protected  articles—upon  cottons,  woollens, 
and  iron---4rticleB  of  necessity,  on  which  enormous  duties 
arc  now  imposed — duties  which  operate  as  a  heavy  tax  on 
ceruin  portions  of  the  country,  and  certain  branches  of 
industiy,  and  as  a  bounty  to  other  portions  of  the  country, 
and  other  branches  of  industry. 

Against  a  system  so  unjust,  unequal,  and  oppressive,  the 
tax-paying  people  of  the  United  States,  those  who  receive 
no  portion  of  the  bounties  of  the  protecting  system,  the 
people  of  the  Southern  States,  those  whom  he  "in  part  re- 
presented on  this  floor,  must  forever  protest.  Let  not 
any  gentleman  *•  lay  the  flattering  unction  to  his  soul," 
that  these  people  would  be  satisfied  with  any  arrange- 
ment of  the  tariif  which  shall  not  go  the  full  length  of 
bringing  down  the  duties  to  the  true  revenue  standard, 
the  rainng  no  more  money  from  duties  than  may  be  ne- 
cessar)'  for  the  just  purposes  of  Government,  and  to  raise 
this  amount  from  duties  to  be  arranged  on  fiiir  and  equal 
principles — a  reasonable  ad  valorem  duty  on  all  articles 
protected  or  unprotected— a  system  which  shall  be  based 
on  the  great  principle  of  equal  benefits  and  equal  bur- 
dens. Such  a  system,  and  such  only,  could  ever  recon- 
cile the  people  to  the  operation  of  the  tarifl^,  or  quiet  the 
discontents  which  had  sprung  out  of  the  existing,  unjust, 
and  oppressive  system. 

There  was  one  remark  made  by  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat,]  which  met  his  hearty  concurrence; 
it  was,  that  this  system  could  not  be  satisfactorily  arranged 
by  taking  up  a  single  article — as  tea,  for  instance — and 
icting  separately  upon  that.  The  gentleman  laid  down 
the  true  rule,  when  he  said,  that,  to  determine  the  reduc- 
tii>n  proper  on  any  given  article,  you  must  take  a  compre- 
hensive view  of  the  whole  system.  Nothing  can  be  clearer, 
said  Mr.  H.,  than  that,  in  ordcr.to  decide  what  reduction 
ought  to  be  made  upon  tea,  you  must  also  inquire  what 
reduction  shouldJ>e  made  upon  wines,  silks,  and  spices. 
It  was  utterly  impossible  to  determine  the  reduction  pro- 
per to  be  tnskdc  upon  these  articles,  without  also  taking 
into  consideration  wiiat  reduction  should  be  made  upon 
cottons,  woollens,  and  iron.  We  must  take  a  large  and 
comprehensive  view  of  the  whole  subject,  and  examine 
every  article,  whether  protected  or  unprotected,  before 
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we  can  decide  wisely  or  justly  as  to  the  extent  of  the  re- 
duction to  be  made  upon  each. 

There  was  another  remark  which  fell  from  that  ^nUe- 
man,  in  which  he  [Mr.  H.]  entirely  coiKurred;  it  was, 
that  it  was  more  important  that  the  proposed  reduction  of 
duties  should  take  effect  at  an  early  day,  than  that  the 
public  debt  should  be  extinguished  on  the  4th  March,  1833, 
as  suggested  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  He  was 
one  of  those  (as  was  well  known  to  the  Senate)  who  had 
been,  for  years  past,  constantly  pressing  for  the  speedy 
extinction  of  the  public  debt.  But  this  was  not  because 
he  considered  the  small  amount  which  remained  of  that 
debt  as  any  very  grievous  burden  on  the  country,  but 
because  he  hoped  that  when  the  public  debt  should  be 
extinguished,  there  would  no  longer  remain  any  excuse 
or  apology  for  keeping  up  the  enormous  duties  under 
which  those  whom  he  represented,  as  well  as  the  people 
of  other  portions  of  the  country,  had  been  borne  down. 
But  if  the  question  was  presented  to  him,  whether  the 
taxes  should  be  kept  up  for  two  years  longer,  in  order  to 
extinguish  the  debt,  on  a  given  day,  or  be  immediately  rc- 
ducedt  he  should  go  for  the  reduction,  even  though  the 
payment  of  the  debt  should  be  made  in  three  annual  in- 
stalments instead  of  being  entirely  paid  off  in  one  year. 
The  most  important  consideration,  in  his  estimation — ^more 
important,  he  was  persuaded,  at  this  time,  than  all  others 
put  together,  was,  that  there  should  be  an  immediate  re- 
duction of  the  public  burdens,  and  that  the  duties  should, 
as  speedily  as  possible,  be  brought  down  to  the  lowest 
amount  necessary  to  provide  for  the  expenditures  of  the 
Government,  on  proper  and  constitutional  objects.  Until 
this  is  done,  it  is  in  vain  to  hope  that  the  people  will  ever 
be  reconciled  to  the  operation  of  this  system;  and  should 
we  be  able  to  eflfect  it,  the  causes  of  discontent  will  be  re- 
moved, and  peace  and  harmony  will  once  more  be  happily 
restored. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  said  he  did  not  perceive  a  possible 
advantage  to  either  of  the  several  interests  alluded  to  in 
debate,  which  could  arise  from  a  vote  of  concurrence 
with  the  committee.  The  report  adopts  no  opinion;  sug- 
gests no  course  of  policy;  invites  no  commitment  by  the 
Senate  in  regard  to  the  continuance  or  reduction  of  the 
duty  on  teas.  As  now  explained  by  the  chairman,  it  as* 
scrts  the  fact,  that  such  an  act  as  the  memorialists  ask  for, 
cannot  be  pressed  through  Congress  within  the  period 
limited  by  the  memorial.  The  committee  did  not  mtend 
it  to  have  any  influence  whatever  upon  the  question  of  a 
partial  or  total  repeal  of  the  duty.  ^  In  this  view  of  the 
subject,  it  would  accomplish  the  object  of  the  committee, 
to  allow  the  report  to  lie  on  the  table,  as  eflfectually  as  to 
adopt  it  by  the  resolution  now  before  the  Senate.  A  con- 
trary course  might  have  the  effect  to  embarrass  the  Senate 
in  its  future  action  upon  this  subject,  by  a  technical  appli- 
cation of  the  rule  wnich  prohibits  the  consideration  of  a 
subject  a  second  time,  aAer  a  previous  disposition  of  it  the 
same  session.  The  committee  say  it  is  inexpedient  now 
to  legislate,  thereby,  it  seems,  intending  the  interval  be- 
tween the  report  ami  thejlst  of  January;  but  it  may  well 
be  contended  at  a  future  day,  that  now  will  apply  to  any 
part  and  all  of  the  session.  He  certainly  anticipated  the 
appearance  of  this  question  at  a  fqture  period  of  the  ses- 
sion, and  wished  to  avoid  any  possible  difficulty  from  the 
rule. 

There  were,  however,  mor^  important  considerations 
to  urge  the  propriety  of  the  disposition  he  proposed  tt> 
make  of  the  report.  The  committee  set  forth  the  nature 
and  object  of  the  memorial,  that  they  had  addressed  a 
letter  to  the  Secretary  of  tlie  Treasury,  inviting  a  disclo- 
sure of  his  views  in  regard  to  the  probable  eflTect  on  the 
finances;  tliey  refer  to  his  letter  in  answer,  which  is  given 
at  large,  and  conclude,  without  entering  into  any  argu- 
ment, that  it  is  inexpedient  now  to  legislate  upon  the 
subject.     In  his  letter,  the  Secretary  gives  an  opinion  in 
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posttire  teroM,  that  it  is  not  expedient  to  reduce  the  duty 
on  tea  before  March,  1833,  and  an  opinion,  not  positive, 
that  the  policy  of  reducing  it  at  any  time  thereafter  is,  at 
least,  questionable.  He  was  pleased  to  hear  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  unequivocally  dissent  from  this  last 
opinion.  For  himself,  he  was  directly  opposed  both  to 
the  positive  opinion,  and  tlie  opinion  not  positive;  but  he 
did  not  rise  to  discuss  that  matter.  His  object  was,  to 
leave  the  way  open  for  a  future  discussion,  unprejudiced 
by  what  should  be  done  with  this  report. 

Upon  this  statement,  then,  he  submitted  to  the  commit- 
tee, whether  the  publication  of  their  report,  with  the 
letter  of  the  Secretary,  which,  although  not  adopted  in 
terms  by  the  language  of  the  report,  is  yet  referred  to  as 
a  document  proper  to  be  considered,  and  against  the 
doctrines  of  which  no  exception  is  taken^-he  submitted 
to  the  Senate,  whether  the  putting  forth  such  a  paper 
would  not  be  likely  to  create  the  belief  that  the  Secreta- 
ry's argument  and  reasons  were  the  foundation  upon  which 
the  condusion  of  the  committee  rested.  And  whether, 
if  the  Senate  were  to  vote  its  concurrence,  it  would  not 
be  received  as  an  acquiescence  with  the  opinions  of  the 
Secretary.  As  the  actual  state  of  opinion  in  the  Senate 
was  probably  of  a  character  quite  opposed  to  such  acqui- 
escence, and  as  such  an  eifect  on  public  sentiment  was  not 
designed  or  desired,  he  would  propose  what  seemed  to 
be  the  effectual  means  of  preventing  it.  He  therefore 
moved  to  lay  the  report  with  the  memorial  on  the  table. 

The  report  was  laid  on  the  table  accordingly. 


Wmdnesbat,  Dxckxbsr  21. 

THE  TARIFF. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  laid  the  following  resolutions  on 
the  table: 

1.  Meaohfcdt  That  the  Committee  on  Finance  be  instruct- 
ed to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  fixing  a  rate  of  duties 
on  foreign  imports,  not  to  exceed  on  any  article  imported 
into  the  United  States  more  than  twenty  per  cent,  ad 
valorem,  and  not  to  reduce  the  duty  on  any  article  so  im- 
ported below  ten  per  cent,  ad  valorem;  and  to  arrange 
such  duties,  having  regard  to  all  the  great  interests  of  the 
country,  so  as  to  produce  a  nctt  revenue  of  not  less  than 
fifteen  millions  of  dollars  annually. 

2.  Resolved,  That  the  said  committee  be  further  instruct- 
ed to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  giving  effect  and  ope- 
ration to  said  system  of  duties  on  the  30th  day  of  June  next. 

THE  BRITISH  COLONIAL  TRADE. 

The  resolutions  offered  yesterday  by  Mr.  Holxxs, 
asking  further  information  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  in  relation  to  the  British  West  India  colonial  trade, 
were  taken  up. 

Mr.  WEBSl'ER  said  the  resolution  asked  information 
on  a  subject  which  was  as  yet  involved  in  uncertainty, 
and  on  which  further  information  was  highly  necessary 
and  important.  He  made  these  remarks  as  a  preface  to 
an  amendment  of  the  resolution  which  he  was  about  to 
propose.  Some  time  since,  measures  had  been  taken,  and 
negotiations  entered  into,  the  object  of  which  was  to 
place  our  commercial  intercourse  with  the  British  Ameri- 
can colonies  on  terms  of  reciprocal  advantages.  This 
negotiation  had  failed;  and  the  endeavors  to  make  such 
arrangements  and  fix  the  duties  on  either  part  on  some 
equal  basis,  so  that  the  duties  imposed  on  American  vessels 
entering*  the  British  colonial  ports  should  be  no  higher 


Government  here  to  the  minister  at  the  court  of  St. 
James;  given,  sir.  in  terms  and  in  a  temper  which  may 
very  properly  become  the  subject  of  public  examination 
and  comment  here;  I  say,  sir,  of  public  examination  and 
comment. 

There  is  at  least  a  large  portion  of  the  commercial  com- 
munity, who  have  felt,  and  seriously  felt,  the  inconvenience 
of  the  present  arrangement.  I'he  resolution  submitted 
by  the  gentleman  from  Maine  asks  for  important  informa- 
tion on  the  subject;  but  there  are  some  particulars  which, 
if  known,  would  enable  the  Senate  to  understand  more 
clearly  the  effect  which  the  present  arrangement  has  had 
on  our  commerce,  and  which  are  not  embraced  in  the 
call.  The  resolution  does  not  ask  the  President  to  state 
the  months  in  which  such  clearances  were  respectively 
made,  and  whether  from  British  colonial  ports  or  British 
West  India  ports,  which  it  is  equally  important  that  the 
Senate  should  understand  as  the  particulars  mentioned  in 
the  resolution.  Immediately  on  the  annunciation  of  the 
arrangement  entered  into  by  Mr.  McLane  with  the  British 
negotiators,  a  bill  was  entered  into  the  British  Parliament^ 
the  object  of  which  was  to  enhance  the  duties  on  those 
articles  of  commerce  which  were  carried  by  our  vessels 
to  the  colonies,  which  would,  if  adopted,  produce  an  im- 
portant change  in  the  trade  to  the  colonies,  and  serious 
injuries  would  result  to  the  commercial  interest. 

The  State  of  Maine  exported  a  great  quantity  of  lumber 
(and  ship  timber^  to  the  Britisli  colonies  previous  to  thi» 
arrangement,  in  her  own  vessels;  but  since  that  time  the 
trade  had  been  almost  exclusively  carried  on  by  British 
merchants  in  British  vessels.  This  was  true  with  regard 
to  most  articles  exported  from  the  New  England  States, 
Vith  the  exception  of  live  stock,  which  was  still  exported 
from  Connecticut,and  perhaps  some  elsewhere,  in  Ameri- 
can vessels;  therefore  the  object  of  the  resolution,  as 
proposed  to  be  amended,  is  to  learn  in  what  employment 
our  ships  had  been  engaged  nnce  the  commercial  treaty 
went  into  operation.  Before  this  arrangement,  our  ships 
went  a  longer  and  more  circuitous  voyage  than  those  oF 
England;  but  our  profits  were  also  much  greater,  by 
traaing  with  the  British  colonies  through  the  neutral  ports^ 
than  those  of  British  vessels  employed  in  the  direct  trade. 
Mr.  W.  said  he  conceived  the  information  requested  by 
the  resolution  insufficient  to  enable  the  Senate  to  ascertain 
the  precise  bearing  which  the  present  arrangement  has 
had  upon  our  commerce,  and  submitted  the  following^ 
amendment,  which  was  agreed  to  by  the  gentleman  from 
Maine,  and  adopted  as  part  of  the  resolutions,  as  follows : 
'*  And  state  the  months  in  which  such  clearances  were 
respectively  made,  and  whether  from  British  colonial  porta 
or  from  British  West  India  ports;" 

Which  amendment  was  inserted  immediately  following' 
the  words  **  since  the  President's  proclamation,  5th  Octo- 
ber, 1830." 

After  some  conversation  between  Mr.  Holmss  and  Mr. 
Smith,  the  resolutions  were  laid  on  the  table,  on  the  pro- 
mise of  the  latter  gentleman  to  call  them  up  again  to-morrow . 


Thubsdat,  DscEXBcn  22. 

The  resolutions  submitted  yesterday  by  Mr.  Poix- 
DEXTXR,  were,  on  his  motion,  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Agreeably  to  notice  given,  Mr.  POINDEXTER  asked 

and  obtained  leave  to  bring  in   a  bill  concerning  Martha 

Randolph,  daughter  and  only  surviving  child  of  Thomas 

Jefferson,  deceased;  which  was  twice  read,  and  referred 

than  tliosc  imposed  on  their  own  vessels,  were  then  inef-  to  a  select  committee,  consisting  of  Mr.  PonrDEXTSR,  Mr. 


fectuaL  The  object  of  that  proposed  arrangement  was 
for  the  benefit  of  commerce  as  well  as  navigation.  The 
British  Government  not  consenting  to  comply  with  terms 
which  that  administration  conceived  just  and  necessary, 
the  navigation  was,  by  direction  of  the  Executive,  aban- 
doned; since  which  period  an  arrangement  has  been 
completed,  in  conformity  with  instructions  given  by  the 


Clat,  Mr.  Ttlxb,  Mr.  Hatwk,  and  B%  Webster. 
THE  BRITISH  COLONIAL  TRADE. 

Mr.    SMITH,  agreeably  to  his  promise  of  yesterday, 
called  up  for  consideration  the  following  resolutions  of 
Mr.  Holmes,  as  amended  by  Mr.  Webster. 

Besolved,  That  the  President  be  requested  to  cause  to 
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ht  conmmnicated  to  the  Senate  the  number  of  vessels,  and 
their  toonagv  and  carg^s,  which  have  cleared  from  any 
ports  in  the  United  States  to  any.  port  or  place  in  the 
British  American  colonies  since  the  President's  proclama- 
tion of  5th  October,  1830,  and  state  the  months  in  which 
such  cleanmces  were  respectively  madei  and  whether 
from  British  colonial  ports,  or  British  West  In^  ports — 
tfiitioffnishing  those,  if  any,  which  cleared  for  such  ports 
snd  pls<;e,  '*and  a  market,"  or  for  a  British  port  or  place, 
or  some  other  port  or  place;  distingnishing,  also,  American 
from  foreign  tonnage,  and  also  tiic  entries  of  all  vesseb 
from  any  British  colonial  port,  with  their  cargoes,  since 
the  above  proclamation;  distinguishing  the  tonnage  as 
above,  and  designating  the  British  port  or  place  from 
whence  the  carg^s  were  imported. 

RBfoieed,  That  the  President  be  requested  to  inform  the 
Senate  what  amount  of  American  and  foreign  tonnage 
^distinguishing  them)  has  been  cleared  for,  and  entered 
from,  the  Swedish  and  Danish  West  Indies,  since  the  Pre- 
sident's proclamation  of  the  5th  October,  1830,  with  the 
kind  and  amount  of  the  cargoes. 

Raohfd,  That  the  President  be  requested  to  inform  the 
Senate  whether,  since  his  proclamation  of  the  5th  of 
October,  1830,  British  vessels  have  cleared  from  the 
United  States  for  any  port  in  the  British  continental 
colonies  in  America,  snd  have  sailed  directly  to  the  British 
West  Indies,  by  virtue  of  clearances  previously  obtained 
from  custom-houses  in  those  continental  colonies,  thus 
performirtf^  voyages  circuitotis  on  paper,  but  in  fact  direct. 
Rtaohedf  That  the  President  be  requested  to  inform 
tlie  Senate  what  are  the  duties  paid  on  British  American 
Teasels  and  their  cargoes  respectively,  in  British  ports  in 
the  West  fndies  and  die  other  British  American  colonies, 
distinguishing  between  the  West  Indies  and  the  other 
colomes,  between  American  and  British  vessels,  and  the 
produce  of  the  United  States  and  of  the  colonies. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  that  he  had  no  intention  to  oppose  the 
adoption  of  the  resolutions;  they  would  probably  elicit 
information,  which  might  be  desirable  to  the  Senate.  He 
thought  that  the  third  resolution  might  be  withdrawn, 
although  he  would  make  no  motion  on  the  subject.  He 
merely  submitted  the  idea  to  the  mover.  That  resolution 
sQpposed  a  case,  on  which  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
can  have  no  information.  It  supposes  that  a  captain- shall 
present  a  manifest,  on  oath,  to  the  collector  of  a  port, 
Ay  of  New  Brunswick,  declaring  that  he  has  on  board  of 
the  vessel  he  commands  five  hundred  barrels  of  flour, 
althong^h  he  has  not  a  single  barrel;  but  he  has  bribed  the 
tkle-waiter  to  report  that  he  has  on  board  the  quantity 
represented  in  his  manifest.  He  obtains  a  clearance  for 
Jamaica,  and  proceeds  to  a  port  in  the  United  States,  say 
Alexandria;  he  tliere  takes  on  board  his  vessel  exactly 
live  hundred  barrels  of  flour,  clears  out  for  Jamaica,  and 
immediatelj  on  getting  to  sea  destroys  his  American  clear- 
ance, and  makes  his  entry  in  that  port  under  his  British 
clearance,  and  thus  cheats  his  own  country  of  four-fiflhs 
of  the  duty,  aay  four  hundred  dollars,  and  defrauds  our 
rarigation  of  the  carrying  of  that  quantity  of  flour.  Now 
ail  this  may  be  done  at  the  risk  of  vessel  and  cargo,  and 
of  being'  punished  for  peijury,  for  thus  defrauding  the 
revenue.  But,  sir,  he  must  be  not  only  a  rogtie,  but  a 
^I,  if  he  shall  communicate  the  trick  he  has  played  on 
ks  Government  to  the  collector  of  Alexandria;  without 
vhich  disclosure,  he  [Mr.  S.]  could  not  perceive  how  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  can  be  informed  of  tlie  trans- 
action. However,  said  Mr.  S.,  if  the  Senator  fr'oro  Maine 
wishes  that  it  shall  go  to  the  Secretary,  I  shall  make  no 
exposition. 

Hr.  S.  proceeded  to  remark,  that  a  mode  had  been  in- 
troduced by  a  celebrate;^  gentleman,  which  was  said  to 
be  parliamentary.  It  was,  that  a  Senator  intending  to 
introduce  a  resolution,  prefaced  it  with  a  speech,  which 
be  had  considered  and  prepared  with  calculations  of  his 


own,  and  documenta  selected  for  the  purpose.    It  came 
on  the  Senate  by  surprise:  few,  if  any.  Senators  were  pre- 
pared to  answer.     This  was  the  course  pursued  by  the 
Senator  from  Maine:  he  did  not  wait  for  the  information 
which  the  resolutions  required,  but  took  his  own  views, 
which  might  be  right,  or  might  be  wrong.     He  has  pro- 
duced figures  to  show  a  great*  loss  to  the  navigating 
interest.     He  may  be  right     Mr.  S.  said  he  had  not  ex- 
amined his  figures,  nor  had  he  time  to  examine  them. 
The  answers  to  the  resolutions  may  show  a  different  re- 
sult.    Mr.  S.  would  not  pretend  to  say  that  they  would; 
but  he  would  say  that  he  had  seen  statementa  made  from 
wrong  documents  to  make  out  a  case,  which  statements 
proved  to  be  entirely  unfounded  when  the  true  documents 
were  applied.     The  Senator  from  Maine  has  shown  a 
large  amount  of  tonnage  employed  in  the  trade  to  the 
neutral  islands,  whilst  they  were  the  entrepot  for  all  the 
islands,  deducting  from  which  the  tonnage  employed  since 
the  arrangement  made  with  Great  Britain,  he  derives  an 
immense  Toss  to  our  navigation,  and  concludes  that  the 
bargain  has  eventuated  to  our  great  injury.     But,  Mr. 
President,  no  fair  trial  has  been  made:  the  prodamation 
of  the  President,  opening  our  ports,  was  issued  on  the  5th 
October,  and  probably  went  by  the  packet^of  the  8th.   It 
may  have  arrived  in  England  in  thirty  days.     Some  days 
ought  to  be  allowed  for  the  British  Government  to  make 
up  their  despatches  to  their  minister  here,  and  to  the 
island  and  North  American  colonies.     A  passage  to  the 
United  States  of  five  or  six  weeks,  at  that  season  of  the 
year,  would  be  considered  a  fair  one.     Wc  may,  there- 
fore, presume  that  it  took  three  months,  which  would 
bring  the  receipt  to  the  8th  January,  when  our  riyerB 
and  many  of  our  harbors  were  obstructed  by  the  ice, 
which  continued  until  the  1st  March,  so  that  we  can  only 
count  on  seven  months  of  open  trade.     Our  merchants 
were  not  prepared  for  this  trade:  it  had  been  stopped  for 
a  long  period,  and  had  been  diverted  into  other  channels. 
The  m^rchanta  had,  before  they  could  commence,  to 
arrange  their  correspondence,  procure  vessels  properly 
fitted  for  the  trade,  and  assort  their  cargoes.   A  merchant 
does  not  enter  at  once  into  a  new  branch  of  commerce;  it 
takes  him  some  time  to  arrange  bis  business,  mature  his 
plans,  and  to  be  well  satisfied  with  the  prospects  held 
out,  before  he  engages  in  a  commerce  that  is  new  to  him. 
Is  it  then  fiir  or  candid,  said  Mr.  S.,  to  compare  such  a 
trade  of  seven  months,  with  a  known  and  established  trade 
to  an  emporium  such  as  St.  Thomas,  for  twelve  mcmthi? 
Besides,  St  Thomas  was  a  great  entrepot  for  all  the 
islands,  and  the  neighboring  continent.     Droghers  went 
there  from  other  than  the  British  islands,  some  from  the 
out-ports  of  Porto  Rico,  and  perhaps  from  the  French 
islands;  many  of  our  vessels  touched  at  St.  Thomas,  and 
not  finding  a  good  market,  proceeded,  as  is  very  commony 
to  Porto  Rico,  to  all  the  porta  of  St  Domn^,  to  Cuba, 
and  even  to  the  Spanish  main.     Besides,  the  consumption 
of  St.  Thomas  and  St  Cruz  (Danish  islands)  is  equal,  if 
not  greater,  than  any  of  the  British  windward  islands. 
The  simple  clearances  for  the  neutral  tnule  were  no  cri- 
teria on  which  to  form  a  judgment  of  the  actual  bonajkk 
navigation  that  had  been  employed  in  it     The  trade  is 
now  understood,  and  we  shall  be  better  capable  of  form- 
ing a  correct  judgment  on  the  subject  next  year.     Mr.  S. 
knew,  he  said,  that  the  trade  was  duly  increasing,  and 
would,  he  thought,  continue  to  increase.     This  fiict  is  un- 
doubted, that  every  shipyard  in  the  United  States  has 
been  fully  employed  in  the  building  of  vessels  during  the 
present  year,  which  aflbrded  strong  presumptive  proof 
that  the  opening  of  the  colonial  trade  had  not  operated 
unfrivorably  to  Sie  navigation  of  the  country.  It  is  eaually 
well  known  that  very  few  of  the  shipyards  had  frill  em- 
ployment prior  to  the  arrangement  having  been  made. 
Many  of  the  vessels  that  have  been  built,  and  which  are 
now  building,  are  intended  for  the  West  India  trade;  and 
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if  he  [Mr.  S.]  was  well  informed,  (and  he  believed  he 
was,)  few  States  will  produce  more  new  tonnage  for  this 
trade  than  the  State  of  Maine.  Mr.  S.  remarlced  that  he 
bad  been  informed  that  the  commerce  of  Maine  had  in- 
creased  most  rapidly  since  this  arrangement  had  been 
made,  and  that  the  merchants  had  attributed  the  increase 
mainly  to  the  opening  of  the  West  India  trade;  that  they 
had  full  employment  for  their  sawmills,  the  rents  having 
risen  full  twenty-five  per  cent.  If  these  facts  be  correct, 
he  [Mr.  S.]  could  not  understand  that  tlie  navigating  in- 
terest had  suffered  any  injury,  but,  on  the  contrary,  had 
derived  benefit  from  the  arrangement  made  for  the  colo- 
nial trade  with  Great  Britain. 

The  Senator  from  Maine,  said  Mr.  S.,  read  yesterday  a 
schedule  of  duties  presented  by  Mr.  Herrics  to  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  reasoned  upon  it  as  if  it  had  passed,  and 
had  become  a  law.  He  showed,  what  was  the  fact,  that 
it  would  have  imposed  such  duties  as  would  nearly  have 
annihilated  all  the  advantages  which  had  been  expected 
to  result  from  the  opening  of  the  islands  to  our  conunerce. 
But,  Mr.  President,  was  it  fair,  was  it  acting  with  candor, 
to  attempt  to  pass  on  the  Senate  as  a  law  a  schedule  that 
never  had  been  acted  upon — that,  in  fact,  was  no  law? 
It  is  well  known,  said  Mr.  S.,  that  Mr.  Hcrries  had  been 
one  of  the  late  ministry  of  Great  Britain,  and  had  retired 
from  office^a  few  days  after  he  had  presented  his  schedule; 
that  he  [BIr.  S.l  had  said  yesterday,  that  he  well  remem- 
bered the  schedule  having  been  presented,  but,  as  far  as 
his  recollection  enabled  him  to  say,  he  felt  confident  that 
the  schedule  had  never  passed  into  a  law.  He  had  since 
reflected  on  the  subject,  and  would  now  say  that  tlie 
schedule  referred  to  never  had  become  a  law;  that  it  had 
died  a  natural  death,  as  some  of  our  own  propositions  do 
at  every  session.  He  [Mr.  S.]  admitted  that  new  regula- 
tions, perhaps  a  law,  had  been  made;  that  he  had  seen 
them;  and  that  they  were,  in  his  opinion,  highly  beneficial 
to  the  United  States.  Some  of  them  he  would  mention 
from  memory.   Salted  beef  and  pork  had  been  prohibited 


never  complained,  although  some  of  them  might  have 
thought  that  it  was  of  no  consequence  to  them  who  car- 
ried their  produce;  yet  they  submitted,  like  good  citizens, 
to  a  policy  that  was  for  the  general  interest. 

It  is  idle,  said  Mr.  S.,  to  assert  tliat  the  navigating  in- 
terest has  suffered  from  the  effect  of  the  opening  of  the 
trade  to  the  British  colonies.  Every  circumstance  con- 
tradicts the  assertion.  When,  or  at  what  time,  were  the 
shipyards  as  fully  employed  in  building  as  at  present? 
When  was  the  commerce  of  our  country  more  active  or 
more  flourishing  than  at  present?  When  were  the  wag^s 
of  all  persons  employed  in  ship-building  higher  than  at 
present?  In  fine,  when  was  our  nation  more  flourisiiing 
and  happy  than  at  the  present  day  ?  If  the  navigating  in- 
>terest  has  suffered,  the  loss,  if  any,  is  fully  compensated 
by  the  great  advantage  derived  from  the  open  trade  to 
the  agricultural  interest,  which  he  [Mr.  S.]  should  and 
did  consider  as  the  predominant  interest;  one  which  has 
never  received  any  special  advantage  from  the  Govern- 
ment, but  in  many  instances  had  been  oppressed. 

We  legislate,  Mr.  President,  for  the  whole,  as  one 
g^eat  whole;  and  in  commercial  legislation  advantages 
will  arise  to  one  portion  of  the  Union  that  cannot  be  en- 
joyed by  others.  What  special  interest  have  the  Western 
States  in  navigation?  How  small  is  the  interest  of  the 
Southern  States  Jn  it?  Yet  wc  have  seen  tliose  States 
invariably  promoting  this  interest. 

Mr.  S.  had  not  intended,  when  he  rose,  to  say  more 
than  a  few  words  on  the  subject.  He  confessed  that  he 
was  not  fully  prepared;  that  he  had  spoken  fi*om  recol- 
lection only;  had  looked  into  no  document,  but  had  been 
induced  to  make  these  remarks  in  consequence  of  wliat 
had  fallen  from  the  Senator  from  Maine. 

Mr.  HOLMES  observed  that  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land was  certainly  correct  in  saying  that  he  did  not  under- 
stand tlie  matter  under  discussion,  or  he  would  not  have 
made  the  statements  he  did  yesterday,  and  repeated  to- 
day, tliat  the  British  Government  had  laid  no  discriminate 


by  the  act  of  1825;  they  were  now  admitted  into  their  jng  duties  on  the  American  trade  with  tlie  West  Indies. 


colonies  on  a  moderate  duty.  Much  of  the  produce  of  the 
United  States  is  admitted  into  Canada,  and  sent  even  to 
the  mother  country,  as  if  it  were  the  produce  of  Canada. 
Flour  is  not:  it  must  be  depoated  in  the  public  store,  and 
exported  agreeably  to  the  act  of  1825.  If  taken  out  for 
consumption,  it  must  pay  the  duty  imposed  by  that  act. 
But  flour  made  from  the  wheat  of  the  United  States  is 
free,  as  if  made  from  the  grain  of.  Canada, 'and  may  be  ex- 
ported even  to  England,  where  it  will  be  admitted  when 
our  flour  is  not,  as  is  well  known.  Here,  tlien,  said  Mr. 
S.,  is  an  immense  advantage  to  our  &rmers  of  Ohio, 
Michigan,  part  of  Pennsylvania,  New  York,  and  Vermont. 
But,  said  the  Senator  from  Maine,  is  it  right  that,  for  the 
advantage  to  those  States,  tlie  navigating  interest  should 
be  destroyed  by  depriving  it  of  tlie  carrying  of  tliose  pro- 
ducts? These  benefits  were  gratuitous  on  the  part  of 
Great  Britain^  they  form  no  part  of  the  arrangement  for 
the  colonial  trade;  they  might  have  been  adopted  by  Great 
Britain  if  no  arrangement  had  ever  been  maae,  and  would 
'Hiaye  produced  precisely  the  same  effect  as  to  the  navi- 
gating interest.  There  may  be,  and  he  [Mr.  S.]  thought 
there  was,  some  addition  of  duty  in  the  new  regulations, 
differing  from  those  in  the  act  of  1825,  but,  as  far  as  he 
could  recollect,  they  were  unimportant. 

Mr.  S.  then  said  that  he  had  been  a  mercliant,  and  had 
always  been  attentive  to  the  interests  of  navigation  in  boUi 
Houses  of  Congress,  but  he  had  never  lost  sight  of  the 
interest  of  agriculture :  on  that  all-important  interest  we 
depend;  and  if  the  agriculturist  has  now  obtained  an  ad- 
vantage to  the  injury  of  the  navigating  interest,  (which  he 
utterly  denied,)  it  is  for  the  first  time.  The  agriculturists 
have  been  deprived  of  a  free  and  open  market  for  their 
produce,  for  nearly  half  a  century;  and  for  what,  he 
would  ask?  To  subserve  the  interest  of  navigation.    They 


If  tliey  had  not,  how  then,  said  Mr.  H.,  could  our  agri- 
culture of  the  interior  be  benefited  at  the  expense  of  the 
commerce  of  the  Atlantic,  the  British  tariff  remaining^ 
precisely  the  same  ?  How  could  the  arrangement  of  Mr. 
McLane  produce  any  such  advantages  as  those  claimed  in 
the  President's  message  ?  Sir,  when  the  outlets  to  the 
Atlantic  are  closed,  our  produce  will  rush  out  through  tlie 
Canadas;  but  I  do  not  understand,  when  the  Atlantic  door 
is  opened,  how  our  agriculture  of  the  interior  can  be  so 
much  benefited  when  our  tonnage  is  apparently  so  in- 
jured. When  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  liad  made 
himself  acquainted  wi^  the  subject,  Mr.  H.  would  be 
pleased  to  be  informed  on  these  points.  Mr.  H.  observed, 
that,  before  the  arrangement  of  Mr.  McLAne,  we  had  a  very 
valuable  circuitous  trade  with  the  British,  which  was  rapidly 
increasing;  but  by  the  new  arrangement  it  appeared  to  be 
considerably  diminishing.  As  he  understood  the  gentle- 
roan  not  to  object  to  the  passage  of  the  resolution,  he 
should  not  now  enter  into  elaborate  arg^iments  in  sup- 
port of  the  positions  he  had  assumed;  but  when  the  matter 
should  again  come  before  ^lic  Senate,  with  the  answer  of 
the  President,  he  would  undertake  to  show  that  we  had 
relinquished  a  productive  trade  for  one  less  valuable;  that 
we  had,  instead  of  abolishing  a  circuitous  trade,  made  one 
still  more  circuitous,  for  the  benefit  of  the  British,  and 
carried  on  in  British  instead  of  American  vessels.  He 
would  undertake  to  sliow  what  was  the  state  of  our  com- 
merce in  182 1«  what  was  the  tonnage  employed  in  it,  and, 
carrying  it  down  to  1830,  show  how  it  stood  then;  and, 
said  he,  if  the  President  will  undertake  to  show  us  how  it 
has  stood  since,  we  shall  be  able  to  appreciate  the  mighty 
advantages  gained  to  us  under  this  much  lauded  arrange- 
ment. He  would  undertake  to  show  that  wc  had  sacrificed 
enough,  heaven  knew;  that  we  had  gone  down  on  our 
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m&rrow-bones  to  the  British,  and  begfged  them  to  take  all 
we  vere  to  anxious  to  give  them,  and  that  they  were  not 
slov  to  avail  themselves  of  the  advantages  so  liberally 
held  out  to  them.  The  gentleman  from  Maryland  had 
committed,  as  he  had  befoi*e  observed,  a  great  error  in 
supposing  that  the  British  had  laid  no  discriminating  duties 
on  our  trade  with  the  West  Indies.  He  was  positive  that 
they  had,  and  he  would  tell  the  gentleman  where  he 
might  find  the  law.  It  was  published  in  the  British  Albion 
a  few  months  ago;  he  would  not  positively  say  it  was  the 
identical  schedule  prepared  by  Mr.  Herries;  but,  if  it  was 
not  that,  it  was  one  far  more  obnoxious.  The  gentleman 
bad  fallen  into  another  error,  which  he  would  take  the 
Kberty  of  correcting.  So  far  from  its  taking  our  mer- 
chants a  long  time  to  determine  how  to  shape  their 
voyages,  the  vessels  were  actually  loaded,  and  waiting  to 
sail  as  soon  as  they  heard  of  tlie  West  India  ports  being 
opened;  and  some  of  them,  when  they  arrived  in  the 
Bntish  West  Indies,  found  that  they  had  no  business  there, 
and  were  forced  to  carry  their  cargoes  to  a  port  of  de- 
posite.  As  to  our  vessels  being  blocked  up  by  the  ice, 
that  was  out  of  the  question.  Do  we  not  know  that  our 
vessels  go  to  the  West  India  ports  all  tlie  winter?  Why, 
said  Mr.  H.,  those  arc  the  very  places  in  winter  they 
should  go  to;  so  that,  for  ten  months  at  least,  we  might 
have  bad  the  benefit  of  the  trade. 

The  calculation  of  the  Senator  from  Maryland  must  be 
wild  indeed,  if  he  supposes  that  three  months  must  tran- 
spire after  the  President's  proclamation  of  the  5th  Octo- 
ber, 1830,  before  the  West  India  trade  could  be  commenced 
by  us.  If  the  trade  offered  any  prospect  of  benefit,  every 
adventurer  would  be  watcliing  and  ready  to  embrace  it. 
The  Americans  not  prepared  for  the  trade!  What,  sir, 
when  the  President's  proclamation  had  opened  it  to  the 
British  for  two  months,  and  we  were  expecting  it  every 
day  to  be  opened  to  us,  and  we  not  prepared  for  it!  No, 
sir,  the  merchants  were  much  better  prepared  to  under- 
stand this  trade,  than  the  Senator  is  to  discuss  the  subject. 
If  the  trade  were  worth  any  thing,  they  had  ample  time 
to  find  it  out.  And  pray,  sir,  what  was  the  wonderful 
change  which  required  so  much  deliberation  before  our 
merchants  could  venture  ?  We  had  hitherto  furnished  the 
British  colonies  through  certain  ports  of  deposite:  if,  in- 
stead of  these,  we  could  go  direct  to  the  places  of  con- 
sumption, did  it  require  much  time  for  deliberation  how 
to  managed  Time  for  those  who  understood  a  circuitous 
^^J^jS^  ^  consider  how  to  manage  a  direct  one?  Now, 
this  is  wonderful.  The  merchants  must  have  time  to  ar- 
range  their  correspondence,  procure  proper  vessels  for  the 
trade,  and  assort  tlieir  cargoes.  And  pray,  sir,  if  the 
tride  were  worth  a  thought,  would  they  not  be  doing  all 
this  from  the  momef\t  of  the  President's  proclamation? 
Proper  vesseb!  Sir,  I  would  ask  tlie  Senator  whether  a 
vessel  fit  for  the  trade  to  St.  Barts  and  St.  Thomas  would 
not  be  as  fit  for  Barbadoes  or  Jamaica?  And  I  confess  I 
cannot  well  discover  why  an  assorted  cargo  for  British 
consumption,  through  a  Danish  or  Swedish  port,  would 
not  be  just  as  good  an  assortment  when  transported  di- 
rect. But  I  shall  have  a  word  to  say  about  assorted  car- 
goes when  the  information  comes  which  is  called  for  by 
the  resolutions. 

In  regard  to  the  period  it  did  require  after  the  procla- 
mation of  the  5th  October,  before  information  was  re- 
tarned,  he  [Mr.  H.]  spoke  from  recollection  only,  and  he 
so  stated.  The  Senator  from  Maryland,  it  seems,  does 
not  pretend  to  know,  but  he  speaks  from  conjecture. 
Now,  that  information  might  go  and  return  in  sixty  days, 
there  is  no  doubt;  indeed,  it  is  about  the  ordinary  time. 
^Tiat  time  the  news  that  the  British  ports  were  open  to 
ns  did  arrive,  lie  did  not  pretend  to  state  precisely,  but 
he  was  pretty  sure  it  was  in  December;  it  might  be  little 
more  than  two  months  after  the  proclamation, 
in  his  remarks  on  the  third  resolution,  the  Senator  from 


Maryland  is  equally  unfortunate.  He  [Mr.  H.]  did  not 
object  to  the  practice  supposed  by  that  resolution,  on  the 
gfround  thkt  it  was  a  fraud  on  the  revenues  of  Great  Bri- 
tain. It  is  of  no  importance  to  us  how  much  the  British 
navigators  in  this  trade  avoid  British  duties,  unless  by 
it  they  gain  an  advantage  over  our  navigation.  And  it 
then  does  become  aground  of  complaint.  Our  products, 
say  flour  and  lumber,  carried  to  their  Northern  colonies, 
pay  a  vciy  trifling,  or  no  duty,  whether  in  American  or 
British  vessels,  and  thus  far  the  trade  is  apparently  oiran 
equal  footing.  But  these  products  must  be  transported 
thence  to  the  Southern  colonies  in  British  vessels  exclu- 
sively: for  this  is,  by  British  construction,  "coasting 
trade,"  in  which  we  are  not  permitted  to  participate. 
Again:  British  and  American  vessels  can  on  equal  terms 
clear  from  our  ports  for  the  West  Indies,  and  go  directly 
there.  But  let  it  be  remembered  that  the  duties  in  this 
direct  voyage  on  these  articles  amount  to  a  prohibition. 
Now  it  will  be  readily  perceived  that  an  American  vessel 
could  not,  but  a  British  vessel  could,  under  a  false  clear- 
ance from  St.  John's,  clear  from  Richmond  for  the  West 
Indies,  and  enter  there  by  her  clearance  from  St.  John's, 
and  thus  avoid  the  duty.  -  This  would  avoid  the  delay  in- 
cident to  a  circuitous  voyage,  and  operate  a  saving  of 
from  $400  to  $600  on  each  cargo.  And,  as  this  circuitous 
voyage  would  be  of  no  manner  of  benefit  to  the  British, 
and  the  direct  voyage  would  throw  all  tlie  carrying  into 
their  hands,  I,  said  Mr.  H.,  can  see  no  obstacle  to  the 
British  custom-houses  giving  countenance  to  such  a  trans- 
action. Whether  the  Executive  has  any  information,  or 
can  obtain  any,  may  be  doubtful;  at  least,  we  can  ask.  If 
such  a  practice  is  mdulged,  and  should  become  general, 
the  whole  carrying  trade  will  inevitably  go  to  the  British. 
The  resolutions  were  then  agreed  to. 

Frioat,  December  23. 

This  day's  sitting  was  spent  in  the  reception  of  petitions 
and  resolutions,  and  in  acting  on  sundry  private  bills;  and 
then 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  Tuesday  next. 

Tuesday,  Uecembeb  27. 

This  day's  sitting  was  spent  in  disposing  of  a  variety  of 
petitions  and  other  private  business. 

Wedxesdat,  December  28. 
ARMAMENT  OF  FORTIFICATIONS. 

The  Senate  took  up  the  following  bill: 

•*  Be  it  enacted^  ^c  That  the  sum  of  one  million  of 
dollars  be,  and  tlie  same  is  hereby,  appropriated,  for  the 
purchase  of  timber,  iron,  and  other  necessary  materials 
for  artillery  carriages,  and  for  providing  the  cannon,  mor- 
tars, cannon  shot,  shells,  8cc.  for  the  armament  of  the 
new  fortifications,  and  such  of  the  old  fortifications  as,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  President,  ought  to  be  armed:  Pro- 
vided.  That  a  sum  not  exceeding  two  hundred  thousand 
dollars  be  annually  applied  to  tlie  purposes  aforesaid. 

SSec.  2.  That  the  moneys  appropriated  bv  this  act 
1  not  be  transferred  to  any  other  object  ot  expendi- 
ture, nor  shall  any  part  thereof  be  carried  to  the  fund  de- 
nominated the  *  surplus  fund.*  " 

[The  annual  appropriation  has  heretofore  been  one 
hundred  thousand  dollars.  The  present  bill  was  intro- 
duced by  Mr.  Smith,  on  leave,  and  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  which  committee  reported 
the  bill  with  a  recommendation  that  it  be  rejected.  Ac- 
cordingly, when  the  bill  came  up  to-day,] 

Mr.  BENTON,  in  pursuance  of  instructions  from  the  mi- 
litary committee,  moved  that  it  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  he  should  have  been  glad  to  concur 
with  the  committee  in  their  motion  for  an  indefinite  post- 
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ponement  of  the  bill  under  consideration,  had  they  gfiven 
any  satisfactory  reasons  for  their  motion.  He  believed 
now,  and  he  had  long  believed,  that  an  additional  appro- 
priation for  the  purpose  of  providing  for  the  national  de- 
fence was  a  measure  not  only  desirable,  but  highly 
important  and  necessary,  as  a  precautionary  step  to  pre* 
vent  the  danger  of  a  sudden  invasion  from  a  hostile  force, 
and  the  losses  and  disg^ce  unavoidably  resulting  from  en- 
tering into  a  war  unprepared.  Ten  years  since  he  had 
prepared  and  introduced  a  similar  bill  into  Uiat  House, 
which  bad  been  submitted  to  the  tlien  Secretary  of  War 
for  his  opinion  upon  the  propriety  of  bringing  it  forward, 
and  which  had  been  warmly  approved  by  him,  and 
earnestly  recommended  to  the  favorable  consideration  of 
Congress.  He  had  expressed  some  doubts  of  his  being 
able  to  carry  it  through  both  Houses  of  the  Legislature, 
but  considered  it  of  sufficient  importance  to  demand  their 
exertion  in  its  favor. 

The  engineer  of  the  department  had  also  deemed  the 
provisions  of  that  bill  of  so  much  importance  as  to  induce 
him  to  make  a  particular  reference  to  it  in  his  report,  as 
having  been  introduced  into  the  Senate,  and  the  Presi- 
dent  was  also  favorably  disposed  towards  it.  That  report, 
said  Mr.  S.,  tells  us  that  it  will  take  twenty  years  to  com- 
plete the  armament  of  these  fortifications,  according  to 
tlie  present  sum  appropriated  for  that  purpose.  Now,  in 
the  event  of  war  with  any  foreign  Power  within  that 
period,  he  would  ask  the  gentleman  how  they  were  to 
prevent  these  fortifications  from  becoming  an  easy  prey 
to  the  enemy.  They  would  be  destitute  of  the  necessary 
weapons  of  defence,  and  of  course  fkll  into  the  hands  o*f 
the  hostile  troops,  who  would  take  possession  of  the  forts, 
and  blow  them  up.  It  was  the  object  of  the  bill  now  be- 
fore tlie  Senate  to  prevent  an  occurrence  of  this  kind 
from  again  disgracing  the  nation.  It  was  founded  on  the 
same  basis,  and  embraced  the  same  principles  as  those 
which  had  been  advanced  by  the  previous  bill.  It  was 
intended  to  be  similar  in  its  effects  with  those  of  the  pre- 
vious appropriations.  There  was  no  difference  in  the 
principle  between  this  bill  and  that  system  which  had  long 
since  been  matured  and  carried  into  effect  by  the  states- 
men of  a  former  period,  whose  wisdom  had  been  appre- 
ciated and  acknowledged  by  the  nation.  It  was  only  an 
extension  of  this  principle  which  was  proposed  by  the 
present  bill.  He  had  taken  the  pains  to  prepare  and 
introduce  it,  and  he  thought  it  was  a  measure  of  great 
importance,  deserving  the  deliberate  consideration  of 
Congress. 

Mr.  S.  then  went  into  a  statement,  exhibiting  the  pre- 
sent situation  of  the  various  armories  of  the  United  States, 
and  to  show  that  the  present  amount  of  the  appropriation 
(one  hundred  thousand  dollars)  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
viding arms  and  other  necessaries  for  the  defence  of  the 
country,  was  too  diminutive  to  be  an  inducement  for  Go- 
vernment contractors  to  make  proposals  for  arming  or 
completing  the  fortifications,  or  to  prevent  the  head  of 
that  department  from  making  annual  demands  for  new  ap- 
propriations. This  bill,  by  mcreasing  the  appropriation 
to  two  hundred  thousand  dollars  yearly,  would  obviate 
these  objections,  and  perhaps  induce  the  contractors  to 
undertake  tJie  arming  and  completion  of  the  public  works 
twenty  per  cent,  cheaper  than  they  would  do  it  now.  It 
would  also  enable  them  to  complete  the  armament  in  ten 
years,  or  one-half  the  time  that  was  required  by  the  pre- 
sent plan.  This  Mr.  S.  considered  an  object  of  great 
importance,  as  it  would  require  no  more  of  the  public 
funds  to  complete  the  works  in  ten  years,  than  would  be 
necessary  if  they  were  delayed  twenty  years.  He  could 
not  see  the  propriety  of  an  indefinite  postponement. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  that  the  gro»mds  on  which  the 
committee  had  recommended  an  indefinite  postponement 
of  this  measure,  were,  that  it  was  of  a  character  not'en- 
titling  it  to  be  ranked  with  those  necessary  appropriations 


which  could  not  be  left  unprovided  for  by  Congress,  but 
was  a  mere  measure  of  convenience,  not  of  necessity, 
which  might  well  be  dispensed  with  without  any  real  loss 
or  disadvantage  to  the  country.  He  conceived  that  the 
argument  of  the  gentleman  from  Maryland,  that  this  mea- 
sure was  necessary  to  enable  the  country  to  avoid  the 
danger  of  sudden  invasion,  was  one  which  the  present 
situation  of  this  country,  with  respect  to  foreign  Powers, 
did  not  support.  He  could  discover  nothing  m  the  poli- 
tical aspect  at  tiiis  time,  indicating  a  dangjer  that  would 
warrant  the  making  so  larj|^  an  appVopriation,  or,  in  fact, 
any  additional  appropriation  for  the  purpose  of  arming 
the  fortifications.  He  did  not  think  that  any  European 
nation  was  disposed  to  enter  into  a  war  with  this  country. 
There  was,  on  the  contrary,  abundant  evidence  of  their 
disposition  to  cultivate  the  friendly  relations  now  subsist- 
ing between  them,  and  which  it  was  the  determination  of 
this  Government  to  reciprocate.  But  if  there  should  a 
rupture  take  place  with  any  foreign  Power,  there  would 
undoubtedly  be  sufficient  warning  given  to  the  country 
to  enable  them  to  prepare  for  the  event.  We  were  not 
situated  like  the  nations  of  Europe,  in  the  neighborhood 
of  powerful  and  warlike  rivals,  with  armies  restless  from 
inactivity,  and  ready  to  invade  the  territories  of  contigu- 
ous Powere  at  the  command  of  their  sovereign.  We  were 
situated  at  so  great  a  distance  from  any  powerful  nation, 
that  the  argument  which  the  gentleman  had  used,  though 
it  might  apply  to  Europe,  was  quite  inapplicable  to  our 
country.  If  at  any  time  the  aspect  of  affairs  should  be 
even  threatening,  it  might  then  be  advisable  to  make  an 
appropriation  of  this  nature.  But,  as  we  were  now 
situated,  there  were  other  objects  far  more  deserving  of 
our  attention.  He  should  oppose  .this  measure,  on  the 
principle  tiiat  it  was  inexpedient  to  grant  an  appropriation 
of  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  at  this  time  to  any  object 
that  could  well  be  dispensed  with,  or  which  was  not  abso. 
lutely  necessary  to  meet  the  exigencies  of  the  country. 
He  was  sorry  to  see  the  national  expenditures  regularly 
increasing,  and  such  a  disposition  to  augment  them  still 

more. 

Mr.  B.  added,  that  the  measure  was  not  supported  by 
any  recommendation  from  the  Executive  branch  of  the 
Government.  The  committee  had,  according  to  usage, 
sent  the  bill  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  by  whom  it  was 
returned,  without  objection,  but  without  any  parUcular 
recommendation. 

Mr.  SMITH  replied  that  he  was  equally  unwilUng  with 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri  to  enter  into  unnecessary 
and  extravagant  expenditures  of  the  public  money;  but 
we  had  erected  fortifications  at  great  expense,  and  he 
tiiought  it  a  prudent  and  necessary  measure  to  provide 
them  with  arms  for  their  defence;  otherwise,  they  would 
be  in  danger  of  being  desti-oyed  by  the  first  enemy  that 
might  appear  on  our  shores,  and  choose  to  advance  against 
them.  Notwithstanding  the  reasons  that  have  been  urged 
by  the  gentleman,  he  was  still  disposed  to  consider  tins 
appropriation  a  measure  of  prudent  foresight  and  wise 
precaution.  In  answer  to  the  argument  that  we  were  not 
liable  to  be  called  into  sudden  war,  he  would  appeal  to 
the  facts  which  were  well  known  that  transpired  during 
the  last  war.  At  that  time  we  found  ourselves  engaged 
with  one  of  the  most  powerful  nations  of  the  world,  pro- 
vided at  every  point  for  attack  or  defence,  in  a  contest 
which  threatened  the  existence  of  our  liberty,  and  on  our 
part  totally  unprepared.  I  was  at  Baltimore,  said  Mr.  S., 
when  the  British  troops  approached  that  city,  and  witness- 
ed  tiie  evils  of  neglecting  in  time  of  peace  to  prepare  for 
war.  I  was  engaged  at  that  time  in  examining  the  fortress 
below  the  city,  to  ascertain  its  ability  to  stand  the  expect- 
ed attack,  and  found  but  five  guns  in  that  impprtant 
fortress  on  which  to  rely  for  the  defence  of  the  fort  and 
of  the  city.  In  this  dilemma  he  was  induced,  from  the 
necessity  of  the  case,  to  apply  his  private  fortune  to  pro- 
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Tide  for  the  deficiency  of  the  public  appropriations.  The 
Government  had  left  the  works  unarmed,  and  unprovided 
with  the  necessary  means  of  defence.  We  found  our- 
selves engaged  in  a  war,  and  our  country  actually  invaded 
bf  the  enemy,  before  the  fortifications  were  armed,  which 
vere  necessary  to  save  the  country  from  being  rava^d, 
and  the  public  buildings  and  monuments  from  destruction. 
How,  said  Mr.  S.,  can  we  expect  to  get  through  another 
war  with  safety  or  success,  without  providing  now,  while 
we  are  at  peace,  and  have  the  means,  for  future  events 
of  tlus  nature,  which  it  was  natural  to  suppose  would 
again  occur?  War  will  come,  and  without  such  an  appro- 
priation  we  must  get  through  it  as  we  did  before,  by  acci- 
dent. His  fiiend  from  New  Jersey  had  expressed  the 
opinion  that  we  were  not  in  want  of  arms;  we  had  already 
as  many  as  were  necessary,  and  if  we  had  more,  he  did 
not  know  what  we  should  do  with  them.  This,  Mr.  S. 
considered  mere  anticipation — ^nothing  more.  He  wished 
the  bill  might  not  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

Mr.  HOLMES  said,  in  answer  to  the  gentleman  from 
Maryland,  [Mr.  Shith,  ]  that  he  did  not  consider  that  the 
&ct  of  our  having  been  in  some  measure  unprepared  for 
the  last  war  at  its  commencement,  any  argument  in  proof 
of  the  position  that  we  should  ag^ain  be  unprepared  for 
sach  an  event,  if  we  took  into  consideration  the  extensive 
preparations  which  had  been  made  for  the  national  defence 
within  the  last  twenty  years.  Our  navy  had  rapidly  in- 
creased in  magnitude  and  power;  our  seaboard  was  lined 
with  fortresses,  and  our  armories  filled  with  munitions 
and  arms,  ready  for  use  whenever  occasion  might  re- 
quire. The  gentleman  from  Maryland  had  appealed  to 
the  last  war  in  proof  of  the  argaiment  of  our  hability  to 
danger  and  sudden  surprise.  If  his  recollection  served 
him,  Mr.  H.  said  it  was  not  England,  but  the  United 
Sutes,  that  struck  the  first  blow  in  that  contest;  and  if  we 
were  unprepared  for  it,  it  was  our  own  fault.  He  did  not 
apprehend  this  argument  would  have  much  force  when 
we  consider  the  situation  of  this  country,  and  its  relations 
to  foreign  Powers.  He  did  not  agree  with  the  g^ntle- 
man*s  asaertion,  that  we  should  be  unable  to  sustain  a  war 
if  an  event  of  that  nature  should  again  occur.  He  had  no 
fears  or  apprehension  of  this  description  to  alarm  him, 
and  urge  him  into  extraordinary  appropriations  for  sa&ty 
or  defence.  But,  if  the  gentleman's  argument  of  danger 
and  surprise  was  correct,  he  did  not  see  the  propriety  of 
doubling*  that  danger,  for  now  the  enemy  could  only  take 
the  naked  fortifications;  but,  if  this  measure  was  adopted, 
they  would  have  an  opportunity  notonly  todestroy  the  forts, 
but  take  possession  of  the  arms  also.  If  we  made  this  appro- 
priation, it  would  be  necessary  to  go  still  further,  and 
provide  for  the  manning  of  the  forts,  by  raising  a  suitable 
army,  to  prevent  those  arms  from  becoming  weapons  of 
attack  instead  of  defence. 

In  conclusion,  Mr.  H.  observed  that  he  considered  the 
present  appropriation  amply  sufficient,  and  should  not 
be  in  favor  of  granting  an  increased  sum  for  this  purpose, 
while  the  political  horizon  Was  as  clear  as  it  at  present 
appeared  to  be,  and  gave  no  indication  of  immediate  dan- 
^r  from  any  quarter.  If  there  should  be  any  apprehen- 
sion in  future  of  a  war,  it  would  then  be  proper  to  make 
further  provision;  and  a  few  weeks,  or  a  few  months,  at 
least,  would  be  a  sufficient  time  to  enable  them  to  procure 
arms,  and  make  the  necessary  preparations  for  defence. 

Mr.  H  AYN£  said  that  he  was  opposed  not  only  to  the 
provisions  of  the  bill,  but  he  objected  to  the  manner  in 
which  it  was  brought  forward.  He  considered  that  it  was 
an  advisable  course  to  mark  out  and  mature  some  plan  of 
proceeding,  and  adhere  to  it;  such  a  plan  had  been  adopt- 
ed in  regard  to  arming  the  fortifications,  and  had  received 
the  sanction  of  tlie  Government,  and  he  thought  it  should 
be  strictly  adhered  to.  By  this  plan,  a  provision  was 
made  for  the  gradual  perfection  of  the  national  defence, 
by  an  appropriation  of  $100,000  annually  for  the  advance* 


ment  of  the  object  which  was  embraced  in  this  bill.  Not- 
withstanding which,  this  measure  proposed  to  change  the 
entire  system,  without  giving  any  reasons  for  doing  so, 
without  the  slightest  prospect  of  war,  or  any  evidence  that 
the  measure  was  called  tor,  either  by  the  exigencies  of 
the  country,  without  being  recommended  by  the  Presi- 
dent or  the  officer^  of  the  Navy  or  War  Department,  by 
approprating  one  million  of  dollars  for  this  purpose — a 
sum  larger  than  had  ever  before  been  appropriated  for 
such  an  object.  The  measure  appeared  to  be  of  a  novel 
character,  and  was  thus  regarded  by  the  committee  to 
which  it  was  referred,  and  which  had  recommended  its 
inde&nite  postponement.  The  gentleman  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  Smith]  had  intimated  that  the  Executive  would, 
probably,  look  with  favor  upon  this  measure;  but  it  was 
one  that  involved  high  responsibility,  and  which  should  not 
be  volunteered  in  advance  upon  a  mere  suggestion  that  the 
Government  would  not  oppose  it.  He  was  opposed  to 
the  course  pursued,  and  was  of  opinion  that  the  bill  should 
not  be  acted  on  without  having  emanated  from  the  proper 
source,  and  passed  the  channel  through  which  such  mea- 
sures usually  come.  This  responsibility  should  not  be 
incurred,  or  this  large  expenditure  of  the  public  money 

granted  by  Congress,  without  the  particular  recommen- 
ation  of  the  President,  or  the  heads  of  departments.  The 
gentleman  from  Maryland  had  said  that  it  would  take 
twenty  years  to  complete  the  arming  of  the  forts,  accord- 
ing to  tlie  present  appropriation.  But,  sir,  said  Mr.  H., 
it  will  probably  take  that  time  to  finish  the  fortifications 
themselves,  and  there  would  be  time  enough  to  think  of 
arming  tliem  after  they  were  completed.  The  gentleman 
had  made  use  of  an  argument  in  support  of  his  measure, 
which  was  wise  in  itself,  but  which  had  been  much  abused 
in  this  country;  he  alluded  to  the  maxim,  *«in  peace  pre- 
pare for  war.**  It  was  an  argument  which  had  been  made 
use  of  on  almost  every  occasion,  for  almost  every  purpose, 
in  support  of  the  wildest  schemes  of  legislation.  If  pro- 
tection was  wanted  for  a  manufacturing  establishment,  it 
must  be  granted,  because  the  soldier  must  have  a  woollen 
coat.  If  an  appropriation  was  wanted  to  fill  with  pap  the 
hungry  jaws  of  some  Goverament  contractor,  the  same 
nnaxim  was  made  ,to  apply  succeasfuUy  to  justify  the  de- 
mand. Thus,  whenever  an  appropriation  for  any  purpose 
was  wanted,  this  favorite  maxim  was  always  at  hand  to 
sanction  the  measure; 

It  had  been  ur^ed  that  this  appropriation  was  necessary 
to  prevent  surprise  and  danger.  But,  said  Mr.  H.,  there 
is  nothing  in  the  nature  of  the  circumstances  with  which 
we  are  surrounded  to  make  this  appropriation  necessary. 
The  setUed  policy  of  the  country  was  peace  with  all  na- 
tions. It  was  undoubtedly  a  wise  policy,  and  one  in  which 
the  nation  would  persevere.  From  the  nations  of  Europe 
there  was  nothing  to  be  apprehended.  It  was  undoubtedly 
the  interest  of  3ie  whole  world  to  be.  at  peace  with  the 
people  of  the  United  States.  Peace  was  the  natural  con- 
dition of  this  country,  and  it  was  for  that  condition  that 
we  ought  to  legislate,  not  for  war,  which  none  here  might 
live  to  see. 

There  was  another  observation  made  use  of  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Maryland,  namely,  that  he  was  at  a  loss  to 
know  what  should  be  done  with  the  surplus  revenue.  On 
this  score  Mr.  H.  felt  no  anxiety.  We  had  seen  bills  re- 
ported demanding  appropriations  of  more  tiian  ten  millions 
of  dollars.  Mr.  H.  said  his  method  to  avoid  the  perplexity 
in  which  the  gentleman  seemed  to  be,  was  simple  and 
natural — it  was  to  leave  the  surplus  money  in  the  pockets 
^f  the  people,  where  it  belonged,  and  from  whence  it 
could  not  be  rightfully  taken,  without  the  exigencies  of 
the  Government  mdispensably  required  it. 

The  gentleman  from  Missouri  had  remarked  that  our 
expenditures  were  annually  increasing,  notwithstanding 
the  cry  of  retrenchment  and  reform;  and  he  saw  no  pros- 
pect of  amendment.  Ever  since  he  had  had  the  honor  of  a 
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seat  in  the  Senate,  Mr.  H.  said,  the  expenditures  of  the 
Government  had  been  rapidly  increasing.  The  gentleman 
from  Mar}'land  had  asked,  what  are  we  to  do  with  our 
money?  [Mr.  SMITH  interrupted  Mr.  H.  to  say  that  he 
had  not  made  use  of  the  expression.]  Mr.  H.  said  he 
stood  corrected.  It  was  an  expression  which  was  usual  on 
such  occasions,  and  he  had  understood  the  gentleman  to 
have  used  it.  He  concluded  with  the  hope  that  the  gen- 
tleman from  Maryland  would  set  an  example  of  retrench- 
ment, and  show  a  disposition  not  to  go  beyond  the  neces- 
sary appropriations  to  meet  the  unavoidable  expenses  of 
the  Government. 

He  hoped  they  would  see  the  necessity  of  lightening 
the  public  burdens,  and  that  neither  the  idle  apprehen- 
sion of  war,  nor  any  otlier  motive,  would  induce  Congress 
to  pursue  a  course  of  extravagant  expenditure,  or  adopt 
unconstitutional  modes  of  disposing  of  the  surplus  reve- 
nue. Their  attention  could  not  be  too  earnestly  directed 
to  the  removal  of  unequal  and  excessive  taxation.  He 
should  oppose  the  bill  on  the  ground  that  it  was  one  of  a 
numerous  class  that  were  not  called  for  by  the  real  neces- 
sity arising  from  the  condition  of  the  country;  and  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  the  deliberate  and  marked  expression 
of  the  sense  of  the  Senate  in  deciding  the  question,  he 
would  call  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  SMITH  replied  that  there  was  something  extraor- 
dinary in  the  argument  of  the  gentleman  from  South  Caro- 
lina. His  reasoning  seemed  to  convey  the  idea  that  they 
were  wide  apart  in  their  views,  when,  in  fact,  they  were  of 
the  same  opinion.  He  agreed  with  the  gentleman  entirely. 
He  was  as  much  in  fiivor  of  retrenchnoent  as  any  gentle- 
man who  heard  him,  and  was  equally  averse  to  entering 
into  any  extravagant  and  useless  expenditures.  There  had 
been  a  charge  of  this  kind  made  during  the  preceding 
year,  which  had  induced  the  people  to  examine  into  the 
correctness  of  the  assertion.  A  committee  had  been  ap- 
pointed for  the  express  purpose  of  making  a  strict  inquiry; 
and,  after  carefully  investigfatingthe  subject,  they  reported 
that  they  found  notliing  of  that  character.  There  had 
been  large  appropriations  for  purposes  of  internal  im- 
provement, but  nothing  had  been  done  to  provide  for  tlie 
armament  of  the  fortiScations.  The  bill  now  before  the 
Senate  was  of  the  same  character  and  description  with 
that  which  had  heretofore  been  passed  and  carried  into 
effect  for  the  gradual  increase  of  the  navy.  It  was  to  that 
provision,  and  that  principle,  that  we  were  indebted  for 
the  present  prosperous  condition  of  our  Waval  armament. 
The  statesman  who  proposed  and  carried  that  measure 
into  effect,  acted  on  the  same  principle  which  he  was  now 
advocating.  The  wisdom  of  that  measure  was  universally 
acknowledged,  and  its  advantages  appreciated  by  the 
nation.  Such  a  measure,  said  Mr.  S.,  could  not  be  car- 
ried through  Congress  at  tliis  day.  The  gentleman  from 
Maine  had  said  that  we  should'  increase  the  danger  by 
adopting  this  bill.  In  answer  to  that  objection,  he  ob- 
served, that  though  it  was  true  that  we  were  destitute  of 
regular  troops,  we  should'  never  want  for  men  to  defend 
these  works;  the  spirit  of  patriotism  which  pervaded  the 
hearts  of  freemen  would  never  suffer  them  to  permit  a 
foreign  enemy  to  take  their  arms  from  their  hands  with 
impunity.  There  was  no  danger  of  our  incurring  this  dis- 
grace; it  was  not  men  but  arms  that  were  wanted. 

Mr.  BENTON  made  a  few  remarks  in  reply  to  Mr. 
Smith,  and  in  fuither  explanation  of  the  views  of  the 
military  committee  in  recommending  the  rejection  of  the 
bill;  when 

The  question  being  taken  on  the  indefinite  postpone- 
ment, it  was  decided  m  the  affirmative,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — ^Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Brown,  Buckner,  Clay, 
Dickerson,  Ewing,  Foot,  Forsyth,  Frelinghuysen,  Grun- 
dy, Hanna,  Hayne,  Hill,  Holmes,  Kane,  Manguro,  Marcy, 
Miller,  Moore,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Buggies, 
Seymour,  Tomlinson,  Troup,  Tyler,  White,  Wilkins. — ^31. 


NAYS. — Messrs.     Bibb,    Dallas,    Dudley,    Johnston, 
Knight,  Silsbee,  Smith. — 7. 
So  the  bill  was  rejected. 

Thvrsdat,  December  29. 

Agreeably  to  notice  given,  Mr.  BENTON  asked  and 
obtained  leave  to  introduce  a  bill  to  abolish  the  duty  on 
alum  salt;  which  was  introduced  accordingly,  and  read  the 
first  time. 

"The  remainder  of  the  sitting  was  spent  on  petitions  and 
private  bills. 

Friday,  December  30. 
DUTY  ON  ALUM  SALT. 

The  bin  to  abolish  the  duty  on  alum  salt  having  receiv- 
ed its  second  reading,  a  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  BENTON 
to  refer  it  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

Mr.  CLAY  thought  that  the  bill  ought  to  take  another 
direction,  and  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Manufac- 
tures. Not  perceiving  the  chairman  of  that  committee  in 
his  place — [At  that  moment  Mr.  Dickersoit  caught  the 
eye  of  Mr.  C,  who  gave  way  to  him.] 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  that,  in  some  points  of  view,  it 
might  be  proper  to  give  to  the  bill  the  direction  suggested 
by  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky.  It  interfered  with  aii 
important  part  of  our  manufactures.  He  therefore  moved 
its  reference  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  that  he  considered  this  question,  al- 
though one  merely  of  reference,  as  involving  some  import- 
ance. If  it  was  committed  to  the  Committee  on  Finance, 
such  a  commitment  would  imply  that  tlie  home  manu- 
facture was  unworthy  of  any  consideration.  On  the  con- 
trary, a  reference  of  it  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures 
would  require  of  that  committee  a  full  consideration  of  the 
effect  upon  the  manufacturer  and  the  consumer,  likely  to 
be  produced  by  a  still  further  reduction  of  the  duty  on  salt. 
It  has  been  said  that  if  we  withdraw  from  the  Committee 
on  Finance  articles  subject  to  duty,  because  the  manufac- 
tures of  the  country  might  be  affected,  that  committee 
would  have  nothing  to  do.  But  was  it  not  equally  true 
that,  if  all  subjects,  touching  the  revenue,  were,  for  that 
reason,  to  be  withdrawn  from  the  Committee  on  Manufac- 
tures, and  assigned  to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  the  Com- 
mittee on  Manufactures  would  have  nothing  to  do?  The 
respective  provinceis  of  the  two  committees  were  plainly 
marked  by  the  nature  of  the  two  classes  of  ai*ticles  liable 
to  duties.  One  is  produced  or  manufactured  within,  the 
other  out  of  the  country— one  is  the  protected  class,  the 
other  unprotected.  Whatever  falls  directly  within  the 
system  of  protection,  appertainsto  the  Committee  on  Manu- 
factures, and  the  unprotected  class  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance. 

This  was  not  a  time  to  discuss  the  propriety  of  a  further 
reduction  of  the  duty  on  salt.  Such  a  time  woidd  doubt- 
less occur  in  the  progress  of  the  session.  But  he  must  say 
thski  it  struck  him  to  be  inexpedient  so  soon  again  to  le^is- 
late  on  the  subject.  In  May,  1830,  Congi-ess  had  repeal- 
ed one-half  of  the  duty  then  existing,  the  repeal  as  to  five 
cents  to  take  effect  on  the  31st  of  December  of  that  year, 
and  as  to  the  other  five,  on  the  31st  of  December  of  this 
year,  that  js,  to-morrow.  Whatever  may  be  the  policy  of 
axountry,  all  concurred  in  the  utility  of  its  being  steady 
and  settled.  It  did  seem  to  him  to  be  reasonable  to  wait 
a  while  to  see  the  practical  effect  of  the  law  of  1830,  at 
least  to  see  all  parts  of  it  go  into  operation  before  we  again 
acted.  He  was  aware  of  the  necessity  of  ad:\pting  the 
revenue  of  the  country  to  the  expenditure  of  the  country, 
afler  the  extinction  of  the  public  debt;  and,  for  the  pur- 
pose  of  a  proper  arrangement  of  the  revenue,  he  was  wil- 
ling now  to  act  on  the  supposition  of  the  entire  payment 
of  tlie  small  remnant  of  the  debt.  But,  whatever  was 
done,  he  trusted  that  the  system  of  protection  would  be 
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preserved — that  system  under  which  this  country  had  at- 
taiaed  unparalleled  prosperity.  Among  the  essential  arti- 
cles which  it  embraces  are  salt,  iron,  woollens,  cotton, 
hemp,  and  leather.  If  a  gentleman  can  on  one  day  give 
notice  of  his  intention  to  introduce  a  bill  respecting  either 
of  those  articles,  and  when  his  bill  is  presented  move  its 
reference  to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  another  may  pur- 
sue the  same  course  in  reference  to  anotlier  article,  and 
thus  the  whole  subject,  by  separate  bills,  be  withdrawn 
from  the  appropriate  comm'.ttee,  and  assigned  to  that  of 
fiaaoce.  Mr.  C.  did  not  think  this  was  right.  And,  re- 
garding this  movement  as  one  of  the  signs  of  the  times,  he 
should  call  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  although  it  had  never 
been  his  custom  to  make  such  calls. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  that  he  viewed  tliis  question  to 
be  of  but  little  impor^nce  to  the  finances  of  the  country; 
but,  in  another  point  of  view,  it  was  one  which  was  of  the 
greatest  importance  to  the  iv^tion.  The  question  whether 
they  should  or  should  not  abandon  the  protecting  system, 
IB  regard  to  this  article,  would  be  determined  by  this  bill. 
He  objected  to  its  provisions  as  being  partial  and  not  of 
general  application  even  to  the  article  of  salt  itself.  There 
were  two  kinds  of  salt  manufactured  in  the  country;  one 
was  evaporated  by  the  sun,  the  other  by  the  application 
of  fire;  and  these  two  modes  of  roaaufacturing  the  article 
were  frequently  betli  carried  on  in  the  same  establishment. 
Kow  this  bi.U  proposed  to  take  off  the  duty  on  one  of  these 
kinds  of  salt,  and  made  no  provision  for  the  other — a 
coarse  of  proceeding  which  did  not  strike  him  to  bej^ust 
or  expedient.  He  considered  the  question  of  reference 
one  of  little  consequence,  but  the  measure  itself  would 
bare  an  important  bearing  on  the  interest  of  the  salt  manu- 
fiKtories  throughout  tlie  country. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  that  the  practice  had  always  been  to 
refer  a  bill  of  this  cliaracter  to  the  Finance  Committee, 
llie  biH  belonged  to  that  class  of  measures  which  went  to 
the  reduction  of  the  revenue  consequent' upon  the  exVmC' 
tioQ  of  the  public  debt;  it  belon^d  to  that  class  of  bills 
which  comprehended  the  whole  hne  of  policy  connected 
with  that  reduction,  and  tlierefore  tlie  Committee  on  Fi- 
nance, who  were  charged  with  a(^iisting  the  revenue  to  be 
collected  to  the  amount  of  the  revenue  needed  for  the  sup- 
p€Kt  of  the  Government.  It  was  generally  admitted  that  a 
large  reduction  of  revenue  ought  to  be  made ;  tlie  Committee 
on  Finance  bad  that  subject  under  consideration,  and  this 
bill  ought  to  be  sent  to  them,  as  being  a  part  of  the  subject 
With  which  they  vr^Q  Occupied.  If  you  take  this  bill  from 
that  committee  because  salt  \^  made  in  the  United  Statesf 
you  may  withdraw  all  the  subjects  of  revenue  fix>m  them, 
by  an  application  of  the  same  rule  to  other  subjects;  and 
the  revenues  of  the  counti'y  might  be  lost  sight  of  in  indi- 
vidual objects. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  that  the  proposition  to  refi^  a  bill  to 
aay  of  the  standing  committees  of  tlie  Senate  usually  ex- 
cited but  little  interest,  becaojie,  in  most  cases,  the  merits 
of  the  question  could  be  as  weU  examined  and  decided  by 
one  comDPiittee  as  another.  But  the  question  now  before 
the  Seoaie  was  assuming  vast  importance  from  the  cterse 
which  the  debate  had  taken.  The  gentleman  from  Mis- 
souri [Mr.  BaKTox]  bs4  introduced  a  bill  to  take  off  the 
duty  from  alum  salt,  and,  as  such  a^neasure  must  of  course 
affect  the  revenue,  bad  very  properly  moved  to  commit  it 
to  the  Coromittee  on  Finance.  To  tliis  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  £Mr.  Cz.at]  had  strenuously  objected,  and  in- 
sisted that  the  bill  sholiid  go  to  the  Committee  on  Manufac- 
tores.  He  had  urged  that  tlie  bill  should  tMie  thisdirection, 
because  it  touched  the  protecting  systein,  and  embraced  one 
of  the  most  important  manufactures  of  the  country.  But,  said 
Mr.  H.,  does  not^the  duty  on  salt  also  touch  the  revenue? 
and,  wliat  is  more  impottant,  does  it  not  operate  as  a  heavy 
tax  upon  the  whole  body  of  the  people?  And  are  we, 
aotviihstuiding,  to  examiife  the  subjeet  with  a  single  eye 
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to  the  protection  which  may  be  afforded  by  the  existing 
law  to  tlie.manu&cturer?  But  there  was  one  view  of  the 
subject  which  was  conclusive  to  ?how  that  the  appropri- 
ate reference  of  this  subject  was  to  the  Committee  on  Fi« 
nancd;  and  here  he  was  happy  to  find  himself  supporM 
by  the  admission  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  himself, 
made  but  a  few  days  aso.  That  gentleman  had  then  said 
(what  he  has  repeated  here  to-day^  that  the  period  had 
an'lved  for  a  general  modification  of^the  tariff,  to  be  found- 
ed on  the  approaching  extinction  of  the  public  debt,  and 
he  did,  on  tnat  occasion,  expressly  declare  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  act  wisely  upon  the  subject,  without  taking 
one  broad  and  connected  view  of  the  whole  subject;  that 
it  was  impossible  to  decide  what  reductioa  ou^t  to  be 
m.\dc  upon  one  article,  without  taking  into  consideratioii 
tlie  reductions  to  be  made  upon  other  articles;  that  it  was 
impossible  to  determine  what  rate  of  duties  slibuld  be  im^ 
posed  upon  the  protected  articles,  without  also  taking  into 
consideration  the  unprotected  articles;  in  short,  that  the 
whole  system  must  undergo  a  careful  an4  judicious  revi- 
sion. Now,  if  Ihese  views  of  the  ^ntleman  be  correct, 
it  cannot  be  doubted  that  they  lead  irre»stibly  to  the  con- 
clusion that  this  bill  ought  not  to  go  to  the  Comimttee  on 
Manufactures.  That  committee,  as  has  been  admitted, 
has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  public  revenue.  It 
is  tlieir  business  (according  to  the  known  views  of  the 
clialrman  of  that  committee)  to  look  to  the  interests  of 
the  manufacturers  alone,  and  to  see  that  the  protecting 
system  is  preserved  unimpaired.  That  enlai*ged  and  com- 
prehensive view,  therefore,  of  the  whole  ground,  which 
IS  necessary  to  enable  us  to  decide  on  the  modifications 
proper  to  be  made  at  this  time  in  our  revenue  system,  can- 
not be  taken  by  the  Committee  on  Manulactures.  The 
whole  subject  is  not  before  them.  They  must,  of  ncce^ 
sity,  in  the  performance  of  their  appr<»>riate  duties^  take 
a  partial,  limited,  and  one-aided  view  of  the  question.  If 
we  admit,  for  the  sake  of  the  argument,  that  the  claims  of 
the  manufacturers  for  protection  properly  belong  to  the 
Committee  oil  Manufacture^  sin^ely  this  ottle  flalmot  mppXy 
to  a  great  crisis  like.. the  present  in  the  affairs  of  this  coun- 
try— when  tlie  apprdaching  extinction  of  the  public  debt 
is  about  to  relieve  the  treasury  of  a  charge  often  ortwelve 
millions  of  dollars  annually,  and  when,  b^  common  con- 
sent, a  new  system  of  finance  is  to  be  devised,  and  a  new 
tariff  enacted,  adapted  to  .this  new  and  improved  con<fi- 
tion  of  the  country.  The  Committee  on  Finanee,  as  we 
all  knoM^,  have  this  whole  matter  already  before  them. 
The  chairman  telb  as,  indeed,  that  they  have  already 
made  great  progress  in  maturing  a  bill;  and  every  gentle- 
man must  see  tluit  it  is  utterly  impossible  for  them  to  com- 
plete'tlie  task  which  has  been  assigned  them,  without  tak- 
ing into  consideration *the  entire  subject,  and  determining 
what  duties  shall  be  uApoaed  on  the  protected  as  well  as 
the  unprotected  articles— 4alt,  among  the  rest.  Mr.  H. 
repeated,  therefore,  that  at  this  crisis  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  refei*  one  class  of  cases  to  one>  committee,  an4 
another  class  to  another,  without  produdnr  the  most  in- 
extricable confiision.  If  the  views  which  had  this  day  been 
presented  to  the  Senate  by  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky 
should  prevail,  what  would  be  the  consequence.^  We  are 
about  to  take  a  review  ^  the  whole  tariff  qrstem,  with  the 
design  of  reducing  the  revenue  to  #12,000,000.  And  it 
is  proposed  to  confine  the  Committee  on  Finance  to  one 
olssii  ■  the  unprotected  articles— such  as  wiaesi  teas*  silksy 
&c.,  while  all  the  protected  articles*  cottons,  woollensy 
uron,  sugar,  &c.  are  to  be  exclusively  confided  to  the  care 
of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures.  Now,  how  could  the 
Committee  on  Finance  possibly  say  what  reduction  should 
be  made  on  urines  and  sdks,  unless  they,  at  the  same  time, 
determine  the  reduction  to  be  made  on  cottons,  woollens^ 
and  iron  ?  If  thingsare  to  take  this  course,  the  consequen- 
ces may  be  easily  foreseen.  The  Conmnttee  on  Manu- 
facturesv  who  will  have  the  protected  articles  under  their 
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care,  and  whose  opinion  on  this  subject  is  pretty  well 
known,  will  recommend  no  reduction  whatever  on  these 
Ri'ticles,  and  the  Committee  on  Finance,  if  they  are  to  be 
confined  to  the  unprotected  articles,  will  have  nothing  to 
d^  but  to  recommend  a  reduction  of  the  duties  on  these 
articles.  Gentlemen  might,  perhaf>s,  consider  such  an 
arrangement  as  constituting  a  judicious  revision  of  the 
tariff;  but,  for  his  own  p^t,  he  had  no  hesitation  in  say- 
ing that  he  would  consider  a  repeal  of  all  duties  on  the 
unprotected  articles,  while  the  duties  on  the  others  sliouM 
remain  antouched,i  as  the  worst  of  all  possible  adjustments 
of  that  Cfreat  question  which  now  agitates  and  disturbs  the 
whole  country;  and  it  u'as  be<»ttse  he  considered  the  mo- 
tion now  madie  as  equivalent  to  a  declaration  that  the  pro- 
tecting S3r8tem  was  to  remain  untouched,  and  to  be  main- 
tained in  all  its  rigor;  in  fact  that  nothing  was  to  be  yielded 
to  the  iust'  expectations  of  the  country,  that  he  earnestly 
desired  that  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
should  iK>t  prevail.  ShoukI  it  do  so,  he  should  entertain 
very  feeble  hopes  of  sedng  any  reduction  of  duties  on  the 
protected  artides,  during  the  present  session  v  for^  sure  he 
was  that  no  such  reduction  would  be  recommended  by 
the  Committee  on  Manufactures.  Mr.  H.  concluded  by 
saying  that  he  did  not  wish  to  be  corisidered  as  an  advo- 
cate of  the  bill  before  the  Senate  in  the  precise  form  in 
which  it  was  presented.  The  duty  on  salt,  as  an  article 
of  necessity,  should  doubtless  be  a  very  moderate  one,  but 
he  doubted  the  propriety  of  removing  it  entirely,  and  he 
should  certaTnly  be  disposed  to  extend  the  reduction  to 
every  description  of  salt.  AU  these,  however,  are  ques- 
tions for  the  consideration  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  CLAY  (in  reply  to  Mr.  Hatkb)  said,  it  was  tnfe 
he  had,  on  a  former  occanon,  remarked  that  tlie  question 
of  an  arrangement  of  the  public  revenue,  in  reference  to 
the  payment  of  the  public  debt,  required  a  defiberate 
survey  of  aU  the  great  interests  of  the  countiy,-  and  con- 
sequently a  glance  at  all  the  duties,  whether  on  protected 
or  unprotected  articles.  .  He  still  thought  so;  and  he  an- 
dflTBtood  tbe  gentleman  froiv  South  Carolina  as  then  ex- 
pressing a  similar  opinion.  But  the  bill  under  consideration 
was  not  his.  It  was  here  brought  by  the  gentleman  fi'om 
Bfissouii,  who  has  thouglit  proper  to  present  a  sinsple  iso- 
lated subject  And  the  question  is,  how  shall  we  aispose 
of  it?  If  it  goes  to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  it  will  be 
considered  exclusively  in  resj>ect  to  revenue.  If  to  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures,  they  will  examine  it  in  con- 
neauon  with  the  system  of  which  it  forms  part.  In  the 
course  of  the  session  perhaps  some  collision  may  arise  in 
the  action  of  those  two  committees.  If  tiie  Committee 
on  Manufiictures  slvould  scmietimes  draw  subjects  to  it 
of  doubtful  character,  tlie  Committee  on  Firauite  will  pro- 
bably do  the  same.     But  this  is  not  oiie. 

The  proposed  reduction  of  duty  affects  an  important 
article  of  me  manufactures  of  the  country. .  It  ufected 
every  description  of  salt  which  they  produced.  The  spe- 
ratioR  of  the  measure  was.  not  confined  to  the  salt  made 
by  solar  evaporation  on  the  coasts  of  North  Carolina  and 
New  England,  but  it  extended  ta  the  great  manufactures 
in  the  western  part  of  New  York,  where,  by  the  same 
process,  salt  was  produced^  though  not  from  marine  wa- 
ter. And  it  readied  all  other  manufiictures,  by  whatever 
process  they  operated.  If  any  question  were  to  be  refer- 
red to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  it  was  surely  this. 
It  hys  the  axe  at  the  root  of  the  American  manufacture; 
and  a  measure  of  such  fatal  tendency  ought  to  be  examin- 
ed deliberately  by  the  proper  committee.  He  hoped  the 
Senate  would  concur  in  thiaoptnion. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  that  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky 
well  knew  that  this  subject  was  referred  to  the  Comnuttee 
of  Ways  and  Means  in  the  other  House.     A  number  of 


take  this  duty  firom  that  committee,  wliich  had  always 
performed  it,  and  make  a  new  reference,  without  any  new 
reason  or  motive  fordoing  so?  When  it  falls  into  the 
haiKls  of  the  Committee  on  Manufiictures,  it  would  be  re- 
g^arded  only  in  a  poTitical  point  of  view,  without  a  refer- 
ence to  the  finance  or  revenue  of  the  country.  Now, 
the  object  of  this  class  of  measures  was,  to  reduce  the 
revenue  from  its  present  amount  down  to  about  fifteen 
millions  annually.  This  object  would  be  entireljr  lost 
sight  of  if  it  was  referred  to  that  committee.  They 
could  not  take  up  the  whole  subject.  The  Committee 
on  Finance,  of  which  he  was  a  member,  had  long  had 
this  subject  under  consideration,  and  had  labored  hard 
to  mature  a  plan  for  the  new  system,  and  he  thought 
the  subject  should  not  now  be  taken  out  of  their  hands. 
The  committee  found  it  difBctilt  to  come  to  a  conclusion 
how  to  act  on  sonte  points;  and  he  did  not  yet  know  the 
full  extent  of  their  measures.  It-would  take  some  time 
to  come  to  a  decision  on  all  the  points  \inder  considera- 
tion. The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  had  said  that  it 
would  be  advisable  to  examine  into  the  expediency  of 
reducing*  the  duty  on  iron  and  other  articles.  He  would 
answer,  that  there  had  been  a  reductioir  of  the  duty  on 
that  article,  but  not  any  reduction  on  the  article  of  salt- 
If  we  proceede4  to  repeal  tljc  duty  on  artides  imported 
from  one  foreisfn  nation,  we  must  repeal  it  on  others  im- 
ported from  other  nations,  which  ckiimed,  and  had  a  right 
by  treaty,  to  be  placed  on  the  footing  of  the  most  fsivored 
nation.  It  would  be  necessary  to  make  some  provision 
of  this  nature,  to  accompany  the  repeal  of  the  duty  on 
salt,  should  that  bill  receive  the  sanction  of  Congress. 

Mr.  BENTON  replied.     The  Senator  from  South  CaKK 
lina  [Mr.  Havhe]  objected  to  the  bill  because  it  did  not 
go  far  enough;  but  tliat  was  an  objection  to  a  detail,  and 
subject  to  a  motion  for  amendment.     The  Senator  from 
Maryland  [Mr.  Smith]  objected  to  it .  because  it  made  a 
distinction  which  might  prejudice  Great  Britain,  andmake 
ill  feelings  towards  the  United  States.    Not  so,  Mr.  B> 
said.     Turk's  Island  was  hers,  and  would  send  the  greatest 
proportion  of  alum  salt.     Besides,  the  distinction  was  not 
new  to  Great  Britain.     »he  Iwd  made  it  herself,  before 
«he  abolished  the  salt  tax.  She  admitted  akim  salt,  called  in 
her  statutes  bay  salt,  because  it  came,  at  that  time,  chiefly 
from  the  Bay  of  Biscay,  diUy  free,  for  the  fisheries,  and 
for  curing  beef  and  pork,  and  saving  butter.     She  re- 
pealed the  duty  on  natural  sim-made  salt  long  since,  in 
favor  of  provision  curcrs,  while  furnishing  to  the  United 
States  annually  millions  of  busliels  of  the  inferior  fire- 
made  sah.     Salt  made  by.  boiling,  no  matter  from  what 
water,  was  unfit  to  cure  fish,  bpef,  pork,  bacon,  or  butter, 
for  a  southern  market.     Great  Britain,  while  grinding  the 
Irish  to  1l>e  earth  with  every  species  of  oppression,  stiU 
let  them  have  foreign  salt  free  of  duty,  for  curing  their 
provisions;  and  that  at  the  moment  that  she  was  exporting 
millions  of  bushels  annually  of  her  own  domestic  fire^ 
made  salt  from  Liverpool,  in  the  tery  neighborhood  of 
the  Irish  coast;  and  he  hoped  the  American  Senate  would 
be  as  compassionate  to  the  farmers  of  the  West  as  the 
British  Parliament  was  to  the  Irish.     Sir,  said  Mr.  B.,  in 
propoang  the  total  repeal  of  this  duty  in  April  next,  I  am 
not  going  as  fast  as  Mt.  Jefierson  did  in  1807.     He  bad 
the  whole  salt  tax  suppressed  in  one. year.     When  did 
this  odious  tax  reach  its  maximum  of  twenty  cents?    In 
the  time  of  the  elder  Adams,  when  standing  armies  and 
eight  per  cent,  loans  were  the  order  of  the  day,  and  the 
people  had  to  be  oppressed  to  support  the  extravagances 
of  the  Government.     The  Origin  of  this  heavy  tax  refc*- 
red  iUelf,  both  in  England  aiid  America,  to  disostrous  pe. 
nods  in  their  history.     It  hegiin  in  England  in  the  reigfn 
of  WilTiam  III,  who',  taking  advantage  of  the  national  pre- 


memoaials  praying  protectioa  for  manufactures  bad  been  judices  against  France,  gtrttbe  salt  tax  imposed  as  a  means 
presented,  and  were  universally  referred  to  that  commit-  of  helping  to  carry  on  the  war  aj^nst  the  French.  The 
tee.     Shall  we,  theOj  said  Mr.  S.»  now,  for  the  first  time,  bill  viraa  entitled,  to  enable  his  Mi^esty  to  carry  on  a  vignv- 


37 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


38 


Dec.  30,  1831.] 


Duiy  on  Mnn  Salt. 


[Sjivatx< 


ous  wmr  against  France.  To  that  disastrous  period,  Enp^- 
land  looks  for  the  origin  of  her  public  debt,  and  the  origin 
of  her  salt  tax.  The  latter  she  has  lately  abolished;  the 
former  will  remain  forever,  and  will  be  the  most  durable 
monument  of  the  effects  of  war  upon  France.  Mr.  Jef- 
Icrson.  when  President,  did  for  America  what  the  whigs 
hare  lately  done  for  England.  He  produced  the  abolition 
of  the  salt  tax.  His  IsMruage,  in  recommending  the  Vo- 
lition, was  very  remarkable,  and  particularly  approj^riate. 
He  did  not  say,  repeal,  reducie,  abolish,  but  suppress  the 
salt  tax.  He  used  the  term  which  is  applied  to  vice,  and 
called  for  the  suppresaon  of  the  tax. 

The  eentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Dickissof]  was 
opposed  to  the  repeal  of  the  tax  on  aUim  salt,  because  he 
believed  it  would  affect  the  manufacture  of  another  kind 
of  salt  made  in  the  United  States.     Mr.  B.  appealed  to 
the  Senate — to  those  members  who  looked  to  the  relief  of 
the  people  from  a  part  of  their  burdens— he  called  their 
attentioa  to  the  doctrine  advanced  by  that  gentleman,  and 
asked  them  to  make  its  application  to  other  articles,  and 
follow  it  out  to  its  legitimate  consequences.  It  would  pre- 
vent the  repeal  of  any  taxes.     Worsted  stuff  goods,  an 
article  of  such  general  wear,  and  so  essential  to  the  shoe 
manufacture  for  women  and  children,  might  be  kept  tax- 
ed, although  we  made  no  such  goods,  but  because  the  free 
importation  of  them  might  affect  the  woollen  manufkcture. 
The  manufacturers  of  leather  might  object  also,  because 
the  more  prunella  and  stuff  shoes  worn,  the  leas  the  de- 
mand for  leather  shoes.     Even  the  reduction  of  the  duty 
on  tea  might  be  resisted,  because  tlie  free  use  of  tea  might 
lessen  the  consumption  of  milk  and  apple  pies,  and  there- 
by diminish  the  value  of  cows,  and  oxen,  and  orchards. 
He  [Mr.  B.  1  had  fixed  his  eye  on  this  monstrous  doctrine, 
and  wished  its  first  approaches  to  be  marked  by  the  Se- 
nate.    He  wished  to  know  if  the  Senator  from  New  Jer- 
sey proposed  to  compel  people  to  use  improper  and 
unsuitable  things  by  way  of  substitute  for  a  proper  and 
suitable  one,  which  was  to  be  taxed  out  of  the  country. 
He  [Mr.  B.]  had  a  bill  to  bring  in  for  reducing  the  duty 
on  Indian  blankets — ^the  best  blankets  in  the  world — and 
indispensable  to  the  Indian  trade;  was  that  bill  t^  be  re- 
sisted, and  a  supeqor  blanket,  the  best  and  cheapest, 
if  the  duty  was  off,  that  ever  the  laboring  classes  beheld, 
to  be  taz€^  out  of  the  country  to  make  room  for  a  base 
substitute?     A  great  sensibility  was  manifested  for  the 
interest  of  the  nuuiufacturers;  but  there  are  other  interests 
in  the  country  which  also  deserve  consideration.     There 
were  the  a^culturaland  commercial  interests,  besides  Jhe 
manufacturingt  all  great  interests;  all  to  be  considered 
by  the  man  who  was  entrusted  to  make  laws  for  the  na- 
tion; aad  no  one  to  be  sacrificed-  to  the  others.     They 
were  each  of  them  important,  but  they  had  their  deg^es 
of  importance.     Agriculture  ranked  first,  because  it  fur- 
nished the  means  of  subnstence  for  tnan  and  beast,  and 
the  elements  of  employment  to  the  other  two;  manufac- 
tures came  next,  because  they  fashioned  and  prepared  the 
products  of  agriculture  fur  the  use,  convenience,  and  orna- 
ment of  nwn;  commerce,  which  exchanged  the  superfluities 
of  different  countries,  and  contributed  to  the  civilization  of 
the  human  race,  c^me  third.     He  would  sacrifice  no  one 
to  the  other.     He  would  not  sacrifice  the  interest  of  all 
the  provision-raising  and  provision-curing  farmers  of  the 
West  to  the  interesit  of  a  handful  of  monopolizing  salt 
manufacturers.     Where,  he  exclaimed,  is  the  operation  of 
the  salt  tax  most  severely  felt?    Jn  the  West;  in  that  vast 
and  magnificent  re^on  drained  by  the  king  of-  floods. 
Here  were  the  mynads  of  living  animals— iiorses,  cattle, 
sheep,  hogSy  which  require  salt  with  their  ^ily  food. 

There  was  the  national  magazine  of  salted  provisions 
which  supplied  the  South,  .and  the  Lower  Mississippi,  and 
furnished  millions  of  dollars  worth  for  foreign  exportar 
tion.  And  there  was  the  place  where  salt  was  wanted  in 
the  greatest  quantity  of  tlte  purest  and  strongest  kind. 


and  at  the  cheapest  rate.  Artificial  salt  would  not  an- 
swer; crystallized  salt  made  by  solar  evaporation  alone 
would  do.  It  alone  was  pure.  It  alone  would  answer 
for  curing  prm-isions  for  Southern  oonsuroption,  for  ex- 
portation, or  long  keeping.  Look  to  the  inspection  laws 
in  New  Orleana— no  beef  or  pork  to  pass  inspection,  un- 
less put  up  ip  crystallized  salt.  Look  to  your  army  and 
navy  advertisements — ^no  beef  or  pork  tobe  bought  but 
what  is  cured  in  the  same  kind.  I  plead,  said  Mr.  B., 
the  cause  of  Western  farmers,  when  I  demand  an  aboli- 
tion of  the  alum  salt  duty.  Not  a  pound  of  it  is  made  in 
the  West,  nor  any  rival  to  it,  or  substitute  for  it.  North 
Carplina  makes  a  little,  but  not  the  twentieth  part  sufficient 
for  her  own  consumption.  New  Englaund  makes  some, 
but  not  near  enough  for  her  own  fisheries,  as  we  have  to 
pay  about  two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars  per  an- 
num to  her  fishermen  as  drawback,  or  bounty  in  lieu  of 
drawback,  of  the  duty  supposed  to  be  paid  on  the  foreign 
salt  supposed  to  be  used  in  curing  fish.  New  York  makes 
some,  nothing  adequate  to  her  own  consumption.  A  lit- 
tle of  it  has  gone  to  Cincinnati,  and  made  Ohio,  in  that 
particular,  a  tax  payer  to  New  York:  for  salt  is  excised  at 
the  works  in  New  York;  the  manufacturer  pays  an  ex- 
cise, and  that  is  collected,  with  a  profit  besides,  from  the 
consumer.  So  far  as  Ohio  has  used  New  York  salt,  she 
has  paid  an  excise  tax  to  tliat  State.  The  West  India 
islands  between  the  tropics  is  the  place  to  furnish  the  West 
with  alum  salt.  New  Orleans  tne  port  for  its  imports^ 
tion,  the  Mississippi  the  great  channel  for  its  introduc- 
tion, and  steamboats  the  only  adequate  vessels  to  bring 
it.  This  salt  is  best;  it  b  cheapest,  for  it  costs  but  eight 
or  nine  cents,  independent  of  the  duty;  (I  speak  of  the 
import  price  as  shown  on  the  custom4iou8e  books;)  and 
it  is  had  for  barter.  Home  made  salt  must  be  paid  for  in 
gold  and  silver,  or  their  equivalent;  foreign  salt  can  be 
had  for  our  productions,  and  thus  the  foreign  salt  ms[ker  is 
the  encourager  of  domestic  industry;  the  domestic  salt 
maker  gives  no  encouragement  to  the  farmer.  He  must 
have  the  monev.  At  Kenhawa,  salt  is  silver;  wherever 
it  is  sent,  it  is  for  silver;  no  produce  is  taken  in  return. 
The  foreign  importers  at  New  Orleans  go  back  freighted 
with  the  productions  of  our  farms;  the  agents  of  the  do- 
mestic salt  nnakers  |[o  back  loaded  with  our  money.  They 
ask  for  the  food  which  we  have  to  spare;  we  ask  for  the 
salt  which  God  and  nature  makes  upon  their  islands.  Shall 
the  Federal  Government  ^t  between,  interdict  the  ex- 
change, and  compel  us  to  give  gold  for  the  base  salt  which 
will  not  core  our  provisions? 

Shldl  we  be  compelled  again  to  pay  twenty  cents  to  the 
Federal  Government  (for  there  it  a  proposition  to  raise  the 
salt  tax  to  the  old  federal  standard  of  '98)  for  the  privi- 
lege of  buying  eight  cents  worth  of  salt?  Was  there  ever, 
since  taxation  commenced,  a  more  o<tious  tax  than  this 
upon  salt^  One  which  bears  more  unequally  upon  the 
rich  and  the  poor?  One  which  went  so  completely  to  pre- 
vent the  use  of  a  prime  necessary  of  life?  The  gentle- 
man from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Dicxaasoir]  objects  to  the 
Finance  Committee:  he  wants  the  bill  to  go  to  the  Manu- 
ftcturing  Committee.  Well,  I  will  compromise  with  him. 
I  will  agree  to  a  select  committee,  with  power  to  send  for 
witnesses,  swear  them,  and  report  their  evidence  to  the 
Senate.  This  is  the  way  thev  did  in  the  British  Parlia- 
ment: this  is  the  way  they  blew  up  the  salt  tax  there. 
There  was  another  view  of  this  tax,  which  must  not  be 
omitted.  Before  1807,  there  was  a  drawback  on  ^exported 
beef  and  pork,  as  well  as  on  exported  fish,  to  reimburse 
the  duty  on  salt  used  in  curing  these'  provisions.  Theie 
is  no  such  drawback  now  on  beef  and  pork.  It  existed 
on  fish  alone,  and  the  fishermen  bad  drawn  hve  millions  of 
dollars  from  the  treasury,  and  were  annually  drawing  at 
the  rate  of  about  two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  doDars. 
The  salt  tax  was  a  money*making  business  to  them;  it  was 
a  heavy  burden  upon  the  West.     Mr.  B.  said  he  had  not 
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come  prepared  for  this  debate.  It  sprung  up  when  not 
expected.  He  would  be  ready  for  it  when  it  came  up 
•gain. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  that  it  had  been  a  subject  of 
discussion  for  two  or  three  years  to  determine  what  sub- 
jects belonged  tu  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  and 
what  to  the  Finance  Committee.  Sometimes  one  com- 
mittee had  taken  charge  of  bills  of  this  nature,  and  some- 
times another.  One  coronuttee  had  often  taken  subjects 
which  belonged  to  the  other.  He~ cited  the  case  of  the 
bill  to  reduce  the  duty  on  sugar,  which  had  been  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures.  It  appeared  to  the 
Senate,  that  it  properly  belonged  to  that  committee.  The 
gentleman  from  South  C<aroUna  had  objected  that  tliis 
measure  was  not  proposed  from  the  manufacturers,  and, 
therefore,  did  not  belong  to  that  committee.  The  gentle- 
man from  Maryland  had  objected,  because  it  related  to 
the  financial  concerns  of  the  country.  In  answer  to  these 
gentlemen,  he  would  say  that  it  related  to  tlie  protection 
of  one  of  the  g^eat  and  widely  extended  interests  of  the 
community,  and  embraced  within  its  provisions  conse- 
quences which  could  not  fail  to  affect  them  materially. 
It  was  true  they  had  presented  no  petition  to  Cong^ress,  to 
save  them  from  the  ruin  v.'hich  this  measure  threatened^  but 
it  was  only  because  they  were  ignorant  of  the  designs  me- 
ditated against  them.  If  they. were  aware  of  them,  they 
would  not  fail  to  enter  their  solemn  protest  against  such  a 
course.  Shall  we,  said  Mr.  D.,  neglect  their  aqknow- 
ledged  interests,  and  proceed  to  adopt  measures  calculated 
to  destroy  them,  merely  because  there  has  not  been  the 
formality  of  a  petition  ?  We  are  placed  here  to  be  the 
guardians  of  the  great  interests  of^the  country,  and  it  is 
our  duty  to  defend  them  whenever  attacked  or  threatened 
with  any  material  injury. 

It  was  not  necessary,  Mr.  D.  said,  for  them  to  remain  in- 
active until  the  injured  should  come  forward  and  demand 
relief  and  protection,  and  present  a  pi-ayer  that  their  in- 
terests might  not  be  abandoned  and  lef\  to  sink  into  ruin. 
He  considered  the  present  measure  fraught  with  desti'uc- 
tion  to  those  interests.  It  did  not  ask  a  reasonable  re- 
duction, but  was  not  intended  to  abofish  the  whole  duty 
at  once,  and  thus  annihilate  the  protecting  system.  If  any 
measure  fairly  belonged  to  the  Committee  on  Maifufac- 
tures,  this  was  one  of  that  character.  The  gentleman 
from  Missouri  had  thought  proper  to  go  into  the  merits  of 
the  question. 

It  appeared  to  Mr.  D.  >that  this  was  a  premature  step, 
as  the  question  was  only  on  the  reference  of  the  bill  to  a 
committee.  He  did  not  now  feel  disposed,  nor  was  he 
prepared  to  enter  upon  the  discussion  of  a  measure  so 
important  as  the  one  before  them.  They  should  take 
time  to  consider  the  subject,  and  prepare  for  the  import- 
Ant  decision.  The  gentleman  had  complained  strongly 
of  the  present  duty,  hut  he  would  ask  him  if  it  was  not 
a  necessary  measure  in  order  to  defend  American  indus- 
try from  foreign  competition,  to  discourage  the  importa- 
tion of  articles  which  were  produced  by  the  domestic 
manufacturer.  It  had  been  so  decided  in  the  sage  coun- 
cils of  the  founders  of  the  Government,  and  had  been 
fiuthfully  adhered  to  by  every  administration.  An  act  had 
long  been  in  foi-ce,  allowing  a  4ra whack  on  this  article  for 
this  express  purpose.  He  doubted  the  wisdom  or  pro- 
priety of  the  present  measure. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  that  there  was  u  treaty  existing  with 
Great  Britain,  by  which  she  was  placed  on  the  footing  of 
the  most  favored  nation,  and  that  she  would  have  a  right 
to  complain  if  this  reduction  took  place  without  giving 
her  some  equivalent  in  return.  Spain  and  Portugal  would 
have  a  privilege  which  was  not  allowed  to  England.  They 
had  heretofore  complained  of  the  duty  on  iron,  and  he 
believed  with  good  reason.  He  'considered  that  we  were 
able  t*?  procure  as  good  salt  from  England  as  f!*om  the 
West  IndieA  or  any  other  quarter.     We  had  used  it  for 


curing  bacon,  and  found  it  to  answer  every  purpose.  The 
gentleman  from  Missouri  had  said  that  he  bad  received 
credible  information  that  alum  salt  could  be  imported  for 
six  or  eight  cents  per  bushel.  He  had  been  engaged  in 
commerce  during  his  w4iole  life,  and  never  had  been  able 
to  get  it  imder  nine  cents.  He  did  not  know  how  the 
article  could  be  obtained  at  a  cheaper  rate. 

Mr.  CLAY,  when  he  first  rose,  had  certainly  not  in- 
tended to  provoke  a  debate  of  tliis  extensive  range.  And 
he  felt  reluctance  in  being  compelled  to  prolong  it,  senta- 
ble  as  he  was  that,  conmdering  the  single  question  before 
the  Senate,  it  was  not  strictly  parliamentary.  He  would 
be  very  brief.  No  one  was  more  thoroughly  convinced 
than  hhnself  of  the  paramount  importance  of  th6  ag^'i- 
cultural  interest.  It  was  tiiat  g^eat  leading  interest  to 
which  all  others  ought  to  bend.  And  it  was  because 
he  believed  that  the  success  of  American  manufikcturea 
was  essential  to  the  prosperity  of  agriculture,  that  he  had 
been,  was,  and  he  trusted  ever  would  be,  their  friend. 
The  gentleman  from  Missouri  argued  the  question  as  if  it 
were  indisputable  that  a  reduction  of  duty  would  be  fol- 
lowed by  a  reduction  of  the  price  of  salt.  He  wishes  to 
cheapen  it;  so  do  I.  But  we  may  differ  about  the  mode 
of  accomplishirg  that  object.  I  desire  to  preserve  tlie 
full  benefit  of  the  all-powerful  principle  of  competition. 
Destroy  the  home  manufacture,  and  you  deprive  your- 
selves of  the  advantage  of  the  competition  that  they  pro- 
duce. Let  us  appeal  to  experience.  In  May,  1830,  the 
duty  was  lowered,  to  take  effect  as  has  been  already 
stated;  and  the  price,  after  the  reduction  of  the  duty,  was 
higher  than  it  was  before,  and  it  is  now  higher,  in  some 

E laces,  than  it  had  been  for  ten  or  fifteen  years.  The 
itter  fact  may  in  some  measure  be  owing  to  the  early  and 
severe  commencement  of  the  winter.  A  reduction  of  the 
duty  has  not  therefore  been  yet  followed  by  a  reduction 
of  price.  An  augmentation  of  duty  sometimes  produces 
a  reduction,  instead  of  an  augmentation  of  price. 

The  foreign  salt  trade,  Mr.  C.  said,  was  a  collateral  or 
incidental  trade.  Salt  was  imported  principally  in  bal- 
last. Vessels  mrely  engaged  in  it  when  they  could  get 
any  ot\)er  freight.  Low  price  of  foreign  salt,  therefore, 
implied  inactivity  in  our  tonnage,  as  high  price  did  full  and 
profitable  employment.  This  very  irregularity  formed  a 
strong  motive  to  encourage  the. home  manufikcture.  Is 
•there  any  comparison  between  the  moderate  duty  on  salt 
levied  in  tliis  country,  and  the  enormous  excise  of  fifteen 
sellings  sterling  per  bushel  which  was  levied  in  England } 
Between  the  gabelle  of  France  and  our  duty  ?  Whatever 
oppressions  may  have  existed  in  other  countries  from  a 
salt  tax,  he  was  perfectly  persuaded  that  the  unexampled 
prosperity  of  this  country  had  its  date  from  the  adoption 
of  the  protective  policy  of  which  this  salt  duty  forms 
part.  To  the  tariff,  not  of  '16,  but  of  *24,  we  were  in- 
debted, not  only  for  that  prosperity,  but  for.  tlie  rapid  ex- 
tinction of  the  public  debt,  now  so  near  at  hand.  He  was 
aware  that  this  discussion  belonged  to  another  occasion, 
when  the  whole  subject  would  undergo  a  full  examination. 
But  he  must  be  allowed  to  say,  in  reference  to  the  obser- 
vations of  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  as  to  the  consump- 
tion of  alum  salt  in  the  Western  States,  that  he  did  not 
believe  that  one  bushel  in  fifty  thotisand  of  that  descrip- 
tion is  there  consumed.  Although  he'  had  himself  been 
a  farmer  some  twenty  or  twenty -five  years,  he  had  never 
had  a  pound  of  it  in  his  cellar.  He  had  witnessed  in  the 
West  the  gratifying  fact  of  the  reduction  of  salt  from 
three  or  four  dollai*s  to  fifty  cents  per  bushel  on  the  0!no 
river,  and  seventy-five  in  the  interior.  This  was  alto- 
gether owing  to  the  increase  of  the  home  manufacturer. 
He  knew  that  prejudice  existed  against  provisions  put  up 
with  any  other  than  alum  salt.  He  believed  that  it  was 
only  necessary  to  employ  a  small  additional  quantity  of 
salt  made  by  artificial  heat  to  secure  the  preservation  of 
meat.     One  of  the  most  experienced  men  that  ever  lived 
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in  the  West,  ]on|^  enga^^in  the  preparation  of  beef  and 
pork,  assured  him  that  when  the  salt  was  properly  ap- 
plied, in  barreb  sufficiently  seasoned  and  properly  made, 
the  common  salt  of  the  country  |^*eserve8  as  well  as  the 
best  alum  salt.  The  salt  of  the  Onondaga  works  in 
New  York  already  has  found  its  way  into  the  heart  of  Ohio 
throuefa  their  canal,  and  when  that  noble  work  is  com- 
plctei  in  the  course  of  the  next  year,  it  Mrill  be  dis- 
tributed on  the  Ohio  river,  and  transported  even  to  St. 
Louis.  So  far  from  the  Western  farmers  being  able  to  ex- 
change their  pork  and  beef  for  alum  salt,  the  British  na- 
tion will  not  purchase  our  beef  and  pork,  although  cured 
with  salt  from  their  own  possessions.  With  respect  to 
the  drawback,  it  will  be  a  proper  consideration  with  the 
Committee  oo  BCanufactures,  whether  that  should  be  al- 
lowed on  the  exportation  of  pork  and  beeC  In  every 
view  of  the  subject,  the  importance  of  the  manu&cture, 
the  essential  value  of  the  article,  the  recent  passage  of  a 
law  reducing  the  duty,  not  yet  gone  ito  eflfect,  Mr.  C. 
thought  we  should  proceed  with  caution,  and  he  hoped 
the  Senate  would  assign  the  bill  to  the  Committee  on  Manu- 
factures. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  it  was  true  the  price  of  silt  was 
higher  now  in  the  West  than  for  some  years  past.  The 
reason  was,  because  the  importations  were  diminished. 
This  the  custom-house  returns  showed  us.  It  would  not 
do  to  argue  that  the  reduction  of  the  duty  had  increased 
theprice  of  the  foreign  article;  that  argument  would  cut 
up  the  protecting  system.  The  fact  was,  tlie  effect  of 
raising  or  reducing  duties  could  not  be  regular  at  first. 
Adventitious  circumstances  may  control  it.  When  the 
dutj'  on  lead  was  raised  to  three  cents  a  pound,  in  1828, 
the  price  of  lead  on  the  Upper  Mississippi  fell  to  one  and 
a  half  cents.  Excessive  production  produced  that  effect. 
The  late  importations  of  salt  were  above  a  million  of 
bti^els  less  than  two  or  three  years  ago,  and  salt  rises; 
when  the  duty  is  off  entirely,  and  salt  comes  free,  importa- 
tions will  largely  increase,  and  the  price  fall  in  propor- 
tion. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  reference  to  the 

Committee  on  Finance,  and  negatived — ^yeas  17,  nays  22, 

as  follows: 

.         YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Forsyth,  Grun- 

^  dy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Miller,  Moore, 

/   Smith,  Tazewell,  Troup,  Tyler,  White.— 17.1 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Clay,  Dallas,  Dicker- 
son,  Dudley,  Foot,  Frelingliuysen,  Hanna,  Hendricks, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Marcy^  Prentiss,  Bobbins, 
Robinson,  Buggies,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Tomlinson,  Wil- 
kins.— 22. 

The  bill  was  then  referred. to  the  Committee  on  Manu- 
factures. 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  Tuesday. 


TcESDAT,  Jahvart  3,  1832. 

AMBRICAN  STATE  PAPERS. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  communicated  the  following 
report  horn  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  and  Clerk  of  the 
HouAe  of  Representatives:  ^ 

7b  the  Senate  and  House  of  JiepreaentaHvee 

of  the  Congreea  of  the  United  States. - 

The  Secretary  of  the  Senate  and  Clerk  of  the  House  o^ 
Representatives  respectfully  make  report  of  their  pro- 
ceedings under  the  act  of  Congress  of  2d  March,  1831, 
Erecting  a  subscription  to  the  compilation  of  Congres- 
sional Documents,  proposed  to  be  published  by  Gales 
ind  Seaton.  • 

Immediately  af^er  the  acHodrnment  of  Congress,  we 
commenced  the  discharge  of  the  duties  imposed  by  the 
act  of  Congress.     At  the  rtry  oatset,  however,  we  round 


great  difficulty  in  ascertaining  the  extent  of  the  duties  re- 
qiurcd  of  us.  Mesin.  Gales  ^ and  Seaton,  of  their  own 
accord,  had  submitted  to  Congress  a  subscription  paper, 
proposing  to  republish  the  congressional  documents  for 
the  first  thirteen  Congresses;  the  volume,  the  type^  and 
the  size  of  the  page,  were  designated,  as  w^ll  as  the  spe- 
cific sam  for.  each  volume  when  delivered.  With  these 
proposals  before  them.  Congress  directed  the  Clerk  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  subscribe  for  seven  hundred 
and  fifty  copies,  on  two  conditions: 

1st.  The  documents  to  be  selected  under  the  direction 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  and  Clerk  of  the  House  of 
Representatives:  2d.  The  price  paid  for  the  printing  to 
be  at  the  rate  not  exceeding  that  of  the  price  paid  to  the 
printer  of  Congress  for  the  printing  of  the  documents  of 
the  two  Houses. 

At  the  first  view  it  does  not  appear  difficult  to  ascer- 
tun  the  specific  duties  required  from  us.  The  documents 
are  to  be  selected  by  us.  It  would  therefore  seem  that 
when  we  had  given  the  publishers  a  list  of  the,  papers  to 
be  reprinted,,  our  agency  was  at  an  end.  Circumstances, 
however,  which  we  will  now  explain,  rendered  it  impossi- 
ble that  our  duties  could  stop  here.  The  great  mass  of 
these  documents  were  to  be  found  only  in  the  archives  of 
the  two  Houses.  No  complete  sets  of  them  existed  in  any 
other  place.  They  were  contained  in  one  hundred  and 
sixty  octavo  and  folio  printed  volumes,  eighty  large  folio 
manuscript  records,  and  in  some  hundred  large  files  of  do- 
cuments. Charged,  as  we  are,  with  the  care  and  preser- 
vation of  all  these  important  documents,  we  could  not,  for 
a  moment,  permit  them  to  go  into  the  hands  of  others 
over  whom  we  had  no  control.  To  make  the  separation 
of  those  to  be  published,  without  producing  disorder,  re- 
quired the  knowledge  and  experience,  and  the  most 
patient,  persevering  industry  of  the  most  able  of  our 
assistants,  and  of  ourselves.  Had  any  one,  without  that 
knowledge  of  these  things,  which  can  only  be  obtained 
by  long  experience,  undertaken  to  separate  and  arrange 
these  documents,  he  would  have  been  in  great  danger  of 
reducing  the  whole  to  a  heap  of  confusion.  In  addition 
to  this,  many  of  these  documents  exist  only  in  the  manu- 
script records  of  the  two  Houses,  consisting  of  large  folio 
volumes,  substantially. bound,  and  in  the  best  state  of  pre- 
servation. We  could  not  suffer  these  valuable  records  to 
be  taken  apart,  and  the  portions  selected  sent  to  the  print- 
ing office.  We  were  also  unwilling  either  to  permit  them 
to  be  taken  from  the  office  to  be  copied,  or  to  permit 
strangers  to  come  into  the  office  and  occupy  our  desks 
and  tables  in  copying  them. 

From  these  consideratiAns,  (and  others  of  a  similar  na- 
ture,,not  here  detailed,}  it  was  evident  to  us  that  it  was 
our  duty,  not  only  to  select  these  documents,  but  also  to 
prepare  them  for  the  psess. 

Another  question  then  arose,  what  arrangement  should 
be  given  to  these  documents  in  the  proposed  publication^ 
Two  modes  were  suggest^:  1st.  An  Mingement,  strict- 
ly  chronological;  or  2d.  A  division  into  classes,  and  each 
class  to  preserve  its  chronological  order.  After  much  ex- 
amination and  reflection,  we  decided  on  the  second  mode, 
and  finally  adopted  the  following  arrangement: 

1st.  FoREiov  Rblatiohs; 
2d.  IXDiA^  Affairs; 
3d.  Finances; 

4th.    COMXEBCK  AND  NAVIGATION; 

5th.  MiLiTABT  Apfaibs; 

6th.  Naval  Affairs; 

7th.  Post  Office  Department; 

8th.  PcBLic  Lands;^ 

9th.  Claims; 

lOtb*    ftllBCELLANXOUS.    . 

Each  of  these  ten  series  to  liave  its  own  number,  run- 
ning from  one  upward,  and  to  be  printed  chronologically. 
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I.  FoKxiaN  RsLATioirs. 

This  will  embrace  oiir  foreign  relations.  It  presents  ^ 
object  of  much  unity;  and,  from  the  importance  of  it> 
interest,  will  be  the  first  series.  The  annuid  messages  of 
the  P/esident  X)f  the  United  States,  Irom  their  importance, 
claim  a  prominent  place  in  this  compilation;  and  their 
proper  place  is  the  first  ef  foreign  relations,  to  follow  each 
other  in  chronological  order. 

II.  IiroiAir  Affairs. 

1st.  All  documents  accompanying  Indian  treaties; 
2d.  Indian  massacres  and  depredations; 
3d.  Indian  wars; 

4th.  Efforts  made  for  their  benefit,  in  civilization,  agri- 
culture, and  the  mechanical  arts. 

III.    FllTAHCKS. 

This  series  embraces  more  yariety,  consisting  of — 

1st.  Public  debt  and  public  credit; 

2d.  Revenue,  direct  and  indirect  taxation,  embracing 
manufactures; 

3d.  The  currency; 

4th.  The  Mintofthe  United  States; 

5th.  Bank  of  the  United  States,  and  State  banks,  so  far 
as  connected  with  the  United  States; 

6th.  General  principles  of  the  annual  estimates; 

7th.  General  principles  of  tlie  expenses  of  collecting 
revenue; 

8tb.  One  table  of  receipts  and  expenditures. 

ly.    COMXKRCS    ANB   NaVIGATIOIT. 

All  external  matters  of  this  class  to  be  embraced  in 
Foreign  Relations. 

1st.  Imports  and  exports,  and  all  communications  and 
reports  contkinin^  general  principles  and  reasoning; 

2d.^  The  fisheries,  and  all  communications 'and  reports 
containing  general  principles  and  reasoning; 

3d.  Lighthouse  establishment; 

4th.  Improvement  of  harbors,  rivers,  roads,  and  canals; 

5th.^  Tonnage,  and  all  communications  and  reports  of 
committees  containing  general  principles  and  reasoning. 

6th.  Coasting  trade,  and  all  communications  and  re- 
ports of  committees  containing  general  principles  and  rea- 
soning. 

V.  Militart  Affairs. 

1st.  Army; 

2d.  Military  Academy; 

3d.  Fortifications; 

4th.  Armament,  arms; 

5th.  National  armories; 

6  th.  Militia.  ^ 

VI.  Naval  Affairs* 

This  presents  a  subject  of  much  unity. 

VII.  Post  Officb  Dspartuxnt. 
This  is  also  a  q^^ject  in  which  there  is  little  or  no  variety. 

VIII.  Prauc  Lands. 

This  will  embrace  the  whole  subject  of  the  public  do- 
mains, including  all  claims  of  individuals  and  corporations 
for  land. 

IX.  Claiks. 

Embracing  all  claims  against  the  United  States,  except 
claims  for  land  and  claims  in  which  foreign  relations  or 
fini^nces  are  directly  embraced. 

X.    MiSCXLLAirXOUS. 

Embracing  all  documents  proper  to  be  reprinted,  not 
included  in  the  foregoing — each  subject  to  be  arranged  as 
follows: 

1st.  Chronologically— Messages  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  both  Houses,  and  documents. 
■  Do  do  to  the  Senate,  do. 


Messages  of  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  the 
House  of  Representatives,  and  documents. 

Reports  from  departments  to  both  Houses. 
Do  do  ,  to  the  Senate. 

Do  do  to  the  House  of  Representatives. 

2d.  Reports  of  committees  of  the  Senate,  the  entire 
session  together. 

3d.  Reports  of  committees  of  the  House  of  Represen- 
tatives, tlie  entire  session  together — and  preceded,  if  ne- 
cessary, in  each  House,  by  me  petition. 

This  arrangement  to  be  made  for  each  session;  and  the 
separate  documents  of  each  item  are  to  follow  each  other 
chronologically.  .  In  all  cases  where  a  report  of  a  commit- 
tee of  either  or  both  Houses  is  founded  on  a  message  from 
the  President  of  the  UAited  States,  or  on  a  report  from  a 
department,  a  reference  is  to  be  made  from  the  one  to  the 
other.  • 

There  are  many  advantages  attending  this  arrangement, 
which  are  quite  apparent.  The  class  on  Indian  Affairs, 
for  instance,  (the  printing  of  which  has  been  finished,)  is 
contained  in  a  single  volume,  and,  in  chronological  order, 
presents  our  entire  Indian  relations  unmixed  with  other 
matter;  Foreign  Relations,  Military  Affairs,  Naval  Affairs, 
and  the  Public  Lands,  each  present  distinctions  strong-ly 
marked  from  all  the  otliers;  and  the  advantage  of  hav- 
ing each  of  tliese  great  interests  in  a  separate  series  is 
ver)'  g^eat.  Occasionally,  however,  documents  were  met 
with,  partaking  so  much  of  two  or  more  classes,  that  it 
was  difficult  to  give  them  a  satisfactory  arrangement. 
This  was  more  particularly  the  case  with  the  series  of  Fi- 
nance .and  Commerce — some  sin  vie  documents  referred 
less  or  more  to  both  classes.  So  afso  of  the  class  of  Claims. 
'Some  of  them  involved  extensive  correspondence  with  fo- 
reign Governments.  These  were  placed  with  Foreign 
Relations.  Some  of  them  involved  our  commercial  re- 
lations; others,  the  regulations  for  the  sale  of  public  lands. 
The  cases  thus  described,  however,  were  not  numerous,  and 
in  every  instance  of  their  occurrence,  our  best  judgment 
was  exercised  in  giving  them  the  proper  an-angement. 

After  we  had  decided  on  the  foreg<)ing  as  the  principles 
by  which  the  publication  should  be  regulated,  we  had  an 
interview  with  Messrs.  Gales  and  Seaton.  They  stated  to 
us,  at  once,  that  they  considered  tlie  proviso,  that  the ' 
printing  should  be  done  at  the  rate  of  public  printing,  as 
in  a  great  measure  rescinding  the'  details  of  their  propo- 
sals, and  that  thev  stood  in  regard  to  Congi-ess  in  some- 
thing of  the  relation  of  public  printers.  That  every  thing 
performed  by  them  besides  the  printing  would  of  course 
be  a  charge  against  the  Government,  to  be  settled  and  ad- 
justed as  Congress  might  direct.  That  as  we  had  the  care 
of  the  archives  of  th^wo  Houses,  they  could  not  expect 
that  we  would  entrust  them  to  others,  either  in  the  selec- 
tion, copying,  or  arrangement.  Tliat  tliey  were  willing, 
nay  desirous,  that  we  shpuld  take  the  whole  control  of  the 
publication,  as  far  as  the  labor  and  responsibility  of  edi- 
tors were  concerned.  That  tlie  mechanical  part,  includ- 
ing the  paper,  the  printing,  and  the  binding,  would  belong 
to  them,  and  for  these  they  would  be  responsible. 

From  all  these  considerations,  it  was  evident  to  us  that 
if  wc  acted  at  all  under  the  act  of  Congress,  it  was  our 
duty  to  assume  the  whole  responsibility  of  editing  the 
work.  Other  consideration^,  besides  these  mentioned, 
also  led  to  the  same  conclusion.  We  stood  in  an  official 
relation  to  the  two  Houses,  and  had  every  possible  motive  to 
devote  our  entire  ability  to  the  proper  completion  of  the 
work.  From  long  experience  and  close  application  to  the 
business  of  Congress,  we  had  a  reasonable  confidence  in 
our  ability  to  do  the  work  justice.  \Ve  had  under  our  di- 
rection able  and  industrious  men,  ana  whose  experience  in 
these  things  was  even  greater  than  our  own.  Much  of 
the  usefulness  of  this  work  will  depend  upon  the  indexes; 
and  for  doirig  justice  to  this  item,  we  know  of  none  so 
capable  as  our  assistant  clerks.     We  therefore  did  not 
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besHatey  although  the  responsibility  was  great,  and  the 
labor  great,  to  act  upon  the  principles  thus  indicated. 

Another  important  question,  of  no  little  embarrassment, 
was  presented  in  deciding  on  the  size  of  the  page.  The 
joint  resolution  of  34th  May,  1828,  placed  that  subject 
under  our  control,  and,  afler  much  consideration  and  re- 
flection, and  repeated  interviews  with  the  publishers,  we 
decided  on  the  folio  size.  The  facility  with  which  the 
numerous  tables  can  be  inserted  on  a  folio  pag«,  was  one 
leading  reason  for  giving  it  the  preference.  The  volumes 
of  cong^saional  documents  are  becoming  too  numerous 
for  easy  reference  { and  we  find  a  great  difficulty  in  keep- 
ing our  series  perfect.  For  the-  puMic  offices,  or  fof 
large  Ubraites,  we  bdieved  the  folio  form  altogether  the 
best. 

As  there  was  no  appropriation  in  the  act  of  Congress 
imposing  the  duty  upon  us,  we  were  obligped  to  draw  from 
the  contingent  funds  of  the  two  Houses  for  some  expenses 
incident  to  the  selecting,  arranging,  copying,  &c.  Al- 
though we  found  it  impossible  to  dispense  with  the  assist- 
ance of  the  clerks  in  our  offices,  we  did  not  think  ourselves 
jostled  in  exacting  from  them  laborious  duties,  not  belong- 
ing to  the  respective  offices,  without  compensation.  A 
stsAll  sum  was  paid  to  them  in  part  for  these  services,  and 
dso  small  sums  have  been  paid  for  copying,  &&  Should 
an  appropriation  be  made  oy  Congress  for  the  work  ge- 
nenily,  we  will  be  prepared  to  gfive  any  explanations 
wanted,  respecting  the  expenses  arising  from  our  agency 
in  the  publication.  In  selecting  the  documents  lor  the 
class  OQ  Foreign  RelatioiM,  it  was  found  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Senate  that  some  important  documents  of  an  early 
date  were  upon  the  executive  files  of  the  Senate.  These 
papers  being  under  the  injunction  of  secrecy,  of  course 
cannot  in  this  communication  be  particularly  described. 
Generally  it  iday  be  observed  that*  their  publication 
(should  there  be  no  objection  to  removing  the  injunction 
ii  secrecy)  would  add  much  to  the  value  and  interest  of 
the  work.  The  Secretary  of  the  Senate  will  bring  this 
subject  before  the  Senate  for  their  decision  respecting  it. 

The  progress  nuudein  the  printing  will  be  communicated 
to  Congress  by  the  publisher!,  and  specimens  of  its  exe- 
cution will  also  by  them  be  laid  before  the  two  Housed 
An  which  is  respectfully  submitted. 

WALTER  LOWRIE, 
MW.  ST;  CLAIR  CLARKE. 

UacKXBsa  29,  1831. 

The  report  was  ordered  to  be  printed,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Library. 

PURSERS  IN  THE  NAVY. 

The  bill  pf^viding  for  the  compensatioTi  of  the  pursers 
in  the  navy  being  taken  up, 

Mr.  UATNB  sud  that  the  bill  proposed  the  reformation 
of  certain  abuses  which  had  been  found  to  exist  in  rela- 
tkm  to  the  sale  of  necessary  articles  for  the  use  of  the 
seamen  on  board  the  vessels  of  war  belonging  to  the 
United  States.  The  measure  proposed  a  reduction  and 
regulation  of  the  prices  of  articles  which  were  now  fur- 
nished by  the  pursers  on  board  those  vessels,  and  for 
which  they  had  ^een  in  the  practice  of  demanding  differ- 
ent, and  sometimes  exorbitant  profits.  The  present  bill 
was  similar  to  the  one  which  had  been  brotight  forward 
during  the  last  session  ofCongress,  and  which  had  paiSsed 
the  Senate,  but  was  not  acted  on  by  the  other  House. 
The  motire  for  introducing  it  now  was,  that  it  might  re- 
ceive the  reconsideration  and  revision  of  the  Senate,  in 
order  that  it  might  again  be  sent  to  the  House  of  Repre 
acntatives  for  their  concurrence.  The  principal  object  o 
the  b'tU  was  to  changp  the  present  mode  of  furnishing 
the  sailors  witli  certain  supplies^-to  prevent  the  sale  of 
them  at  different  rates  of  profit,  which  had  in  some  in- 
stances been  as  high  as  fifty  per  cent;  and  to  establish  a 
new  practice,  wMcb  should  better  provide  for  the  security 


of  the  seamen  from  being  imposed  upon  by  exorbitant 
prices,  and  with  inferior  articles. 

The  course  now  pursued  created  a  tendency  to  abuse, 
by  making  it  an  object  for  tiie  pursers  who  received  a  per 
centag«  on  the  articles  furnished,  to  buy  at  the  highest 
prices,  and  to  sell  as  much  as  possible;  one  consequence 
of  which  was,  that  the  officers  in  that  employ  on  board  of 
the  large  ships  received  a  great  amount  of  profits  as  a 
compensation  for  their  services,  wliile  those  on  board  the 
smaller  vessels  receive  but  a  very  inconsiderable  sum, 
which  rendered  it  difficult  to  obtain  pursers  for  the  small 
vessels.  To  obviate  this  difficulty,  and  provide  a  guard 
against  thb  liability  to  abuse  and  imposition,  it  was  pro- 
posed to  fix  the  salaries  of  the  pursers  on  board  the  vari- 
ous public  ships — to  let  the  supplies  be  procured,  as  the 
provisions  were,  under  the  direction  of  the  Board  of  Navy 
Commissionersf  and  to  require  an  exact  account  of  all  the 
articles  furnished  the  seamen  to  be  keptby  the  pursers,  mak- 
ing them  responsible  for  the  faithful  performance  of  their 
duties,  ahd  allowing  ten  per  cent,  for  loss  by  contingen- 
cies, &c.  The  advantages  to  be  derived  from  the  plan  pro- 
posed, were,  that  the  men  on  board  the  ships  of  war 
would  be  supplied  with  provisions  at  a  cheaper  rate  and  of 
a  better  quality  than  heretofore,  and  equahxe  the  emolu- 
ments of  the  pursers.  The  bill  had  been  submitted  to  the 
present  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  who  approved  of  its  pro- 
visions. 

Mr.  DICRBRSON  said  that,  in  order  to  give  time  for 
a  consideration  of  both  sides  of  the  question,  and  from 
observing  that  a  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  TAXxwaul 
was  not  in  his  seat,  who  had  last  year  given  in  a  lucid 
manner  highly  valuable  details  on  the  subject  of  tiie  bill, 
he  would  move  that  the  bill  should,  be  postponed,  and 
made  the  order  of  the  day  for  this  day  week.  To  which 
Mr.  HAYNE  assented,  and  it  was  postponed  accordingly. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  ex- 
ecutive business,  and  sat  with  closed  doors  for  some 
time;  when 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

WsnHBSDAT,  Jakvabt  4. 
AMERICAN  STATE  PAPERS. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT  communicated  the   follow- 
ing letter: 
7h  the  honorable  the  Smote  of  the  United  Spates. 

The  undersigned  respectfully  represent,  that,  encou- 
raged thereto  by  the  act  of  Congress  of  the  last  session 
authorizing  a  subscription  to  the  work,  tiiey  have  not  only 
made  a  beginning,  but  have  made  considerable  progress, 
in  the  execution  of  theb"  proposition  for  publishing  a  com- 
pilation of  the  public  documents  of  the  United  States. 
They  have  now  the  pleasure  to  submit  to  the  Senate  two 
volumes,  which,  excepting  the  indexes  thereto,  not  vet 
ready  for  the  press,  and  the  title-pappes,  wliich  are  but 
temporarily  composed,  they  respectfully  submit  as  sam- 
ples of  the  whole  wcirk. 

In  the  arrangement  as  well  as  the  selection  of  the  ma- 
terials of  this  great  national  work,  tiiey  have  been  govern- 
ed by  the  decisions  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  and 
the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  under  whose 
directions,  moreover,  exclusively,  the  ijaaterials  of  it  have 
been  prepared  for  the  press.  To  their  intelligence,  in- 
dustry, and  discrimination,  and  that  of  the  gentlemen  in 
their  respective  offices,  it  will  owe  whatever  value  it  pos- 
sesses beyond  that  of  a  mere  print  and  reprint  of  the  do- 
cuments on  the  files  of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress.  The 
The  principal  object  oft  caution  of  Congress,  in  committing  these  matters  to  their 
.  .  _j^  ,«.  /. — r^L!__  j^jjjjj^y  j^j^j  discretion,  rather  than  to  that  of  the  publish- 
ers, has,  in  the  opinion  of  the  undersigned,  been  justified 
in  the  fullest  extent  by  tiie  order,  and  the  form  and  pres- 
sure which  have  been  given  to  the  work. 

In  the  ari-angcment  of  the  documents,  the  principle  of 
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cl«9stfication  has  been  adopted,  Uie  advantages  of  which 
will  be  apparent  upon  the  slightest  examination  of  the 
samples  of  it  herewith  transmitted.  The  two  volumes 
now  presented  are  not  the  first  in  the  series,  but  are  those 
which  have  been  most  easily  collated.  One  of  them,  it 
will  be  discovered,  comprises  all  the  congressional  docu-, 
ments  upon  Indian  Affairs,  (one  of  the  classes,)  from  the 
beginning  of  the-Govemment  up  to  the  commencement 
of  the  14th  Congress,  to  which  date  (4th  March,  1815, 
inclusive)  the  plan  of  the  present  series  extends.  The 
other  is  the  first  volume  of  the  class  of  Finance,  the  whole 
of  which  occupies  two  volumes.  When  indexes,  copious 
and  well  digested,  such  as  are  in  preparation,  are  added 
to  these  volumes,  they  will  afford  a  facility  to  the  investi- 
gations of  our  legislators,  whether  in  debates  or  in  com- 
mittee business,  which  will  amply  compensate  for  the  ex- 
pense of  the  publication,  without  adverting-to  their  value 
as  national  memorials,  which  of  itself,  it  is  respectfully 
submitted,  Would  have  fully  justified  the  sanction  which 
has  been  given  to  this  undertaking. 

The  two  volumes  herewith  presented  comprise  about 
one-half  of  what  has  been  already  done  in  the  printing  of 
the  work,  which  is  in  the  course  of  steady  prosecution,  and 
of  which  it  is  hoped  eight  or  ten  volumes  may  be  ready 
for  delivery  before  the  close  of  the  present  Congress. 

Of  the  execution  of  this  work,  for  which  alone  the  un- 
dersigned have  'any  right  to  credit,  they  beg  leave  to 
observe,  only,  that  they  have  endeavored  to  make  it  such 
as  should  be  creditable  to  the  Government,  and  as  should 
justify  the  liberal  confidence  which,  by  the  act  of  the  last 
session.  Congress  has  reposed  in  tlie  undertakers.  They 
confidently  submit  its  merits  to  a  comparison  with  those  of 
any  other  work  of  the  like  nature,  ever  published  in  this 
or  any  other  country. 

A  superficial  examination  of  these  sample  volumes  ^vill 
suffice  to  satisfy  the  intelligent  observer  or  the  importance 
of  the  work  to  the  public  service,  and  to  the  history  of 
the  country.  Documents  of  the  highest  interest  will  be 
found  in  it,  which  were  either  before  unknown  to  the 
present  generation,  or  forgotten  by  it,  though  yet  of 
modem  antiauity.  Some,  which  have  lain  buried  uiider 
the  mass  of  less  important  papers  which  it  has  not  been 
deemed  useful  to  include  in  this  publication,  are  such  as 
enlighten  obscure  passages  in  our  civil  histqry,  and  add 
new  motives  for  the  veneration  with  which  the  memory 
of  the  early  actors  in  the  Government  is  habitually  che- 
rished. The  class  of  Foreign  Relations,  first  in  order,  but 
suspended  ia  its  execution  to  await  the  decision  of  the 
Senate  in  regard  to  the  publicity  of  some  of  the  docu- 
ments which  it  would  appear  properly  to  comprise,  will, 
when  completed,  be  one  of  the  njost  interesting  and  in- 
structive -works  that  has  issued  from  the  press  withiri  the 
last  thirty  years,  possessing  all  the  attraction  of  fiction, 
sanctified  by  all  the  fidelity  of  truth. 

The  undersigned  will  only  add,  that  the  sample  volumes 
herewith  submitted  have  been  put  in  different  bindings, 
with  a  view  to  consult  tlie  general  opinion  as  to  which 
description  is  preferable. 

All  which  is  respectfully  submitted  by  the  publishers. 

GALES  &  SEATON. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  KING,  of  Alabama,  the  letter  was 
ordered  to  be  prinled,  and  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Library. 

STATE  CLAIMS. 
The  bill  providing  for  the  final  settlement  of  tlie  claims 
uf,  States  for  interest  on  advances  to  the  United  States 
made  during  the  last^ar,  was  taken  up  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  said  that  a  bill  of  this  character  had 
twice  before  passed  the  Senate,  bi^t  had  not  received  tlie 
concurrence  of  the  other  House.  The  object  of  the  bill 
was  to  remunerate  the  several  States  for  the  interest 


which  was  due  on  the  several  advances  made  in  paying  the 
militia,  and  furnishing  them  supplies  during  the  iaat  war, 
the  principal  of  which  had  been  heretofore  allowed  and 
paid.  The  bill  proposed  to  allow  interest  on  these  loans, 
m  the  same  ratio  as  would  have  been  allowed  if  the  ad- 
vances had  been  made  in  money  directly  to  the  General 
Government.  Mr.  C  said  this  class  of  claims  was  first 
brought  forward  by  the  State  of  Maryland,  and  her  ex- 
ample was  followed  by  other  States.  He  was  not  in  pos- 
session of  much  information  on  the  subject  in  regard  to 
the  other  States,  and  wished  that  any  gentleman  that  was 
acquainted  with  important  facts  in  relation  to  those  claims, 
would  communicate  them  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  rose  to  ask  the  gentleman  from  Mary- 
land whether  the  present  bill  was  intended  to  cover  all 
cases  of  advances  made  by  the  several  States  during  the 
war.  The  reason  for  asking  this  question  was,  to  Team 
whether  a  cUim  due  to  the  State  of  Georgia  was  included 
in  the  present  bill. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  replied  that  tlie  particular  claims  for 
which  the  present  bill  provided,  were  those  of  which  the 
principal  had  been  adjusted  by  the  accounting  officers  of 
the  Treasury  Department,  and  paid.  It  did  not  embrace 
the  principal  of  any  claim,  nor  the  interest  of  any  of 
those  claims  which  were  still  unliquidated  by  the  United 
States,  but  those  only  which  had  been  adjusted  and 
allowed,  and  the  States  had  received  credit  from  the 
United  States  for.  This  bill  was  designed  to  arrange  and 
provide  for  paying  tlie  interest  due  on  claims  of  this  last 
mentioned  descriptiotl.  Therefore,  if  the  claims  to  which 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia  had  alluded  were  of  the  class 
described,  they  were  of  course  included:  that  is,  if  they 
had  been  adjusted  and  allowed  by  the  officers  of  the 
Treasury  Departmeiit,  and  the  payment  of  the  principal 
assumed  by  the  Government.  The  sums  advanced  by  the 
State  of  Maryland  had  not  been  all  paid  by  tlie  United 
States,  and  therefore  were  not  all  included  in  the  provi- 
sions of  this  biH,  idthougfa  that  State  had  complained  of 
the  injustice  done  it,  and  had  requested  tliat  the  claims 
should  be  allowed.  The  present  bill  did  not  provide  for 
the  adjustment  of  the  question,  whether  they  should  or 
flAiould  not  be  allowed.  The  accounting  officers  of  Go- 
vernment had  ascertained  tbe  interest  proper  to  be  allow- 
ed only  on  those  claims  for  money  borrowed  and  lent  to 
the  Government.  The  AucUtor  had  not  allowed  to  the 
State  of  Maryland  the  interest,  except  on  those  loans. 
That  State,  and  others,  had  sold  stocks  yielding  six  per 
cent,  for  the  purpose  of  advancing  to  the  public  service;  and 
therefore  it  was  considered  the  same  to  the  State  as  if  it 
had  borrowed  the  hioney  at  that  interest.  He  was  of 
opinion  that  the  United  States  should  not  in  one  case  pay 
the  .six  per  cent,  interest,  and  in  atiother  witlibold  it. 
This  was  contrary  to  every  principle  of  justice  or  equity, 
and  the  present  bill  was  intended  to  rectify*  this  error. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said  that  he  perceived  by  the  explana- 
tion of  the  gentleman  from  Maryland,  that  the  claim  of 
Georgia,  to  which  he  had  alluded,  was  not  embraced  in 
this  bill,  and  he  rose  to  ask  whether  the  bill  could  not 
be  so  amended  as  to  embrace  it.  The  history  of  tlie 
transaction  which  g^ve  rise  to  that  claim  was,  that  the 
United  States*  contractor  for  furnishing  supplies  to  the 
army,  had  not  received  funds  from  the  General  Govern- 
ment to  fulfil  his  contracts,  and  the  Government  of  Georgia 
had  furnished  the  necessary  amount-— the  contractor  being 
unable  to  procure  it  otherwise.  This  claim  had  hot  been 
allowed  by  the  General  Gkivemment,  and  no  interest  had 
of  course  been  received  upon  it.  Mr.F.  said  that  if 
interest  was  allowed  to  other^tates  on  their  claims  agunst 
the  United  States,  he  considered  ^t  the  State  of  Georgia 
had  also  a  riglit  to  the  same  allowance.  His  only  object 
now  was,  to  ascertain  whether  this  bill  could  not  be  made 
to  include  tliat  claim. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  repfied  that  several  acts  had  been 
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passed  in  relation  to  allowances  of  this  kind.  He  hoped 
^e  Senator  from  Georgia  would  consent  that  the  bill 
should  pass  as  it  then  stood. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  making  no  further  opposition,  the  bill 
was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading. 

The  bill  to  provide  for  the  distribution  of  the  duties  of 
the  commissioners  of  the  navy,  and  for  other  purposes, 
was  read  the  second  time  \  and,  on  motion  of  Mr.  HOLMES, 
postponed  to,  and  made  the  order  of  the  day  for  Monday 
next. 

The  bill  supplementary^  to  the  act  for  the  relief  of  cer- 
tain surviving  olRcers  and  soldiers  of  the  revolution,  was 
next  taken  up;  and 

Mr.  FOOT  stated  that,  as  some  Senators  were  absent 
from  indisposition,  he  would  not  press  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  at  this  time,  but  move  that  it  lie  on  the  table; 
promising  to  give  two  days'  notice  of  the  day  when  he 
should  move  its  consideration. 

The  bin  was  laid  on  the  table. 


Thubsoat,  Januabt  5. 

DUTY  ON  INDIAN  BLANKETS. 

The  bill  to  reduce  the  dutv  on  Indian  blankets,  and 
certain  other  Indian  goods,  [introduced  yesterday,  on 
leave,  by  Mr.  Bkntosp,]  was  read  the  second  time;  when 

Mr.  BENTON  moved  to  refer  it  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance.  He  thought,  in  justice  and  propriety,  the  bill 
ought  to  go  to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs  for  con- 
siderations but  he  yielded  to  the  opinions  of  othci-s,  and 
consented  to  refer  it  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  moved  to  refer  the  bill  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Manufactures. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  that  he  perceived  that  the  gentle- 
man  wis  disposed  to  have  the  present  bill  to  take  the  same 
coarse  that  the  salt  bill  heretofore  introduced  had  taken. 
He  was  of  opinion  that  there  was  another  committee,  be- 
sides that  of  Finance,  that  should  take  precedence  of  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures.  He  alluaed  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Indian  Affairs.  Tliat  committee  had  the  concerns 
of  the  Indians,  and  the  trade  of  the  United  St&tes  with 
them,  under  their  superviuon;  and  as  the  present  bill  pro- 
posed a  measure  calculated  to  affect  that  trade,  it  more 
properly  belonged  to  that  committee,  than  to  the  Com- 
mittee OQ  Manufactures.  It  was  the  province  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Indian  Affairs  to  know  how  the  trade  with  the 
lodians  was  carried  on^  whether  the  articles  obtained  from 
them  were  procured-  by  ftiir  and  open  purchase,  or  se- 
cretly smugged  from  ^e  mouth  of  the  Columbia.  This 
bill  was,  like  its  predecessor,  designed  to  effect  a  reduction 
of  the  public  burdens,  by  diminishing  the  revenue  derived 
from  outiea  on  imports;  and  its  connexion  with  the  sub- 
ject of  Indian  affairs,  in  his  opinion,  gave  it  a  fair  claim 
to  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs;  but,  as 
that  committee  was  likely  to  be;  objected  to,  he  would 
vaire  this  reference,  and  move  that  it  be  referred  to  the 
CommiUee  on  Finance. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  that,  in  the  case  of  the  bill  to 
repeal  the  duty  on  salt,  and  also  on  the  present  occasion, 
be  thought  that  gentlemen  were  disposed  to  have  the 
subjects  referred  to  that  committee  which  had  the  least 
concern,  and  felt  the  least  interest  in  them.  The  argu- 
ment of  the  gentleman  went  to  show  that  the  reference 
should  be  to  the  committee  on  the  affairs  of  the  Indians, 
because  it  might  have  some  connexion  with  them;  while 
he  wss  opposed  to  its  reference  to  the  Committee  on 
Manufactures,  although  its  adoption  would  evidently,  as 
in  the  case  of  the  salt  bill,  have  a  more  decided  and  im- 
poftant  hearing  on  the  manufacturing  interest,  than  upon 
any  other  in  the  country. 

Mr.  D.  said  that  the  re^isons  which  had  been  urged  in 
favor  of  the  reference  of  the  salt  bill,  would  apply  with 
equal  force  in  the  present  instance,  as  they  were  essen- 

Voi.  VIU. 


tially  alike;  both  had  it  in  view  to  remove  the  protection 
which  the  Government  had  deliberately  extended  to  the 
domestic  industry  of  the  country;  and  he  saw  no  reason 
why  it  should  not  be  referred  to  the  same  committee. 
The  bill  did  not  confine  itself  to  one  kind  of  blankets,  but 
embraced  all  kinds  that  were  manufactured;  and,  there- 
fore, if  adopted,  would  prove  an  injury  to  that  interest  in 
general. 

The  question  was  then  taken  upon  the  reference  to  the 
Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  and  decided  in  the  negative, 
by  yeas  and  nays,  as  follows:  mm. 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  BroWn,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grun-  Hf 
dy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Miller,  Moore,  ^^ 
Tazewell,  Tipton,  Troup,  Tyler,  White— 17. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Clay,  Dallas,  Dicker- 
son,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Marcy,  Naudain,  Prentiss, 
Bobbins,  Robinson,  Buggies,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Tomlin- 
son,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins.— 25. 

The  question  then  occurred  on  referring  the  bill  to  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  he  should  object  to  this  reference. 
He  observed  that  it  was  the  apparent  intention  of  certain 
gentlemen  to  give  every  thing  into  the  hands  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Manufactures — ^implying  that  they  alone  were 
competent  to  examine  and  report  on  questions  of  great 
national  interest  or  importance.  He  understood  that,  by 
the  rules  of  the  Senate,  bills  were  to  be  sent  to  that  com- 
mittee which  were  friendly  to  the  measure,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  receiving  amendments,  if  necessary,  and  rendered 
as  perfect  as  possible  before  they  were  brought  forward 
for  a  full  and  final  discussion.  He  should  therefore  ob- 
ject to  the  reference  of  this  bill  to  the  Committee  on 
Manufactures,  on  the  ground  of  its  not  beinr  the  regular 
or  correct  parliamentary  course  to  refer  buls  to  a  com- 
mittee known  to  be  directly  opposed  to  their  principles 
or  objects.  He  would  repeat,  that  all  legiahitive  proceed- 
ings of  this  kind  were  bottomed  on  the  principle  that  bills 
on  their  first  introduction  should  be  entrusted  to  the  friends 
of  the  measure,  for  the  purpose  of  being  corrected  and 
rendered  as  perfect  as  its  friends  could  make  it,  before  it 
was  brought  forward  to  receive  the  scrutiny  of  its  enemies, 
and  pass  the  ordeal  of  a  public  examination.  The  course 
proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  he  con- 
sidered a  violation  of  the  established  course  of  all  legisla- 
tive proceedings,  and  contrary  to  all  parliamentary  rules 
relative  to  the  reference  of  bills. 

[Here  Mr.  B.  read  from  the  manual  of  the  rules  of  the 
Senate,  and  the  usages  of  the  British  Parliament,  in  con- 
firmation of  the  position  maintained,  the  following  extracts: 
**  Those  who  would  totally  destroy,  will  not  amend:** 
**  the  child  is  not  to  be  put  to  a  mirse  that  cares  not  for 

it.'T 

Mr.  B  resumed.  A  child  was  not  to  be  put  out  to  a 
nurse  who  would  neglect  the  care  of  it,  or  suffer  it  to 
die  for  want  of  nourishment.  Neither  was  a  measure 
proposed  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  to  be  g^ven 
to  its  enemies  for  the  purpose  of  being  matured,  correct- 
ed, and  rendered  fit  for  public  examination.  The  conse- 
quence of  such  a  course  could  be  easily  foreseen:  it  would 
be  suffered  to  lie  neglected  until  every  thing  else  in  their 
hands  was  finished;  and  if  brought  forward  at  all,  it  would 
probably  be  so  near  the  close  of  the  session  that  it  would 
be  lost  for  want  of  time;  and  then  so  mangled  and  de- 
formed, that  its  friends  would  not  be  able  to  recognise  it. 
And,  therefore,  the  present  bill,  together  with  the  bill  to 
abolish  the  du^  on  alum  salt,  woiud  die  on  their  hands, 
and  be  followed  to  the  grave  by  the  gentleman  and  his 
committee,  though  not  in  the  character  of  mourners. 
No,  mr,  said  Mr.  B.,  this  bill  ought  not  to  be  referred  to 
a  hostile  committee,  to  be  returned,  ^th  broken  limbs 
and  mangled  features,  to  this  Senate,  for  their  approval. 
Such  a  committee  has  nothing  to  do  with  it.     It  ought 
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even  to  refuse  to  receive  it;  to  show  which,  he  read  from 
the  manual  this  sentence:  that  *<  when  any  member  who 
is  against  the  bill  hears  himself  named  of  its  committee, 
he  should  ask  to  be  excused,"  &c.  Mr.  B.  said  that  he 
hoped  the  Senate  would  allow  the  bill  to  go  to  the  com- 
mittee where  it  would  be  perfected  and  brought  forward 
in  proper  time. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  that  he  was  aware  that  it  was, 
or  had  been,  a  rule  in  the  British  Parliament,  in  certain 
cases  of  reference,  to  commit  the  measure  to  its  friends; 
^but  the  practice  of  the  American  Senate  was  different. 
^  That  boay  had  standing  committees;  and  it  had  not  here- 
M^  tofore  been  their  custom  to  take  notice  of  friends  o)c  ene- 
mies in  questions  of  this  kind,  or  to  enter  into  an  inquiry 
to  ascertiun  who  were,  or  who  were  not,  friendly  to  the 
proposed  measure.  He  believed  it  would  be  a  course  as 
unacceptable  as  it  was  uncommon,  to  institute  an  inquiry 
in  eveiy  case  of  this  kind  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaming 
who  were  enemies  and  who  were  friends  of  the  measure 
proposed.  He  would  ask  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
now  he  knew  that  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  were, 
or  would  be,  hostile  to  the  present  bill.  How  does  he 
know  that  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  or  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance,  is  friendly  to  it?  It  would  be  a  very 
strange  course  of  proceeding,  in  his  opinion,  to  institute 
such  an  inquiry.  Sir,  said  Mr.  D.,  a  very  important  ob- 
ject to  be  attained  by  referring  bills  to  committees  is,  to 
enable  them  to  examme,  approve,  or  disapprove  of,  and 
report  accordingly — ^not  finally  to  decide  their  fete.  For 
instance,  if,  upon  exanunation  and  inquiry,  they  should 
see  that  the  adoption  of  the  proposed  measure  would  ma- 
terially injure  some  important  interest,  it  would  be  their 
duty  to  state  their  views  of  the  subject  for  the  conndera- 
tion  of  the  Senate.  It  was  the  province  of  the  committee 
simply  to  report  its  opinbn — ^not  to  pass  or  reject  the  bill. 
No  committee,  said  Mr.  D.,  can  break,  suppress,  or  deform 
a  bill.  They  can  only  report  upon  it;  and  if  the  report 
does  not  meet  the  views  of  the  friends  of  the  bill,  they 
are  at  liberty  to  oppose  it.  If  the  report  is  delayed  be- 
yond the  proper  time,  they  have  a  ri^ht  to  demand  its 
appearance,  by  a  rule  of  the  Senate  which  authorizes  a 
call  upon  the  committee  for  a  report  The  committee, 
Mr.  D.  said,  could  only  modify  the  bill;  they  had  no  power 
to  control  it.  In  conclusion,  he  hoped  the  Senate  would 
follow  the  usual  practice,  and  refer  the  subject  to  the 
Committee  on  Manufiictiu'es. 

Mr.  BROWN  said  that  he  rose  to  protest  against  the 
cuitom  of  refening  bilb  to  a  committee  hostile  to  its  pro- 
visions. He  had  always  understood  that  it  was  incumbent 
upon  them  to  refer  bills  which  were  introduced,  to  the 
fhends  of  the  proposed  measure:  until  within  three  or 
four  years  past,  that  had  been  the  usual  practice.  Even 
in  tlie  British  Parliament,  a  body  certainly  not  so  favora- 
ble to  liberty  as  an  American  Senate,  it  was  allowed  the 
friends  of  a  measure  to  have  the  charge  of  it,  and  prepare 
it  for  an  attack  from  its  enemies  by  changes  and  amend- 
ments, in  order  to  give  it  all  its  force.  Shall  the  Ameri- 
can Senate,  said  Mr.  B.,  deny  them  that  privilege?  Will 
it  shut  out  fiicts,  and  smother  the  subject  in  its  incipient 
stag^?  Mr.  B.  proceeded  to  show  that  the  consequence 
of  referring  billB  to  committees  adverse  to  them  would 
be  an  unfavorable  report,  which  would  be  laid  on  tlie  ta- 
ble, and  thus  preclude  examination  and  discussion.  He 
said  that  experience  during  the  last  session  had  proved 
to  him  that  this  would  be  the  consequence  of  tlie  refer- 
ence now  proposed.  When  any  question  was  brought 
forward  on  any  subject,  it  seemed  to  be  the  opinion  of 
some  gentlemen  that  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  must 
have  it,  whether  it  belonged  to  them  or  not 

This  marked  a  new  era  in  our  Government,  and  went 
to  show  that  manufactures  alone  were  to  be  heard,  to  the 
neglect  of  agriculture  and  commerce.  He  should,  there- 
fore, oppose  the  present  bill  to  the  Committee  on  l^Ianu- 


factuf«s — ^not  that  he  was  hostile  to  that  interest.  He  said 
there  was  no  member  of  the  Senate  more  favorable  to 
its  protection,  provided  it  was  done  properly  and  con- 
stitutionally. He  wished  the  facts  in  relation  to  the  pre- 
sent duty  to  be  examined,  and  the  necesaty  of  its  conti- 
nuance. 

Mr.  BUCKNER,  of  Missouri,  said  that  his  colleague 
[Mr.  BEiTToir]  had  made  the  reference  a  question  of  or- 
der, and  had  appealed  to  the  rules  of  the  House  to  sus- 
tain his  motion  for  a  reference  to  the  Committee  on  Fi- 
nance. He  did  not  pretend  that  his  experience  in  the 
rules  of  legislation  was  equal  to  that  gentleman's;  but  he 
had  always  underbtood  that  the  rule  which  the  gentleman 
had  just  read  in  support  of  his  argument  applied,  exclu- 
sively, to  select  committees,  and  could  not  be  made  to 
apply  to  the  present  proposed  reference  to  a  standing 
committee.  But  it  was  maintained  that  this  question  should 
be  referi'ed  to  a  committee  not  hostile  to  the  measure. 
He  would  ask  that  gentleman  how  it  could  be  ascertained 
whether  a  committee  was  hostile,  or  otherwise,  before  it 
had  expressed  an  opinion  upon  Uie  subject.  He  was  of 
the  opinion  tiiat  the  fact  of  the  alleged  hostility  being* 
charg^ed  against  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  was  a 
sufficient  ground  to  establish  its  claim  in  favor  of  the  re-, 
fcrence  of  the  bill  to  that  committee. 

Why,  said  Mr.  B.,  have  the  gentlemen  supposed  the 
existence  of  the  alleged  hostility?  Is  it  not  because  they 
are  conscious  that  an  important  interest  is  concerned,  and 
the  danger  of  its  being  injured  by  the  proposed  measure 
would  naturally  create  an  opposition?  For  his  part,  Mr. 
B.  said,  he  wished  to  know  how  far  this  bill  would  clash 
.with  that  interest;  and,  to  ascertain  this,  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  refer  it  to  that  committee  whose  time  and  attention 
were  devoted  to  the  examination  of  measures  relating  to 
the  interest  of  manufactures.  He  was  of  a  different  opi- 
nion from  the  g^nUeman  from  Missouri,  and  should  be  op- 
posed to  the  destructive  inroad  which  tiiis  bill  was  calcu- 
lated to  make  upon  domestic  manufactures.  He  felt 
anxious  to  ascertain  how  far  this  measure  would  affect  the 
manufacturing  interests  9f  the  coimtry,  which  could  be 
done  only  by  a  full  investigation  by  the  committee  charged 
with  that  subject.  He  should,  therefore,  vote  for  its  re- 
ference to  that  committee.  He  was  of  opinion  that  the 
Committee  on  Indian  Affairs  was  entirely  incompetent  to 
undertake  the  consideration  of  this  subject,  in  its  most 
important  bearing.  That  committee  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  interests  of  the  manufacturing  con.munity.  It 
would,  therefore,  be  first  necessary  to  refer  it  to  the  other 
committee,  in  order  to  discover  the  effect  which  the  bill 
was  likely  to  produce  upon  that  great  interest  of  the 
country.  He  was  disposed  to  take  into  conmderation  every 
interest  concerned,  whether  agricultural,  manufactur- 
ing, or  commercial,  in  their  proper  order.  As  to  this 
bill,  he  might,  after  due  inquiry  and  deliberation,  be  in 
favor  of  it;  but  he  wished  the  subject  to  be  first  exiMnined 
by  tlie  proper  committee,  to  see  that  no  improper  clash- 
ing would  ensue  to  a  great  interest  which  it  was  important 
to  sustain. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  that  he  wan  opposed  to  the  reference 
to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  or  Indian  Affairs.  He 
thought  it  belonged  to  the  Finance  Committee;  and  wish- 
ed to  know  whether  the  reference  to  the  first  would  pre- 
vent a  subsequent  refei^ence  to  tlie  last. 

Mr.  TYLER  said  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Committee 
on  Manufactures  to  look  after  this  subject:  that  they  could 
not  do  it  without  taking  a  view  of  die  whole  subject.  All 
would  agree  that  it  was  necessary  to  present  a  revised 
bcheme  of  revenue,  which  should  be  reduced  so  as  to  meet 
the  wishes  and  expectations  of  the  country.  This  sub- 
ject, therefore,  must  be  taken  into  consideration  by  that 
committee,  whether  it  was  specially  referred  or  not.  He 
was  of  opinion  that  it  was  altogether  immaterial  to  which 
committee  it  was  referred  now — ^both  conunittees  must 
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take  It  into  consderation,  and  report  upon  it.  This,  he 
could  assure  the  gentlemai^  would  be  done  by  the  Fi- 
nance Committee,  whether  it  was  referred  to  tnem  now 
or  not.  He,  therefore,  looked  upon  the  debate  upon  the 
reference  to  be  entirely  useless—a  mere  exchange  of 
worda  without  import — ^mere  dalliance. 

He  said  that  the  bill  would  also  affect  the  trade  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  the  Indian  tribes;  it  would, 
therefore,  be  necessary  to  be  taken  into  consideration  by 
the  Committee  on  Indian  Affaii-s,  tliat  it  might  be  ascer- 
tained whether  the  proposed  reduction  could  be  made 
without  injury  to  those  enga^d  in  the  Indian  trade;  but 
the  question  of  reference  he  looked  upon  as  a  mere  sha- 
dow— aa  perfect  moonshine. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  that  he  £d  not  rise  to  enter  into  a  dis- 
cusson  of  the  question  of  reference,  but  in  consequence 
of  information  given  by  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Finance,  some  ten  days  ago,  in  relation  to  a  report 
which  that  gentleman  had  stated  it  was  the  intention  of 
that  committee  to  submit  to  the  Senate  before  this  time. 
He  rose  to  inquire  whether  that  report  might  be  expect- 
ed. He  had  understood  the  gentleman  to  say,  two  weeks 
since,  that  they  might  expect,  on  the  MoncUy  following, 
a  general  scheme  of  imposts,  adapted  to  the  wants  of  the 
country  when  the  public  debt  should  be  discharged. 

Mr.  SMITH  replied  that  he  did,  at  the  time  referred 
to,  hope  to  be  able  to  submit  the  report  before  this  time; 
but  that  there  were  some  of  the  committee  who  were  not 
willing  to  submit  it  until  they  had  received  further  infor- 
mation on  the  subject;  to  obtain  which,  they  had  address- 
ed a  letter  of  hiquiry  to  the  Secretary  of  tlie  Treasury; 
and  they  also  expected  a  report  from  the  convention  of 
New  York.  He  could  not  tell  when  the  required  infor- 
mation would  be  received,  and,  consequently,  did  not 
know  when  the  report  would  be  ready. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  reference  to  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures,  and  agreed  to,  by  yeas  and 
nays,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs,  Bell,  Buckner,  Clay,  Dallas,  Dicker- 
son,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Ik&rcy,  Naudain,  Prentiss, 
Robbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Tomlin- 
son,  Waggaman,  Webster,  WUkins.~25. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth, 
Grundy,  Hayne,    Hill,  King,  Mangum,  Miller,   Moore, 
Smith,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Troup,  Tyler,  White.— -18. 
After  the  consideration  of  a  number  of  private  bills, 
The  Senate  adjourned  to  Monday. 


MOITBAT,  JaVCAST  9. 

BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

Mr.  DALLAS  presented  the  following  memorial  from 
the  President,  Directors,  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States: 

7b  tJke  Senate  and  Ihiue  of  ReprtaeniaHvei  of  the  United 
States  m  Congress  assembled: 

The  memorial  of  the  Preadent,  Directors,  and  Com- 
pany of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  in  the  name  and 
in  behalf  of  the  stockholders  of  the  bank,  respectfully 
represents— 

That  the  charter  of  the  bank  being  about  to  expire 
on  the  <4th  of  March,  1836,  your  memorialists  deem  it 
tbdr  duty  to  invite  the  attention  of  Congress  to  its  renewal. 

The  general  considerations  which  caused  the  estabfish- 
ment  of  the  bank,  the  manner  in  which  it  has  executed 
the  duties  assigned  to  it,  and  the  reasons  which  recom- 
Bendits  continuance,  your  memorialists  forbear  to  discuss, 
since,  of  these  subjects,  your  honorable  bodies  are  more 
competent  and  appropriate  judges.  They  will  therefore 
merely  state  the  views  which  induce  their  application  at 
this  time. 


Unless  the  question  is  decided  by  the  present  Congress, 
no  definidve  action  upon  it  can  be  expected  until  within 
two  years  of  the  expiration  of  the  charter — a  period  be- 
fore which,  in  the  opinion  of  your  memorialists,  it  is 
highly  expedient,  not  merely  in  reference  to  the  institu- 
tion itself,  but  to  the  more  important  interests  of  the  na- 
tion, that  the  determination  of  Congress  should  be  known. 
Independently  of  the  influence  which  the  bank  was  de- 
signed to  possesSk  and  which  it  necessarilv  exercises  over 
the  state  of  the  currency,  by  which  all  the  pecuniary 
transactions  of  Uie  community  are  regulated,  its  own  im- 
mediate operations  are  connected  intimately  with  the  local 
business  of  almost  every  section  of  the  United  States,  with 
the  commercial  interchanges  between  the  several  States, 
and  the  intercourse  of  them  all  with  foreign  nations. 

Of  the  value  to  the  community  of  the  system  which, 
afler  long  and  anxious  efforts,  and  at  great  pecuniary 
sacrifices,  your  memorialists  have  at  length  succeeded  in 
establishing,  it  is  not  for  them  to  speak;  dieir  more  im- 
mediate purpose  is  to  represent,  as  they  do,  most  respect- 
fully, that  the  continuance  or  destruction  of  that  system, 
thus  widely  dtffUsed  through  all  the  avenues  of  the  pro- 
ductive industry  of  the  country,  affecting  all  the  relations 
of  public  revenue  and  private  income,  and  contributing  to 
give  stat>ility  to  all  the  rewards  of  labor,  is  an  object  of 
general  solicitude.  I(  satisfied  with  the  practical  operas 
tions  of  the  institution,  your  honorable  bcxly  shall  deem  it 
worthy  of  continuance,  it  seems  expedient  to  relieve  the 
country,  as  soon  as  may  consist  with  mature  deliberation, 
from  the  uncertainty  in  which  all  private  transactions,  and 
all  public  improvements,  dependent  on  the  future  con- 
dition of  the  currency,  and  amount  of  capital  disposable 
for  those  objects,  must  necessarily  be  involved  until  your 
decision  is  known.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  the.wisdom  of 
Congress  shall  determine  that  the  bank  must  cease  to  exist, 
it  is  still  more  iinportant  that  the  country  should  begin 
early  to  prepare  for  the  expected  change,  and  that  the  in- 
stitution should  have  as  much  time  as  possible  to  execute 
the  duty,  always  a  very  delicate  and  difficult  one>  of  aid- 
ing the  community  to  seek  new  channeb  of  bunness,  and* 
by  gradual  and  gentle  movements,  to  press  with  the  least 
inconvenience  on  the  great  interests  connected  with  it. 

Under  these  impressions,  they  respectfbUy  request  that 
the  charter  of  the  bank  ma^  be  renewed. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of'^ Directors: 

N.  BIDDLE,  President. 

Mr.  D  AULAS  sud,  that  being  requested  to  present  this 
document  to  the  Senate,  praying  for  a  renewal  of  the  ex- 


by  the  good  commonwealth  which  it  was  alike  his  du^ 
and  his  pride  to  represent  n^ith  fidelity  on  that  floor,  and 
by  the  people  generally,  that  this  apphcation,  at  this  time» 
had  been  discouraged  by  him.  Actuated  mainly,  if  not 
exclumvely,  by  a  desire  to  preserve  to  the  nation  the  prac- 
tical benenti  of  the  institution,  the  expediency  of  bring- 
ing it  forward  thus  early  in  the  term  of  its  incorporation, 
during  a  popular  representation  in  Congress,  which  must 
cease  to  exist  some  years  before  that  term  expires,  and 
on  the  eve  of  all  the  excitement  incident  to  a  great  politi- 
cal movement,  struck  his  mind  as  more  than  douotful. 
He  felt  deep  solicitude  and  apprehension  lest,  in  the  pro- 
gress of  inquiry,  and  in  the  development  of  views,  un- 
der present  circumstances,  it  might  be  drawn  into  real 
or  imagined  conflict  with  some  higher,  some  more  fiivorite, 
some  more  immediate  wish  or  ^rpose  of  the  American 
people. 

And  from  such  a  conflict,  what  nncere  friend  of  this 
useful  establishment  would  not  strive  to  save  or  rescue  it 
by  at  least  a  temporary  forbearance  and  delay }  Never- 
theless, his  conscious  inexperience  in  the  forms  and  con- 
tingencies of  legislation  m8pii>ed  a  distrust  of  lus  own 
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judgment  on  this  merely  preliminary  point.  The  deter- 
mination of  the  parties  mterested  may  be,  nay,  roust  be, 
wiser  and  better;  and  he  could  not  but  feel  Btronjifly  im- 
pressed by  the  recollection  that  the  Legislature  of  Penn- 
sylvania recently,  and,  in  effect,  unanimously,  had  recom- 
mended the  renewal  of  the  charter  of  the  bank.  He 
became,  therefore,  a  willing,  as  he  was  virtually  an  in- 
structed agent,  in  promoting,  to  the  extent  of  his  humble 
ability,  an  object  which,  however  dangerously  timed  its 
introduction  might  seem,  was  in  itself,  as  he  conceived, 
entitled  to  every  consideration  and  favor. 

Mr.  D.  concluded  by  moving  that  the  memorial  be  read, 
and  be  referred  to  a  select  committee  of  five  in  number, 
and  that  the  committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons  and 
papers. 

The  memorial  having  been  read,  and  the  reference 
agreed  to, 

Mr.  DALLAS  moved  that  the  appointment  of  the  com- 
mittee be  postponed  till  to-morrow. 

Mr.  BELL  said  he  was  not  aware  of  any  reason  for 
the  postponement;  and  as  none  had  been  assigned  for  it, 
he  coula  perceive  no  propriety  in  the  postponement.  It 
would,  also,  be  a  thing  unprecedented  in  the  Senate;  and 
unjess  some  reasons  were  adduced  in  favor  of  the  post- 
ponement; he  should  prefer  that  the  Senate  should,  ac- 
cording to  its  usage,  proceed  at  once  to  the  appointment 
of  the  committee. 

The  question  being  put  on  the  postponement,  it  was 
negatived — ^yeas  15,  nays  24. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  ballot  for  the  committee, 
and  the  following  gentlemen  were  chosen  to  compose  it, 
Tiz.  Mr.  Dallas,  Mr.  Wsbstbk,  Mr.  Ewixa,  Mr.  Hatxx, 
and  Mr.  Johnstoit. 

THE  TARIFF. 

Mr.  CLAY  laid  on  the  table  the  following  resolution: 
Resolved,  That  the  existing  duties  upon  articles  import- 
ed from  foreign  countries,  and  not  coming  into  competi- 
tion with  similar  artkles  made  or  produced  within  the 
United  States,  ought  to  be  forthwith  abolished,  except 
the  duties  upon  wines  and  silks,  and  that  tliey  ought  to 
be  reduced;  and  that  the  Comnjittee  on  Finance  be  in- 
structed to  report  a  bill  accordingly. 
/The  bill  for  the  erection  of  barracks,  quarters,  and 
storehouses,  and  the  purchase  qf  a  nte,  in  the  vicinity  of 
New  Orleans,  was  considered  as  in  Committee  of  this 
Whole;  the  blank  in  the  bill  was,  on  motion  of  Mr.  JOHN- 
STON, filled  with  the  words  "  one  hundred  and  twelve 
thousand  dollars,"  to  carry  the  provisions  of  the  act  into 
effect;  it  was  then  reported  to  the  Senate,  and  ordered  to 
be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading. 

[A  good  deal  of  debate  took  place  on  this  bill,  growing 
out  of  some  objections  to  it  on  the  part  of  Mr.  FORSYTH, 
not  to  the  object,  if  it  could  be  shown  to  be  necessary, 
but  because  nothing  appeared  on  the  face  of  the  bill  to 
show  where  the  barracks  were  to  be  placed,  or  that  the 
troops  could  not,  for  all  the  defensive  purposes  of  the 
city,  be  as  well  quartered  in  the  fortifications  erected  in 
the  neighborhood  of  the  city;  and  because,  moreover, 
the  Senate  was  in  possession  of  no  information  to  show 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  keep  a  per- 
manent force  at  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  requiring  the 
erection  of  permanent  barracks,  &c.  The  objections  of 
Mr.  F.  were  replied  toby  Mr.  BENTON,  chairman  of  the 
Military  Committee.  He  was  answered  also,  and  the  bill 
strenuously  supported  by  Mr.  JOHNSTON,  Mr.  CLAY, 
and  Mr.  WAGGAMAiy 

NAVY  AGENTS. 

The  Senate  next  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  fol- 
lowing bill: 

Be  tt  enacted,  Ue,  That,  from  and  after  the  first  day  of 
June  next,  the  compensation  to  each  permanent  navy 
agent,  in  full  of  per  centage,  clerk  hire,  rent,  and  all  other 


pay  or  allowances  whatsoever,  shall  be  annually  as  fol- 
lows, and  payable  quarter-yearly,  viz. 

To  the  navy  agent  at  Portomouth,  N.  H.,  #1,300. 

To  the  navy  agent  at  Charlestown,  Mass.,  $3,500. 

To  the  navy  agent  at  Brooklyn,  New  York,  fc,500. 

To  the  navy  agent  at  Philadelphia,  $2,000. 

To  the  navy  agent  at  Baltimore,  Md.,  #1,500. 

To  the  navy  agent  at  Washington,  D.  C,  $2,500. 

To  the  navy  agent  at  Norfolk,  Virginia,  $3,800. 

To  the  navy  agent  at  Charleston,  S.  C,  $500. 
.    To  the  navy  agent  at  Savannah,  Georgfia,  $250. 

To  the  navy  agent  at  Pensacola,  Florida,  #2,500. 

Szc.  2.  And  he  it  further  enacted.  That,  from  and  afler 
the  passage  of  this  act,  the  commander  of  the  nav}*^  yard 
at  the  city  of  Washington  shall  cease  to  act  as  navy  agent; 
and  that  portion  of  the  act  of  the  27th  of  March,  1804, 
which  made  it  his  duty  so  to  do,  shall  be,  and  the  same  is 
hereby,  repealed;  and  a  separate  and  permanent  agent 
shall  be  appointed,  as  in  other  cases,  in  the  same  mao- 
ner,  and  under  the  same  responsibilities,  and  to  be  go- 
verned by  the  same  laws  and  regulations  which  now 
are,  or  may  hereafter  be,  adopted  for  other  navy  agents. 
And  it  shall  be  his  duty  to  act  as  agent,  not  only  Syr  the 
navy  yard  in  this  city,  but  for  the  Navy  Department,  under 
the  direction  of  the  Secretary  thereof,  in  the  payment  of 
such  accounts  and  claims  as  tlie  said  Secretary  may  direct. 

Mr.  HAYNE  read  a  document  from  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment, which  showed  the  reasons  on  which  the  bill  was 
founded.  The  allowances  now  are  various,  and  have 
grown  up  during  a  long  time,  and  are  of  doubtful  legality. 
They  have  also  exceeded  the  estimates  of  every  year,  and  - 
there  are  now  large  claims  on  the  department  in  favor  of 
different  agents.  To  remove  the  inconvenience  and  un- 
certainty of  the  present  allowances,  and  to  afford  to  the 
navy  agents  a  compensation  proportioned  to  their  sen'icesy 
this  bill  was  framed.  The  second  section  put  the  navy 
agencv  of  Washington  on  the  same  footing  with  other 
agencies.  This  last  measure  had  been  delayed,  because 
it  was  not  thought  of  sufBcient  importance  to  adopt  it  as 
a  separate  measure;  but  as  other  agencies  were  now  to  be 
regelated,  this  agency  was  embraced  in  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  then  ordered  to  a  third  reading. 

COMMISSIONERS  OP  THE  NAVY. 

The  bill  to  provide  for  the  distribution  of  the  duties  of  the 
commissioners  of  the  navy  was  taken  up  for  consideration. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  this  bill  was  recommended  by  the 
Navy  Department  with  a  view  to  divide  the  duties  of  the 
board  among  its  several  members,  instead  of  requiring  as, 
under  the  present  law,  the  joint  action  of  the  board 
upon  every  subject.  It  also  authorized  the  President  to 
make  other  regulations  respecting  the  board.  One  clause 
has  been  introduced  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  tlie 
object  of  which  was  to  give  the  board  the  power  to  ex- 
tend the  time  or  alter  the  manner  of  fulfilling  navy  con- 
tracts. This  provision  was  thought  to  be  necessary  for 
the  purpose  of^  settling  a  difference  of  opinion  which  had 
arisen  between  the  board  and  the  Fourth  Auditor  as  to  the 
powers  of  the  board.  To  explain  the  operation  of  the 
clause,  he  read  a  report  upon  tlie  petition  of  Nathaniel 
Bryce,  a  contractor,  from  which  it  appeared  that  the  pe- 
titioner had  an  equitable  claim  upon  the  department, 
which  the  accounting  officers  would  not  pay,  because  the 
power  of  the  board  to  allow  an  extension  of  tlie  time  for 
the  fulfilment  of. the  contract  had  been  brought  into  doubt 
by  a  decision  of  the  Attorney  General. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  asked  whether  the  repeal  of  the 
law  authorizing  the  establishment  of  the  board,  which 
forms  a  clause  of  the  bill,  does  not  abolisli  the  board.  He 
was  unwilling  to  legislate  these  valuable  officers  out  of 
office,  and  he  suggested  whether  a  bill  could  not  be 
drawn,  which  would  be  free  from  this  objection,  and  at 
the  same  time  meet  the  objects  in  view. 
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Mr.  HAYNG  doubted  whether  the  conitniction  pat 
upon  the  first  section  by  the  gentleman  was  correct;  but 
vbstever  might  be  the  legu  effect  of  the  clause,  it  was 
not  the  intention  of  the  department  or  of  the  committee 
to  legislate  the  present  commissioners  out  of  office.  He 
was  not  unwilling,  however,  to  strike  out  the  first  section, 
sad  alter  the  second  section. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  moved  an  amendment  accordingly; 
and  suggested  tliat,  if  it  was  thought  expedient  hereafter 
to  fill  me  vacancies  occurring  in  the  board  by  nominating 
its  members  to  the  Senate,  Uie  object  might  be  provided 
for  in  a  distinct  section. 

Mr.  FOOT  could  not  conceive,  he  said,  how  a  bill,  of 
seven  sections,  could  be  required  for  the  purposes  pro- 
posed. In  one  section  the  whole  object  or  the  bill  could 
be  provided  /or.  He  moved  that  the  bill  Ke  on  the  table, 
for  the  purpose  of  further  investigation.  This  motion  he 
withdrew,  at  the  request  of 

Mr.  WEBSTER,  who  drew  the  attention  of  the  gentle- 
man from  South  Carolina  lo  the  provinon  of  the  sixth 
section  of  the  bill.  These  contracts  are  made  by  the 
navy  board;  and  this  section  provides  that  the  board  shall 
have  power  to  extend  the  time  fijr  the  fulfilment  of 
the  contracts,  and  to  fix  the  manner  in  which  the  con- 
tacts riioiild  be  executed.  Now  he  never  entertained 
the  least  doubt  that  those  who  made  the  contract  neces- 
sarily had  the  power  to  alter  its  terms.  He  thought,  also, 
that  the  powers  of  the  board  should  not  be  limited,  in  the 
terms  of  the  bill,  to  the  extension  of  the  time  of  the  con- 
tracts, and  the  manner  of  their  execution;  but  that  the 
power  to  alter  the  terms  of  the  contract  should  be  made 
commensurate  with  the  former  to  make  the  contracts.  He 
suggested,  also,  that  if  the  bill  was  passed  giving  this  power 
to  one  department  of  the  Government,  it  wotud  be  found 
nccesaaxy  to  give  it  to  all  others. 

Mr.  HAYNE  held  ihe  same  opinion  in  regard  to  the 
construction  of  the  law  which  was  advanced  by  the 
gentleman  from  ^fassachusctts.  But  that  opinion  cannot 
prevail.  There  must  be  legislation  on  the  subject,  in 
consequence  of  the  Attorney  General.  He  did  not  object 
to  the  ^proposition  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  to 
postpone  the  bill  for  the  purpose  of  investigation.  He 
moved  that  the  bill  be  postponed  to,  and  made  the  order 
of  the  day  for  Friday  next.     The  motion  prevailed,  and 

1  he  Senate  then  adjourned. 


BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 
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THE  TARIFF. 

The  resolution  submitted  yesterday  by  Mr.  Clat  being 
taken  up, 

Mr.  CLAT  said  that  the  gentleman  from  Maryland,  the 
cfaan-man  of  the  Committee  on  Finance,  having  expressed 
a  wish  not  to  have  the  resolution  acted  upon  to-day,  he 
would  not  ask  tlie  Senate  to  go  into  the  consideration  of 
it  at  this  time.  But  from  his  extreme  desire  for  the  earlv 
expression  of  the  opinion  of  the  Senate  on  the  proposi- 
tion, and  for  the  views  and  wishes  of  those  gentlemen 
who  might  oppose  the  resolution,  he  wished  its  conade- 
ration  with  as  little  delay  as  possible,  and  suggested 
whether  it  might  not  be  made  the  order  of  the  day  for  to> 
norrow. 

No  objection  being  made,  the  resolution  was  postponed 
to,  and  made  the  special  order  for  to-morrow. 

The  following  motion,  yesterday  submitted  by  Mr. 
Task  WILL,  was  considered  and  agreed  to: 

Boohed,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  be  in- 
structed to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  so  amending 
the  judiciary  act,  as  to  authorize  the  judges  of  the  dis- 
trict courts,  in  vacation,  to  order  any  vessels,  cargo,  or 
other  property,  to  be  delivered  to  the  claimants,  upon 
had  or  stipulation,  or  to  be  sold,  when  necessary,  in  the 
snne  manner  as  the  said  courts  are  now  authorized  to  do 
A  term  time. 


Mr.  BENTON  submitted  the  following  motions: 

Besohedt  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  dK 
rected  to  furnish  the  Senate  with  the  names  and  titles  of 
the  foreign  stockholders  in  the  Bank  of  the  United  States, 
if  any  document  in  his  office  will  afford  that  information; 
and,  if  not,  to  endeavor  to  obtain  that  information  from 
the  bank  aforesaid,  and  lay  it  before  the  Senate  as  soon  as 
possible,  with  the  amount  of  stock  held  by  each. 

Reiohed,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  be  directed 
to  lay  before  the  Senate  information,  first,  of  the  amount 
of  debt  due  from  individuals  and  bodies  corporate  to  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States  and  its  branches,  distinguishing 
the  amount  secured  by  mortgage  from  that  secured  by 
personal  security  alone;  and  what  portion  of  said  debts 
are  considered  as  standing  accommodations  to  the  custom- 
ers of  said  bank  and  its  branches. 

Beaoked,  That  the  Secretaiy  of  the  Treasury  be  di- 
rected to  lay  before  the  Senate  a  list  of  the  directors  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  and  of  the  several  branches, 
and  a  statement  of  the  stock  held  by  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  with  the  number  of  shares  held  by  each,  and  the 
State  or  Territoiy  of  their  residence;  abo,  the  amount  of 
specie,  according  to  their  last  return,  in  the  vaults  of  the 
bank  and  its  branches,  distinguishing  the  part  which  be- 
longs to  the  bank,  the  portion  belonging  io  individuals, 
and  to  the  United  States. 

Reeohedt  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  di- 
rected to  lay  before  the  Senate  the  monthly  statements  of 
the  afiTairs  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  for  the  year 
1831. 

PUBLIC  EXPENDITURES. 

Tlie  bill  for  the  erection  of  barracks,  quarters,  and 
storehouses,  and  the  purchase  of  a  site,  in  the  vicinity  of 
New  Orleans,  was  read  the  third  time,  passed,  and  sent  to 
the  other  House. 

When  this  bill  was  put  on  its  passage, 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Maryland,  rose  to  offer  some  remarks 
in  reply  to  assertions  which  had  been  made  by  gentlemen 
on  a  former  occasion,  touching  the  public  expenditures. 
He  began  by  saying  he  was  in  favor  of  the  present  bill, 
because  it  appropriated  money  for  an  object  essential  to 
the  interests  of  a  weak  part  of  the  Union;  and  no  fear  of 
censure  for  increasing  the  annual  expenditure  of  the  na- 
tion would  deter  him  from  supporting  measiu'es  which  he 
considered  necessary  and  conducive  to  the  public  welfare. 
Our  duty,  said  Mr.  S.,  is  paramount  to  every  considera- 
tion of  .this  kind.  I  care  not  whether  tlie  expenses 
of  the  present  administration  have,  or  have  not,  exceeded 
that  of  an^  other  administration;  my  sole  view  is  to  provide 
for  what  is  necessary,  and  the  provisions  of  this  bill  ap- 
pear to  me  to  be  of  this  character. 

On  a  late  occasion,  said  Mr.  S.,  a  bill  in  which  I  felt  a 
deep  interest,  was  rejected  on  the  ground  that  it  increased 
the  public  expenses.  It  did  not.  It  merely  authorized  an 
appropriation  of  two  hundred  thousand  dollars  per  annum, 
instead  of  the  annual  sum  of  one  hundred  thousand  dollars, 
and  would  have  enabled  the  Executive  to  arm  the  fortifi- 
cations in  ten  instead  of  twenty  years.  The  argument  was 
then  urged,  that  the  annual  expenses  of  the  Government 
went  on  increasing.  The  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
BsirTOK]  distinctly  said  "that  the  expenditures  of  the 
Government  had  nearly  doubled  since  he  took  a  seat  in 
the  Senate."  This  assertion  was  considered  euentially 
correct  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  matitx.] 
The  assertion  thus  broadly  made  by  Senators  of  such  high 
standing,  and  generally  so  very  correct — ^by  Senators  who 
are  so  highly  appreciated,  could  not  fail  to  have  great 
influence  on  this  body.  I  confess,  Mr.  President,  that  I 
then  thought  they  were  mistaken,  and  I  answered  them 
gnardedly.  I  did  not  positively  deny  the  assertion.  I 
somewhat  doubted  my  own  opinion,  when  opposed  to  the 
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positive  assertions  of  gentlemen  for  whom  I  entertain  great 
respect.  When  the  Senate  adjourned  on  that  day,  I  re- 
marked to  a  Senator  that  I  thought  those  gentlemen  had 
committed  a  great  error.  He  replied  that  he  thought 
their  statements  correct.  This  induced  roe  to  reflect  on 
the  subject,  and  to  see  whether  I  could  not  ascertain  the 
truth  or  fallacy  of  the  assertion.  I  found  that  the  Senator 
[Mr.  BsKTos]  had  taken  his  seat  in  the  Senate  at  the  ses- 
sion of  1821-'22;  ot  course  the  expenditures  for  the  year 
1822  were  those  which  he  asserted  had  been  nearly 
doubled  since  he  came  into  the  Senate.  I  saw  how  I 
could  obtain  the  desired  information.  I  caused  a  state- 
ment to  be  made  from  the  annual  reports  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  from  the  year  1822  to  1830,  both  years 
inclusive.  In  order  to  avoid  any  error  in  tliia  statement, 
I  sent  it  to  the  treasury  for  the  purpose  of  being  minutely 
examined.  It  has  been  returned  to  me  as  perfectly  cor- 
rect; and  I  was  referred  to  the  book  called  **  Receipts  and 
Expenditures  for  the  year  1830,"  lately  delivered  to  each 
Senator,  for  a  full  view  of  the  expenses  for  a  series  of 
years,  and  I  found  a  perfect  accordance  with  the  state- 
ment I  had  prepared.  So  that  the  expos4  which  I  pro- 
pose to  give,  is,  I  ma^  truly  say,  founded  on  facts,  leaving 
nothing  vague  or  derived  irom  conjecture.  The  book  to 
which  I  have  alluded,  I  immediately  sent  to  the  Baltimore 
library  without  inspecting  it.  I  had  no  idea  of  looking  in 
it  for  the  detailed  statement  of  our  expenditures.  Every 
Senator  has  the  book,  and  can,  at  his  leisure,  compare  it 
with  the  view  which  I  propose  to  give;  in  whicli  I  flatter 
myself  I  shall  be  able  to  show  that  the  Senators  frcrm 
Missouri  and  South  Carolina  have  been  mistaken;  that  the 
expenses  have  not  nearly  doubled,  nor  increased — in  fact, 
if  the  expenditure  in  one  year  exceed  thirteen  millions, 
the  next  year  falls  below  that  amount;  and  that  the  average 
expenditure  of  the  last  nine  years,  say  1822  to  1830,  both 
inclusive,  amounts  only  to  the  sum  of  twelve  million  three 
hundred  and  seventy  thousand  four  hundred  and  thirty- 
one  dollars. 

A  superficial  reader,  Mr.  President,  when  he  looks  at 
the  public  expenditures,  most  generally  will  look  at  the 
sum  total  of  each  year,  and  will  conclude  that  the  ex- 
penses have  been  higher  or  lower  than  usual.  He  has  no 
particular  object  in  view,  and  will  not  give  himself  the 
trouble  to  investigate  the  causes  which  create  the  large  or 
small  expenditures  of  any  one  year.  Thus,  he  may  look  at 
the  expenses  of  1817,  and  will  find  the  total  amount  to 
have  been  the  enormous  sum  of  $40,877,646.  He  then 
turns  to  the  year  1818,  and  finds  the  total  expenditures  of 
that  year  to  amount  to  the  sum  of  $35,104,875.  He  takes 
the  year  1819,  and  finds  the  expenses  only  $24>,004,199,  and 
concludes  in  his  own  mind  that  the  Congress  of  1817  and 
1818  must  have  been  extravagant  in  their  appropriations 
of  the  public  money,  and  the  Executive  no  better.  When, 
if  he  had  investigated  the  subject  fully,  he  would  have 
found  that  there  had  been  paid  in  1817,  towards  the 
extinguishment  of  the  public  debt,  the  unusual  sum  of 
$25,423,336,  thus  rcdiicmg  the  ordinary  expenses  of  the 
Government  to  the  sum  of  $15,454,609;  that,  in  the  year 
1818,  there  had  been  paid  towards  the  redemption  of  the 
public  debt  the  sum  or  $21,296,001,  thus  making  the  or- 
dinary expenditures  of  the  Government  amount  to  the 
sum  of  $13,908,673.  The  expenditure,  independently 
of  the  payment  on  account  of  the  debt,  amounted  to 
$16,300,273  in  the  year  1819.  This  increase  arose  from 
various  causes  not  necessary  to  detail.  There  was  paid 
towards  the  public  debt  in  the  year  1819  the  sum  of 
$7,703,926  only.  This  diminution  of  payment  is  attribu 
table  to  the  fact  that  there  was  little  of  the  principal  of 
the  public  debt  then  payable. 

I  will  now  come,  Mr.  President,  to  my  principal  object. 
It  is  the  assertion,  *<that,  since  the  year  1821,  the  ex- 
penses of  tlie  Government  had  nearly  doubled;*'  and  1 
trust  I  shall  be  able  to  show  that  the  Senator  from  Mis-j 


souri  [Mr.  Bsktoit}  had  been  ulider  some  misapprehen- 
sion. The  Senate  are  aware  of  the  effect  which  such  an 
assertion,  coming  from  such  high  authority,  must  have 
upon  the  public  mind.  It  certainly  had  its  effect,  even 
upon  this  enlightened  body.  I  mentioned  to  an  honora- 
ble Senator  a  few  days  since,  that  thfe  average  ordinary 
expenditure  of  the  Government  for  the  last  nine  years 
did  not  exceed  the  sum  of  twelve  and  a  half  millions.  But, 
sAid  the  Senator,  the  expenditures  have  greatly  increased 
during  that  period.  I  told  him  I  thought  they  had  not; 
and  I  now  proceed  to  prove,  that,  with  the  exception  of 
four  years,  viz.  1821,  1822,  1823,  and  1824,  the  ex- 
penditures of  the  Government  have  not  increased.  I  shall 
endeavor  to  show  the  causes  of  the  reduction  of  expenses 
during  those  years,  and  that  they  afiford  no  criteria  by 
which  to  judge  of  the  necessary  expenses  of  Government, 
and  that  they  are  exceptions  tp  the  general  rate  of  ex- 
penditures, arisine^  from  particular  causes.  But  even  they 
exhibit  an  expenaiture  far  above  the  one-half  of  the  pre- 
sent annual  ordinary  expenses. 

In  the  year  1822,  which  was  the  period  when  the  Sena- 
tor from  Missouri  [Mr.  BBxroir]  took  his  seat  in  the 
Senate,  the  ordinary  expenses  of  the  Government  amount- 
ed to  the  sum  of  $9,827,643.  The  expenses  of  the  year 
1823  amounted  to  $9,784,154.  I  proceed,  Mr.  President, 
to  show  the  cause  which  thus  reduced  the  ordinary  ex- 
penses during  these  years.  I  speak  in  the  presence  or 
gentlemen,  some  of  whom  were  then  in  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives, and  will  correct  me  if  my  recollection 
should  lead  me  into  error.  Durin?  the  session  of  the 
year  1819-'20  the  President  asked  a  loan,  I  think,  of  five 
millions,  to  defray  the  expenses  of  the  Government, 
which  he  had  deemed  necessary,  and  for  which  estimates 
had.  as  usual,  been  laid  before  Congress.  A  loan  of  three 
millions  only  was  g^nted;  and,  in  the  next  session,  another 
loan  of,  I  think,  seven  millions  was  asked,  in  order  to 
enable  the  Executive  to  meet  the  amount  of  expenses 
estimated  for,  as  necessarv  for  the  year  1821.  A  loan  of 
five  millions  was  granted,  and  in  the  succeeding  year 
another  loan  of  five  hundred  thousand  dollars  was  asked, 
and  refused.  Congress  were  dissatisfied  that  loans  should 
be  required  in  time  of  profound  peace,  to  meet  the  com- 
mon expenses  of  the  nation,  and  they  refused  to  grant  the 
amount  asked  for  in  the  estimates,  although  this  amount 
would  have  been  granted  if  there  had  been  money  in  the 
treasury  to  meet  them,  without  resorting  to  loans.  The 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  (and  it  was  supported  by 
the  House^  lessened  some  of  the  items  estimated  for,  and 
refused  others.  No  item,  except  such  as  was^  indispensa- 
bly necessary,  was  granted.  By  the  adoption  of  this 
course,  the  expenditures  were  reduced,  in  1821,  to 
$10,723,479,  and  to  the  sums  already  mentioned  for  the 
two  years,  1822  and  1823,  and  the  current  expenses  of 
1824,  $10,330,144.  The  consequence  was,  that  the  trea- 
sury was  restored  to  a  sound  state,  so  that  Congress  was 
enabled,  in  the  year  1825,  to  appropriate  the  full  amount 
of  the  estimate.  The  expenditures  of  1824  amounted  to 
$15,330,144.  This  hrge  expenditure  is  to  be  attributed 
to  the  payment  made  to  Spain  in  that  year,  of  $5,000,000 
for  the  purchase  of  Florida.  I  entertained  doubts  whether 
I  ought  to  include  this  sum  in  the  expenditures,  but,  on 
full  consideration,  I  deemed  it  proper  to  include  it  It 
may  be  said  that  it  was  an  extraordinaty  payment,  and 
such  as  could  not  aguin  occur.  So  is  the  payment  on  ac- 
count of  awards  under  the  treaty  of  Ghent,  in  1827  and 
1828,  amounting  to  $1,188,716.  Of  the  same  character, 
too,  are  the  payments  made  for  the  purchase  of  lands 
from  the  Indians;  for  the  removal  of  the  Indians;- for  pay- 
ments to  the  several  States  for  moneys  advanced  during 
the  late  war;  and  a  variety  of  other  extraordinanr  charges 
on  the  treasury.  The  payment  on  account  of  the  pur- 
chase of  Florida  happened  in  the  last  seven  years;  and  -if 
this  sum  were  deducted  from  the  expcndhures  of  1824, 
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$11,490,450 
13,062,316 
12,653,095 
13,296,041 
12,660,490 
13,229,533 


it  vould  exhibit  a  great  reduction  in  the  expenses  of  the 
Ittt  Kveo  yearsy  when  contrasted  with  those  of  the  seven 
years  between  1817  and  1823,  both  yean  inclusive.     The 
coropanaon  of  average  expenses  between  the  first  seven 
yeazs,  contrasted  wi^  the  last  seven  years,  would  then 
asaount  to  #12,733,337  for  the  first  period,  and  $12,388,868 
for  the  latter  period;  which  would  show  an  actual  average 
decrease  of  ^44,469  between  these  periods.     This  de- 
crease could  be  rendered  much  grater,  if  the  othef  extra- 
ttdbiarj  expenditures  to  which  I  have  referred  were  also 
deducted  in  the  comparison.     The  subsequent  years  be- 
iDg  years  when  no  deductions  were  made  from  the  esti- 
nates,  it  wiil  be  seen  to  vary  alternately. 
In  tbe  year  1825,  the  expenses  were 
1826, 
1827, 
1828, 
1829, 
1830, 
It  may  be  proper  for  me  to  show  that  the  average  ex 
penditurrs  of  the  Government  for  these  nine  years,  say 
fitan  1822  to  1830,  both  inclusive,  amount  onlv  to  the 
nm  of  $12,370,431.     A  considerable  part  of  these  ex- 
penditures has  arisen  from  extraordinary  chains  on  the 
treasury,  such  as,  for  the  removal  of  the  Indians;  the  pur- 
chase of  their  lands;  the  payment  of  the  States  for  the 
advances  made  by  them  during  the  late  war;  for  property 
destroyed  by  !the  enemy;  and  for  payment  of  awards  un- 
der the  first  article  of  the  treaty  of  Ghent,  amounting  to 
#1,188,716.     A  navy  has  been  created,  and  our  national 
iUg  floats  proudly  on  every  sea.     Immense  fortifications 
have  been  erected.     Arsenals  have  been  built  in  different 
parts  of  the  Union,  and  filled  with  small  arms  and  the 
munitiona  of  war.     The  only  wonder  is,  that  sp  much  has 
been  done,  with  such  limited  expenditures. 

1  think  f  have  shown,  Mr.  President,  **that  the  ex- 
penditures of  the  Government  have  not  nearly  doubled 
since  the  year  1821;"  nor  do  I  think  that  there  has  been 
any  increase.  If  there  had  been  any,  the  fault  would 
rest  with  Congress. 

It  has  been  sud,  Mr.  Preudent,  "  that  the  expenses  of 
the  Government  increase  annually,  and  go  on  increasing." 
With  a  view  of  testing  this  assertion,  and  also  of  elucidat- 
ing the  subject,  I  trust  I  shall  be  permitted  to  institute  a 
few  comparisons.     The  first  will  be  between  the  expendi- 
tures of  the  four  vears,  1817,  1818,  1819,  and  1820,  with 
those  of  the  four  years,  1827,  1828,  1829,  and  1830.     I 
find,  on  examination,  that  the  average  expenses  of  the 
first  four  years  amount  to  the  sum  of  $14,699,521,  and  of 
the  last  four  years  to  the  sum  of  $12,959,790,  showing  a 
decrease  in  tne  public  expenditures  exceeding  a  million 
and  a  half  of  dollars;  thus  amply  contradicting  the  asser- 
tion, that  the  public  expenditures  «go  on  increasing." 
The  second  comparison  I  shall  make  will  be  between  the 
four  years,  1823,   1824,  1825,  and  1826,  with  those  of 
1827,   1828,  1829,  and  1830.     I  find  that  the  average 
expense  *of  the  first  four  years  amounts  to  the  sum  of 
112,416,768,  and  the  last  four  years  to  $12,959,790,  show- 
ing  an  aversge  increase  of  $543,022,  or  an  annual  avera^ 
increase  of  ^135,7559  inconsiderable  in  amount,  and  aris- 
ing from  the  reduced  expenditures  in  the  year  1823,  the 
cause  for  which  has  been  already  stated,  and  to  the  pay- 
ment in  18S0  of  the  Massachusetts  militia  c\jdm  of  four 
hundred  and  thirty  thousand  dollars.    Were  it  not  for  the 
payment  of  this  latter  claim  in  1830,  the  comparison  would 
bare  shown  a  different  result.     The  true  test  is  to  be 
found  in  comparing  the  expenditures  of  the  Government 
in  those  years  when  Congress  were  not  restricted  in  the 
expenditures  by  reason  of  a  scanty  treasury. 

The  next  comparison  I  offer,  will  be  the  expenditures 
of  the  seven  years  from  1817  to  1823,  both  years  inclusive, 
with  those  of  the  seven  subsequent  years,  beginning  with 
the  year  1824  to  1830,  both  inclusive,  and  I  find  that  the 


annual  average  expenditure  of  the  first  seven  years 
amounts  to  $12,733,337,  and  of  the  last  seVen  years  to 
the  sum  of  $13,1(^,154 — ^presenting  an  inconsiderable 
increase,  which  is  entirely  attributable  to  the  fact  that  re- 
ductions liad  been  made  in  the  years  1821, 1822,  1823, 
and  1824,  on  account  of  a  scanty  treasury,  which  reduc- 
tions, in  the  ordinary  expenses  of  the  Government,  luui 
had  a  tendency  to  cause  an  increase  of  expenditures  in 
the  succeeding  years.  These  reductions  were  not  savings; 
they  were  a  mere  temporary  diminution  of  necessary  ex- 
penditures. The  majority  of  the  objects  thus  reduced, 
or  altcw^ther  refused,  were,  in  the  subsequent  years,  pro- 
vided for. 

It  b  perfectly  fiur,  Mr.  President,  to  compare  a  series  of 
years  with  an  equal  number  of  years;  but  it  is  neither  fair 
nor  just  to  select  one  year,  and  to  compare  it  with  another. 
I  speak  with  reference  to  the  annual  ordinary  expenditures. 
Would  it  be  fair  towards  the  late  President  Monroe,  to 
compare  the  expenses  of  the  last  year  of  his  administra- 
tion, amounting  to  $15,330,144,  with  the  first  year  of  Mr. 
Adams's  administration,  which  amounted  only  to  11,490,549 
dollars?  Would  it  be  proper  to  compare  the  expenditures 
of  the  last  year  of  Mr.  Adams's  administration,  which 
amounted  to  $13,296,041,  with  the  first  year  of  President 
Jackson's  administration,  which  was  $12,660,490?  Certain- 
ly not.  To  do  so,  would  be  committing  an  act  of  political 
injustice,  and  yet  I  have  seen  this  done.  But,  if  you 
compare  the  bust  year  of  Mr.  Adams's  administration  with 
the  second  year  of  President  Jackson's,  ($12,229,533,) 
little  difference  in  the  expenses  will  be  found  to  exist. 

1  have,  Blr.  President,  shown  to  my  own  satisfaction, 
and,  I  trust,  to  that  of  the  Senate,  ihatthe  expenses  of  the 
Government  have  not  only  not  nearly  doubled  since  the 
year  1821 — (unless  it  can  be  demonstrated  that  13,296,041 
dollars,  being  the  expenditures  in  1828,  be  nearly  double 
the  sum  of  $9,827,&I3,  the  amount  of  expenditures  of 
1822) — have  not  increased,  and,   on  the  contrary,  have 
actually  decreased.     I  have  taken  for  the  investigation  of 
the  subject  the  eight  years  of  the  late  President  Monroe's 
administration,  the  four  years  of  the  administration  of 
Mr.    Adams,  and  the  two  years  of  President  Jackson's 
administration,  to  which  the  accounts  are  made  up  at  the 
treasury;  and  in  this  investigation  and  comparison  I  have 
carefully  avoided  every  thing  of  a  party  complexion. 

Having  been  a  member  of,  and  for  several  years  chairman 
of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  in  the  House  of 
Representatives,  and  having  also  been  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Finance  in  the  Senate,  I  consider  it  an  im- 
plied reflection  on  those  committees  that  they  had  seen 
with  indifference  the  expenses  of  the  Government  annu- 
ally increasing,  and  actually  nearly  doubling  in  nine  years. 
I  have  therefore  deemed  it  incumbent  upon  me,  in  parti- 
cular, to  make  the  necessary  investigation  of  this  subject, 
and  to  present  to  the  Senate  the  extensive  view  I  have 
submitted  in  relation  to  a  matter  which  has  so  frequently 
been  misrepresented,  and  which  I  trust  will  be  considered 
a  sufficient  apology  for  having  occupied  so  much  of  the 
time  of  the  Senate. 

EXHIBIT,  showing  the  expenditures  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  States,  exclusive  of  the  payments  on 
account  of  the  public  debt,  from  the  year  1817  to  1830, 
both  inclusive. 


Years, 


Expenditures.  \  Years. 

1824^ 


1817  -  $15,454,609  92 

1818  -  13,908,673  78 

1819  -  16,300,273  44 

1820  -  13,134,530  57 

1821  -  10,723,479  07 

1822  -  9,827,643  51 

1823  -  9,784,154  59 


1825 
1826 
1827 
1828 
1829 
1830 


Expenditures. 

$15,3307r44r3'l 
11,490,459  84 
13,062,316  27 
12,653,095  65 
13,296,041  45 
12,660,490  62 
13,229,533  33 
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Mr.  BENTON  rose  in  reply  to  the  Senator  from  Biary- 
land.  Mr.  B.  said  that  a  remark  of  his,  in  a  former 
debate,  seemed  to  have  been  the  occasion  of  the  elaborate 
financial  statements  which  the  Senator  from  Maryland  had 
just  gone  through.  Mr.  B.  said  he  had  made  the  remark 
m  debate;  it  was  a  general  one,  and  not  to  be  treated  as 
an  account  stated  by  an  accounting  officer.  His  remark 
was,  that  the  public  expenditure  had  nearly  doubled  since 
he  had  been  a  member  of  the  Senate.  Neither  the  words 
used,  nor  the  mode  of  the  expression,  implied  the  accuracy 
of  an  account;  it  was  a  remark  to  signify  a  great  and 
inordinate  increase  in  a  comparatively  short  time.  He  had 
not  come  to  the  Senate  this  day  with  tlie  least  expectation 
of  being  called  to  justify  that  remark,  or  to  hear  a  long 
arraignment  of  it  argpied;  but  he  was  ready  at  all  times 
to  justify,  and  he  would  quickly  do  it.  Mr.  B.  said  that 
when  he  made  the  remark,  he  had  no  statement  of  ac- 
counts in  his  eve,  but  he  had  two  great  and  broad  facts 
before  him,  which  all  the  figures  and  calculations  upon 
earth,  and  all  the  compound  and  comparative  statements 
of  arithmeticians,  could  not  shake  or  alter,  which  were— 
first,  that  since  he  came  into  the  Senate  the  machinery  of 
this  Government  was  worked  for  between  eight  and  nine 
millions  of  dollars;  and,  secondly,  the  actual  payments 
for  the  last  ^fCAVf  in  the  President's  message,  were  about 
fourteen  miluons  and  three-quarters.  The  sum  estimated 
for  the  future  expenditures,  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  was  thirteen  and  a  half  millions;  but  fifteen 
millions  were  recommended  by  him  to  be  levied  to  meet 
increased  expenditures.  Mr.  B.  said  these  were  two  great 
facts  whi6h  he  had  in  his  eye,  and  which  he  would  justify. 
He  would  produce  no  proofs  as  to  the  second  of  his  fitcts, 
because  the  President's  message  and  the  Secretary's  re- 
port were  so  recently  sent  in,  and  so  universally  reprinted, 
that  evcnr  person  could  recollect,  or  turn  to  their  contents, 
and  veriijr  nis  statement  upon  their  own  examination  or 
recollection.  He  would  verify  his  first  statement  only  by 
proofs,  and  for  that  purpuse  would  refer  to  the  detailed 
statements  of  the  public  expenditures,  compiled  by  Van 
Zandt  and  Watterston,  and  for  which  he  had  just  sent  to 
the  room  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate.  Mr.  B.  would 
take  the  year^  1822-'3;  for  he  was  not  simple  enough  to 
take  the  years  before  the  reduction  of  the  army,  when  he 
was  looking  for  the  lowest  expenditure.  Four  thousand 
men  were  aisbanded,  and  liad  remained  disbanded  ever 
since;  they  were  disbanded  since  he  came  into  the  Senate; 
he  would  therefore  date  from  that  reduction.  This  would 
brinp  him  to  the  years  1822 -'3,  when  you,  sir,  (the  Vice 
President,)  was  Secretary  of  War.  What  was  the  whole 
expenditure  of  the  Government  for  each  of  those  years? 
It  stood  thus: 

1822,  117,676,592  63 

1823,  15,314,171  00 

These  two  sums  include  every  head  of  expenditure — 
they  include  public  debt,  revolutionary  and  invalid  pen- 
sions; three  heads  of  temporary  expenditure.  The  pay- 
ments on  account  of  the  public  debt  in  those  two  years, 
were — 

In  1822,  17,848,919  12 

1823,  5,530,016  41 

Deduct  these  two  sums  from  the  total  expenditure  of 
the  years  to  which  they  refer,  and  you  will  have— 

For  1822,  $9,727,673  41 

1823,  9,784,155  59 

The  pensions  for  those  years  were — 

Revolutionary.  JkvaUd.  Jggre^e. 

1822,  $1,642,590  94        $305,608  46        $1,947,199  40 

1823,  1,449,097  04  331,491  AS  1,730,588  52 

Now,  deduct  these  pensions  from  the  years  to  which 
they  refer,  and  you  will  have  just  about  $8,000,000  as 


the  expense  of  working  the  machinery  of  the  Government 
at  the  period  which  I  had  in  my  eye.  But  the  pensions 
have  not  yet  totally  ceased;  they  are  much  diminished 
since  1822,  1823,  and  in  a  few  years  must  cease.  The 
revolutionary  pensioners  must  now  average  seventy  year* 
of  age;  their  stipends  will  soon  cease.  I  bold  myself  well 
justified,  then,  in  saying,  as  I  did,  that  the  expenditures  of 
the  Government  have  nearly  doubled  in  my  time.  The 
remark  had  no  reference  to  administrations.  There  was 
nothing  comparative  in  it;  nothing  intended  to  put  up,  or 
put  down,  any  body.  The  burdens  of  the  people  is  the 
only  thing  I  wish  to  put  down.  My  service  in  the  Senate 
has  extended  under  three  administrations,  and  my  periods 
of  calculation  extend  to  all  three.  My  opinion  now  is, 
that  the  machinery  of  this  Government,  after  the  payment 
of  the  public  debt,  should  be  worked  for  ten  millions  or 
less,  and  two  millions  more  for  extraonUnaries;  in  all 
twelve  miUions;  but  this  is  a  point  for  future  discussion. 
My  present  object  is  to  show  a  great  increase  in  a  short 
time;  and  to  show  that,  not  to  affect  individuals,  but  to 
show  the  necessity  of  practising  what  we  all  profess — 
economy.  I  am  against  keeping  up  a  revenue,  after  the 
debt  and  pensions  are  paid,  as  large,  or  nearly  as  large,  as 
the  expenditure  was  m  1822,  1823,  with  these  items  in- 
chided.  I  am  for  throwing  down  my  load,  when  I  get  to 
the  end  of  ray  journey.  I  am  for  throwing  off  the  burden 
of  the  debt,  when  I  get  to  the  end  of  the  debt.  The 
burden  of  the  debt  is  the  taxes  levied  on  account  of  it.  I 
am  for  abolishing  these  taxes;  and  this  is  the  great  ques- 
tion upon  which  parties  now  go  to  trial  before  the  Ameri- 
can people.  One  word  more,  and  I  am  done  for  the 
present.  The  Senator  from  Maryland,  to  make  up  a 
goodly  average  for  1822  and  1823,  sdds  the  expenditure 
of  1824,  which  includes,  besides  rixteen  millions  and  & 
half  for  the  public  debt,  and  a*  million  and  a  half  for  pen- 
sions, the  sum  of  five  millions  for  the  purchase  of  Florida. 
Sir,  he  must  deduct  twenty-two  millions  from  that  com- 
putation; and  that  deduction  will  bring  his  average  for 
those  years  to  agree  very  closely  wiA  my  statement. 

Mr.  H AYNE  said  that  he  had  been  called  upon  unex- 
pectedly to  answer  for  his  remarks  made  a  few  diys  ago  on 
another  bill.  If  he  had  been  awar^  of  the  intention  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mar}'land,  be  should  have  taken  the  pains 
to  be  prepared  with  statements  to  make  out  the  correct- 
ness of  the  assertion  alluded  to.  He  said  it  must  be  recol- 
lected that  it  was  not  his  assertion  that  the  "  expenses 
were  nearly  doubled."  That  had  been  the  assertion  of 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri;  and  it  had  struck  him  so 
forcibly,  that  he  had  merely  adverted  to  the  language  of 
that  gentleman  in  his  subsequent  remarks,  and  added,  that 
the  expenditures  of  the  Government  had  been  annually- 
increasing  ever  rince  he  had  been  in  the  Senate.  For  this 
additional  assertion,  and  for  that  alone,  he  stood  responsi- 
ble; and  if  he  was  mistaken  in  that  remark,  he  was  never 
so  much  mistaken  in  anv  point  in  the  whole  course  of  his 
life.  He  was  still  confident  of  its  correctness;  and  he  trust- 
ed that,  before  this  matter  was  done,  with,  he  should  be 
able  to  satisfy  the  Senate  and  the  country  that  it  was  not 
him,  but  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance,  who 
was  mistaken.  He  did  not  intend  to  do  this,  however,  by 
any  comparison  of  a  series  of  years  and  general  averages, 
as  that  gentlenmn  had  done,  but  he  should  submit  a  reso- 
lution to  the  Senate,  calliitg  for  the  necessary  information 
in  relation  to  the  expenditures  during  the  time  mentioned, 
from  the  proper  officer  of  the  department;  and  if  the  re- 
sult of  that  statement  did  not  make  out  his  assertion  to  be 
correct,  he  would  acknowledge  his  error,  and  abide  by 
that  decision;  and  he  expected  the  gentleman  from  Mary- 
land would  do  the  same.  l^r.  H.  said  that  if  the  event 
should  show  him  in'  an  error,  it  was  that  gentleman's  fault, 
for  he  had  le4  him  into  the  error,  if  an  error  it  was,  which, 
however,  he  did  not  believe.  He  had  led  him  to  believe 
that  there  was  an  increased  expenditure,  by  his  repeated 
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attempts  to  justify  the  f&ct,  by  urging  the  necessity  of  an 
increase  to  keep  pace  witli  the  times.  Sir,  said  Mr.  H., 
cun  I  forget  that  it  had  t^een  publicly  stated  that,  in  the 
tvo  first  years  of  the  present  administration,  tlie  ezpendi- 
tares  of  ihe  GoTernment  on  internal  improvements  were 
greater  than  during  the  whole  four  years  of  the  late  ad- 
ministration? Can  I  forget  the  fact  I  have  nerer  seen 
denied  by  the  friends  of  the  present  administration,  though 
nrpeatedlv  rung  in  their  ears?  But,  on  the  contrary,  they 
faare  uniformly  maintained  that  this  increase  was  occa- 
sioned by  appropriations  under  the  previous  administra- 
tion. Can  I  Ibrget  that  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  has 
told  the  Senate  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Committee 
on  Finance  to  reduce  the  revenue  to  fifteen  millions  after 
the  extinction  of  the  public  debt,  because  that  sum  would 
probably  be  wanted  to  meet  the  demands  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Where,  said  Mr.  H.,  shall  we  find  the  boasted 
diminution  of  the  expenses  of  this  Government?  Shall  we 
find  It  in  the  civil  list,  or  diplomatic  intercourse?  Shall 
«e  find  it  in  the  army,  the  navy,  or  in  any  department  of  the 
Government?  On  the  contrary,  has  it  been  our  constant 
policy  to  create  new  offices,  and  enlarge  the  salaries  of 
(hose  already  existing? 

Bat,  aaid  Mr.  H.,  we  will  have  this  matter  determined 
by  an  appeal  to  facts  which  cannot  deceive  us,  which  the 
proposed  resolution  will  elicit. 

How  can  the  gentleman  suppose  that  I  should  imagine 
the  expenditures  were  not  increased,  in  the  face  of  all 
those  fiu:ts  which  the  gentleman  himself  has  admitted? 
Have  I  not,  said  Mr.  H.,  risen  in  m^  pface,  repeatedly, 
to  oppose  the  various  new  appropriations  which  have  been 
caHed  for,  and  received  for  answer  that  the  increased 
wants  of  our  growing  country  required  them?  If  mis- 
taken, therefore,  the  fault  lies  upon  those  who»  having 
our  finances  in  charge,  could  long  since  have  corrected 
the  supposed  error.  He  was  persuaded,  however,  there 
was  no  error — there  could  be  none.  Indeed,  he  otider- 
slood  the  gentleman  himself  to  diow  an  average  increase 
of  the  expenditures.  And  how  could  it  be  otherwise? 
The  gentleman  fh>m  Miasauri,  in  referring  back  to  the 
documents  this  morning,  states  tl)e  average  expenditures, 
for  some  years  back,  at  nine  millions;  the  Senator  from 
Mvyland  gives  the  average  of  the  few  last  years  at 
twelve  millions;  and  that  Senator  himself,  only  a  few  days 
ago,  set  down  the  future  average  at  fifteen  millions.  And 
y«t  we  are  gravely  told  our  expenses  are  not  increasdng. 

At  the  oonchision  of  the  preceding  debate, 

Mr.  FORSYTH  rose,  and  stated  why  he  (having  object- 
ed to  the  hill  yesterday  for  want  of  certain  information) 
should  now  vote  for  it,  as  he  had  obtained  the  information 
which  he  desired  on  the  subject,  (and  which  he  recapitu- 
lated to  the  Senate,)  and  was  satisfied  of  the  expediency  of 
the  bill. 

THE  ORDNANCE  BILL. 

The  bill  providing  for  the  better  organization  of  the 
ordnance  corps  was  next  taken  up. 

Mr.  BENTON,  as  chairman  of  the  Military  Committee, 
rose  to  explain  it.  He  first  asked  for  the  reading  of  a  let» 
ter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  to  whom  the  bill  had  been 
referred  by  the  committee  for  his  remarks  and  sugges- 
tions. {The  letter  was  read  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Se- 
nate, and  expressed  a  fiivorable  opinion  of  the  bill.]  Mr. 
B.  then  proceeded  with  his  explanations.  He  said  the 
title  of  the  bill  was  to  organize  the  Ordnance  Department; 
and  the  title  was  right.  The  Ordnance  Department  had 
BO  organization;  it  had  grown  up  by  piecemeal  from  small 
Weginninga  to  a  great  and  important  branch  of  the  military 
esi^Ushment,  and  needed  an  organization  suited  to  its 
present  magnitude.  Senators  could  judge  of  this  magni- 
tude, when  he  told  them  that  the  arms  and  munitions  of 
war  in  the  care  of  this  department  were  now  worth  twelve 
mi&ioas  of  d<^lar8,and  were  distributed  all  over  tlie  Union, 
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from  the  lakes  to  the  Gulf,  from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Mis- 
sissippi*, and  besides  this  quantity  on  hand,  about  one 
million  of  dollars  was  annually  expended  either  to  increase 
it,  or  to  supply  the  current  use  and  consumption.  An 
establishment  having  so  much  property  in  charge,  requir- 
ed an  organization,  and  this  was  what  the  bill  proposed. 
The  fii*st  section  provided  for  the  enlistment  of  two  hun- 
dred  and  fifty  men  for  the  ordnance  service;  they  would 
supply  the  place  of  about  tliat  number  of  laborers  now 
hired  to  do  the  business  of  soldiers.  This  single  fact  would 
show  that  the  department  was  without  organization.  The 
second  section  provided  for  the  appointment  of  a  veteran 
sergeant,  to  take  care  of  the  ordnance  stores  at  each  post. 
Such  an  appointment  was  necessary,  and  would  stand  in 
the  place  of  the  conductora  of  artillery,  formerly  allowed 
for  the  same  purpose,  but  dropped,  he  believed,  from  in- 
advertence, in  the  repeal  of  different  laws.  Anothcr'sec- 
tion  provided  for  the  repeal  of  existing  laws  which  would 
clash  with  the  present  bill  if  passed  into  a  law.  The  con- 
cluding section  provided  for  additional  officers,  and  regu- 
lated their  pay:  Mr.  B.  said  the  present  number  of 
officers  was  entirely  too  few,  besides  being  officers  de- 
tached from  the  line  of  the  army,  and  not  trained  to  ord- 
nance duties. 

These  were  the  brief  reasons  for  preferring  the  hill, 
which  was  not  a  new  measure,  but  had  been  before  both 
Houses  of  Congress,  and  favorably  reported  by  their  com- 
mittees for  several  vears.  The  expense  was  the  next  item. 
On  this  head,  he  said,  the  enlisted  men  would  be  no  addi- 
tional expense,  Sut  rather  an  economy,  as  hired  men  were 
now  employed.  The  sergeants  put  on  ordnance  duty 
would  be  but  a  trifle;  and  would  be  some  reward  to  a 
veteran,  and  stimulate  him  to  act  so  as  to  deserve  it.  The 
only  additional. expense  was  in  the  officering  the  corps, 
and  that  would  add  about  $12,000  of  additional  expense. 
Mr.  B.  submitted  that  this  was  nothing  When  the  question 
was  to  pro»ide  for  the  preservation  and  due  accountability 
of  twelve  milfions  of  dollars  worth  of  pubhc  property,  and 
to  secure  the  most  skilful  and  efficient  application  of  a 
million  per  annum  to  the  manufacture  of  arms,  and  the 
acquisition  of  munitions  of  war.  Mr.  B.  then  said  that  he 
had  made  this  brief  statement  to  apprise  the  Senate  of  the 
nature  of  the  bill;  and  he  would  now  comply  with  the 
request  made  of  him  by  one  of  the  Senators  from  Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr.  WiiKiKs,]  and  let  tlie  bill  lie  over  a  day  or 
two  for  consideration.  When  it  was  called  up  again,  it 
would  afford  him  pleasure  to  answer  any  questions  which 
Senators  might  put. 

Mr.  WILKINS  expressed  his  desire  to  have  a  little  time 
to  look  into  the  bill,  and  it  was  laid  on  the  table,  to  be 
taken  up  in  a  day  or  two. 

[The  bill  was  taken  up  subsequently,  and  passed.] 

WsDirssDAT,  Jaituabt  11. 
The  resolutions  submitted  yesterday  by  Mr.  Bevtoit, 
were  taken  up  and  agreed  to. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  followinir  resolution,  submitted  by  Mr.  Cult  on 
Monday  last,  being  the  special  order  of  the  day,  was  taken 
up  for  consideration: 

Reaobed^  That  the  existing  duties  upon  articles  import- 
ed from  foreign  countries,  and  not  eomin^  in  competition 
with  similar  articles  made  or  produced  within  the  United 
States,  ought  to  be  forthwith  abolished,  except  the  duties 
upon  wines  and  silks,  and  that  those  ought  to  be  reduced; 
and  that  the  Committee  on  Finance  be  instructed  to  re- 
port a  bill  accordingly. 

The  resolution  having  been  read,  Mr.  CLAY  rose,  and 
addressed  the  Senate  as  follows:  I  have  a  few  observa- 
tions, Mr.  President,  and  only  a  few,  to  submit  to  the  Se- 
nate, on  the  measure  now  before  you;  in  ddng  which  I 
have  to  ask  all  your  indulgence.     I  am  getting  old;  I  feel 
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but  too  seniibly,  and  unaffectedly,  the  effects  of  approach- 
ing  age;  and  I  have  been,  for  some  years,  very  little  in 
the  habit  of  addressing  deliberative  assemblies.  I  am  told  I 
have  been  the  cause — the  most  unwilling  cause,  if  I  have 
been,  of  exciting  expectations,  the  evidence  of  which  is 
around  us.  I  regret  it;  for  however  the  subject  on  which 
I  am  to  speak,  in  other  hands  might  be  treated  to  gratify 
or  to  reward  the  presence  and  attention  now  given,  in 
mine  I  have  nothing  but  a  plain,  unvarnished,  and  unam- 
bitious exposition  to  make. 

It  forms  no  part  of  my  present  purpose,  said  Mr.  C,  to 
enter  into  a  consideration  of  the  established  policy  of  pro- 
tection. Strong  in  the  convictions,  and  deeply  seated  in 
the  affections,  of  a  larg«  majority  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States,  it  stands  self-vindicated,  in  the  general 
prosperity,  in  the  rich  fruits  which  it  has  9cattered  over 
the  land,  in  the  experience  of  all  prosperous  and  power- 
ful nations,  present  and  past,  and  now  m  that  of  our  own. 
Nor  do  I  tiim.k  it  necessary  to  discuss  that  policy  on  this 
resolution.  Other  gentlemen  may  think  differently,  and 
may  choose  to  arg^  and  assail  it.  If  they  do,  I  have  no 
doubt  that,  in  all  parts  of  the  Senate,  members  more  com- 
petent than  I  am,  will  be  ready  to  defend  and  support  it. 
My  object  now  is  to  limit  myself  to  a  presentation  of  cer- 
tain views  and  principles  connected  with  the  present 
financial  condition  of  the  country.  * 

A  consideration  of  the  state  of  the  public  revenue  has 
become  necessary,  in  consequence  of  the  near  approach 
of  the  entire  extinction  of  the  public  debt;  and  I  concur 
with  you,  sir,  in  believing  that  no  season  could  be  more 
appropriate  than  the  present  session  of  Congress  to  en- 
deavor to  make  a  satisfiictory  adjustment  of  the  tariff. 
The  public  debt  chiefly  arose  out  of  the  late  war,  justly 
denominated  tlie  second  contest  for  national  indepen- 
dence. An  act,  commonly  called  the  sinking  fund  act, 
was  pasaed  by  Congress  near  fifteen  years  ago,  providing 
for  its  reimbursement.  That  act  was  prepared  and  pro- 
posed by  a  friend  of  yours  and  mine,  whose  premature 
death  was  not  a  loss  merely  to  ha  jiative  3tate,  of  which 
he  was  one  of  its  brightest  ornaments,  but  to  the  whole 
nation.  No  man,  wiui  whom  I  ever  had  the  honor  to  be 
associated  in  the  legislative  councils,  combined  more  ex- 
tennve  and  useful  information,  with  more  firmness  of 
judgment  and  blandness  of  manner,  than  did  the  lamented 
Mr.  Lowndes.  And  when,  in  the  prime  of  life,  by  the 
dispensation  of  an  all-wise  Providence,  he  was  taken  from 
us,  his  country  had  reason  to  anticipate  the  greatest  bene- 
fits from  his  wisdom  and  discretion.  Bv  t^t  act,  an  an- 
nual appropriation  of  ten  millioHS  of  dollars  was  made 
towards  the  payment  of  the  principal  and  interest  of  the 
public  debt;  and  also  any  excess  which  might  yeatrly  be  in 
the  treasury,  beyond  two  millions  of  dollars*  which  it  was 
thought  prudent  to  reserve  for  unforeseen  exigencies. 

But  this  system  of  regular  and  periodical  application 
of  public  revenue  to  the  payment  of  the  public  debt, 
.would  have  been  unavailing,  if  Congress  had  neglected  to 
provide  the  necessary  wsys  and  means.  Congress  did 
not,  however,  neglect  the  performance  of  that  duty.  By 
various  acts,  and  more  especially  by  the  tariff  of  1824--- 
the  abused  t^ff  of  1824---the  public  coffers  were  amply 
replenished,  and  we  have  been  enabled  to  reach  our  pre- 
sent proud  eminence  of  financial  prosperity.  Afler  Con- 
gress had  thus  abundantly  provided  runds,  and  directed 
tlieir  systematical  application,  the  duty  remained  to  be 
performed  by  the  Executive  was  one  simply  ministerial. 
And  no  Executive  and  no  administration  canjustly  claim 
for  itself  any  other  merit  in  the  discliarge  of -the  public 
debt,  than  that  of  a  faithful  execution  of  the  laws — no 
other  merit  than  that  similar  one  to  which  it  is  entitled  for 
directing  a  regular  payment  of  what  is  due,  from  time  to 
time,  to  the  army  and  navy,  or  to  the  officers  of  the  civil 
Government,  for  their  salai'ies. 
The  operation  of  the  sinking  fund  act  commenced  witli 


the  commencement  of  Mr.  Monroe's  administration.  Du- 
ring its  continuance  of  eight  years,  owing  to  tlie  embar- 
rassments of  the  treasury,  the  ten  millions  were  not 
regularly  appfied  to  the  payment  of  the  debt;  and,  upon 
the  termination  of  that  administration,  the  treasury  stood 
largely  in  arrear  to  tlie  sinking  fund.  During  the  subse- 
quent administration  of  four  ycai-s,  not  only  was  the  ten 
millions  faithfully  applied  during  each  year,  but  those 
arrears  were  brought  up,  and  all  previous  deficiencies 
made  good.  So  that,  when  the  present  administration 
began,  a  plain,  unincumbered,  and  well-defined  path  lay 
directly  before  it.  Under  the  measures  which  have  been 
devised,  in  the  short  term  of  fifteen  years,  the  Govern- 
ment has  paid  nearly  one  hundred  millions  of  principal, 
ahd  about  an  equal  sum  of  interest;  leaving  the  small  rem- 
nant behind  of  twenty-four  millions. 

Of  that  remnant,  thirteen  millions  consist  of  the  three 
per  cent,  stock  created  by  the  act  of  1790,  which  tlie 
Government  does  not  stand  bound  to  redeem  at  any  pre- 
scribed time,  but  which  it  may  discharge  whenever  it  suits 
its  own  convenience;  and  when  it  is  discharged,  it  must 
be  done  by  the  payment  of  dollar  for  dollar.  1  cannot 
think,  and,  I  should  suppose.  Congress  can  hardly  be- 
lieve, with  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  that  it  would 
be  wise  to  pay  off  a  stock  of  thirteen  miUions,  entitling^ 
its  holders  to  but  three  per  cent,  with  a  capital  of  thir- 
teen millions,  worth  an  interest  of  Ax  per  cent — in  otJicr 
words,  to  take  from  the  pockets  of  the  people  two  dollars 
to  pay  one  in  the  hands  of  the  stockholder. 

The  moral  value  of  the  payment  of  a  national  debt  con- 
sists ip  the  demonstration  which  it  affords  of  the  ability  of 
a  country  to  meet,  and  its  integrity  in  fulfilling,  all  its 
engagements.  That  the  resources  of  this  country,  in- 
creasing as  it  constantly  is  in  population  and  wealth,  are 
abundantly  sufficient  to  meet  any  debt  which  it  may  ever 
prudently  contract,  cannot  be  doubted.  And  its  punctu- 
ality and  probity,  fi  om  the  period  of  the  assumption,  in 
1790,  of  the  debt  of  the  revolution,  down  to  the  present 
time,  rest  upon  a  solid  and  incontestable  foundation.  The 
danger,  perhaps,  is,  not  that  it  will  not  fairly  meet  its  en- 
gagements, but  tliat,  from  an  inordinate  avidity,  arising 
from  temporary  causes,  it  may  bring  discredit  upon  itself 
by  improvident  arrangements,  which  no  prudent  man,  in 
the  management  of  his  private  affairs,  would  ever  think  of 

adopting. 

Of  the  residue  of  that  twenty-four  millions  of  debt,  after 
deducting-the  thirteen  millions  of  three  per  cent.,  less 
than  two  millions  are  due,  and,  of  right,  payable  within 
the  present  year.  If  to  that  sum  be  added  the  moiety 
which  becomes  due  on  the  Slst  of  December  next,  of  t)ie 
four  million  four  hundred  and  fifV-fowr  thousand  seven 
hundred  and  twenty-seven  dollars,  created  bv  the  act  of 
26th  May,  1824,  we  have  but  a  sum  of  about  four  millions 
which  the  public  creditor  can  lawfully  demand,  or  which 
the  Government  is  bound  to  pay,  in  the  course  of  this  year. 
If  more  is  paid,  it  can  only  be  done  by  anticipating  the 
periods  of  its  payment,  and  g<Mng  into  the  public  market 
to  purchase  the  stock.  Can  it  be  doubted  that,  if  you  do 
so,  the  vigilant  holder  of  the  stock,  taking  advanUge  of 
your  anxiety,  will  demand  a  greater  price  than  its-value  ? 
Already  we  perceive  that  tlie  three  per  cents,  have  risen 
to  the  extraordinary  height  of  nin^^ty-six  per  cent.  The 
difference  between  a  payment  of  the  inconaderable  por- 
tion remaining  of  the  public  debt,  in  oncj  two,  or  three 
years,  is  certainly  not  so  important  as  to  justify  a  resort  to 
highly  disadvantageous  terms. 

Whoever  may  be  entitled  to  the  credit  of  the  payment 
of  the  public  debt,  I  congratulate  you,  sir,  and  the  coun* 
try,  most  cordially,  that  it  is  so  near  at  hand.  It  is  so  near 
being  totally  cxtinguislied,  that  we  may  now  safely  in- 
quire whether,  without  prejudice  to  any  cstablislK-d  poli- 
cy, we  may  not  relieve  the  consumption  of  tlie  countrj% 
by  the  repeal  or  reduction  of  duties,  and  curtail,  const- 
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denbly,  the  public  revenue.  In  making^  this  inquiry,  the 
first  question  which  presents  itself  is,  whether  it  is 
expedient  to  preserve  the  existing  duties,  in  order  to  ac- 
cumulate a  lurpUis  in  the  treasury,  for  the  purpose  of 
subsequent  distribution  among  the  several  States.  1  think 
not.  If  the  collection,  for  the  purpose  of  such  a  surplus, 
is  to  be  made  from  the  pockets  of  one  portion  of  the  peo- 
ple, to  be  ultimately  returned  to  the  same  pockets,  the 
process  would  be  attended  with  the  certain  loss  arising 
from  the  charges  of  collection,  and  with  the  loss  also  of 
interest  while  the  money  is  performing  the  unnecessary 
drcuit;  and  it  would,  therefore,  be  unwise.  If  it  is  to  be 
collected  from  one  portion  of  the  people,  and  given  to 
another,  it  would  be  unjust.  If  it  is  to  be  given  to  the 
States  in  their  corporate  capacity,  to  be  used  by  them  in 
their  public  expenditure,  I  know  of  no  principle  in  tlie 
constitution  which  authorizes  the  Federal  Government 
to  become  such  a  collector  for  the  States,  nor  of  any  prin- 
ciple of  safety  or  propriety  which  admits  of  the  States 
becoming  such  recipients  of  gratuity  from  the  General 
Government. 

The  public  revenue,  then,  should  be  regulated  and 
adapted  to  the  proper  service  of  the  General  Government. 
It  should  be  ample;  for  a  deficit  in  the  public  income,  al- 
ways to  be  deprecated.  Is  sometimes  attended,  as  we  know 
well  from  history,  and  from  what  has  happened  in  our 
own  time,  with  fatal  consequences.  In  a  country  so  rapid" 
ly  g^wing  as  this  is,  with  such  diversfied  interests,  new 
wants  and  unexpected  calls  upon  the  public  treasury  must 
frequently  occur.  Take  some  examples  from  this  ses* 
sion.  The  State  of  Virginia  has  presented  a  claim  for 
an  amount  but  little  short  of  a  million,  which  she  press- 
es with  an  earnestness  demonstrating  her  conviction  of 
its  justice.  The  State  of  South  Carolina  has  also  a 
claim  for  no  inconsiderable  sum,  being  upwards  of  one 
hundred  thoiisand  dollars,  which  she  urges  with  equal 
earnestness.  The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
WiLKixs]  has  brouglit  forward  a  claim,  arising  out  of 
French  spoliations  previous  to  the  convention  of  1800, 
which  is  perhaps  not  short  of  five  millions,  and,  to  some 
extent,  I  have  no  doubt  it  has  a  just  foundation.  In  any 
provision  of  a  public  revenue,  Congress  ought  so  to  fix  it 
as  to  adm'it  of  the  payment  of  honest  and  proper  demands, 
which  its  justice  cannot  reject  or  evade. 

I  hope,  too,  that,  either  in  the  adjustment  of  the  public 
revenue,  or,  what  would  be  preferable,  in  the  appropria- 
tion of  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands,  effectual  and 
permanent  provision  will  be  made  for  such  internal  im- 
provements as  may  be  sanctioned  by  Congress.  This  is 
due  to  the  American  people,  and  emphatically  due  to  tlie 
Western  people.  Sir,  temporary  causes  may  exact  a  re- 
luctant acquiescence  from  the  people  of  the  West,  in  the 
suspension  of  appropriations  to  objects  of  internal  improve- 
ment; but  as  certain  as  vou  preside  in  that  chair,  or  as  the 
min  performs  Its  diurnal  revolution,  they  will  not  be  satis- 
fied with  an  abandonment  of  the  policy.  They  will  come 
here,  and  tell  you,  not  in  a  tone  of  menace  or  supplication, 
but  in  the  language  of  conscious  right,  that  they  must 
abare  with  you  in  the  benefits,  as  tliey  divide  with  you  the 
burdens  and  the  perils  of  a  common  Government.  They 
Will  say  tliat  they  have  no  direct  interest  in  the  expendi- 
tures for  the  navy,  the  fortifications,  nor  even  the  army, 
those  greatest  absorbents  of  the  public  treasure.  That 
tliey  are  not  indifferent,  indeed,  to  the  safety  and  pros- 
perity of  any  part  of  our  common  country.  On  the  con- 
trary^ tluit  every  portion  of  the  republic  is  indirectly,  at 
ka^t,  interestecl  in  the  welfare  of  the  whole;  and  that  they 
ever  sympathise  in  the  distresses,  and  rejoice  in  the  hap- 
piness of  the  most  distant  quarter  of  the  Union.  And  to 
demonstrate  that  they  are  not  careless  or  indifferent  to 
uitc rests  not  directly  their  own,  tliey  may  triumphantly 
and  proudly  appeal  to  the  gallant  part  which  they  bore  in 
the  late  war,  and  point  to  tlie  blt^ y  fields  on  which  some 


of  their  most  patriotic  sons  nobly  fell  fighting  in  the  com- 
mon cause.  But  they  will  also  say  that  these  fraternal 
and  just  sentiments  ourht  to  be  reciprocated  by  their  At- 
lantic brethren;  that  these  ourht  not  to  be  indifferent  to 
the  welfare  of  the  West,  and  tnat  they  have  the  same  col- 
lateral or  indirect  interest  in  its  success  and  advancement 
that  the  West  has  in  theirs.  That  it  does  not  ask  internal 
improvements  to  be  exclusively  confined  to  itself,  but  that 
it  may  receive,  in  common  with  the  rest  of  the  Union,  a 
practical  benefit  in  the  only  fomi  compatible  with  its  in- 
terior condition. 

The  appropriation  of  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands, 
or  a  considerable  portion  or  them,  to  tliat  object,  would 
be  a  most  natural  andsuitable  disposition.  And  I  do  hope, 
sir,  that  that  great  resource  win  be  cherished  and  dedi- 
cated to  some  national  purpose  worthy  of  the  republic. 
Utterly  opposed  as,  I  trust.  Congress  will  show  itself  to 
be  to  all  the  mad  and  wild  schemes,  but  to  that  latest, 
but  maddest  and  wildest  of  all,  recommended  by  the  Se- 
cretary of  the  Treasury,  for  squandering  the  public  do- 
main, I  hope  it  will  be  preserved  for  the  present  genera- 
tion and  for  posterity,  as  it  has  been  received  from  our 
arxestors,  a  rich  and  bountiful  inheritance*  In  these  hal- 
cyon days  of  peace  and  plenty,  and  an  overflowing  trea- 
sury, we  appear  to  embarrass  ourselves  in  devising  vision- 
ary schemes  for  casting  away  the  bounties  with  wnich  the 
goodness  of  Providence  has  blessed  us.  But,  sir,  the 
storm  of  war  will  come  when  we  know  not;  the  day  of 
trial  and  difficulty  will  assuredly  come,  and  now  is  the 
time,  by  a  prudent  forecast,  to  husband  our  resources,  and 
this  the  greatest  of  them  all.  Let  them  not  be  hoarded 
and  hugged  with  a  miser's  embrace,  but  liberally  used. 
Let  the  public  lands  be  administered  in  a  generous  spirit, 
and  especially  towards  the  States  within  which  they  are 
situated.  Let  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public 
lands  be  applied  in  a  season  of  peace  to  some  great  ob- 
ject; and  when  war  does  come,  by  suspending  that  ap- 
plication of  them  dur&ie  its  continuance,  you  will  be  at 
once  put  in  possesnon  of  means  for  its  vigorous  prosecu- 
tion. More  than  twenty-five  years  ago,  when  first  I  took 
a  seat  in  this  bodv,  I  was  tol(i,  by  the  fathers  of  the  Go- 
vernment, that  jf  we  had  any  thing  perfect  in  our  institu- 
tions, it  was  the  system  for  oisposing  of  the  public  lands, 
and  I  was  cautioned  aninst  rash  innovations  m  it.  Sub- 
sequent experience  fully  satisfied  me  of  the  wisdom  of 
their  counsels,  and  that  all  vital  changes  in  it  ought  to  be 
resisted. 

Although  it  may  be  impracticable  to  say  what  the  ex- 
act amount  of  the  public  revenue  should  be  for  the  fu- 
ture, and  what  would  be  the  precise  produce  of  any  given 
system  of  imposts,  we  may  safely  assume  that  the  re- 
venue may  now  be  reduced,  and  considerably  reduced. 
This  reduction  may  be  effected  in  various  ways,  and  on  dif- 
ferent principles.   Only  three  modes  shall  now  be  noticed. 

1st.  To  reduce  the  duties  on  all  articles  in  the  same 
ratio,  without  regard  to  the  principle  of  protection. 

2d.  To  retain  them  on  unprotected  articles,  and  aug- 
ment them  on  the  protected  articles. 

And,  3d.  To  abolish  and  reduce  the  duties  on  unpro- 
tected articles,  retaining  and  enforcing  the  fkithful  col- 
lection of  those  on  the  protected  articles. 

To  the  first  mode  there  are  insuperable  objections.  It 
would  lead  inevitably  to  the  destruction  of  our  home  manu- 
factures. It  would  establish  a  sort  of  bed  of  Procrustes, 
by  which  the  duties  on  all  articles  should  be  blindly  mea- 
sured, without  respect  to  their  nature  or  the  extent  of 
their  consumption.  And  it  would  be  dero^torv  from 
every  principle  of  theory  or  practice  on  which  the  Go- 
vernment has  hitherto  proceeded. 

The  second  would  be  still  more  objectionable  to  the  foes 
of  the  tariff  than  either  of  the  others.  But  it  cannot  be 
controverted  that,  by  augmenting  considerably  the  duties 
on  the  protected  class,  so  as  to  carry  them  to  the  point,  or 
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near  to  the  confines  of  absolute  prohibition,  the  objecf 
in  view,  of  effecting'  the  necessary  reduction  of  the  pub- 
He  revenue,  may  be  accomplished  without  touching  the 
duties  on  the  unprotected  class.  The  consequence  of 
such  an  augmentation  would  be  a  great  diminution  in  the 
importation  of  the  foreign  article,  and  of  course  in  the 
duties  upon  it.  But  against  entire  prohibition,  except 
perhaps  m  a  few  instances,  I  have  been  always,  and  still 
am,  opposed.  By  leaving  the  door  open  to  the  foreign 
rival  article,  the  benefit  is  secured  of  a  salutary  competi- 
tion. If  it  be  hermetically  closed,  the  danger  is  incurred 
of  monopoly. 

The  third  mode  is  the  most  equitable  and  reasonable, 
and  it  presents  an  undebatable  ground,  on  which  I  had 
hoped  we  could  all  safely  tread  without  difficulty.  It 
exacts  no  sacrifice  of  principle  from  the  opponent  of  the 
American  system;  it  comprehends  none  on  the  part  of  its 
friends.  The  measure  before  you  embraces  this  mode. 
It  is  simple,  and  free  from  all  complexity.  It  divides  ttie 
whole  subject  of  imposts  according  to  its  nature.  It  settles 
at  once  what  ought  not  to  be  disputed,  and  leaves  to  be 
settled  hereafter,  if  necessary,  what  may  be  controverted. 


A  certain  part  of  the  South  has  hitherto  complained 


But  if  the  system  be  preserved,  it  ought  to  be  honest- 
ly,  fairly,  and  faithfully  enforced.  That  there  do  exist 
the  most  scandalous  violations  of  it,  and  the  grossest  frauds 
upon  the  public  revenue,  in  regard  to  some  of  the  most 
important  articles,  cannot  be  doubted.  As  to  iron,  ob- 
jects really  belonging  to  one  denomination,  to  which  a 
higher  duty  is  attached,  are  imported  under  another  name, 
to  which  a  lower  duty  is  assigned,  and  the  law  thus  evaded. 
False  invoices  are  made  as  to  woollens,  and  the  classifica- 
tion into  minimums  is  constantly  eluded.  The  success  of 
the  American  manufacture  of  cotton  bagging  has  been 
such  as  tliat,  by  furnishing  a  better  and  cheaper  article^ 
the  bag^ng  of  Inverness  and  Dundee  has  been  almost  ex- 
cluded from  the  consumption  of  the  States  bordering  on 
the  Mississippi  and  its  tributaries.  Ttuere  has  not  yet  been 
sufficient  time  to  fabricate  and  transport  the  article  in 
necessary'  quantities  from,  the  Western  States  to  the  South- 
ern Atlantic  States,  which  therefore  have  been  almost  ex- 
clusively supplied  from  the  Scottish  manufactories.  The 
payment  of  the  duty  is  evaded  by  the  introduction  of  the 
foreign  fabric,  under  the  name  of  burlaps,  or  some  other 
mercantile  phrase,  and,  instead  of  paying  five  cents  Uie 


that  it  pays  a  disproponionate  amount  of  the  imposts.  If 
the  complaint  be  well  founded,  by 'the  adoption  of  thi9 
measure  it  will  be  relieved  at  once,  as  will  be  hereafter 
shown,  from  at  least  a  fourth  of  its  burdens.  The  mea- 
sure is  in  conformity  with  the  uniform  practice  of  the  Go- 
vernment from  its  commencement,  and  with  the  pro- 
fessions of  all  the  eminent  politicians  of  the  South  until 
of  late.  It  assumes  the  riglit  of  the  Government,  in  the 
assessment  of  duties,  to  discriminate  between  those  arti- 
cles which  sound  polic)'  requires  it  to  foster,  and  those 
which  it  need  not  encourage.  This  has  been  the  inva- 
riable principle  on  which  tlie  Government  has  proceeded, 
from  the  act  of  Congress  of  the  4th  of  July,  1789,  down 
to  the  present  time.  And  has  it  not  been  admitted  by 
almost  every  prominent  Souther^  politician }  Has  it  not 
been  even  acknowledged  by  the  fathers  of  the  free  trade 
chtm:h,  in  their  late  address,  promulgated,  from  Phila- 
delphia, to  the  people  of  the  United  States  >  If  we  never 
had  a  system  of  foreign  imposts,  and  were  now  called 
upon,  for  the  first  time,  to  originate  one,  should  we  not 
discriminate  between  the  objects  of  our  own  industry, 
and  those  produced  by  foreigners?  And  is  there  any  dif- 
ference in  its  application,  between  the  modification  of  an 
existing  system  and  the  origination  bf  a  new  one?  If  the 
gentlemen  of  the  South,  opposed  to  the  tariff,  were  to 
obtain  complete  possesjion  of^the  powers  of  Government, 
would  they  hazard  their  exercise  upon  any  other  princi- 
ple >  If  it  be  said  that  some  of  the  articles  which  would, 
by  this  measure,  be  liberated  from  duties,  are  luxuries, 
the  remark  is  equally  true  of  some  of  tiie  articles  re- 
maining subject  to  duties.  In  the  present  advanced  stage 
of  comfort  and  civilization,  it  is  not  easy  to  draw  the  line 
between  luxuries  and  necessai'ies.  It  will  be  diflicult 
to  make  the  people  believe  that  bohea  tea  is  a  luxury,  and 
the  article  of  fine  broadcloths  is  a  necessary  of  life. 

In  stating  that  the  duties  on  the  protected  class  ought 
to  be  retained,  it  has  been  far  from  my  wish  to  preclude 
inquiry  into  their  adequacy  or  propriety.  If  it  can  be 
shown  that,  in  any  instance,  they  are  excessive  or  dispro- 
portionately burdensome  on  any  section  of  the  Union,  for 
one  I  am  ready  to  vote  for  their  reduction  or  modification. 
The  system  contemplates  an  adequate  protection;  beyond 
that  it  is  not  necessary  to  go.  Short  of^  that,  its  operation 
will  be  injurious  to  all  parties. 

*  The  people  of  this  country,  or  a  large  majority  of  them, 
expect  that  the  system  will  be  prcser\'ed.  And  its  aban- 
donment would  produce  general  surprise,  spread  desola- 
tion over  the  land,  and  occasion  as  great  a  shock  as  a 
declaration  of  war  forthwith  agHtnst  the  most  powei  ful 
nation  of  Europe. 


square  yard,  it  is  entered  witli  a  duty  of  only  fifteen  per 
cent,  ad  valorem.  That  this  practice  prevails,  is  demon- 
strated by  the  treasury  report  of  the  duties  accruing  on 
cotton  bagging  for  the  yeai*s  1 828, 1829,  and  1830.  During- 
the  first  year  the  amount  was  137,506  dollars;  the  second^ 
106,068  dollars;  and  the  third,  it  sunk  down  to  14,141 
dollars! 

The  time  has  arrived  when  the  inquiry  ought  to  be  se- 
riously made,  whether  it  be  not  practicable  to  arrest  this 
illegitimate  course  of  trade,  and  secure  the  faithful  exe- 
cution of  the  laws.  No  time  could  be  more  suitable  than 
that  at  which  it  is  contemplated  to  make  a  great  reduction 
of  the  public  revenue.  Two  radical  changes  have  pre- 
sented themselves  to  my  mind,  and  which  1  will  now 
suggest  for  consideration  and  investigation.  On  such  a 
subject,  I  would,  however,  seek  from  the  mercantile  com- 
munity and  pmctical  men  all  the  light  which  they  are  so 
capable  of  affording,  and  should  be  reluctant  to  act  on 
my  own  convictions,  however  strong. 

The  first  is  to  make  a  total  change  in  the  place  of  valua- 
tion. Now  the  valuation  is  made  in  foreign  countries. 
We  fix  the  duties,  and  we  leave  to  foreigners  to  assess 
the  value  on  articles  paying  ad  valorem  duties;  that  is, 
we  prescribe  the  rule,  and  leave  its  execution  to  the  fo- 
reigner. "Fhis  is  an  anomaly,  I  believe,  peculiar  to  this 
country.  It  is  evident  that  the  amount  of  duty  p.iyable 
on  a  given  article  subject  to  an  ad  valorem  duty,  may  be 
effected  as  much  by  the  fixation  of  the  value,  as  by  the 
specification  of  the  duty.  And,  for  all  practical  purposes, 
it  would  be  just  as  safe  to  retain  to  ourselves  the  ascer- 
tainment of  the  value,  and  leave  to  the  foreigner  to  pre- 
scribe the  duty,  as  it  is  to  reserve  to  ourselves  the  rig^t 
to  declare  the  duty,  and  allow  to  him. the  privilege  to  assess 
the  value. 

The  effect  of  this  vicious  condition  of  the  law  has  been 
to  throw  almost  the  whole  import  trade  of  the  country', 
as  to  some  important  articles,  into  the  hands  of  the  fo- 
reigner. I  have  been  informed  that  seven-eighths  of  the 
importation  of  woollens  into  the  port  of  New  York,  where 
more  is  received  tlian  in  all  the  other  ports  of  the  United. 
States  together,  are  in  his  hands.  This  has  net  proceeded 
from  any  want  of  enterprise,  intelligence,  or  capital,  on 
the  pai't  of  the  American  merchant;  fur,  in  these  parti- 
culars, he  is  surpassed  by  tlie  merchant  of  no  country. 
It  has  resulted  from  his  probity,  his  character,  and  his  re- 
spect to  the  laws  and  institutions  of  his  country — a  re- 
spect which  does  not  influence  the  foreigner.  lam  aware 
that  it  is  made  by  law  the  duty  of  the  appraiser  to  ascer- 
tain the  value  of  the  goods  in  certain  cases.  But  what  is 
his  chief  guide?  It  is  the  foreign  invoice,  made  by  whom 
he  knows  not,  certainly  by  no  person  responsible  to  our 
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kvs.  And,  if  its  fairness  be  contested,  they  will  bring 
you  cart  loads  of  certificates,  and  affidavits  from  unknown 
persons,  to  verify  its  exactness,  and  the  first  cost  of  the 
•rtide. 

Now,  sir,  it  seems  to  me  that  this  is  a  state  of  things 
to  which  we  should  promptly  apply  an  efficacious  reme^ 
dy;  and  no  other  appears  to  me,  but  that  of  taking  into 
our  own  bands  both  parts  of  the  operation,  the  ascertain- 
ment of  the  value  as  well  as  the  duty  to  be  paid  on  the 
goods.  If  it  be  said  that  we  might  hare,  in  different 
ports,  different  rules,  the  answer  is,  that  there  could  be 
DO  diversity  greater  than  that  to  which  we  are  liable  from 
the  fact  of  tlie  valuation  being  now  made  in  all  the  ports 
of  foreign  countries  from  which  we  make  our  importa- 
tions; and  that  it  is  better  to  have  the  valuations  made 
by  persons  responsible  to  our  own  Government,  and 
regulated  by  one  head,  than  by  unknown  foreigners,  stand- 
ing under  no  responsibility  whatever  to  us. 

The  other  change  to  which  I  allude,  is  to  reduce  the 
credits  allowed  for  tlie  payment  of  duties,  and  to  render 
them  uniform.  It  would  be  better,  if  not  injurious  to 
commerce,  to  abolish  them  altogether.  Now  we  have 
various  periods  of  credit  graduated  according  to  the  dis- 
tance of  the  foreign  port,  and  the  nature  of  the  trade. 
Tliesc  credits  opei*ate  as  so  much  capital,  on  whicli  the 
foreign  merchant  can  sometimes  make  several  adventures 
before  the  arrival  of  the  day  of  payment.  There  is  no 
reciprocal  advantage  afforded  to  the  American  merchant, 
1  believe,  in  any  foreign  port.  As  we  shall  probably 
Abolish  or  reduce  peatly  the  duties  on  all  articles  import- 
ed from  beyond  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  on  which  the 
lougest  credits  are  allowed,  the  moment  would  seem  to 
be  propitious  for  restricting  the  other  credits  in  such  man- 
ner, that  whilst  they  afforded  a  reasonable  facility  to  the 
merchant,  they  should  not  supply  the  foreigner,  at  the 
instance  of  the  public,  with  capital  for  his  mercantile  ope- 
ntions.  If  the  laws  can  be  strictly  enforced,  and  some 
such  alterations  as  have  been  suggested  can  be  carried 
into  effect,  it  is  quite  probable  that  a  satisfactory  reduc- 
tion may  l>e  made  of  the  duties  upon  some  of  the  articles 
Cdlin^  within  the  system  of  protection.  And,  without 
impau^g  its  principle,  other  modes  of  relief  may  possi- 
bly be  devised  to  some  of  those  interests  upon  which  it  is 
supposed  to  press  most  heavily. 

Tiierc  remains  one  view  to  present  to  the  Senate  in 
respect  to  the  amount  of  reduction  of  the  revenue  which 
will  be  produced  by  the  proposed  measure  if  adopted, 
and  its  influence  upon  the  payment  of  the  public  debt 
within  the  time  suggested  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury. The  estimate  winch  1  have  made  of  that  amoimt  is 
founded  upon  treasury  returns  prior  to  the  late  reduction 
of  duties  on  tea,  coffee,  and  cocoa.  Supposing  tlie  duties 
on  wines  and  silks  to  be  reduced  as  low  as  1  think  they 
may  be,  the  total  amount  of  revenue  with  which  the  pro- 
posed measure  will  dispense,  will  be  about  $7,000,000. 
The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  estimates  the  receipts  of 
the  present  year  from  all  sources  at  $30,100,000,  and  he 
supposes  those  of  the  next  year  will  be  of  an  equal 
smotint.  He  acknowledges,  that  the  past  year  has  been 
one  of  extraordinary  commercial  activity;  but  on  what 
principles  does  he  anticipate  that  the  present  will  also  be? 
The  history  of  our  commerce  demonstrates  that  it  alter- 
nates, and  that  a  year  of  intemperate  speculation  is  usu- 
ally followed  by  one  of  more  guarded  importation.  Tliat 
the  importations  of  the  past  year  have  been  excessive,  I 
beKeve  is  generally  confessed,  and  is  demonstrated  by 
two  unerring  facts.  The  first  is,  that  the  imports  have 
exceeded  the  exports  by  about  seventeen  millions  of  dol- 
lars. Whatever  may  be  the  qualifications  to  which  the 
tlteory  of  the  balance  of  trade  may  be  liable,  it  may  be 
nfely  aflirmed  that  when  the  aggregate  of  the  importa- 
tions from  all  foreign  countries  exceeds  the  aggregate  of 
the  exportations  to  all  foreign  countries  considerably,  the 


unfavorable  balance  must  be  made  up  by  a  remittance  of 
the  precious  metals  to  some  extent.  Accordingly,  we 
find  the  existence  of  the  other  fact  to  which  I  allude,  the 
high  price  of  bills  of  exchange  on  England.  It  is,  there- 
fore, fairly  to  be  anticipated  that  the  duties  accruing  tliis 
year  will  be  less  in  amount  than  those  of  the  past  year. 
And  I  think  it  would  be  unwise  to  rely  upon  our  present 
information  as  to  the  income  of  either  of  these  two  years 
as  furnishing  a  safe  guide  for  the  future.  The  years  1829 
and  1830  will  supply  a  surer  criterion.  There  is  a  re- 
markable coincidence  in  the  amount  of  the  receipts  into 
the  treasury  during  those  two  years.  It  having  been  the 
first  from  all  sources  $24,827,627  38,  and  the  second 
$24,844,116  51,  differing  only  about  $17,000. 

The  mode  recommended  by  the  Secretary  for  the  modi- 
fication of  the  tariff,  is  to  reduce  no  part  of  the  duties  on 
the  unprotected  articles  prior  to  March,  1833,  and  then 
to  retain  a  considerable  portion  of  them.  And  as  to  the 
protected  class,  he  would  make  a  gradual  but  prospective 
reduction  sf  the  duties.  The  effect  of  this  would  be  to 
destroy  the  protecting  system  by  a  slow  but  certain  poison. 
The  object  being  to  reduce  the  revenue,  every  descend- 
ing degree  in  the  scale  of  his  plan  of  gradual  reduction, 
by  letting  in  more  of  the  foreign  article  to  displace  the 
domestic  rival  fabric,  would  increase  the  revenue,  and 
beget  a  necessity  for  further  and  further  reduction  of  du- 
ties, until  diey  would  be  carried  so  low  as  to  end  in  the 
entire  subversion  of  the  system  of  protection.  ^ 

For  the  reasons  which  nave  been  assigned,  it  would,  I 
think,  be  unwise  in  Congress  at  this  time  to  assume,  for 
the  future,  that  there  would  be  a  greater  amount  of  nett 
annual  revenue,  from  all  sources,  including  tiie  public 
Unds,  than  $25,000,000.  Deducting  from  that  sum  the 
amount  of  seven  millions  which  it  has  been  supposed 
ought  to  be  subtracted,  if  the  resolution  before  you 
should  be  adopted,  there  would  remain  $18,000,000  as 
the  probable  revenue  of  future  years.  This  includes  th^ 
sum  of  three  millions  estimated  as  the  future  annual  re- 
ceipt from  the  sale  of  the  public  lands-^in  estimate  which 
I  believe  will  be  demonstrated  by  experience  to  be  much 
too  large. 

If  a  reduction  so  large  as  seven  millions  be  made  at  this 
session;  and  if  the  necessary  measures  be  also  adopted  to 
detect  and  punish  frauds,  and  ensure  a  faithful  execution 
of  the  laws,  we  may  safely  inake  a  temporary  pause,  and 
await  the  development  of  the  effect  upon  the  revenue  of 
these  arrangemenU.  That  the  authority  of  the  laws 
should  be  vindicated,  all  ought  to  agree.  Now,  the 
fraudulent  importer,  afler  an  exposure  of  his  fraud,  by  a 
most  strange  treasury  construction  of  the  law,  (made,  I 
understand,  however,  not  by  the  present  Secretary,) 
eludes  all  punishment,  and  is  only  requu*ed  to  pay  Uiose 
very  duties  which  he  was  originally  bound  for,  but  which 
he  dishonestly  sought  to  evade.  Other  measures,  with 
a  view  to  a  further  reduction  of  the  revenue,  may  be 
adopted.  In  some  instances,  tiiere  might  be  an  augmenta- 
tion of  duties  for  that  purpose.  I  will  mention  the  article 
of  foreign  distilled  spirits.  In  no  other  country  upon 
earth  is  there  so  much  of  the  foreign  article  imported  as 
in  this.  The  duties  ought  to  be  doubled,  and  the  revenue 
tiiereby  further  reduced  from  $6,000,000  to  a  million.  The 
public  morals,  tiie  ^rain-growing  country,  the  fruit- raising, 
and  the  cane-plantmg  country,  would  be  all  benefited  by 
rendering  the  duty  prohibitory.  1  have  not  proposed  the 
measure,  because  it,  perhaps,  ought  to  originate  in  the 
other  House. 

That  the  measure  which  I  have  proposed  may  be  adopt- 
ed without  interfering  with  the  plan  of  the  Secretary  of 
Uie  Treasury  for  tiie  payment  of  the  pubKc  debt  by  the 
4Ui  of  March  next,  I  will  now  proceed  to  show.  The 
Secretary  estimates  that  the  receipts  of  the  present  year, 
after  meeting  all  other  just  engagements,  will  leave  a  sur- 
plus of  fourteen  millions  applicable  to  tiie  payment  of  the 
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principal  of  the  debt.  With  this  sum,  eight  millions 
which  he  proposes  to  derive  from  the  sale  of  the  bank 
stock,  and  two  millions  which  he  would  anticipate  from 
the  revenue  of  the  next  year,  he  suggr^sts  tliat  the  wliole 
of  the  debt  remaining  may  be  discharged  by  the  time  in- 
dicated. The  'fourteen  millions,  I  understand,  (although 
on  this  subject  the  report  is  not  perfectly  explicit,)  are 
receipts  anticipated  this  year  from  duties  which  accrued 
last  year.  If  this  be  the  Secretary's  meaning,  it  is  evident 
that  he  wants  no  part  of  the  duties  which  may  accrue 
during  the  current  year  to  execute  his  plan.  But  if  his 
meaning  be  that  the  fourteen  millions  will  be  composed 
in  part  of  duties  accruing  and  payable  within  the  present 
year,  then  the  measure  proposed  might  prevent  the  pay- 
ment of  the  whole  of  the  remnant  of  the  debt  by  the 
exact  day  which  has  been  stated.  If,  however,  the  entire 
seven  miUioits,  embraced  by  the  resolution  on  your  table, 
were  subtracted  from  the  fourteen,  it  would  still  leave 
him  seven  miUions,  besides  the  bank  stock,  to  be  applied 
to  the  debt,  and  that,  of  itself,  would  be  three  millions 
more  than  can  be  properly  applied  to  the  object  in  the 
course  of  this  year,  as  I  have  suready  endeavored  to  show. 

I  came  here,  sir,  most  anxiously  desiring  that  an  ar- 
rangement of  the  pubUc  revenue  snould  be  made,  which, 
without  sacrificing  any  of  the  great  interests  of  the  coun- 
•try,  would  reconcile  and  satis^  all  its  parts.  I  thought 
I  perceived  in  the  class  of  objects  not  produced  within 
the  country,  a  field  on  which  we  could  all  enter,  in  a  true 
and  genuine  spirit  of  compromise  and  harmony,  and  ag^ee 
upon  an  amicable  adjustment.  Why  should  it  not  be  done? 
Why  should  those  who  are  opposed  to  the  American 
system  demand  of  its  friends  an  unconditional  surrender? 
Our  common  object  should  be  so  to  reduce  the  public  re- 
venue as  to  relieve  the  burdens  of  the  people,  if  indeed 
the  people  of  this  country  can  be  truly  said  to  be  bur- 
dened. The  Government  must  have  a  certain  amount  of 
revenue,  and  that  amount  must  be  collected  from  the  im- 
ports. Is  it  material  to  the  consumer,  wherever  situated, 
whether  the  collection  be  made  upon  a  few  or  many  ob- 
jects, provided,  whatever  be  the  mode,  the  amount  of  bis 
contribution  to  the  public  exchequer  remains  the  same? 
If  the  asse«iment  can  be  made  on  objects  which  will 
greatly  benefit  large  portions  of  the  Union,  without  injury 
to  him,  why  should  he  object  to  the  selection  of  those 
objects?  Yes,  sir,  I  came  here,  in  a  spirit  of  warm 
attachment  to  all  parts  of  our  beloved  country,  with  a 
lively  solicitude  to  restore  and  preserve  its  harmony,  and 
with  a  firm  determination  to  pour  oil  and  balm  into  exist- 
ing wounds,  rather  than  further  to  lacerate  them.  For 
the  truth  and  sincerity  of  these  decUrations,  I  appeal  to 
Him  whom  none  can  deceive.  I  expected  to  be  met  by 
corresponding  dispositions,  and  hoped  that  our  delibera- 
tions, guided  t)y  fraternal  sentiments  and  feelings  would 
terminate  in  diitusing  contentment  and  satisfaction  through- 
out the  land.  And  that  such  may  be  the  spirit  presiding 
over  them,  and  such  their  issue,  I  yet  most  fervently  hope. 

When  Mr.  Clat  took  his  seat, 

Mr.  HAYNE  rose.  He  did  not  rise,  he  said,  to  enter 
at  this  time  into  the  discussion  of  the  question.  Periiaps 
he  should  not,  at  any  time,  be  disposed  to  follow  the  gen- 
tleman through  the  wide  field  which  he  had  occupied. 
He  certainly  had  no  such  intention  now :  he  rose  merely 
to  make  a  motion,  and  should,  in  the  fewest  words  possi- 
ble, state  the  reasons  which  had  induced  him  to  do  so. 

The  question  presented  by  the  resolution,  Mr.  H.  said, 
was  not  only  one  of  ieep  interest  to  the  whole  country, 
but  he  was  persuaded  it  was  by  far  the  most  important 
that  could  command  the  attention  of  Congress  during  the 

{>resent  sessidn.  The  period  so  long  and  so  anxiously 
ooked  for  and  desired,  had  at  lengtli  arrived.  The  pub- 
lic debt  was  paid,  for  so  gentlemen  on  all  sides  had  agreed 
to  consider  it;  and  the  question  necessarily  arose,  what 
adjustment  of  the  tariff  of  duties  was  to  be  made  in  this 


new  and  most  gratifying  condition  of  our  aflTairs?  Upwards 
of  $12,000,000  per  annum,  nearly  one-half  of  the  entire 
amount  of  the  public  debt,  will  (when  the  debt  is  paid) 
cease  to  be  a  charge  upon  the  country,  and  to  this  extent, 
at  least,  the  people  have  a  right  to  expect  an  immediate 
reduction  of  their  burdens.  But  what  does  the  resolution 
now  before  us  propose?  That  duties  to  the  amount  of 
only  six  or  seven  mdlions  should  be  taken  off,  and  that 
the  reduction  shall  be  exclusively  confined  to  articles 
which  do  not  enter  into  competition  with  similar  articles 
produced  at  home;  in  other  words,  sir,  that  articles  of 
universal  consumption,  and  in  relation"  to  which  every 
class  of  the  people,  and  every  portion  of  the  country, 
contribute  equally,  should  be  relieved  entirely  from  all 
taxation,  while  the  high  duties  on  the  protected  articles 
were  to  remain  untouched.  In  a  word,  that  the  bands  of 
that  mammoth  system  of  injustice  and  oppression  (he 
meant  no  offence,  but  he  spoke  as  he  felt)  were  to  re- 
main unrelaxed — a  system  which  was  felt  and  acknow- 
ledged in  one  quarter  of  the  country  as  a  boon  and  a 
bounty,  and  in  another  as  an  insupportable  burden — a 
system  which,  (in  the  lang\iage  of  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky,)  if  it  had  "scattered  its  rich  fruits'*  over  any 
portion  of  the  land,  had  visited  others  with  its  consuming 
curses. 

It  could  not  be  denied  that  the  true  question  here  pre- 
sented wlis,  whether  the  protecting  system  was  to  be 
wholly  untouched,  and  to  oc  riveted  upon  the  country 
beyond  all  hope  of  relief.  And,  in  this  aspect  of  the  ques- 
tion, he  must  solemnly  declare  that  he  considered  it  as 
one  involving  the  prosperity,  he  could  say  pregnant  with 
the  future  destinies  of  this  country;  for,  however  this 
system  may  have  operated  elsewhere,  it  was  the  deep  and 
settled  conviction  of  those  wliom  he  represented,  that  it 
had  acted  upon  them  as  a  blight  and  a  pestilence,  blasting 
the  fairest  fields  on  which  the  eye  of  man  had  ever 
rested. 

The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  had  intimated  that  he 
had  hoped  that  his  proposition  might  have  presented  a 
common  ground  on  which  all  parties  might  have  met. 
But  how  was  it  possible  for  gentlemen  to  suppose  that  we 
should  meet  on  ground  which  involved  no  concession 
whatever  to  our  views,  but  which  proposed  to  maintain 
tlie  protecting  system  in  all  its  unmitigated  rigor,  thus 
aggravating,  instead  of  diminishing,  the  inequalit}'  and  in- 
justice of  which  we  so  strongly  and  so  justly  complained  ^ 
The  gentleman  had,  indeed,  said  that  the  propriety  of 
some  reduction  might,  perhaps,  hereafter  be  considered; 
not  now,  howevef,  when  the  debt  was  about  to  be  paid, 
and  the  tariff  readjusted  and  fixed  on  a  permanent  basis, 
but  at  some  futitfe  and  •*  more  convenient  scasoi?."  But 
what  hope  is  to  be  built  on  this  declaration,  when  the 
gentleman,  in  the  veiy  san>c  breath,  tells  us  that  no  con- 
siderable or  sudden  reduction  could  ever  take  place.  No, 
that  would  be  destruction;  and  as  to  the  gradual  and 
moderate  reduction  recommended  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  that  would  be  even  worse  than  the  other;  it 
would,  said  the  gentleman,  be  a  slow  and  sure  poison, 
leading  to  inevitable  destruction.  It  follows,  then,  clearly, 
that  we  are  to  have  no  reduction  of  the  protecting  duties 
whatever,  either  now,  or  at  any  future  period.  In  Uiis 
view  of  the  question,  he  must  repeat  that  he  considered 
it  the  most  awfully  momentous  subject  that  had  ever  been 
presented  in  the  course  of  the  history  of  this  Government; 
and,  believing  that  it  requiied  the  greatest  deliberation, 
he  wished  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  be  seriously  call- 
ed to  it,  that  it  might  be  maturely  considered,  and  wisely 
decided.  In  the  presence  of  this  august  body,  and  before 
his  God,  he  would  repeat  his  deep  conviction  that  the 
consequences  to  grow  out  of  the  adjustment  of  this  great 
question  involved  the  future  destinies  of  this  country ;  and 
in  order  that  we  should  approach  it  with  wary  steps  and 
becoming  caution,  he  would  now  move  thai  the  further 
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conaideration  of  the  reaolution  should  be  postponed  to* 
and  made  the  order  of  the  day  for  Monday  next. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

TavKSOATy  Jaztuabt  12. 

This  day's  sitting^  was  spent  in  acting  on  petitions,  reso- 
Ia6ons,  and  private  bills. 

FaiDiT,  JiiruAKT  13. 

Afler  the  transaction  of  some  private  business,  and 
spending  a  considerable  time  with  closed  doors. 
The  Senate  adjourned  to  Monday. 

MoHOAT,  Jahuart  16. 
THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate,  according  to  the  order  of  the  day,  took  up 
the  fcUowlnf^  resolution,  submitted  by  Mr.  Cj^aj  on  the 
10th  instant: 

Baohed,  That  the  existing  duties  upon  articles  import- 
ed from  forei^  countries,  and  not  coming  into  eompeti- 
tion  with  similar  articles  made  or  produced  within  the 
United  States,  ought  to  be  foHhwith  abolished,  except 
the  duties  upon  wines  and  silks,  and  tfiat  those  ought  to 
be  reduced;  and  that  the  CommitteeTon  Finance  be  in- 
stracted  to  report  a  bill  accordingly. 

Mr.  HAYNfi  moved  the  following  modification  of  the 
resolution: 

Strike  mit  all  after  the  word  ** countries,'*  and  insert  as 
follows :  "  be  so  reduced  that  the  amount  of  the  public 
revenue  shall  be  sufficient  to  defray  the  expenses  of  Go- 
Terament  according  to  their  present  scale,  after  the  pay- 
ment of  the  public  debt;  and  that,  allowing  a  reasonable 
time  for  the  gradual  reduction  of  the  pre^nt  high  duties 
on  the  articles  coming  into  competition  with  similar  arti- 
cles made  or  produced  within  the  United  States,  the  duties 
be  ultimately  equalized,  so  that  the  du^  on  no  article 
shall,  as  compared  with  the  value  of  that  article,  vary 
iBiterially  from  the  general  averag^." 

Mr.  HAYNE  addressed  the  Senate  in  support  of  h» 
proposition  as  follows: 

The  Senator  fi*om  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat]  c6mmenced 
hisremarka  a  few  days  ago,  by  complatning  of  the  ad- 
Taoces  of  age,  and  mourned  the  decay  of  his  eloquence, 
so  eloquently  as  to  prove  that  it  was  still  in  full  vigor. 
He  then  wept  on,  sir,  to  make  a  most  able  and  ingenious 
argument,  amply  sustaining  his  high  reputation  as  an  ac- 
complished orator. 

With  tfasa  example  before  rae,  Mr.  President,  said  Mr. 
H.,  I  am  almost  deterred  fronft  offering  any  apology,  lest 
I  should  create  expectations  which  it  will  certainly  not  be 
in  my  power  to  gratify.  And  yet,  perhaps,  it  maj  be 
permitted  to  one  so  humble  as  myself  to  say^that  it  be- 
loi^  not  to  me  at  any  tirtie,  or  under  any  circumstances, 
and,  least  oLaU,  at  tliis  moment,  and  on  this  occasion,  to 
satisfy  the  expectations  of  those,  if  any  such  there  be, 
wlio  have  come  here  to  witness  the  graces  of  oratory,  or 
to  be  delighted  with  the  charms  of  eloquence.  I  would 
not,  air,  on  t)iis  occasion  play  the  orator  if  I  could.  1 
came  here  tonday  fur  higher  and  far  nobler  purposes.  1 
ttutd  on  this  floor  as  one  of  the  representatives  of  a  high- 
ounded,  sretierous,  and  confiding  'people,  whose  dearest 
r^hts  and  interests  I  am  now  to  vindicate  and  maintain, 
lo  such  a  ntuation,  I  would  lose  every  thought  of  myself 
in  the  greatness  of  the  cause.  Confiding  in  the  indulgence 
of  the  Senate,  and  deeply  sensible  of  my  inability  to  do 
JBstice  to  the  important  subject  embraced  in  these  resolu- 
tiona,  I  shall  proceed  at  once,  m  the  plain,  unadorned  Ian- 
gaage  of  aobemess  aiid  truth,  to  the  examination  of  tlie 
question  before  us. 

The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  set  out  with  the  declara- 
tum  that  he  did  not  deem  it  necessary  to  offer  any  ar* 


goments  in  favor  of  the  American  system;  "that  the 
protecting   policy   stands    self-vindicated ;    that   it  has 
scattered  its  rich  fruits  over  the  whole  land,  and  is  sus- 
tained by  the  .experience  of  all  powerfiil  and  prosperous 
nations."    Sir,  we  meet  these  positions  at  once  by  assert- 
ing, on  our  part,  that  the  protecting  system  stands  self- 
condemned  (  condemned  in  our  own  country,  by  the  deso- 
lation which  has  followed  in  its  train,  and  the  discontents 
it  has  produced— condenmed  by  the  experience  of  all  the 
world,  and  the  almost  unanimous  opinion  of  enlightened 
men  in  modern  times.     And  now,  having  fairly  joined 
issue  with  the  gentleman,  we  might  put  ourselves  upon 
the  country,  and  submit  the  case  without  argument;  nor 
should  I  have  an^  fears  for  the  result,  if  the  issue  was  to 
be  tried  and  decided  by  an  impartial  tribunal,  free  from 
the  disturbing  infhience  of  popular  prejudice  and  delu- 
sion, and  the  strong  bias  of  interests,  personal,  pecuniary, 
and  political.     But,  situated  as  we  are,  I  feel  and  acknow- 
led^  the  necessity  of  making  out  our  case  to  the  con- 
viction of  this  assembly,  and  the  satisfaction  of  the  coun-* 
try.     We  are  ^eekin^  relief  from  an  abiding  evil-^-redress 
from  an  existing  wrong.    We  cannot  stand  where  we  are. 
We  canno^  like  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  rest  on 
mere  unsupported  assertions.  We  must  submit  our  prooft, 
and  muntain  our  positions  if  we  can.     It  is  greatly  to  be 
regretted^  however,  that  the  gentleman  has  not  seen  fit  to 
present  some  of  the  strongest  arguments  in  favor  of  his 
policy,  as  such  a  course  might  have  directed  our  inquiries 
to  a  few  leading  points,  instead  of  making  it  necessary  for 
us  to  waiider  at  large  through  tiie  wide  field  of  argument 
presented  by  the  protecting  system.     The  gentleman, 
however,  has  so  far  favored  us  asio  specify  two  of  the  ad- 
vantages which  he  asserts  have  been  derived  from  it  in 
this  country,  and  in  our  day;  and  I  am  perfectlv  willing  to 
try  the  merits  of  the  system  by  these  tests  which  he  has 
himself  proposed.     They  shall,  if  the  gentleman  pleases, 
constitute  the  standard  by  which  its  true  character  shall 
be  determined.     In  the  first  place,  then,  the  gentleman 
asserts,  "  that  the  much  abused  policy  of  1824  (the  pro- 
tecting tariff  of  that  year)  has  .filled  our  cofiers,  and 
enabled  us  to  pay  off  the  public  debt,"  a  debt  of  one  hun- 
dred.millions  of  dollars  or  principal,  and  one  hundred  mil- 
lions  of  dollars  of  interest.    Now,  sir,  if  any  thing  is 
capable  of  d^mofhstration,  it  may  be  demonstrated  that 
the  protecting  system  could  not,  by  possibility,  have  con- 
tributed, in  the  sUghtest  degree,  to  produce'  this  result. 
One  would  suppose,  indeed,  that  th«  very  last  merit  which 
would  be  ascribed  to  this  system,  was  its  tendency  to  fill 
the  "  public  coffers."    It  is,  bnouestionably,  to  a  tariff, 
arranged  and  adjusted  with  a  single  eye  to  revenue,  that 
we  are  to  look  for  such  a  result.     The  object  of  a  pro- 
tecting tariff,  as  such,  certainly  is  to  diminish  or  exclude 
importations,  and  of  course  to  lessen  the  amount  of  the 
revenue  derived  from  duties.     The  very  end  and  aim  of 
such  a  system  is  to  substitute  fiir  the  imported  article, 
paying  taxes  to  Government,  the  domestic  article  paying 
none-— to  transmute  the  duty  into  a  bountjr  to  the  manu- 
facturers; and  just  so  far  as  this  end  is  attained,  that  is  to 
say,  just  so  fkr  as  the  tariff  is  protective,  must  it  cut  off 
the  public  revenue.     Do  we  not  all  remember  that  the 
leading  argument  in  favor  of  the  protecting  provisions  of 
the  tariff  of  1824  was,  that  they  were  necessary  "to  put 
down  a  ruinous  foreign  competition^"  and  did  not  one  of 
the  fathers  of  that  bill  publicly  declare  **that  the  vital 
principle  of  the  system  was,  that  the  nation  should  com- 
mand Its  own  consumption,  and  that  when  the  nation  did 
command  its  OM'n  consumption,  importations  and  imposts 
would  cense?"  •  Sir^  there  are  two  distinct  features  in  the 
tariff  of  1824— revenue  and  protection.     It  is  the  former 
that  has  filled  your  coffers,  and  paid  off  the  public  debt; 
and,  so  far  as  the  latter  has  operated  at  all,  it  must  have 
diminished  the  revenue,  and  delayed  the  extinction  of  that 
debt.     Sir,  1  will  put  it  to  the  candor  of  the  gentleman. 
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whether,  if  the  protecting  duties  under  the  tariif  of  1824 
had  been  less,  the  revenue  would  not  have  been  greater, 
and  tliat,  too,  without  adding  to,  but,  on  the  contrary, 
diminishing  the  burdens  of  the  people,  since  they  would 
have  obtained  the  articles  of  their  consumption  in  in- 
creased quantities,  and  at  a  cheaper  rate,  and  been  re- 
lieved from  tlie  heavy  tax  which  they  have  been  coinpelled 
to  pay  to  the  American  manufacturers.  Why,  sir,  the 
policy  of  1824  actually  taxed  to  prohibition  a  large  amount 
of  goods  formerly  imported.  From  a  report  made  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  January,  1830,  it  appears 
that  these  prohibited  articles  amount  to  about  eight  mil- 
lions of  dollars  per  annum,  being  near  one-^th  part  of 
the  whole  of  our  imports.  Has  this  part  of  the  policy 
contributed  to  fill  your  coffers^  Sir,  the  case  is  too  plain 
fur  further  argument;  and  tried  by  this  test,  the  policy 
must  be  utterly  condemned. 

The  next  test  by  which  the  gentleman  proposes  to  try 
this  system,  is  **the  rich  fruits  which  it  has  scattered  over 
the  country."  Sir,  where  arc  tliey  to  be  found?  Is  it  in 
the  West?  I  appeal  to  the  gentlemen  from  that  auai^ter. 
We  have  heard  a  great  deal  of  the  flourishing  condition  of 
the  manufacturing  establishments  elsewhere  $  but  where 
are  the  manufacturing  villages,  the  joint  stock  companies, 
the  splendid  dividends,  and  other  evidences  of  prosperity 
to  be  found  in  the  West?  I  submit  it  to  the  candor  of  the 
gentlemen,  whether  the  benefits  of  the  protecting  system, 
so  far  as  the  West  is  concerned,  do  not  rest  still  in  hope — 
whether  the  system  would  be  sustained  a  day,  if  it  were  not 
for  its  supposed  connexion  >vith  internal  improvements — 
whether  it  is  not  indebted  for  its  popularity  ii\  that  quar- 
ter, to  the  unhappy,  the  fatal  moirriage  between  the  tariff 
and  internal  improvements — a  union  which  I  vet  hope  to 
see  dissolved.  It  was  a  lefl-handed — an  unlawful  mar- 
riage; and  suvely  those  whom  God  hath  net  joined,  man 
may  put  asunder.  Sir,  there  are^  doubtless,  some  flou- 
rishing manufactories  scattered  here  and  there  throughout 
the  Western  countr}'-~chiefly  confined,  however,  to  situa- 
tions beyond  the  reach  of  foreign  competition,  and  owing 
nothing  to  tlie  protActing  system.  But  the  West  has  not 
been  rendered  prosperous  by  these  establfshments.  I  ap- 
peal confidently  to  then?  actual  condition  at  this  time.  With 
regard  to  the  gentleman's  own  State,  I  wiU  apply  a  test 
which  cannot  &ceive  us.  When  the  policy  of  ^24  was 
before  Congress,  the  Senator  from  Kentucky*  stood  forth 
as  its  champion,  and  it  was  my  lot  to  attempt  to  answer  his 
arguments.  It  is  true,  sir,  that  his  speech  was  made  in 
tlie  other  House,  and  mine  on  tins  floor;  but  his  argument 
had  been  sent  forth  as  the  manifesto  of  the  party — ^it  was 
printed  in  pamphlet,  and  laid  on  the  tables  of  the  Senators; 
and,  embodying  the  views  of  the  tariff  party,  it  was  im- 
possible for  me  to  pass  it  over.  I  well  remember,  there^ 
fore,  that,  on  that  occasion,  the  gentleman  arg^iied  that 
Kentucky  was  to  participate  in  the  protecting  system,  by 
raising  large  quantities  of  hemp,>  and  supplying  the  South- 
ern States  with  cotton  bagging;  and  he  stron^ty  insisted 
that  she  was  then  only  prevented  from  so  domg,  by  the 
ruinous  competition  of  the  inconsiderable  Scotch  towns  of 
Inverness  and  Dundee.  And  what  is  it,  sir,  that  we  hear 
now,  aAer  the  lapse  of  eight  years?  The  old  story 
repeated.  Kentucky  still  deprived  of  the  benefits  of  tlie 
protecting  system  by  those  formidable  rivals,  Inver- 
ness and  Dundee.  They  still  constitute  *<  the  lion 
in  the  path,"  and  foreign  manufactures  ev«r  will  be 
**  a  lion  in  the  path'^  to  those  whose  prosperity  depends  on 
the  protecting  system.  We  know  that  the  manufacture  of 
cotton  bagging  is  a  simple  process,  requiring  hardly  any 
skill  or  capital,  and  yet  the  great  State  of  Kentucky  can- 
not get  along  with  it,  in  const*quence  of  the  formidable 
rivalship  of  two  miserable  Scotch  towns,  the  inhabitants 
of  which  are  said  to  be  so  po<H*  and  destitute  that  they  are 
obliged  to  inAport  their  fuel,  and  send  to  Dantzic,  twelve 
hundred  miles  up  the  Baltic,  for  their  hemp,  payin(j  a 


freight  equal  to  the  first  cost.  It  is  perfectly  clear,  there- 
fore, that  Kentucky  has  not  realized  the  promised  bless- 
ings of  the  protecting  system*,  and,  I  am  told  that  this  is 
substantially  true  of  the  whole  West.  But,  sir,  if  the  West 
has  gained  nothing  by  the  system,  she  has  had  her  share 
of  the  taxes  which  it  imposes — she  has  paid  her  propor- 
tion of  duties  to  the  Government,  and  bounties  to  the  ma- 
nufacturers, and,  in  consequence  of  the  dire  calamities 
which  the  system  has  inflicted  on  the  South,  blasting  our 
commerce,  and  withering  our  'prosperity,  tlie  West  has 
very  nearly  been  deprived  of  her  best  customer.  When 
the  policy  of  '24  went  into  operation,  the  South  was  sup- 
plied from  the  West,  through  a  single  avenue,  (the  Saluda 
Mountain  Gap,)  with  livje  stock,  horses,  cattle,  and  hogs, 
to  the  amount  of  considei'ably  upwards  of  a  million  of  dol- 
lars a  year.  Under  the  pressure  of  the  system,  this  trade 
has  regularly  been  diminishing.  It  has  already  fallen  off 
more  than  one-half;  and  from  an  authentic  return,  now  be- 
fore me,  it  appears  that  it  has  been  further  diminished  near 
one  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars  during  the  last  year. 
So  much  for  the  rich  blessing^}  bestowed  upon  the  West 
by  the  protecting  system. 

We  come  now  to  the  South.  If  any  portion  of  the  rich 
fruits  of  this  system  have  been  scattered  there,  they  liave 
not  fallen  under  my  observation.  Sir,  we  know  them  not 
— ^we  see ,  them  not>->we  feel  them  not.  It  may  be  sup- 
posed, however,  that  we  are  too  full  of  prejudice,  or  too 
ungrateful,  to  acknowledge  the  blesshigs  it  has  bestowed 
upon  us.  Sir,  we  have  heard  of  men  having  honor  thrust 
upon  them,  and  perhaps  there  may  be  such  a  thing  as  hav- 
ing benefits  thrust  upon  an  unwilling  people:  yet  Isliould 
think  that,  even  in  such  a  case,  they  would  soon  become 
reconciled  to  their  lot,  and  submit  to  their  fate  with  a  good 
grace.  But  I  assure  the  gentleman  that  the  condition  of 
the  South  is  not  merely  one  of  unexampled  depression, 
but  of  great  and  all-pervading  distress.  In  my  own  State, 
the  unhappy  change  which  has  within  a  few  years  past 
taken  place  in  the  public  prosperity,  is  of  the  most  appal- 
ling character.  If  we  look  at  the  present  condition  of  our 
cities,  (and  I  will  take  Charleston  by  way  of  example,)  we 
find  every  where  tlie  mournful  evidence  of  premature  de- 
cay. Sir,  the  crumbling  memorials  of  our  tormer  wealth 
and  happiness  too  eloquently  teach  us  that,  without  some 
change  in  your  policy,  the  days  of  our  prosperity  <*  are 
numbei-ed."  Sir,  it  is  within  my  own  experience,  that,  in 
the  devoted  city  in  which  my  lot  has  been  cast,  a  tliriving 
foreign  commerce  was,  within  a  few  years  past,  carried 
on  direct  to  Europe.  We  had  native  merchants,  with 
large  capitals,  engaged  in  the  foreign  trade.  We  had 
thirty  or  forty  ships,  many  of  them  built,  and  all  owned, 
in  Charleston,  and  giving  employment  to  a  numerous  and 
valu|ible  body  of  mechanics  and  tradesmen.  Look  at  the 
state  of  things  now !  Our  merchants  bankrupt  or  driven 
away — their  capital  sunk  or  transferred  to  other  pursuits — 
our  shipyards -broken  up— our  ships  all  sold!  yes,  sir,  I 
am  told  the  very  last  of  them  was,  a  few  months  ago, 
brought  to  the  hammer — our  mechanics  in  despair;  the 
very  grass  gpx>wing  in  our  streets,  and  houses  falling  into 
ruins;  real  estate  r^uced  to  one-third  part  of  its  value,  and 
rents  almost  to  notliing.  The  commerce,  which  we  are 
still  permitted  to  enjoy,  diverted  from  its  proper  channels, 
carried  on  with  borrowed  capital,  and  through  agents  sent 
among  us,  and  maintained  by  the  tariff  policy,  bearing  off 
tjieir  profits  to  more  favored  lands,  eating  out  our  sub- 
stance, and  leaving  to  our  own  people  the  miserable  crumbs 
which  fall  from  the  table  of  their  prosperity.  If  w^e  fly 
from  the  city  to  the  country,  what  do  we  tliere  behold? 
Fields  abandoned;  the  hospitable  mansions  of  our  fathers 
deserted;  agriculture  drooping;  our  slaves,  like  their  mas- 
ters, working  harder,  and  faring  worse;  the  planter  striv- 
ing with  unavailing  efforts  to  avert  the  ruin  which  is  be- 
fore him.  It  has  oflen  been  my  lot,  sir,  to  see  the  once 
thriving  planter  reduced  to  despair,  cursing  his  hard  fatt*. 
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g&thering'  up  the  small  remnants  of  his  broken  fortune, 
and,  with  his  wife  and  his  little  ones,  tearinji^  himself  from 
the  scenes  of  his  childhood,  and  the  bones  of  his  ancestors, 
to  seek,  in 'the  wilderness,  that  reward  for  his  industry,  of 
vhich  your  fatal  policy  has  deprived  him. 

Sir,  when  we  look  at  our  fertile  fields,  and  consider  the 
genial  climate  with  which  God  has  blessed  the  South — 
vhen  we  contemplate  the  rare  felicity  of  our  position,  as 
the  producers  of  an  article  which,  under  a  system  of  free 
trade,  would  command  the  markets  of  the  world— is  it  not 
enoug'h  to  fill  our  hearts  almost  to  bursting  to  find  the 
richest  blessings  that  an  indulgent  Providence  ever  show- 
ered down  upon  the  heads  of  any  people,  torn  from  us  by 
the  cruel  poUcy  of  our  own  Government,  to  find  the  boun- 
ties of  Heaven  thus  blasted  by  the  hand  of  nuin  \  Sir,  I  will 
not  deny  that  there  are  other  causes  besides  the  tariff 
which  have  contributed  to  produce  the  evils  which  1  have 
depicted.  Trade  can,  to  some  extent,  be  carried  on  with 
greater  facility  at  New  York,  and  cotton  may  be  raited 
more  profitably  in  Alabama;  but  these  advantages  would 
not  have  broken  up  the  commerce  or  depressed  the  agri- 
cuHnre  of  South  Carolina,  while  an  unrestricted  inter* 
course  with  foreign  nations  enabled  us  to  realize  the  most 
moderate  profits!  Men  do  not  quit  their  accustomed  em« 
ployroents  or  the  homes  of  their  fathers,  for  any  small 
addition  to  their  profits.  It  is  only  when  restriction  has 
reached  a  point  which  leaved  the  door  still  open  to  one, 
vh3e  it  closes  it  against  the  other,  that  this  result  is  pro- 
duced; and,  therefore,  it  is,  that  a  rapid  transfer  of  capital 
and  population  is  now  added  to  the  other  evils  with  which 
tfaec^d  States  are  afRictod. 

In  this  condition  of  the  country,  where  is  there  to  be 
found  a  fulfilment  of  the  promises  held  out  to  the  South 
in  1834^  We  were  then  told  that  we  had  mistaken  the 
true  character  of  this  ^stem.  We  were  entreated  only 
to  try  it  for  a  short  time.  We  were  told  that  the  taxes  im- 
posed on  foreign  articles  would  be  but  temporary;  tliat 
the  manufactures  would  want  protection  but  for  a  short 
time — only  to  give  them  a  8tart->-and  that  they  would  soon 
be  able  to  stand  alone.  We  were  to  have  had  a  double 
market  for  our  cotton — high  prices,  reviving  commerce, 
and  renewed  prosperity.  Sir,  after  the  experiente  of 
four  years,  the  tariff  of  '28  came  up  for  consideration,  by 
which  the  protecting  system  was  to  be  further  extenided 
and  enlarged.  And  what  was  found  to  have  been  the  re- 
sult of  four  years'  experience  at  the  South?  Not  a  hope 
fulfilled,  not  one  promise  performed— «nd  our  condition 
infinitely  worse  than  it  had  been  four  years  before.  Sir, 
the  whole  South  rose  up  as  one  man,  and  protested  agunst 
any  further  experiment  with  this  fataJ  system.  The  whole 
of  the  representatives  of  seven  States,  Virginia,  North  Ca- 
rolina.  South  Carolina,  Georgia,  Alabama,  Mississippi,  and 
Tennessee,  (with,  I  believe,  but  three  dissenting  voices,) 
recorded  their  votes  against  that  bill.  Sir,  do  not  gentle- 
men find  in  this  fact  some  evidence  of  the  dangerous  cha- 
racter of  that  legislation  on  which  this  system  is  based  ^ 
Can  it  be  wise— can  it  be  just — can  it  be  prudent — to  adopt 
and  enforce  a  policy  so  essentially  sectional  in  its  charac- 
ter' Can  we  hope  for  harmony,  peace,  and  concord,  while 
enforcing  a  system  against  which  an  entire  section  of  your 
cfjuntry  so  strongly  revolts?  It  is  the  essential  principle 
of  the  representative  system,  that  a  mutual  sympathy  of 
feeling  and  of  interest  should  bind  together  the  people 
and  their  rulers;  and  it  may  be  worthy  of  profound  reflec- 
tion how  far  that  principle  is  essentially  preserved  by  a 
scheme  of  legislationt  under  which  the  feeling^  and  inte- 
rests of  so  large  a  portion  of  the  country  are  outraged  and 
trampled  on,  when  taxes  are  imposed,  not  by  the  repre- 
sentatives of  those  who  are  to  bear  the  buraena»  but  of 
those  who  are  to  receive  the  bounty. 

Nowy  nr,  let  us  turn  our  attention  to  the  North.  And 
here  I  cannot  speak  from  my  own  knowledge,  but  I  am 
free  to  confess  that  if  we  are  to  credit  the  acooimts  we 
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have  heard,  the  rich  fruits  of  the  sjrstem  have  been  scat- 
tered in  this  quarter  with  a  profuse  hand.  We  are. told 
that  manufacturing  establishments  have  sprung  up  ever^ 
where  as  if  by  enchantment.  Thriving  towns  and  beauti- 
ful villages  cover  the  whole  face  of  the  land.  Millions  of 
capital  have  been  withdrawn  from  other  pursuits,  and  in- 
vested in  manufiu:tures.  Joint  stock  companies  are  re- 
ceiving enormous  dividends;  and  the  people  (at  least  in 
the  neighborhood  of  the  establi^ments  built  up  and 
sustained  b^  the  system)  are  rejoicing  in  a  prosperity  un- 
exampled in  the  history  of  the  world.  But,  m*,  in  the 
midst  of  this  universal  joy,  we  hear  occasionally  the  voice 
of  lamentation  and  complaint.  There  are  those  north  of 
the  Potomac,  wise,  and  experienced,  and  patriotic  men, 
well  acquainted,  too,  with  the  actual  condition  of  things, 
who  tell  us  that  this  apparent  prosperity  is  in  a  g^^at 
measure  delusive;  that  the  system  has  operated  in  building 
up  a  favored  class  at  the  expense  of  the  rest  of  the  comr 
mumty;  that  it  has,  in  fact,  made  the  "rich  richer,  and 
the  poor  poorer."  I  have  before  me  Mveral  statements, 
all  going  to  prove  these  assertions,  as  to  several  of  the 
most  flourishing  manufacturing  establishments  of  the  North. 
I  will  trouble  the  Senate  with  but  one  of  them,  and  that 
merely  by  way  of  illustration.  The  article  is  from  the  pen 
of  one  o^  the  ablest  political  economists  in  the  Union- 
one  who  has  laid  his  country  under  a  lasting  debt  of 
gratitude. 

[Mr.  Hatkx  here  read  a  statement  from  the  Banner  of 
the  Constitution,  proving  that  a  flourishing  cotton  manu- 
factory at  the  Falls  Village,  in  New  Hampshire,  was,  from 
their  own  showing,  maintained  by  a  tax  on  the  community, 
excee<^ng  the  entire  profits  of  the  establishment  by 
^101,000  per  annum;  and  that,  if  a  purse  was  made  up» 
and  every  operative  man,  woman,  and  child  paid  one 
hundred  dowirs  per  annum  for  standing  idle  or  turning 
grindstones,  the  public  would  be  gainers  by  #101,000 
annually.] 

It  will  be  seen,  therefore,  that,  with  regard  to  some,  at 
least,  of  our  most  flourishing  manufiicturing  establishments, 
the  profits  derived  are  dniwn  from  Ihe  pockets  of  the 
people.  But,  it  will  be  sud,  '*  here  is  a  case  in  which  the 
South  participates  in  the  bounty;  here  is  a  home  market 
foond  for  three  thousand  bales  of  Carolina  cotton."  Sir, 
I  seize  the  opportunity  to  dispel  forever  the  delunon,  that 
the  South  can  derive  any  compensation  in  a  home  market 
for  the  injurious  operations  of  the  protecting  nrstem.  The 
case  before  us  affords  a  striking  illustration  of  this  truth. 
The  value  of  the  raw  material  is  about  one-fourth  part  of 
the  manufiictured  article.  Now  if  the  cotton  goods 
manufiictimMl  at  the  Falls  Villagpe  were  imported  from 
England,  instead  of  being  made  m  New  Hampshire,  we 
should  find  a  market  for  twelve  thousand  bales  of  our 
cotton  instead  of  three;  so  that,  instead  of  gaining  a  market 
for  three  thousand  bales  of  cotton,  we  have  lost  a  market 
of  nine  thousand.  The  home  market  for  our  cotton  is 
not  a  new,  or  additional,  but  a  substituted  market.  If  the 
trade  were  free,  the  goods  manufactured  in  this  country 
would  be  imported  from  England,  and  paid  for  in  our 
cotton;  but,  in  outting  off  the  imports,  you,  of  course,  to 
the  same  extent,  diminish  our  exports.  Now  suppose,  to 
make  this  matter  too  plain  for  cavil  or  dispute,  that  we 
exported  to  Great  Britain  one  hundred  thousand  bales  of 
cotton,  worth  (at  thirty  dollars  a  bale)  three  nulUons  of 
dollars,  and  that  we  received  in  exclumge  three  millions 
of  dollars  worth  of  British  cotton  goods.  How  much  of 
our  cotton  would  it  take  to  manufiicture  these  goods? 
Why,  just  twenty-five  thousand  bales,  while  the  remaining 
sevens-five  thousand  would  be  disposed  of  on  the  conti- 
nent. But  suppose  the  importation  of  these  goods  pro- 
hibited, in  order  that  they  should  be  made  at  home,  what 
portion  of  this  cotton  would  find  a  home  market?  Only 
twenty.five  thousand  bales,  and  the  remaining  seventy- 
five  thousand  must  be  left  on  our  hands.    Thus,  it  wdl 
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be  seen  that  the  effect  of  sub8tituting>  a  home  market  in 
the  place  of  a  foreign  market  for  our  cotton,  would  be  to 
deprive  us  entirely  of  a  market  for  three-fourths  of  our 
productions.  This  result  is  inevitable,  unless  the  domestic 
manufacturer  can  enter  into  competition  with  the  British 
in  foreign  markets— an  idea  altogether  too  extravagant  to 
be  worSiy  of  serious  notice;  for  surely  if  any  thing  can 
be  considered  certain,  we  may  safely  assume  that  articles 
which  cannot  be  manufactured  at  home,  without  a  pro- 
tecting duty  of  from  fifty  to  one  hundred  per  cent.,  cannot 
enter  into  competition  with  foreign  manufactures  in  the 
markets  of  the  world,  where  they  will,  of  course,  have 
no  protection  whatever.  But  to  return  to  the  condition 
of  the  North  under  the  protecting  policy.  If  the  rich 
fruits  of  the  system  in  that  quarter  were  greater  even  than 
they  are  alleged  to  be,  I  should  still  think  that  tbey  hftve 
been  purchased  at  too  dear  a  rate,  tt  has  even  there 
depressed  our  commerce,  disturbed  all  the  relations  of 
society,  and  had  a  tendency -to  produce  that  inequality  of 
fortunes  which  may,  one  day  or  other,  be  fatal  to  the 
liberties  of  this  country. 

Surveying,  with  the  feelinesof  an  American,  the  actual 
condition  of  thines,  I  should  certainly  be  disposed  to  ex- 
change all  the  blessings  which  the  protecting  system  has 
produced,  even  in  New  England,  for  those  which  it  has 
destroyed.  In  the  place  of  the  splendid  villages,  flourish- 
ing manufactories,-  joint  stock  companies,  and  lordly  pro- 
prietors, clothed  in  fine  linen,  and  fai*ing  sumjptuously 
every  day,  as  a  patriot,  I  should  be  disposed  to  sfty,  give 
me  back  the  ships  which  have  been  desti'oyed,  the  mer- 
chants which  have  been  reduced  to  bankruptcy,  the  sailors 
that  have  been  forced  into  foreign  service,  the  •*  plunder- 
ed ploughmen  and  beggared  yeomanry,"  who  have  been 
driven  from  the  pursuits  of  their  choice  into-  the  gloomy 
walls  of  a  manufactory;  give  me  back  these;  and,  above 
all,  give  me  back  content;  restore  the  peace  and  harmony 
which  this  system  has  destroved,  and  I  will  consent  that 
every  manufacturing  establishment  shall  be  razed  to  its 
foundation,  which  has  been  built  up,  and  can  only  be 
sustained,  by  this  nccursed  system.'  Sir,  if  wealth  were 
the  highest  good  of  a  nation,  and  pecuniary  profit  the 
only  standard  by  which  a  wise  policy  could  be  measured, 
it  would  even  then  be  more  than  questionable  how  far 
this  system  could  be  justified.  But  there  are  higher  and 
more  sacred  principles  involved  in  this  question,  which 
cannot  be  safely  disreg^rde4;  there  are  considerations  of 
justice  and  political  equality,  which  rise  f.i.r  above  all 
calculations  of  mere  profit  and  loss.  Sir,  what  will  it 
profit  you  if  you  gain  the  whole  world,  and  lose  the 
hearts  of  your  people?  This  is  a  confederated  Government, 
founded  on  a  spirit  of  mutual  conciliation,  concession, 
and  compromise;  and  it  is  neither  a  just,  prudent,  nor 
rightful  exercise  of  the  high  trust  with  which  you  are 
invested  for  the  common  good,  to  resort  to  a  system  of 
legislation  by  which  benefits  and  burdens  are  unequally 
distributed.  Sir,  can  any  gentleman  look  this  subject 
fairly  in  the  face,  and  not  perceive  that  such  a  Government 
as  ours  (instituted  for  a  few  definite  purposes,  in  which 
every  portion  of  tl^  Union  must,  from  the  very  nature  of 
things,  have  a  common  interest)  cannot  turn  aside  from 
their  h'gh  duties,  and  undertake  to  control  the  domestic 
industry  of  individuals,  without  undermining  tiie  very 
foundations  of  our  republican  system?  It  is  contrary  to 
the  whole  genius  and  character  of  our  institutions,  the 
very  form  and  structure  of  our  Government,  that  it  should 
undertake  to  regelate  the  wiiole  labor  and  capital  of  this 
extensive  country.  A  perseverance  in  this  course  will 
sow  the  seeds  of  dissension  broadcast  throughout  the  land; 
and  let  it  be  remembered  that  discord  is  not  a  plant  of 
slow  growth,  but  one  that  flourishes  in  every  soil,  and 
never  fails  to  produce  its  fruit  in  due  season.  What  a 
spectacle  do  yon  even  now  exhibit  to  the  world?  A  large 
portion  iS  your  fellow -citizens,  believing  themselves  to  be 


grievously  oppressed  by  an  unwise  and  unconstitutional 
system,  are  clamoring  at  your  doors  for  justice,  while 
another  portion,  supposing  that  they  are  aijoying  rich 
bounties  under  it,  are  treating  their  complaint^with  scorn 
and  contempt.  God  only  knows  where  all  this  is  to  end. 
But  it  "will  not,  and  it  cannot,  come  to  good."  We  at 
the  South  still  call  you  our  brethren,  and  have  ever 
cherished  towards  you  the  strongest  feelings  of  affection; 
but  were  you  the  brothers  of  our  blood,  for  whom  we 
should  coin  our  hearts,  it  is  not  in  human  nature  that  we 
should  long  continue  to  retain  for  you  undiminished  affec- 
tion, when  all  hope  ofredress  shall  have  passed  away,  and 
we  shall  continue  to  believe  that  you  are  visiting  us  with  a 
hard  and  cruel  oppression,  and  enforcing  a  cold,  heartless, 
and  selfifih  policy. 

I  shall  now  proceed,  Mr.  President,  to  examine  the 
character  of  the  protecting  s)'stem.  And  here  I  shall 
assume,  that  the  protection  it  extends  to  the  American 
manufactures  is  something  substantial,  and  affords  some 
advantage,  be  it  more  or  less,  to  the  protected  interests. 
I  shall  ^ke  it  for  granted  that  it  is  intended  to  enable  the 
American  manufacturers  to  enter  into  that  successful  com- 
petition with  the  foreign,  which  they  could  not  do  without 
such  protection;  that  tiie  effect  of  the  system  is  to  enable 
the  American  manufacturer  to  obtain  more  for  his  goods 
than  he  could  otherwise  command.  In  a  word,  that  it 
affords  substantial  protection,  and  is  not  like  that  extend- 
ed to  cotton — ^a  mere  name.  For,  on  this  latter  point,  let 
it  be  remembered  that  the  first  cotton  produced  in  this 
country  found  a  market  abroad;  and  tliat,  even  now,  nearly 
the  whole  of  it  is  disposed  of  in  Europe,  where  it  maintains 
a  successful  competition  against  all  the  world.  It  is  idle, 
therefore,  to  talk  of  the  benefit  of  a  protecting  duty  to 
cotton  at  home.  It  is  beyond  all  dispute,  sir,  that,  if  any 
duty  be  necessary  to  protection,  it  can  only  be  because 
it  enables  the  manufacturer  to  sell  his  g^oods  for  more 
than  he  could  otherwise  obtain  for  them.  Now,  in  thin 
view  of  the  subject,  let  us  see  how  the  question  will  stand. 
How  must  such  a  system  operate?  First,  on  the  different 
interests,  and,  secondly,  on  t])e  different  sections  of  the 
country.  We  will  assume  that  a  particular  manufacture 
cannot  be  produced  in  the  country,  within  fifty  per  cent, 
as  cheaply  at  home,  as  the  same  article  could  be  obtained 
from  abroad,  and  that  a  duty  which,  with  charges,  shoulJ 
be  equal  to  about  fifty  per  cent,  was  absolutely  necessary 
to  introduce  and  to  sustain  it.  Such  a  duty  must  operate  as 
a  tax  on  every  other  class  in  the  commijmty,  for  tlie 
benefit  of  the  manufacturer;  and,  supposing  it  to  be  im- 
posed, not  for  revenue,  but  protection,  would  be  a  double 
tax.  Suppose  the  value  of  the  imported  article  to  be  a 
million  of  dollars,  the  duty  would  be  half  a  million;  and  if 
the  protection  amounted  to  an  equal  sum,  hei'e  would  be  a 
tax  of  a  million  of  doUara  imposed  upon  the  whole  people, 
to  secure  a  bounty  of  half  a  million  to  one  portion  of  them. 
But  it  is  said  the  bounty  is  not  confined  to  the  manufactur- 
ers— that  other  classes  partici;;;ite.  I  adroit  that  there  is  a 
circle  embraced  within  the  range  of  the  manufactui'ing 
influence,  that  partake  of  the  benefits  of  the  system. 
Farmers  in  the  neighborhood,  who  supply  the  opei-atives 
with  food — mechanics,  who  construct  the  buildings  and 
machinery— clergymen,  physicians,  lawyers,  and  others, 
who  make  tip  a  manufacturing  village,  all  come  in  for  a 
share  of  the  gains,  and  constitute,  in  fact,  the  protected 
class  which  enjoy  the  benefits  of  the  system;  but  all  other 
classes  in  the  community  must  obviously  be  laid  under 
contribution,  to  make  that  a  profitable,  which  would 
otherwise  he  an  unprofitable  pursuit;  and,  in  the  case  as- 
sumed, would  be  taxed  to  the  amount  of  one  million  of 
dollars,  to  secure  to  the  favored  class  a  bounty  of  half  a 
million.  Now  suppose,  sir,  such  a  system  as  this  to  be 
extended  to  all  the  cottons,  woollens,  iron,  and  sugar, 
made  in  any  cnunti*y,  and  we  will  take  that  country  to  be 
the  United  States.  We  will  suppose,  further,  tliat  cottons 
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could  not  be  profitably  manufiictured  witliout  a  protecting 
duty  of  from  twenty-fire  to  a  hundred  per  cent. ;  woollens 
from  ioKy-five  to  two  hundred  per  cent. ;  iron  from  one 
hundred  to  two  hundred  per  cent.;  sugar  from  one 
hundred  to  one  hundred  and  fifty  per  cent.;  and  that 
these  duties  were  accordingly  imposed  on  these  several 
articles,  (amounting  in  the  whole  to  the  sum  of  nine  roil- 
iions  of  dollars  annually;)  that,  in  consequence  of  these 
doties,  the  protection  on  all  the  cottons  manufactured  in 
the  country  was  equal  to  three  cents  a  yard,  and  amount- 
ed to  six  inillioiis  of  dollars  per  annum — ^woi^lens  to  eight 
millions — iron  to  one  million — and  sugar  to  a  million  and 
a  half — ^producing,  as  the  result  of  the  whole  system,  a 
tax  of  mne  loiUions  on  the  foreign  article,  to  secure  a 
bounty  of  sxteen  millions  and  a  half  to  the  home  manu- 
facturers. I  ba\'e  supposed  protection  to  be  the  exclusive 
object  of  this  system,  and  it  then  clearly  follows  that  all 
other  classes  would  be  taxed  twenty-five  millions  of  dollars 
per  annoni,  in  order  to  secure  to  the  favored  class  a  pro- 
tection of  sixteen  millions.  The  Government  would, 
indeed,  receive  its  nine  millions:  but  it  would  be  an  ag- 
gravation of  the  evils  of  the  system,  that  this  amount 
siMiald  be  lerietl  when  it  was  not  wanted,  in  order  to 
Kcure  the  protected  classes  in  their  monopoly.  The  rates 
of  duties  which  I  have  here  assumed,  are  those  now  actu- 
ally imposed  on  the  protected  articles,  (and  which  it  is 
proposed  to  retain  as  essential  to  protection,)  and  the 
amount  of  the  protection  enjoyed  by  the  manufacturers  is 
Slated  at  the  very  lowest  that  has  ever  been  estimated  by 
any  p^«on  who  has  undertaken  to  examine  the  subject. 
If  yoa  suppose  half  of  the  duty  here  stated  to  be  necessary 
for  rereaue,  this  would  not  diminish  tlie  weight  of  the 
burden,  though  it  would  lessen  to  that  extent  the  injustice 
of  the  tax;  and  let  gentlemen  make  what  deductioas  they 
please,  eidier  from  the  duty  imposed  or  the  bounty  re- 
ceived, and  it  will  make  no  differenoe  whatever  in  the 
principle.  Whether  it  b^  one  million  or  twenty,  just  so 
hr  as  the  system  is  protective  in  its  character,  and  imposes 
any  tax  upon  the  foreign  article,  and  affords  any  protec- 
tion whatever  to  the  domestic,  is  the  system  a  tax  imposed 
upon  the  other  classes  to  render  profitable  the  industry  of 
the  manufiictorers.  And  when  this  tax  amounts,  as  it  un- 
questionably does  in  the  case  before  us,  at  the  very  lowest 
estimate,  to  twenty  or  thirty  millions  a  year,  Tt  becomes  a 
scheoie  of  monstrous  injustice  and  oppression.  Now  let 
OS  tiace  this  system  one  step  further.  Suppose  such  a 
sy&tem  applied  to  a  country  of  a  homogeneous  character, 
with  the  same  capacity  fur  manufacturing  every  where, 
and  that  manufacturing  establishments  should  consequent- 
ly be  equally  diffused  through  every  section.  The  bene- 
fits and  the  burdens  of  the  system  would,  in  such  a  case, 
W.  equally  upon  every  portion  of  the  country,  though  not 
upon  the  different  interests  of  the  State.  It  ha»  been  said 
that,  if  the  profits  of  manufactures  were  raised  by  such  a 
system  above  the  average  of  the  profits  of  the  whole 
comiDunity,  the  labor  and  capital  absorbed  in  other  pur- 
suits would  flow  into  the  new  employment,  and  that 
the  whole  would  ultimately  be  equalized.  Admit  that  in 
process  of  time  this  might  be  the  result;  yet  it  could  not 
take  place  at  once,  because  men  cannot  transfer  at  plea- 
iore  their  labor  and  capital  from  their  accustomed  pursuits 
to  others.  But  if  the  profits  should  be  thus  ultimately 
equalized  in  a  particular  community,  yet,  if  the  favored 
pursuit  was  only  rendered  profitable  by  the  protection 
extended  to  it,  it  is  clear  that  the  scheme  would  result 
in  an  aggregate  loss  to  the  whole  community^  equal  to 
^  full  amount  of  the  bounty.  I  have  assumed  the  case  of 
>a  unprofitable  pursuit  being  rendered  profitable  by  the 
protecting  system,  ibr  to  any  other  case  the  system  is 
vbolly  inapplicable.  If  the  domestic  manufiicturer  can 
Bake  his  goods  as  cheaply,  and  supply  the  domestic  mar- 
ket on  as  &vorablc  terms,  as  they  could  be  obtained  from 
abroad,  then  it  is  clear  that  no  protection  whatever  would 


be  necessary.  It  may  be  that  in  the  very  infancy  of  a 
manufacture,  on  its  first  introduction  into  a  country,  a 
small  protection  for  a  short  time  might  hasten  its  advance- 
ment; but,  at  roost,  tlie  withholding  of  such  protection 
could  have  no  other  eifect  than  to  delay  its  introduction 
for  a  few  years;  for  the  existence,  in  any  country,  of  un- 
employed capital,  and  individual  sagacity  and  enterprise 
sufficient  to  direct  it  prudently,  would  soon  lead  to  the 
introduction  of  every  branch  of  manufactures  for  which 
such  country  was  really  prepared.  But  this  stage  of  in- 
fancy once  passed,  it  is  preposterous  to  talk  of  the  neces- 
sity of  protecting  any  article  that  can  really  be  made  as 
cheaply  at  home  as  it  can  be  obtained  from  abroad;  and 
to  assert  that  to  reduce  such  p^otection  to  twenty  or  thirty 
per  cent,  would  be  ruinous  to  any  manufacture,  is  to 
admit  at  once  tliat  such  article  cannot  be  proBtably 
.made  at  home,  and  consequently  that  it  can  only  be  sus- 
tained at  the  expense  of  the  other  interests  in  the  commu- 
nitv.  Now,  sir,  let  us  suppose  another  case,  and  it  is 
unhappily  the  very  case  which  now  exists  in  tlie  United 
States.  We  will  suppose  an  extensive  country,  of  which 
one  portion  is  exclusively  agricultural,  and  incapable  of 
changing  its  pursuits;  and  that  the  other  portion  embraces 
within  its  linruts  all  the  manufactures  and  nuuiufacturing 
capacities  of  the  whole  country.  The  bounty  would  then 
be  exclusively  enjoyed  by  one  section,  and  the  other 
would  share  only  in  the  burdens  of  the  system.  To  make 
the  inequality  still  greater,  it  is  only  necessary  to  suppose 
that  tlie  agricultiurd  section  is  not  only  incapable  of  ma- 
nufacturing at  home,  but  is  prevented,  by  insuperable 
obstacles,  from  emigrating  or  removing  their  property  to 
the  manufacturing  region;  that  their  industry  can  only  be 
profitably  employed  in  exchanging  their  a^cultural 
productions  for  the  very  foreign  articles  which  enter 
into  competition  vrith  the  domestic  manufactures,  and 
which  ape  heavily  taxed  for  the  protection  of  the  latter; 
that  the  effeat  of  such  tax  is  not  only  to  interrupt  the  in- 
tercourse and  impair  the  profits  of  their  industry,  but  that 
the  agricultural  section  is  thereby  exposed  to  the  imminent 
hazard  of  Iiaving  the  market  for  tlieir  productions  entirely 
cut  off;  and,  finally,  to  cap  the  climax  of  this  injustice  and 
oppression,  that  the  taxes  levied  on  the  foreign  articles 
are  expended  almost  exclusively  in  the  favored  renon; 
and  you  then  have,  Mr.  President,  tlie  whole  case  of  the 
South  spread  open  before  you.  Their  pursuits  are  alto- 
gether agricultural — they  cannot  change  them — they  can- 
not transfer  their  labor  and  capital  to  the  favored  region— 
they  cannot  find  a  market  for  their  productions,  except , 
by  exchanging  them  for  the  very  foreign  manufactured 
which  are  taxed  almost  to  prohibition,  and  the  taxes  thus 
iwed  are  expended  in  other  sections.  Is  there  a  man 
in  this  assembly  who  can  lay  his  lumd  upon  his  heart,  and 
say  that  it  is  a  Just  and  equal  aystem)  It  may  be  said, 
however,  that  all  this  is  merely  the  result  of  our  peculiar 
condition,  and  the  nature  of  our  pursuits.  It  is  not  so. 
All  we  ask,  is  to  be  let  alone.    Leave  us  to  the  fi«e 


sir. 


enjoyment  of  the  bounties  of  heaven,  and  the  advantages 
of  our  situation,  and  we  ask  no  more.  But  where  is  the 
justice  and  equality  of  a  system  of  legislaiion  which  is  to 
make  profitable  the  industry  of  others  by  the  destruction 
of  our  own  >  And  by  wlmt  right  is  it  that  we  are  to  be  made 
victims  to  the  prosperity  of  others^  I  will  here  borrow  an 
illustration  to  make  this  matter  phiin.  The  Southern  SUIes 
supply  themselves  with  wooUens,  cottons,  andiron,  by  rais- 
ing cotton,  rice,  and  tobacco.  Now,  suppose  we  should 
exchange  a  bale  of  cotton  for  a  bale  of  coarse  wooUens,  for 
the  use  of  our  shtves,  containing,  we  will  say,  a  hurfdred 
pieces.  This  bale  of  cloth  is  ours.  It  is  the  fruit  of  our 
own  labor,  of  American  capital,  and  home  industry.  We 
may  be  said  to  have  manufactured  it,  not  with  the  spindle 
and  the  loom,  but  with  the  plough  and  the  hoe.  Now, 
sir,  we  will  suppose  that  a  Northern  manufacturer  has^ 
by  the  application  of  an  equal  ampnnt  of  labor  and  capi- 
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tal,  produced  a  similar  bale  of  woollens,  of  preciselj  the 
same  quality  and  value.  In  what  respect  is  the  manufac- 
turer entitled  to  be  rerarded  with  more  favor  than  the 
planter.'  Does  the  freight  which  we  may  have  paid  ta 
the  ship  owner,  and  the  employment  given  to  navigation, 
entitle  us  to  less  favor  in  the  eyes  of  the  Government? 
Are  the  plough  and  the  hoe  less  favored  instruments  of 

{>roduction  than  the  spindle  and  the  loom?    Perfect  equa- 
it3r,  sir,  would  seem  to  require  that  we  should  stancf,  at 
least,  on  the  same  footing,  and  that,  whether  these  wool- 
lens  were  wanted  for  consumption  or  for  sale,  they  should 
be  subjected  to  exactly  the  same  tax.     But  how  are  we 
treated  by  a  just  and  paternal  Government,  who  careth, 
we  are  told,  equally  ror  all  her  children?    Our  bale  of 
woollens  is  stopped  at  the  custom-house,  and  forty  pieces 
are  taken  out  as  a  tax  to  the  Government,  whereby  our 
stock  is  reduced  to  sixty  pieces,  while  the  bale  of  the 
manufacturer  'is  free  from  all  taxation.     If  these  articles 
are  wanted  for  our  own  consumption,  we  can  consume 
but  sixty  pieces;  while  the  manufacturer  retains  his  hun- 
dred pieces.     If  the  goods  are  wanted  for  sale,  we  have 
but  sixty  pieces  to  be  converted  into  money,  or  to  be  ex- 
chan^d  tor  other  commodities;  while  the  manufacturer 
has  hM  hundred  pieces  for  the  same  purposes;  and  if  we 
should  happen  to  meet  at  the  same  market,  as  the  two 
articles  must  sell  at  the  same  price,  being  of  the  same 
quality,  the  manufacturer  will,  of  course,  realize  forty 
per  cent,  more  than  the  planter.     Now,  sir,  what  are  we 
to  do  in  this  dilemma?    How  are  we  to  escape  this  une- 
qual burden?    The  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat,} 
on  a  former  occamon,  taxed  his  ingenuity  to  provide  us 
the  means  of  escape;  and  I  must  presume  that,  if  bis  inge- 
nuity fuled,  the  case  is  altogether  without  hope.     There 
are  four  ways,  said  the  Senator,  by  which  the  South  may 
avoid  the  tax.     First,  *<  by  abstaining  from  the  purchase 
of  the  foreign  articles."    But,  sir,  we  cannot  do  without 
them;  and  this  trade,  moreover,  furnishes  the  only  market 
for  our  productions.     To  adopt  this  alternative,  would  be 
to  seal  our  min.     Secondlv,  said  the  gentleman,  «  em- 
ploy the  rival  American  fabric.'*    But,  sir,  if  the  manu- 
ncturer  woukl  take  our  cotton  in  exchange  for  his  pro- 
ductions, (which  he  cannot  do,  except  to  a  very  limited 
extent,^  we  should  pay  as  heavy  a  tax  in  the  price  of  the 
domestic,  as  in  the  auty  on  the  foreign  &bric;  for  no  one 
will  pretend  that,  if  the  quaKt)^  be  the  same,  there  would 
be  any  difference  of  price    in  the  American  market. 
Thirdly,  **  manufacture  for  ourselves."    Sir,  we  cannot 
manufacture.     Except  as  to  a  few  coarse  articles,  dave 
labor  is  utterly  incapable  of  being  applied  lo  such  an  ob- 
ject.    SUves  are  too  improvident,  too  inc^able  of  that 
niinute,  constant,  delicate  attention,  and  that  persevering 
industry  which  is  essential  to  the  success  of  manufacturing 
establidiments.     It  was  but  the  other  day  that  some  of 
our  New  England  brethren  got  it  into  their  heads  that 
they  understood  our  institutions  better  than  we  did  our- 
selves, and  undertook  to  create  a  splendid  manufiicturing 
establishment  in  the  district  represented  by  my  distin- 
guished and  valued  friend,  [Bfr.  McDumx.]    It  was  ac- 
cordingly put  into  operation,  but  had  gone  on  but  a  short 
time,  when  one  of  the  slaves  was  tempted  to  make  free 
with  the  goods,  and,  to  prevent  detection,  burnt  up  the 
•whole  establishment.     It  might  be  supposed,  sir,  that  the 
people  of  Soutli  Carolina  would  not  liave  been  inclined 
to  punish  such  an  offence  with  great  severity;  and  if  the 
■culprit  had  escaped,  I  presume  we  should  not  soon  have 
heard  the  end  of  it.  Not  so,  sir,  however.  We  have  a  law 
which  punishes  arson,  whether  committed  by  a  black  or 
a  white  man,  with  death*     The  offender  was  brought  to 
trial,  and,  being  convicted  on  the  clearest  proof,  suffered 
the  penalty  of  the  law.     And,  sir,  to  show  how  little  jus- 
tice is  sometimes  meted  out  to  the  South,  I  will  state  the 
fact,  tliat,  since  I  arrived  here,  1  have  seen  an  account 
of  this  transaction  in  print,  headed,  with  large  capitals, 


**  cruelty  to  slaves,^'  and  representing  that  a  poor  inno- 
cent neg^o  had  recently  been  hanged  in  South  Carolina 
for  biu>ning  down  a  building  by  accident.  I  think,  str» 
the  gentleman  will  now  himself  aidmit  that,  to  embrace  this 
proposition,  would  only  be,  to  use  an  old  adage,  *' jump- 
ing out  of  the  frylngpan  into  the  fire."  The  last  remeay 
suggested  by  the  gentleman  js,  that  we  should  *'  supply 
ourselves  with  household  manu&ctures."  What,  nr,  give 
u  p  our  fore  ign  trade !  Abandon  our  agricultural  pursuits, 
and  involve  the  whole  Southern  country  in  desolation  and 
ruin !  Arc  we  to  be  driven  from  the  pursuits  of  our  choice, 
in  order  to  promote  the  industry  of  the  manufacturers^ 

The  case  which  I  have  stated,  of  the  bale  of  woollens, 
illustrates  the  unequal  operation  of  this  system  upon  the 
agricultural  industry  of  the  South,  and  the  manufacturings 
industry  of  the  North.     What  is  true  of  a  single  bale,  is 
true  oi  the  whole  amount  of  foreign  importations  which 
are  taxed  for  the  protection  of  the  domestic  manu&cture; 
true  of  the  eight  millions  of  imports  received  in  exchange 
for  the  production  of  South  Carolina;  and  of  the  forty 
millions  deceived  in  exchange  for    the   |H*oductions  of 
the  plantation  States,  or,  at  least,  of  so  much  thereof 
as  embrace  the  protected  articles.     Our  Northern  friends 
say,  however,  that  part  of  our  cotton  and  rice  belong  to 
them.     Be  it  so.     Whatever  remains  to  us,  and  is  right- 
fully ours,  is  subjected  to  the  unequal  system  which  I 
have  above  described.     Sir,  it  is  put  beyond  all  dispute, 
that  the  aj^icultural  industr)'  of  the  South  is  taxed,  une- 
<|uaUy,  unjustly,  enormously  taxed  in  its  foreign  exchanges, 
in  onler  to  render  profitable  the  roanufiicturine  inaus- 
try  of  the  North.     Taxed,  I  will  not  say  to  what  ex- 
tent,  but  preciselv  to  the  amount  of  the  duty  imposed  for 
protection,  and  the  price  added  to  the  domestic  article, 
whatever  these  mav  be.    It  is  said,  «r,  that  the  consumer 
pays  the  tax,  and  that  the  tariff  States  pay  their  full  por- 
tion of  the  tax  on  their  consumption.     Sir,  I  think  thia 
may  be  well  doubted-— our  habits  are  different.     A  South 
Carolina  farmer,  whose  crop  is  worth  a  thousand  dollars, 
sends,  perhaps,  the  whole  of  it  to  market,  and  exchanges 
it  for  foreign  productions,  paying,  it  may  be,  a  dutyof  fif^ 
per  cent. :  his  tax  would  be  five  hundred  dolbtfs.     The 
Northern  or  Western  farmer  raising  produce  to  the  value 
of  a  thousand  dollars,  will  consume  nine  hundred  of  it  on 
his  farm,  and  exchange  but  a  hundred  for  foreign  articles, 
and  be  subjected  to  a  duty  of  onhr  fifty  dolbrs.     This  dif- 
ference of  habits  between  the  different  parts  of  the  coun- 
try is  greater  tlian  would  be  supposed  possible.    I  liave 
known  a  wealthy  planter  in  the  neighborhood  of  Charlea- 
ton,  that  did  not  raise  a  single  article  that  waa  not  sent  to 
foreign  markets,  and  who  purchased  every  thing  that  was 
consumed  by  himself  or  his  slaves.     Uis  cloth  from  Eng- 
land; his  wines  from  France;  his  horses,  mules,  and  hogs, 
from  the  West;  his  com  from  Maryland;  wooden  ware, 
potatoes,  and  other  notions,  from  New  England;  and  I 
assure  our  N«w  England  friends,  that  although  we  do  not 
relish  all  of  their  notions,  there  are  some  that  we  prize  very 
highly.    But,  sir,  if  the  consumer  did,  in  every  case,  pay 
the  whole  amount  of  the  tax,  and  the  consumption  was  in 
exact  proportion  to  population,  could  gentlemen  even 
then  fail  to  see  the  wide  difference  in  the  operation  of  the 
protecting  system  on  the  two  sections,  when  they  consider 
that  the  tariff  States  are  remunerated,  and  more  than  re- 
munerated, for  any  tax  which  they  may  pay,  in  tlie  boun- 
ties they  receive,   while  we  receive  no  remuneration 
whatever?    If  this  be  doubted,  1  will  apply  a  test,  which, 
1  think,  cannot  possibly  deceive  us.     Do  our  New  £ng> 
land  brethren  not  understand  their  own  interest?     Do 
you  think,  sir,  that  tliey  woukl  be  very  apt  to  fall  in  k>ve 
with  taxation,  and  court  the  impositions  of  burdens  ?     How 
comes  it,  then,  that  they  have  been  taught  to  believe 
that  "taxation  is  no  tyranny^"  but,  on  the  contrary,  the 
greatest  of  eartlily  blessings?     Why  is  it  that  they  would 
regai*d  as  the  heaviest  of  calamities  the  reduction  of  the 
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pabllc  burdens?  Is  it  not  clear,  then,  that  they  regard 
the  duties  as  a  bounty  to  their  industry,  and  that  they 
know  that  they  have  the  power  to  indemnify  themselves 
kit  all  that  they  pay  in  duties? 

But,  sir,  there  is  another  view  of  this  matter,  which  de- 
monstrates, I  think,  still  more  plainly,  the  inequality  of  the 
system.  I  allude  to  its  effect  upon  the  people  of  the 
South,  as  producers  of  the  articles  which  are  exchanged 
for  foreign  commodities.  There  are  very  able  men,  sir, 
who  have  i^ndertaken  to  prove  that  we  suffer  from  this 
sfitem  chiefly  in  our  character  as  producers.  To  my 
raindj  it  is  morally  certain  that  the  people  of  the  South, 
either  as  producers  or  consumers,  support  a  burden 
nearly,  if  not  entirely,  equal  to  the- whole  amount  of  the 
tax  levied  on  their  importations.  The  precise  manner 
in  which  this  operates,  is  a  problem  not  so  easy  of  solu- 
tion. I  will  endeavor  to  explain,  howeveri  very  briefly, 
my  conception  of  the  process. 

We  will  suppose  a  perfectly  free  trade  to  be  carried  on 
between  the  Southern  States  and  Great  Britain:  that  is  to 
say,  that  the  articles  on  both  sides  were  admitted  duty  free^ 
Id  this  state  of  thing^  a  progressive  tax,  equal  to  five  per 
cent,  per  annum,  is  imposed  on  British  manufactures  for 
the  protection  of  our  own.  The  first  dut)'  of  five  per  cent 
vould,  doubtless,  be  added  to  the  price.  Before  this 
pn^^ssive  duty  had  advanced  many  steps,  however,  the 
penod  would  arrive  when  no  additional  charge  could  be 
sustained  by  the  consumer,  without  a  reduction  of  his  con- 
samption.  The  next  five  per  cent,  then  imposed  would 
have  to  be  sustained  by  the  merchant,  or  the  foreign  ma- 
nafacturer,  or  the  producer  of  the  cotton,  and  would, 
most  probably,  be  divided  among  them.  In  this  manner, 
as  the  sjrstem  progressed,  the  profits  of  the  merchant 
would  be  reduced  to  the  lowest  scale;  those  of  the  manu- 
facturer would  also  be  brought  down,  and  tlie  Southern 
producer  would,  in  his  turn,  be  compelled  to  submit  to  a 
reduction  in  the  price  of  his  productions.  Each  successive 
step  in  the  further  progress  of  the  system  would  sink  lower 
and  lower  the  price  of  his  cotton,  until  it  was  reduced  to 
the  very  lowest  sum  that  would  pay  the  expense  of  its 
production.  The  veiy  next  step  must,  of  course,  annihi- 
late the  trade,  by  renaering  it  unprofitable  to  all  concern- 
ed. Sir,  there  may  be  a  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the 
point  to  which  we  have  now  arrived  in  the  progress  of 
this  system;  (for,  let  it  be  remembered  that  the  system  is 
still  progressing;)  but,  to  my  mind,  it  is  clear  that  we 
have  long  since  passed  the  point  at  which  any  further  re- 
duction of  profits  could  possibly  be  extorted  from  the 
merchant  or  the  manufacturer,  and  that  every  successive 
increase  of  the  tax  for  years  past  has  fallen  almost  exclu- 
sively upon  the  producer. 

The  proof  of  this  is  to  be  found  in  the  fact  tliat  cotton 
has,  within  a  few  years,  been  gradually  falling,  until  it  has 
lost  more  than  two- thirds  of  its  value,  and  now  barely  pays 
the  expense  of  its  production,  bringing  down  with  it  the 
wages  of  our  agricultural  labor  and  capital  to  the  very 
lowest  point.  Some  gentlemen  insist  that  the  Southern 
prodiu:er  now  bears  nearly  the  whole  of  the  tax,  while  the 
gentlemen  on  the  other  side  contend  that  it  is  a  maxim 
universally  true  that  the  **  consumer  pays  the  tax."  I 
^m  inclined  to  think  the  truth  lies  in  t)ie  middle.  I  can 
certainly  conceive  a  state  of  things  in  which  the  producer 
would,  as  such,  pay  nearly  the  whole  of  the  tax;  but,  ex- 
cept where  the  tax  is  a  very  moderate  one,  or  is  imposed 
upon  the  absolute  necessaries  of  life,  it  is  impossible 
that  the  whole  of  the  weight  could  be  thrown  upon  the 
ooi»umer.  No  one,  surely,  would  contend,  that  if  any 
coouDunity  were  in  the  liabit  of  consuming  fifty  millions 
of  foreign  goods,  imported  duty  free,  they  could  afford 
t!>  consume  any  thing  like  the  same  amount  under  a  duty 
of  fifty  per  cent.,  if  the  whole  duty  were  added  to  tlie 
price.     But  whether  the  tax  be,  in  general,  paid  by  the 


to  my  mind  it  is  clear  that,  in  the  actual  condition  of 
things  the  burden  falls  most  unjustly  and  unequally  on 
the  Southern  States.  I  will  illustrate  this.  We  will  assume 
that  South  Carolina  annually  exchanges  eight  millions  of 
dollars  worth  of  cotton  and  rice  fbr  foreign  goods,  pay- 
ing a  duty  of  fifty  per  cent.,  equal  to  four  millions  of  dol- 
lars. Now,  suppose'  the  consumer  to  pay  the  whole  tax, 
how  would  the  account  stand  ?  Assume  that  no  more  than 
one-half  our  importations  are  consupied  at  home,  say 

#4,000,000 


2,000,000 


The  tax,  at  SO  pel*  cent.,  would  be 

Suppose  two  millions  exchanged  with  our 
Northern  brethren  for  protected  articles, 
the  increased  price  of  which  would  be 
equal  to  the  duty,  this  would  be         -        -    1,000,000 

Making,  -  -  $3,000,000 
The  remaining  two  millioris  being  exchanged  for  un- 
protected articles,  a  tsx  of  one  million  would  be  paid  on 
the  consumption  by  our  Southern  and  Western  brethren. 
From  this  state  of  the  case,  it  would  follow  that,  if  the 
consumer  pays  the  whole  tax,  we  would  pay,  as  consumers, 
three  millions  out  of  the9e  four  imposed  upon  the  foreign 
articles  received  in  exchange  for  our  productions,  tliough 
we  should  consume  only  half  of  them.  But  if  we  take  it 
for  granted  tliat  the  tax  cannot  be  added  to  the  price,  we 
would  of  course  get  back  no  part  of  the  duties  paid  at  the 
custom-house;  and,  in  that  case,  we  should  bear  the  whole 
burden.  It  has  been  said  that  the  duties  on  imported  ar- 
ticles fall  chiefly  on  the  merchant  and  the  foreign  manu- 
facturer; but  I  hold  this  to  be  impossible,  for  surely  two 
or  three  per  cent,  is  the  utmost  reduction  that  can  be 
made  from  the  profits  of  the  merchant,  and  not/hiuch 
more  could  be  taken  off'from  those  of  th^  manufacturer. 
Indeed,  how  could  it  be  expected  that  the  American  de- 
mand for  British  manufiu:tures  would  materially  affect 
their  price,  when  not  more,  probably,  than  a  twentieth 
part  of  the  whole  finds  a  market  in  this  country  ?  It  is  on 
the  American  producer^  therefore,  that  this  tax  must 
chiefly  fall.  Sir,  the  duties  upon  imports  are  either  pdd 
bv  the  consumer,  or  they  are  not.  If  they  are  paia  by 
him,  I  have  shown  that  the  far  greater  portion  of  the  du- 
ties on  the  goods  received  in  exchange  for  our  cc^on  falls 
upon  Uie  planter,  and  that  for  this  he  receives  no  remune- 
ration whatever.  If  the  duties  are  not  paid  bv  the  con- 
sumer— ^that  is  to  say,  if  they  are  not  added  to  the  price — 
then  it  is  manifest  that  the  whole  amount  of  duties  falls 
upon  us,  without  the  possibility  of  relieving  ourselves  from 
any  part  of  the  burden.  As  to  the  popular  notion  thaf  all 
consumers  must  pay  equally,  I  will  ask  any  gentleman  to 
tell  me  how  it  is  with  those  who  consume  the  tax.  -  Here 
is  a  tax  of  sixteen  millions  imposed,  directly  or  indirectly, 
upon  Southern  production.  Fourteen  millions  of  this 
amount  are  trmnsferred  to,  the  North,  and  there  con- 
sumed. Are  the  consumers  of  these  fourteen  millions 
taxed  on  their  consumption  paid  as  highly  as  those  who 
have  the  whole  amount? 

Sir,  I  have  done  with  this  branch  of  the  subject.  Great 
as  are  the  present  evils  of  the  system  to  the  South,  there 
are  greater  still — in  prospect.  We  are  seriously  threaten- 
ed with  the  entire  loss  of  the  foreign  markets  for  our  pro- 
ductions. All  trade  is  but  an  exchange  of  equivalents,  and 
is  founded  on  the  maxim  of  "  give  and  take."  If  you  ex- 
clude British  goods  from  our  market,  y6u,  in  effect,  ex- 
clude our  cotton  from  their  markets.  It  is  in  vain  to  tell 
us  that  England  must  liave  our  cotton.  You  may  force 
her  to  do  without  it.  ^  Even  now  she  supplies  herself,  to  a 
great  extent,  from  other  countries;  from  her  East  India 
possessions,  Egypt,  Brazil,  and  elsewhere;  and  you  will 
make  it  her  interest,  in  the  end,  to  give  up  the  American 


, - ,  „.  ^ ,  , ^  trade  entirely.     Even  now  she  Is  looking  to  this  as  a  possi- 

produccr  or  the  consumer,  or  be  divided  between  them,  ble  event.    You  find  her  encouriiging  the  production  of 
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cotton  in  the  East  Indies,  by  a  discriminating  duty  to  which 
you  have  forced  her,  and  stimulating'  the  production  of 
the  article  in  South  America,  where  she  is  furnished  with 
ft  market  for  lier  manufactures,  almost  duty  free.  Can 
we,  then,  be  blihd  ttf  ifit  fate  that  awaits  us  when  the 
American  system  shall  b^  consummated,  and  we  shall'  be 
cut  off  from  a  markc^t  for  seven  hundred  thousand  bales 
of  our  cotton? — aii  event  that  it  is  hardly  necessary  for  me 
to  say  would  involve  the  whole  Soutli  in  irretrievable 
ruin.  It  is  idle  for  gentlemen  to  pretend  that  the  North 
can  ever  furnish  a  home  market  for  all.the  cotton  of  the 
South.  Two  or  three  hundred  thousand  bales  is  the  ut- 
most extent  to  which  we  could  find  a  market  in  that  quar- 
ter. The  catalogue  of  the  evils  of  this  system,  however, 
is  not  yet  completed.  It  is  not  merely  the  mischief  it  has 
done,  and  the  still  greater  evils  which  it  threatens,  but  it 
has  arrested  our  march  to  greatness,  and  prevented  us 
from  fulfilUng  our  high  destinies.  What  would  have  been 
the  condition  of  this  country  now,  if  we  had  never  been 
deprived  of  the  blessings  of  free  trade?  Why  is  it  that 
our  tonnage  and  our  exports  have  not  grown  with  our 
growth,  and  strengthened  with  our  strength?  It  is  be- 
cause our  prosperity  has  been  blasted  by  the  restrictive 
system.  Look,  sir,  at  this  picture.  In  1810,  with  a  po- 
pulation of^cven  millions,  we  had  a  tonnage  of  one  million 
four  hundred  thousand.  In  1831,  with  a  population  of 
thirteen  millions.  Our  tonnage  is  reduced  to  one  million 
two  hundred  thousand;  and,  going  still  further  back,  in 
the  year  1800,  our  exports  amounted  to  eighty-one  mil- 
lions, while  now,  with  a  population  of  thirteen  millions. 
Our  exports  are  reduced  to  seventy-two  millions. 

Thus,  while  our  population  has  increased  neai-ly  three- 
fold, our  foreign  commerce  has  not  advanced  at  all.  Sir, 
if  Washington's  free  trade  system  had  continued  unto 
this  day,  (for  bf  it  remembered  that  Alexander  Hamilton's 
prott^cting  system  was  essentially  a  system  of  free  trade, 
imposing  duties  only  of  from  five  to  seven  and  a  half  per 
cent:)  cam  it  be  doubted  that  we  should  now  have  had  a 
tonniige  of  two  millions  and  a  half,  and  that  our  exports 
would  have  amounted  to  one  hundred  and  d^f  milhons? 
I  am  told  that  one  of  the  ablest  financiers  in  this  country 
has. recently  declared  that  he  -should  consider  an  average 
duty  of  twelve  or  fifleen  per  cent,  ad  valorem  as  abun- 
dantly sufficient  for  all  the  purposes  of  revenue;  and  that, 
under  such  a  system,  our  imports  and  exports  would,  in 
his  opinion,  exceed  a  hundred  millions  of  dollars  the  very 
first  year.  I  kfiow,  Mr.  President,  that  it  has  sometimes 
been  said  that  the  evils  under  which  the  South  is  suffer- 
ing arise  from  the  over-production  of  cotton;  but  this  is 
not  so.  Cotton  is  an  article,  the  production  of  which  can- 
not be  overdone.  It  is  the  cheapest  of  aU  knowiT  raw 
materials.  It  is  fast  superseding  silk,  wool,  hemp,  and 
flax,  all  over  the  world.  As  a  proof  of  this,  I  will  advert 
to  the  fact  that,  during  a  period,  in  England,  when  her 
woollen  manufactures  advanced  from  five  millions  of 
pounds  sterling  to  six^  the  cotton  manufactures'profifressed 
from  one  million  to  more  than  thirty.  If  you  would  take 
off  your  duties,  and  throw  open  to  us  the  markets  of  the 
world,  American  cottons  would,  to  a  great  extent,  super- 
sede aJl  others,  and  we  should  And  a  market,  not  for  one, 
but  two  millions  of  bales.  The  whole  South  would  then, 
indeed,  become  a  "  garden  spot."  But  it  is  insisted  by 
the  supporters  of  the  protecting  system,  that  its  only  effect 
is  to  make  our  g^oods  come  cheaper.  Sir,  if  this  were 
true,  I  will  ventitfe  to  assert  that  the  manufactu^ers 
themselves  would  be  the  very  first  to  abandon  the  system. 
Their  object,  certainly,  is  not  to  lessen,  but  to  increase 
their  prices.  Even  if^this  were  the  case,  however,  I  am 
unable  to  discover  how  the  cotton  planter  could  be  com- 
pensated for  the  loss  of  his  market.  How  is  this  suppos- 
ed reduction  to  be  brought  about'  By  competition,  say 
the  gentlemen,  between  the  British  and  the  American 
manufacturer.    But  if  it  is  competition  that  is  to  pro-| 


duce  thb    reduction    of  prices,   the   manufkcturer,  on 
both  sides,   roust  be  put  on  an  equal  footing.     What 
sort  of  competition  is  that  which  is  founded  on  a  dis* 
crimination  of  fifty  per  cent,  in  favor  of  one  of  the  par- 
ties? And  if,  in  spite  of  such  a  discrimination,  the  contest 
can  be  maintained  at  all)  is  it  not,  by  that  fact,  put  be- 
yond dispute,  that  but  for  the  tax  the  prices  would  be 
still  further  reduced?    Gentlemen  take  it  for  granted  that 
the  competition  among  the  foreign  manufacturers  is  not 
sufficiently  great  to  redu<:e  the  price  to  the  very  lowest 
rate.     They  even  tell  us  of  combinations  among  them  to 
keep  up  their  prices.     Sir,  8|ich  combinations  are  utterly 
impossible.     How  are  the  manufacturers  of  iron,  in  Swe- 
den, Russia,  and  England,  or  the  cotton  and  silk  manu- 
facturers of  Pitincej  to  enter  into  a  combination '    The 
thing  is  ridiculous.     No,  sir,  if  the  duties  were  taken  off, 
the  prices  of  goods  would  be  reduced  to  their  minimum, 
and  much  lower  than  they  are  now  in  this  country;  and  it 
is  for  this  reason,  and  this  only^,  that  the  manufacturers  are 
protesting  against  it.     But,  sir,  where  is  the  evidence  to 
be  found  that  the  tariff  has  produced  any  reduction  what- 
ever in  the  price  of  the  protected  articles?    Is  there  any 
other  foundation  for  the  assertion  than  this:  that  the  prices 
of  cottons,  woollens,  and  iron,  have  actually  fallen  since 
1824?    But  all  otlier  articles  have  likewise  fallen,  pro- 
tected and  unprotected.   Real  and  personal  estate,  cotton, 
flour,  and  tobacco,  all — ^all  have  gone  down;  and  most  of 
them  have  fallen  in  a  much  greater  degree  than  woollens, 
cottons,  and  iron.     Has  the  tariff  done  all  this '    What  say 
the  gentlemen  ?    1  have  here  a  price  current  containing 
the  prices  of  250  articles,  in  1816  and  1831.     From  this 
it  appears  that  there  has  been  a  universal  reduction  in  the 
price  of  articles  of  every  description,  and  that  those  ad- 
mitted duty  free  have  been  reduced,  at  least,  in  an  equal 
ratio  with  those  paying  duties.     Indeed,  sir,  1  think  that 
a  careful  examination  of  this  table  will  show  that  reduc- 
tion in  the  protected  articles  has  not  been  so  great  as  in 
the  others.     But  the  reduction  has  not  been  confined  to 
this  country.     It  ha^  taken  place  in  England,  and  all  over 
the  world,  in  an  equal,  nay,  in  a  greater  degree.     The 
very  articles  most  highly  protected  in  this  country,  cot- 
tons, woollens,  andiron,  are  now  selling  in  England  much 
lower  than  they  can  be  obtained  here.     This  is  a  fact  per- 
fectly notorious  to  every  importing  merchant,  and  I  have 
abundant  evidence  of  it  now  in  my  hands.  Here  are  state- 
ments showing  that  such  goods  have  actually  been  im- 
ported within  the  last  year,  in  Philadelphia,  New  York, 
and  elsewhere,  and,  af^er  paying  duties  of  from  50  to  100 
per  cent.,  liave  been  sold  as  low  as  the  domestic  manufac- 
ture.    Sir,  I  ascertained,  befbre  I  lef^  home,  that  the 
whole  quantity  of  cotton  goods  imported  into  Charleston 
during  the  last  year  paid  an  average  duty  of  fifty  per  cent., 
and  then  they  were  sold  as  low  as  American  cottons  of  the 
same  quality.    But  I  am  really  ashamed  to  argue  a  qustion 
so  selt-evident.     How  can  taxes  possibly  -lessen  prices? 
How  can  protection  diminish  the  cost  of  production  ?  What 
are  the  elements  of  price?    Are  they  not  the  cost  of  the 
raw  material — ^the  wages  of  labor^-and  the  interest  of 
capital^  and  how  can  these  be  lessened  by  a  tax  on  the  ar- 
ticle ?    To  say  so,  is  to  reverse  all  the  rules  of  proportion. 
Gentlemen  might  as  well  contend  that  two  added  to  five 
make  three,  as  that  fifty  per  cent,  added  to  the  cost  of  an 
imported  article  lessens  its  price.     If  gentlemen  can  be- 
lieve tliis,  they  may  believe  any  thing.    But  the  tnith  is, 
Mr.  President,  this  whole  matter  of  the  reduction  in  the 
price  of  gfoods  is  very  easily  explained.     It  depends  on 
general  causes,  which  have  operated  to  a  certain  extent 
all  over  the  world.     From  a  tnorough  investigation  of  the 
subject,  which  has  taken  place  in  Great  Britain,  it  is  found 
to  have  resulted  from  the  appreciation  of  the  currency, 
improvements  in  machinery,  and  the  general  restoration 
of  peace.     The  resumption  of  specie  payments,  and  the 
diminished  supply  of  the  precious  metals,  is  calculated  to 
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luve  leaseiicdthe  circulating^  medium  to  the  amount  of  up- 
vard»  of  £500,000,000,  The  effect  of  this  single  cause 
has  been,  Vithin  tk^lasi  ten  years,  the  reduction  of  prices 
in  that  countfy  to  the  amount  of  thirty-five  per  cent., 
to  vhicb  fifteen  per  cent,  may  be  added  for  the  other 
causes  above  mentioned— makj^g  in  the  whole  a  reduction 
of  almost  fifty  per  cent,  in  the  money  price  of  all  articles. 
The  same  thing  has  taken  place  in  this  countrjr;  and, 
therefore,  when  gentlemen  allege  that  the  price  of  mo^u- 
£ictures  has  fallen,  {he  naked  fact  proves  notliing,  unless 
they  can  show  that  they  have  fallen  in  a  ^eater  de^ee 
than  other  articles  in  this  country,  and  similar  articles 
abroad.  But  this  is  so  far  from  being  the  fact,  that  the 
truth  .is,  that  the  protected  articles  have  fallen  less  in  pro- 
portion than  those  which  receive  no  protection.  Cotton 
is  a  striking  examfSIe,  which  has,  in  a  few  years,  falleh  to 
one-tiiird  of  its  value,  while  no  protected  article  lias,  in 
the  same  period,  fallen  one-half. 

I  trust,  siir,  that  we  have  now  made  out  our  case;  that 
ve  have  shown  the  unjust  and  unequal  operation,  in  every 
point  of  view,  of  this  system,  and  that,  as  far  as  the  Soutn 
is  conc^ned,  and  the  West  also,  though  not  in  the  same 
degree,  it  is  an  unmitigated  system  of  burdens^  And, 
even  with  regard  to  the  favored  section,  I  would  submit, 
how  far  St  is  wise  to  insist  upon  a  system  which  can  only 
be  maintained  at  the  expense  of  other  sections.  Sir,  I  feel 
too  much  confidence  in  the  justice  and  magnanimity  of 
oorXorthcm  brethren,  to  suiter  myself  to  doubt  their  wil- 
lingness to  abandon  this  system  if  they  could  see  it  in  the 
fight  that  we  do.  It  may  enrich  them  for  the  moment, 
but  the  prosperity  it  creates  is  artificial,  and  will  assuredly 
be  unsubstantial.  No  country  can  be  permanently  bene- 
fited by  a  system  of  bounties.  This*  system  may  destroy 
the  South,  but  it  will  not  permanently  advance  the  pros- 
perity of  the  North.  It  may  depress  us,  but  cannot  ele- 
vate them.  Besides,  sir,  if  persevered  in,  it  must  annihi- 
late that  portion  of  the  country  from  which  the  resources 
are  to  be  drawn,  that  are  to  enrich  the  Northern  manu- 
facturers. And  it  may  be  well  for  gentlemen  to  reflect, 
whether  adhering  to  this  policy  would  not  be  acting  like 
the  man  who  **  killed  the  goose  which  laid  the  golden 
eggs.''  JLet  gentlemen  be  assured  that  this  is  a  -system 
which  ca^ot  possibly  last.  It  will,  sooner- or  later,  be 
utterly  overthrown.  Would  it  not  be  well,  therefore,  for 
them  t^  soiie  this  favorable  occasion  to  make  some  sacri- 
fice of  thfefr^pWdiar  interests  to  the  general  welfare? 

In  condbidin^Mr.  President,  what  I  have  to  say  on  this 
branch  of  the  subject,  I  must  take  the  liberty  of  present- 
ing a  few  general  considerations.  In  a  broad  view  of  the 
question,  it  never  can  be  expedient  to  introduce  into  a 
country  the  manu&cturc  of  any  article  that  cannot  be 
produced  as  cheaply  at  home  as  it  can  be  obtained  from 
abroad.  There  are  some  such  now  made  in  this  country, 
and  their  ability  to  sustain  themselves,  without  protection, 
is  unquestionable.  Tiie  only  exception  I  would  admit  to 
the  rule  1  have  laid  down,  relates  to  articles  strictly  neces- 
sary to  national  defence.  I  do  not  allude  to  the  habili- 
Dieatsof  a  soldier,  or  to  articles  necessary  to  his  consump- 
tion, but  to  arfnsi^and  munitions  of  war.  It  is  the  true 
policy  of  all  natioio  to  *'  buy  where  they  can  buy  cheap- 
est" This  is  the  very  instinct  of  our  nature;  and  when 
we  depart  from  it  in  national  concerns,  we  violate  the 
soundest  principles  of  political  economy,  a  science  wluch 
is  in  fact  but  the  lessons  of  wisdom  and  an  enlightened  ex- 
perience applied  to  the  affairs  of  nations.  Sir,  the  re- 
strictive policy  is  foanded  on  the  triumph  of  the  selfish 
principle.  It  assumes  that  the  natural  position  of  nations 
towards  each  other  is  one  of  enmity  and  rivalship,  founded 
00  a  supposed  opposition  of  interests.  The  doctrine  of 
the  old  school  was,  that  what  was  gained  by  one  nation 
was  necessarily  lost  by  another. 

The  plain  and  seemingly  obvious  truth,  that,  in  a  fair 
aod  equal  exchange  of  commodities,  all  parties  gained,  is 


a  noble  discovery  of  modern  times.  The  contrary  prin- 
ciple naturally  led  to  commercial  rivalries,  wars,  and 
abuses,  of  all  sorts.  The  benefits  of  commerce  being 
"regarded  as  a  stake' to  be  won,  or  an  advantage  to  be 
wrested  from  others  by  fraud  or  by  force,  Governments 
naturally  strove  to  secure  tliem  to  their  own  subjects;  and 
when  tney  once  set  out  in  this  wrong  direction,  it  was 
quite  natural  that  they  should  not  stop  short  till  they  ended 
in  binding,  in  the  bonds  of  restriction,  not  only  the  whole 
country,  but  all  of  its  parts.  Thus  we  are  told  that  Eng- 
land first  protected  by  her  restrictive  policy  her  whole 
empire  against  all  the  world,  then  Great  Britain  against  the 
colonies,  then  the  British  isles  against  each  other,  and 
ended  by  vainly  attempting  to  protect  all  the  great  inte- 
rests and  employments  of  the  State  by  balancing  them 
against  each  other.  Sir,  such  a  system,  carried  fully  out, 
is  not  confined  to  rival  nations,  but  protects  one  town 
against  another,  considers  villages  and  even  families  as 
rivals,  and  cannot  stop  short  of  **  Robinson  Crusoe  in  his 
goatskins."  It  takes  but  one  step  further  to  make  every 
man  his  own  lawyer,  doctor,  farmer,  and  shoemaker — 
and,  if  I  may  be  allowed  an  Irishism,  his  own  seamstress 
and  washerwoman.  The  doctrine  of  free  trade,  on  the 
conti*ary,  is  founded  on  the  true  social  system.  It  looks 
on  all  mankind  as  children  of  a  common  parent — and  the 
great  family  of  nations  as  linked  together  by  mutual  in-  ' 
tercsts.  Sir^  as  there  is  a  religion,  so  I  believe  there  is  a 
politics  of  nature.  Cast  your  eyes  over  this  various  earth 
— ^see  its  surface  diversified  with  hills  and  valleys,  rocks, 
and  fertile  fields.  Notice  its  different  productions — ^its 
infinite  varieties  of  soil  and  climate.  See  the  mighty 
rivers  winding  their  way  to  the  very  mountain's  base,  and 
thence  guiding  man  to  the  vast  ocean,  dividing,  yet  con- 
necting, nations.  Can  any  man  who  considers  these  things 
with  the  eye  of  a  philosopher,  not  read  the  design  of  the 
great  Creator  (written  legibly  in  his  works)  that  his  children 
should  be  drawn  together  in  a  free  commercial  intercourse, 
and  mutual  exchanges  of  the  various  gifts  with  which  a 
bountiful  Providence  has  blessed  them?  Commerce,  sir, 
restricted  even  as  she  has  been,  has  been  the  great  source 
of  civilization  and  refinement  all  over  the  world.  Next  to 
the  christian  religion,  I  consider  free  trade  in  its  largest 
sense  as  the  greatest  blessing  that  can  be  conferred  upon  ' 
any  people.  Hear,  sir,  what  Patrick  Henry,  the  great  ora- 
tor of  Virginia,  whose  soul  was  the  very  temple  of  free- 
dom, says  on  this  subject-— 

**Why  should  we  fetter  commerce?  If  a  man  is  in 
chains,  he  droops  and  bows  to  the  earth,  because  his  spi- 
rits are  broken;  but  let  him  twist  the  fetters  from  his  legs, 
and  he  will  stand  erect.  Fetter  not  commerce!  Let  her 
be  as  free  as  the  air.  She  will  range  the  whole  creation, 
and  return  on  the  four  winds  of  heaven,  to  bless  the  land 
with  plenty." 

But  it  has  been  said  that  free  trade  would  do  very  well, 
if  all  nations  would  adopt  it;  but  as  it  is,  every  nation  must 
protect  itself  from  the  effect  of  restrictions  by  counter- 
vailing measures.  I  am  persuade'd,  sir,  that  it  is  a  great,  a 
most  fatal  error.  If  retaliation  is  resorted  to  for  the  ho- 
nest purpose  of  producing  a  redress  of  the  grievance,  and 
while  adhered  to  no  longer  than  there  is  a  hope  of  suc- 
cess, it  may,  like  war  itself*  be  sometimes  just  and  neces- 
sary. But  if  it  have  no  such  object,  **lt  is  the  unpro- 
fitable combat  of  seeing  wliich  can  do  the  other  the 
most  hai'm."  The  case  can  hardly  be  conceived  in  which 
permanent  restrictions,  as  a  measure  of  retaliutioii,  could 
be  profitable.  In  every  possible  situation,  a  trade,  whe- 
ther more  or  less  restricted,  is  profitable,  or  it  is  not. 
This  can  only  be  decided  by  experience;  and  if  the  trade 
be  left  to  regulate  itself,  water  would  not  more  naturally 
seek  its  level,  than  the  intercourse  adjust  itself  to  tlie  true 
interests  of  the  parties.  Sir,  as  to  this  idea  of  the  regula- 
tion by  Government  of  the  pursuits  of  men,  I  consider  it 
as  a  remnant  of  barbarism  disgraceful  to  an  enlightened  age. 
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and  mconflistent  with  the  first  principles  of  rational  liberty. 
I  hold  GoTsrnment  to  be  utterly  incapable,  from  its  posi- 
tion, of  exercising  such  a  power  wisely,  prudently,  or 
justly.  Are  the  nilers  of  the  world  the  depositaries  of  its 
collected  wisdom?  Sir,  can  we  forget  the  advice  of  a 
great  statesman  to  his  son — "  Go,  see  the  world,  my  son, 
that  you  may  learn  with  how  little  wisdom  mankind  is  go- 
verned." And  is  our  own  Government  an  exception  to 
this  rule?  or  do  we  not  find  here,  as  every  where  else, 
that 

^*  Man,  proud  man, 

Robed  in  a  littid  brief  auihority. 

Play*  such  famaiiie  tricks  bi-fwre  high  Hrav^o 

At  makes  the  angels  weep." 

The  gentleman  has  appealed  to  the  example  of  other 
nations.  Sir,  they  are  all  against  him.  They  have  had 
restrictions  enough,  to  be  sure^  but  they  are  getting,  hear- 
tily  sick  of  them,  and  in  England,  particularly,  would 
willingly  get  rid  of  them  if  they  could.  We  have  been 
assured,  by  the  declai-ation  of  a'  minister  of  the  Crown, 
from  his  place  in  Parliament,  *•  that  there  is  a  growing  con- 
viction among  all  men  of  sense  and  reflection  in  that 
country,  that  the  true  policy  of  all  nations  is  to  be  found 
in  unrestricted  industry."  Sir,  in  England  they  are  now 
retracing  their  steps,  and  endeavoring  to  relieve  them- 
selves of  the  system  as  fast  as  they  can.  Within  a  few 
years  past,  upwards  of  three  hundred  statutes,  imposing 
restrictions  in  that  country,  have  been  repealed;  and  a 
case  has  recently  occurred  there,  which  seems  to  leave  no 
doubt  that,  if  Great  Britain  has  grown  great,  it  is,  as  Mr. 
Huskisson  has  declare^  **notin  consequence  of,  but  in 
spite  of,  her  restrictions."  The  ftilk  manufacture,  pro- 
tected by  enormous  bounties,  was  found  to  .be  in  such  a 
declining  condition,  that  the  Government  was  obliged  to 
do  something  to  save  it  from  total  ruin.  And  what  did 
they  do?  They  considerably  reduced  the  duty  on  foreign 
silks;  both  on  the  raw  material  and  the  manu&ctured  ar- 
ticle. The  consequence  was,  tlie  immediate  revival  of 
tiie  silk  manufacture,  which  has  since  been  nearly  doubled. 

Sir,  the  experience  of  France  is  equally  decisive.  *  Bo- 
naparte's efiort  to  introduce  cotton  and  sugar  has  cost 
that  country  millions;  and,  but  the  other  day,  a  foolish 
attempt  to  protect  the  iron  mines  spread  devastation 
through  halt  of  France,  and  nearly  ruined  the  wine  trade, 
on  which  one-fifth  of  her  citizens  depend  for  subsistence. 
As  to  Spain,  unhappy  Spain,  <'  fenced  round  with  restric- 
tions," her  experience,  one  would  suppose,  would  con- 
vince us,  if  any  thing  could,  that  the  protecting  system 
in  politics,  like  bigotry  in  religion,  was  utterly  at  war  with 
sound  principles  and  a  liberal  and  enlightened  policy. 
Sir,  I  say,  in  the  words  of  the  philosophical  statesman  of 
England,  **  leave  a  generous  nation  free  to  seek  their 
own  road  to  perfection."  Thank  God,  the  night  is  pass- 
ing away,  and  we  have  lived  to  see  the  dawn  of  a  glorious 
day.  The  cause  of  free  trade  must  and  will  prosper,  and 
finally  triumph.  The  political  economist  is  abroad;  light 
has  come  into  the  world;  and,  in  this  instance,  at  least, 
men  will  not  "prefer  darkness  rather  than  light."  Sir,  let 
it  not  be  said,  in  aftertimes,  that  the  statesmen  of  Ameri- 
ca were  behind  the  age  in  which  tliey  lived — that  they 
initiated  this  young  and  vigorous  country  into  the  ener- 
vating and  corrupting  practices  of  European  nations— 
and  that,  at  the  moment  when  the  whole  world  were  look- 
ing to  us  for  an  example,  we  arrayed  ourselves  in  the 
cast-ofi"  follies  and  exph^ed  errors  of  the  old  world,  and, 
by  the  introduction  ot  a  vile  system  of  artificial  stimalants 
and  political  gambling,  impaired  tl)e  healthful  vig^r  of  the 
body  politic,  and  brought  on  a  decrepitude  and  prema- 
ture dissolution? 

I  had  intended,  *^fr.  President,  to  have  said  something 
of  the  constitutional  question,  but  have  already  taken  up 
so  much  of  your  time,  that  I  shall  not  now  enter  into  it. 
1  must  be  permitted,  however,  to  remark,  that  the  gen- 


tleman is  mistaken  in  supponng  that  tHs  objection  to  the 
protecting  system  is  of  recent  origin.  Up  to.  1824,  the 
question  had  not  been  much  considered,  simply  because 
the  protection  which  manufactures  had  derived  was  mere- 
ly incidental  to  duties  imposed  for  revenue.  The  act  of 
1790  was  purely  of  that  character;  and  even  the  act  of 
1816  provided  for  a  diminution,  and  not  an  increase,  of 
duties.'  But  when,  in  18^,  the  true  character  of  this 
system  was  developed,  the  constitutional  objection  waa 
plainly  and  strongly  insisted  upon.  Here  is  the  language, 
sir,  that  I  myself  held  on  that  occasion,  on  this  floor: 

*•  Will  gentlemen  point  out  to  me,  if  they  can,  the  power 
which  this  Government  possesses  to  adopt  a  system  for 
the  avowed  purpose  of  encouraging  particular  braschea 
of  industry?  It  is  my  sober  and  deliberate  opinicm  that 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  have*no  more  power  to 
pass  laws  for  the  purpose  of  directly  or  indirectly  inducing 
any  portion  of  the  people  to  engage  in  manufactures,  than 
they  have  to  abolisn  trial  by  jury,  or  establish  the  inqui- 
sition.*' 

Since  that  period,  the  Legislatures  of  every  Southern 
State  have  denounced  this  system  as  a  violation  of  their 
constitutional  rights.  It  was  but  the  last  year  that  Soutli 
Carolina  recorded  on  the  journals  of  the  Senate  her  so- 
lemn protest  against  it,  *<as  utterly  unconstitutional, 
grossly  unequal,  and  oppressive,  and  such  an  abuse  of 
power  as  is  incompatible  with  the  principles  of  a  free  Go- 
vernment and  the  great  ends  of  civil  society."  I  do  not 
know,  sir,  where  the  constitutional  obiections  to  this  sys- 
tem are  better  summed  up,  than  in  the  very  address  of 
the  Free  Trade  Convention  of  Phihidelphia,  to  which  the 
gentleman  has  referred  for  another  purpose.  The  gen- 
tleman is  certainly  mistaken,  when  he  relies  on  that  expo- 
sition as  an  authority  in  his  favor.  Sir,  as  I  understand 
the  argument,  it  is  only  admitted  incidental  protection 
may  he  afforded  by  duties  imposed  only  for  revenue,  but 
that  the  right  is  expressly  denied  of  *' imposing  any  ad- 
ditional duty  for  the  purpose  of  affording  thai  protection." 
I  dismiss  this  branch  of  the  subject,  with  the  remark  that, 
whether  we  be  right  or  wrong  in  our  views  on  this  ques- 
tion, the  opinion  is  conscientiously  and  almost  universally 
entertained  throughout  the  whole  South,  that  tlie  pro- 
tecting system  involves  a  gi-oss  violation  of  the  solemn 
compact  which  is  the  bond  of  our  Union. 

I  cotne  now,  sir,  to  the  question  of  the , policy  which 
ought  to  be  adopted  at  this  important  erain  the  history  of 
our  Government.  We  have  arrived  at  almost  interesting 
crisis  in  our  national  affairs — one  to  which  the  people 
have  been  looking  up,  with  intense  anxiety,  for  several 
years  past.  They  have  contemplated  the  extinction  of 
the  pubfic  debt  as  the  great  day  of  jubilee,  w^hen  they 
were  to  be  relieved  from  the  oppressions  which  they  have 
so  long  patiently  endured.  The  people  of  the  South,  sir, 
like  the  children  of  Isi'ael  of  old,  have  passed  through  the 
wilderness,  and  are  now  in  sight  of  the  promised  land. 
They  stand  on  the  top  of  Mount  Pisgah,  and  look,  with 
delight,  at  the  goodly  prospect  before  them — and  it  is  for 
you  this  day  to  determine  whether  they  shall  perish  in 
the  wilderness,  or  be  permitted  to  possess  and  enjoy  their 
rich  inheritance.  Sir,  I  have  shown  that  the  whole  sys- 
tem of  duties  is  oppresuve  and  unequal — that  the  very 
action  of  the  Government  is  so;  yet  I  do  not  wish  gentle- 
men to  suppose  that  we  are  disposed  to  push  our  claims 
to  an  immeasurable  extent.  No,  we  will  not  ask  that 
Northern  manufactures  shall  be  taxed;  because  duties,  to 
whatever  .extent  imposed,  operate  its  a  tax  upon  our  in- 
dustry. We  are  willing  to  agree  that  the  revenue  ne- 
cessary for  the  ordinary  purposes  of  the  Government  shall 
be  levied  by  duties  upon  imports.  The  facility  with  which 
indirect  taxes  may  be  collected,  affords  an  argument  in 
their  favor  to  which  we  are  willing  to  yield,  though  we 
well  know  that  they  must  operate  most  injuriously  on  our 
interests.     But,  in  yielding  this  much,  we  have  surely  a 
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right  to  expect  that  no  more  money  shall  be  levied  in  this 
way  than  shall  be  absolutely  necessary.     We  tliink  we 
have  a  right  to  insist  that,  on  the  extinction  of  the  public 
debt,  the  twelve  millions  of  dollars  heretofore  annually 
appropriated  to  that  object  should  no  longer  be  levied; 
and,  further,  that  no  more  money  shall  be  raised  than 
may  be  necessary  to  meet  the  ordinai-y  expenditures  of 
the  GoTcrnment.     Any  other  basis  of  reduction  than  this 
mast  be  founded  on  the  idea  of  a  contemplated  increase 
of  the  public  expenditures.     And  why  should  they  be  in- 
creased?    We  have  rather  a  right  to  expect  that  they 
should  be  diminished.     The  principal  objects  of  expen- 
diture, for  many  years  past,  have  been  connected  with 
preparations  for  war;  but,  with  the  progress  of  our  works 
of  defence,  and  the  increase  of  our  population,  the  neces- 
sity fca*  Ibis  expenditure  will,  in  a  great  measure,  cease. 
Indeed,  it  does  appear  to  me  that  it  will  he  hardly  necessa- 
ry, hereafter,  to  seek  other  security  against  invasion,  than 
will  be  found  in  the  strong  arms  and  stout  hearts  of  our 
fellow-citizens.     But  the  gentleman  insists  that  our  reve- 
nue shall  not  be  reduced  below  eighteen  millions  of  dol- 
lars, while  we  all  know  that  twelve  million*  have,  hereto- 
fore, furnished  an  abundant  supply  for  every  purpose, 
including  a  million  a  yeai*  for  intenm  improvements.    The 
gentleman  admits  that  we  ought  not  to  provide  for  a  sur- 
plus, and  aays,  with  great  force  and  truth,  that  a  division 
ofit  among  the  States  would  be  a  departure  from  all  sound 
principles  of  Csovernment.    For,  said  the  gentleman,  "to 
give  it  back  to  the  States,  or  the  individuals  from  whom 
it  aas  drawn,  in  the  same  proportion,  would  be  a  palpa- 
ble absurdity;  while,  to  distribute  it  in  different  propor- 
tions, would   be  an  act  of  gross  injustice."     I  submit 
whether  this  argument  is  not  equally  applicable  to  inter- 
nal improvement.     But,  waivinc^  this  point,  1  would  ask^ 
if  we  »re  to  have  no  surplus,  why  raise  eighteen  millions 
of  dollars — ^six  rriillions  more  than  the  ordinary  expendi- 
tures of  the  Government?    To  proridc,  says  the  gentle- 
man, for  contingencies.    But,  ar,  is  it  not  morally  certain 
that  your  receipts  must  exceed  your  estimates?    The 
reduction  of  duties  will  increase  importations — and,  fix 
what  standard  you  will,  my  life  upon  it,  we  shall  h  ive  a 
surplus,  and  not  a  deficit,  unless  gentlemen  mean  to  pro- 
vide for  some  new  and  grand  scheme  of  national  expendi- 
ture.    Beudes,  against  accidental  deficiencies,  a  sufficient 
provision  will  be  found  in  the  uncalled-for  appropriations, 
always  to  be  found  in  the  treasury.      Having  shown  the 
extent  to  which  the  revenue  ought  to  be  reduced,  I  proceed 
to  consider  the  mode  in  which  that  reduction  ought  to  be 


certain  eflTect  of  changing  the  character  of  your  Govern- 
ment, and  corrupting  the  people.  Why  is  this  surplus  to 
be  created?  Has  the  gentleman  given  a  single  reason  in 
its  favor;  or  has  he  not  himself  sealed  the  condemnation 
of  his  own  proposition,  when  he  admitted  that  no  surplus 
ought  to  be  created  for  distribution?  For,  if  it  Is  not  to 
be  m  some  shape  distributed,  for  what  purposes  is  it  to  be 
raised?  The  next  objection  to  this  scheme  is,  that  it  pro- 
poses to  relieve  luxuries  from  all  taxation,  while  the  taxes 
on  the  necessaries  of  life  are  to  remain  ju^  as  they  are, 
subject  to  duties  of  from  fifty  to  one  hundred  per  cent. 
It  is  true  that  the  gentleman,  seeing,  I  presume,  the  enor- 
mity of  the  proposition  in  its  original  form,  now  consents 
that  some  very  moderate  duty  may  be  levied  on  wines  and 
silks.  But,  sir,  I  should  be  glad  to  know  in  what  wines 
and  silks  differ  from  the  numerous  other  articles  which, 
by  the  gentleman's  scheme,  are  to  come  in  duty  free. 
Here  is  a  list  of  some  of  them,  and  it  will  be  for  the  Se- 
nate and  the  country  to  say  how  far  it  is  reasonable  or 
just  that  the  consumers  of  these  articles  shall  contribute 
nothing  to  the  public  revenue,  while  the  honest  laboring 
man  is  to  be  taxed  from  ih\rtv  to  one  hundred  dollars  on 
every  hundred  dollars  which  he  expends  on  the  woollens 
and  the  flannels,  the  iron  and  the  sugar,  which  are  indis- 
pensable to  the  health  and  comfort  of  himself  and  family. 

**  It  is  one  of  the  grandest  farces  ever,  attempted  to  be 
played  off  tipon  a  free  people,  to  see  an  attempt  made  to 
reduce  the  taxes  on  olives  and  capers,  anchovies  and 
brandy  fruits,  mace,  cloves,  nutmegs  precious  stones, 
alabaster  ornaments,  cordials,  perfumery,  artificial  flowers^ 
billiard  balls,  battledores  ana  shuttlecocks,  coral  beads 
and  gold  snuffboxes,  silver  spectacles  and  ivory-headed 
canes,  velvets  and  lace,  mull  muslins  and  gros  de  Naples, 
^amel's  hair  shawls,  morocco  and  prunella  shoes,  fine  cam- 
brics, plated  chafing  dishes,  porcelain,  and  china  dinner 
and  tea  sets,  gold  watches,  Cologne  water,  Champagiie 
and  Burgundy  wines,  oranges  and  pineapples,  emoroid- 
ery,  ivory  fans,  fine  Irish  linens,  parasols,  centre  tables, 
g^It  books,  pier  looking-glasses,  vermicelli  and  macaroni, 
Italian  marble,  mantel  ornaments,  rouge,  essences  and 
court  plaster,  chessmen,  sweet  scented  soap,  silk  stocl^- 
ings,  gpold  and  silver  thimbles,  mantel  time-pieces,  tooth 
powder,  wax  dolls,  and  a  hundred  other  things  used  by 
the  rich.  We  say,  it  is  one  of  the  grandest  farces  ever 
played  off  upon  a  free  people,  that  such  arlacles  as  those 
we  have  enumerated  should  be  exempted." 

I  ask  for  the  reason  for  this  distinction  which  relieves 
luxuries  from  taxation,  and  throws  them  upon  the  neces- 


cflTectcd.     The  first  scheme  suggested  by  the  gentleman .  saries  of  life;  which  burdens  the  poor,  and  exempts  the 
is  a  continuance  of  existing  duties  on  the  unprotected  ar-    *  *         .  -    —  -u  •>-  •  *  ^    *t  tmru 

tides,  and  carrying  up  the  duties  on  protected  articles  to 
prohibition.  The  gentleman  says,  however,  that  he  is  not 
in  &vor  of  tliis  scheme,  because  he  would  put  the  manu- 
&cturers  on  their  good  behavior,  by  exposing  them  to 
foreign  competition.  But  what  sort  of  competition  is  that 
to  which  they  are  exposed,  when  cntrendied  behind  a 
protecting  tariff,  rangmg  from  fifly  to  two  hundred  per 
cent.  ?  I  have  shown  that  the  existing  duties  are,  to  a 
certain  extent,  prohibitory;  and,  when  the  gentleman  de- 
clares himself  against  prohibition,  he  seals  the  condemna- 
tion of  his  own  resolution,  which  proposes  to  retain  the 
existing  system  untouched,  prohibitions  and  all. 

I  come  now  to  the  schemes  advocated  by  the  gentle- 
man himself — ^to  take  off  the  duties  entirely  from  all  the 
unprotected  articles,  except  wines  and  silks,  and  leave 
tbem  as  they  are  upon  the  protected  articles. 

The  first  objection  to  this  scheme  is,  that  it  is  proposed 
by  it  to  take  on*  only  six  millions  of  dollars  of  taxes,  even 
after  the  treasury  is  to  be  relieved  from  a  charge  of  twelve 
millions  of  dollars  by  the  extinction  of  the  public  debt. 
That  it  proposes,  therefore,  to  create  an  annual  surplus  of 
ax  millions  of  dollars  beyond  the  wants  of  the  Govern- 
ment, not  only  without  the  smallest  necessity,  but  with  the 
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rich;  and  I  am  told  it  is  necessary  to  protection.  Whose 
protection?  Why,  the  wealthy  proprietors  of  manufiic- 
turing  stock;  men  who  are  reauzing  enormous  dividends, 
drawn  from  the  pockets  of  the  people.  Sir,  no  other 
reason  for  this  distinction  has  been,  or  can  be,  given;  for 
it  is  acknowledged  by  all  the  world,  that  luxuries  are  the 
proper  subjects  for  taction,  and  ought  rightfully  to  be 
taxed  higher  than  the  necessaries  of  life.  But  here  the 
manufUcturers  interpose  their  claims,  and  the  claims  of 
justice  are  disregarded.  Again,  sir,  these  afe  articles  of 
general  consumption,  at  least  among  the  wealthy,  and 
consumed  equally,  too,  all  over  the  country;  and  yet  they 
must  come  in  duty  fi-ee,  and  the  whole  revenue  of  the 
country  be  levied  on  articles,  in  relation  to  which  the 
duties  operate  most  unjustly  and  unequally;  being  in  truth 
a  bounty  to  certain  portions  of  the  people,  and  a  burden 
upon  others;  and  yet  the  Senator  tells  us  he  had  hoped 
that  such  a  proposition  as  this  would  not  only  have  met 
the  approbation  of  all  parties,  but  would  have  been  re- 
ceived as  a  concession  to  the  complaints  of  the  South. 
How  it  was  possible  for  the  gentleman  to  have  indulged 
such  an  expectation,  1  am  utterly  unable  to  comprehend. 
Sir,  what  single  concession,  or  tiie  slightest  approach  to- 
wards it,  is  made  by  such  a  proposition?    Does  it  consist 
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in  agreeing  to  take  off  six  millions  of  taxes,  when  the  de- 
mands on  the  treasury  are  to  be  reduced  to  double  that 
amount^  Has  the  South  ever  uttered  one  word  of  com- 
plaint against  the  duties  which  it  is  proposed  to  reduce } 
No.  These  were  imposed  for  revenue;  and  against  duties 
fistirly  levied  for  that  purpose,  they  have  never  complained. 
It  is  against  duties,  imposed  not  for  revenue,  but  protec- 
tion, that  they  have  been  so  long  and  so  earnestly  remon- 
strating; and,  to  quiet  their  di^ontents,  the  proposition 
is  gravely  submitted,  to  take  off  all  the  revenue  duties, 
and  to  leave  the  protecting  duties  untouched.  Sir,  it  is 
not  so  much  the  amount  of  this  tax,  as  its  inequality  and 
injustice  which  has  roused  the  whole  South  to  determined 
opposition.  And  how  is  it  proposed  to  relieve  our  com- 
puunts?  By  aggravating  that  inequality,  and  extending 
and  perpetuating  that  injustice.  We  tell  you  that  the 
protecting  duties  operate  as  a  tax  upon  us,  and  a  bounty 
upon  tlie  tariff  States.  We  insist  that  it  is  a  violation  of  the 
principles  on  which  our  Government  is  founded,  and  re- 
duces us  to  a  state  of  colonial  vassalaf  e^  and  this  it  sub- 
stantially-does,  if  we  are  not  mistaken  in  its  operation, 
and  Mr.  Grattan's  definition  of  a  colony  is  the  true  one — 
•*a  country  governed  in  reference  to  the  interests  of  an- 
other." 

Sir,  if  we  are  right,  this  scheme  amounts  to  neither  more 
nor  less  than  a  proposition  to  relieve  the  tariff  States  from 
all  taxation,  and  to  throw  the  whole  burden  of  the  Go- 
vernment upon  the  other  States.  It  is  admitted  that  the 
protection  enjoyed  by  the  former  even  now  exceeds  the 
amount  of  the  taxes  which  they  pay,  but  still  they  do  pay 
their  equal  portion  of  duties  on  the  unprotected  articles. 
But  «hen  these  are  taken  off,  they  will  be  relieved  from 
taxes  altogether.  Gentlemen  who  now  hear  me,  well  re- 
member, that  when  the  tariff  of  1828  was  under  discus- 
sion here,  a  Senator  from  a  tariff  State  rose  in  his  place, 
and  supported  the  bill  on  the  single  ground  that  it  operated 
as  a  bounty  of  a  million  of  dolUun  per  annum  to  the  State 
he  represented.  Let  us  assume  that  calculation  to  have 
been  correct,  and  that  the  State  in  question  now  pays  half 
a  million  in  taxes  on  the  unprotected  articles.  When  you 
take  off  the  tax  and  leave  the  bounty,  the  bounty  will 
obviously  be  increased  by  just  half  a  million,  and  the  State 
in  question  will  be  relieved  entirely  from  taxation.  Such 
is  the  compromise  proposed  to  the  South.  The  evib  of 
which  we  complain  are  to  be  increased — ^the  protecting 
system  is  to  be  riveted  upon  the  country  beyond  all  hope 
of  relief;  and  we  are  told  we  ought  to  receive  all  this 
as  a  concession.  Sir,  we  say  to  you,  we  are  willing  to 
submit  to  have  the  foreign  manufiictures  for  which  we  ex- 
change our  productions  taxed  for  revenue,  though  we 
know  that  such  tax  must  operate  as  a  bounty  to  the  do- 
mestic manu&cture,  and  so  far  diminish  the  value  of  our 
productions;  but  we  invoke  you  not  to  aggravate  the  in- 
justice and  inequality  of  this  system,  by  extending  the  tax 
beyond  the  just  revenue  standard,  and  by  so  arranging 
the  duties  as  to  throw  the  burden  entirely  upon  the  pro- 
tected articles  to  relieve  the  tariff  States  from  all  taxation, 
and  to  throw  the  burden  entirely  on  us.  Above  all,  we 
call  upon  you  to  remember  that  the  British  manufactures, 
on  which  you  propose  to  throw  almost  the  whole  burden 
of  the  Government,  are  those  which  we  receive  in  ex- 
-change  for  our  productions;  tliat  to  burden  them  is  to 
burden  us;  and  that  the  end  of  all  this  may,  and  probably 
will  be,  that  we  shall  be  deprived  of  our  best  customers, 
apd  be  cut  off  from  the  only  sure  market  for  our  cotton, 
rice,  and  tobacco. 

The  policy  proposed  in  the  amendment  which  I  have 
submitted,  is  founded  on  the  iust  principles  I  have  advo- 
cated. The  arrangement  of  the  details  we  are  wiUing  to 
leave  to  the  committee.  We  do  not  propose  to  destroy, 
or  even  to  injure,  the  manufacturers.  We  are  willing  they 
should  have  the  incidental  protection  afforded  by  a  fair 
revenue  system;  and,  on  any  plan  of  reduction,  the  duties 


and  charges  on  the  foreign  manufacture  will  not  fall  much 
short  of  mirty-three  and  a  tliird  per  cent. ;  and  surely,  sir, 
if,  with  a  protection  equal  to  one-third  of  the  cost  of  the 
article,  our  manufactures  cannot  be  maintained,  they  ought 
to  be  abandoned  at  once,  since  nothing  can  be  clearer 
than  that  they  would  then  be  sustained  at  a  certain  loss  Xx> 
the  country.  We  do  not  insist  on  an  immediate  reduc- 
ton  to  the  lowest  revenue  standard.  As  tlie  public  debt 
is  not  yet  paid,  we  are  willing  that  the  reduction  on  the 
protected  articles  should  be  gradual,  and  spread,  if  gentle- 
men  please,  over  two  or  three  years;  and,  if  they  desire 
it,  we  will  not  object  to  making  an  immediate  reductiou 
on  tlie  unprotected  articles,  of  ^ten  or  fifteen  per  cent. 
The  immediate  effect  of  this  plan,  so  far  from  being  in- 
jurious to  the  manufacturers,  will,  I  am  persuaded,  serve 
rather  to  strengthen  them;  and  even,  in  its  idtimate  results, 
no  manufacture  will  be  injured  that  does  not  depend  oa 
protection  for  its  existence,  and  is  not  sustained  at  the 
public  expense.  Suppose  the  duties  on  the  protected 
articles  were  now  reduced  ten  per  cent,  below  their  pre- 
sent jates,  and  by  subsequent  steps  carried  down  gradually 
to  the  true  revenue  standard,  what  would  be  the  effect  oF 
this  first  reduction  of  ten  per  cent.  ?  If  a  yard  of  Eng- 
lish cloth  cost  a  dollar,  piud  a  duty  of  fifty  per  cent.,  ana» 
with  the  addition  of  charges,  could  be  retailed  at  two  dol- 
lars, the  effect  of  this  reduction  would  only  be  to  reduce 
the  price  to  one  dollar  and  ninety  cents.  So  that  the  pro- 
tection to  the  American  manufacturer  would  be  lessened 
only  five  per  cent.  Now  if  this  provision  were  accom- 
panied by  an  immediate  reduction  of  the  duties  on  the  un- 
protected articles  from  fifty  per  cent,  to  fifteen,  would 
not  the  manufacturers  derive  some  compensation  in  the 
diminished  cost  of  every  article  which  enters  into  their 
consumption?  And  if^  in  addition  to  tlin,  there  should  be 
a  considerable  reduction  of  duties  on  the  raw  material,  I 
would  submit  to  their  serious  conuderation  whether  their 
condition  then  would  be  worse  than  it  is  now.  The  true 
policy  of  the  manufacturers,  it  appears  to  me,  consists  in 
obtaining  their  raw  materials  cheap,  and  having  tlieir  ex- 
penses mminished  by  taking  off  unnecessary  taxes  on  their 
consumption.  Sir,  if  this  is  to  become  a  manufacturing  coun- 
try, we  must  look  to  the  markets  of  the  world.  A  feeble 
and  sickly  existence  may  be  preserved  at  home  by  a  sys- 
tem of  protection  and  of  bounties:  but  to  be  put  on  a  sure 
foundation,  and  to  acquire  that  vigor,  strength,  and  energy^ 
which  will  enable  them  to  enter  into  successful  competi- 
tion abroad  with  the  manufactures  of  other  countries,  it 
is  necessary  they  should  be  prepared  for  the  contest,  by 
being  left,  in  a  great  measure,  to  their  own  unaided  er- 
forts.  In  one  respect,  the  United  States  possesses  an  ad- 
vantage over  all  the  world,  of  which  it  seems  to  me  it 
would  be  madness  not  to  avail  ourselves.  We  can  reduce 
the  cost  of  production  in  every  department  of  industry, 
to  the  ver}'  lowest  rates.  Our  people  are  not  necessarily 
borne  down  by  an  almost  insupportable  weight  of  taxation. 
We  have  no  debt  which  can  never  be  paid — ^no  burden^ 
some  establishments — no  king^,  lords,  and  commons,  to 
eat  out  the  substance  of  the  people.  In  this  consists  our 
great  advantage,  and  it  will  be  our  own  fault  if  we  do  not 
avail  ourselves  of  it  to  the  fullest  extent.  This,  sir,  is  not 
only  the  favorable  moment  for  adjusting  this  great  ques- 
tion, but,  if  it  be  suffei*ed  to  pass  away,  it  can  never  be 
re-called.  The  manufactures  now  can  be  let  down  with- 
out a  shock,  from  the  position  to  which  they  have  been 
so  unjustly  elevated.  They  will  now  be  remunerated 
for  any  diminution  of  their  protection;  but  if  the  plan  pro- 
posed in  the  gentleman's  resolution  shoidd  prevail,  the 
immediate  effect  will  be  an  increase  of  their  protection, 
an  enlargement  of  their  bounty,  and,  of  course,  if  these 
are  to  bereducedliereafter,  the  shock  will  be  mucli  greater 
than  that  to  which  they  would  now  be  subjected.  Sir,  I  do 
consider  that,  in  making  my  proposition,  I  am  proving  my- 
self a  true  friend  to  the  manufacturers — and  that  thev  arc 
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their  worst  enemies  (whatever  they  may  themaelveB  be- 
lieve) who  would  adopt  the  policy  embraced  in  the  gentle- 
roan's  resolution.  In  this  opinion,  sir,  I  find  I  am  not 
angular.  The  roanu&cturers  diemselves,  and -some  of 
their  ablest  and  roost  zealous  advocates,  have  avowed  the 
nme  sentiments.  In  a  work  just  put  into  my  hands,  con- 
taining an  exposition  of  evidence,  about  to  be  submitted 
to  Congress,  in  support  of  the  pnemorial  of  the  Free  Trade 
Convention,  lately  convened  at  Philadelphia,  (a  work  to 
which  I  eamestlpr  invite  the  attention  of  every  member  of 
this  body,)  I  find  some  extracts  from  the  Register  of 
Uezekiah  NUes^-certatnly  one  of  the  most  uncompromis- 
ing champions  of  the  protecting  system — which  furnish 
deciave  aathority  in  fiivor  of  my  opinion.  I  there  find  a 
letter  from  a  person  who  is  represented  to  be  an  exten- 
«ve  mano&cturer,  in  which  he  says: 

**  The  only  true  fnends  of  the  manufiictnrers  are  tiiose 
who  now  seek  to  repeal  the  ridiculous  tariff  of  1838.  Put 
a  duty  of  revenue  alone  on  cloths,  and  remove  the  duty 
on  wool.  It  would  be  much  better  for  us  if  we  were 
placed  in  Engknd;  for  we  could  there,  with  our  present 
hands  and  advantages,  make  cloth,  send  it  to  New  York, 
pay  the  duties,  and  take  more  monev  than  we  now  do. 
The  difference  is  in  the  stock;  and  this  difference  is  attri- 
butable to  the  absurdities  of  the  American  system,  as  it 
stands.  The  duties  on  dyestufis,  oil,  soap,  and  wool, 
taken  in  connexion  with  the  derangement  of  trade,  by 
making  the  manulkcturer  an  exporter,  amount  to  a  much 
higher  protection  to  the  foreigner  than  all  the  Uriff  affm^s 
to  OS.  Such  are  the  facts,  and  such  the  fruits,  of  the 
'system'  wluch  the  American  manufikcturer  has  toiled  to 
support." 

Thus,  nr,  it  wiH  be  seen  that  we  who  propose  to  re- 
peal the  tariff  of  1828,  "  are  the  only  true  friends  of  the 
manufacturers,"  and  that  they  are  the  worst  enemies  who 
are  striving  to  perpetuate  the  "absurdities  of  the  Ameri 
can  system."  Next  we  have  the  opinions  of  Mr.  Niles 
himself,  <•  that  the  act  of  1828  was  the  result  of  a  political 
bargain,  and  passed  on  principles  disreputable  to  a  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States,"  to  which  the  enlightened 
author  of  the  exposition  very  justly  adds,  **that  nothing 
can  be  more  obvious  than  the  folly  of  pretending  to  en- 
courage roanufacturin|-  industry,  and  at  the  same  time  to 
tax  the  fuw  materials,  iron,  hemp,  flax,  wool,  lead»  indigo, 
and  other  component  parts  of  manufactures,  and  consti- 
tuting the  principal  value  of  them,  from  fifly  to  two  hun- 
dred per  cent."    And  here  I  am  willing  to  rest  my  case. 

The  act  of  1828,  Mr.  Niles  affirms,  <*  was  the  result  of 
a  political  bargsun,  and  passed  on  principles  disreputable 
to  a  Congress  of  the  United  States." 

The  gentleman  complains  of  frauds  upon  the  revenue, 
and  fraudulent  invoices,  and  srauggUng;  but  it  is  his  sys- 
tem which  has  produced  these  evils.     Smuggling,  from 
the  very  nature  of  tilings,  must  exist,  when  the  duties  ex- 
ceed the  r»k  and  expense  of  the  illicit  intercourse.     For 
«  season,  sir,  the  high  moral  sense  of  a  young  and  uncor 
^rupted  people  may  oppose  some  obstacle  to  these  prac- 
tices.     No   Ctovemment  on  earth  can  prevent   them. 
Napoleon,  in  the  plenitude  of  bis  power,  was  unable  to 
maintain  his  continental  system.     His  prolubitions  and 
restrictions  were  constantly  violated  with  impunity'.     Yes, 
sir,  he  who  sported  with  kingdoms,  who  constructed 
thrones  on  the  ruins  of  empires,  and  appointed  the  offi- 
cers of  bis  household  to  fill  them;  whose  armies  were  his 
custooi-hoase  ofiicers  who  drew  his  cordons  around  the 
nations  which  he  conquered,  was  utterly  unable  to  put 
down  the  great  principles  of  free  trade.     It  has  been  well 
said,  sir,  '*  that  when  all  Europe  was  obedient  to  his  nod, 
tile  smuggler  disputed  his  commands,  set  at  naught  his 
edicts,  htughed  to  scorn  his  power,  and  overthi^w  his 
policy."    How-is  it  with  England,  that  sea-girt  isle,  sur- 
rounded with  a  tiiousand  ships,  and  thirty  thousand  guar* 
dians  of  her  revenue }   Sir,  do  we  not  all  know  that  smug- 


gling is  there  a  profitable  trade,  and  that  the  revenue 
laws  of  England  are  constantly  violated  with  impunity? 
And  how  is  it  in  Spain }  A  modem  traveller  asserts  that 
there  are  a  hundred  thousand  persons  in  that  unhappy 
country  who  live  bv  smuggling,  and  that  there  are  thir^ 
thousand  others  paid  by  the  Government  to  detect  their 
practice,  but  who  are  in  league  with  the  offenders;  and 
as  to  the  condition  of  things  in  our  own  country,  the  gentle- 
man has  told  us  a  tale  this  day,  which,  if  he  be  not  himself 
deceived,  shows  what  fearful  progress  these  practices  have 
already  made.  The  time  was  when  smuggling  was  abso- 
lutely unknown  any  where  in  this  count^,  as  it  still  is  in 
the  Southern  States.  It  is  your  protecting  system  which 
has  introduced  it.  It  is  the  natural  consequence  of  high 
duties;  the  evil  was  foretold,  and,  as  we  predicted,  it  has 
come  upon  us.  The  protecting  system  has  already,  in 
the  minds  of  many,  removed  the  odium  which  formerly 
rested  on  this  practice.  It  was  but  the  last  year  that  a 
distinguished  Senator  rose  up  in  his  place  here,  and  held 
this  language:  "Tour  tariff  policy  compels  respectable 
men  to  vioUte  your  law;  you  fbrce  them  to  disregard  its 
injunctions,  in  order  to  elude  its  oppression.  It  was  his 
perfect  conviction  that  th/ere  was  not  a  virtuous  man 
throujghout  the  Union  who  would  now  think  it  criminal  to 
smugrte  into  the  country  every  article  consumed  in  It — 
and  why?  Because  you  force  them  to  it  in  self-defence." 
Sir,  when  tiiese  sentiments  shall  become  preralent,  what 
think  you  will  become  of  that  system^  How  long  will  it 
Ust  after  the  payment  of  duties  shall  come  to  be  consider- 
ed as  a  badge  of  servitude ) 

Mr.  President,  the  proposition  of  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky is,  that  the  protecting  system,  as  it  now  stands  upon 
your  statute  book,  shall  remain  untouched;  that  all  its 
contradictory  provisions,  its  absurdities,  injustice,  and  ine- 
quality, shall  be  maintained  inviolate.  Let  us  look,  then, 
at  some  of  the  existing  provisions  of  this  System.  Some 
of  them,  in  the  exposition  to  which  I  have  befbre  re- 
ferred, are  detailed  with  a  clearness  to  which  nothing  can 
be  added  by  me.  Here  are  tables  of  the  duties  on  wool- 
lens, flannels,  baizes,  and  carpeting,  ranging  from  forty- 
five  to  upwards  of  two  hundred  per  cent.  I  will  read  a 
few  extracts  in  illustration  of  the  effect  of  these  duties. 

[Here  Mr.  H.  read  several  extracts  from  the  work  in 
question,  showing  that  the  duties  on  coarse  woollens,  such 
as  are  used  by  ^ai^gt  drivers,  watermen,  and  other  labor- 
ers, for  great  coats,  pea  jackets,  &c.  are  so  exorbitantly 
taxed,  as  to  raise  the  cost  of  the  articles  to  about  *<  three 
times  the  price  which  the  English  laborer  has  to  pay  for 
the  same  kind  of  clothing;"  that  the  Western  ftumer,  in 
consequence  of  the  high  duty,  is  compelled  to  pay  four 
dollars  a  yard  for  cloth  which  costs  the  English  farmer  but 
one  dollar  seventy-five  cents;  that  flannels,  so  indispensa- 
ble to  all  the  women  and  children  in  the  country,  are  sub- 
jected to  a  duty  of  from  ninety  to  a  hundred  and  fifty  per 
cent.,  whereby  an  article  which  cost  in  England  from  ei^t 
to  nine  cents,  is  sold  here  for  twenty  cents;  and  that  which 
cost  in  England  twenty-nine  cents,  our  manufacturer  can 
obtain  fifty  cents  for;  tliat  cottons  are  charged  with  a  du^ 
of  fnm  twenty^ve  to  two  hundred  per  cent.,  whereby 
the  cost  to  the  American  consumer  is,  in  many  instances, 
increased  one-half;  and  that  the  duty  upon  iron  is  from  a 
hundred  and  fifty  to  two  hundred  and  eighty  per  cent. 
On  this  point,  Mr.  H.  read  firom  the  report  on  the  black- 
smiths' petition,  made  to  the  Senato  during  their  last  ses- 
sion, and  quoted  the  testimony  of  John  Sarchet,  a  witness 
examined  on  oath  befbre  the  committee,  from  which  it 
appeared  **  that,  under  the  existing  rate  of  duties,  a  ton 
of  hammers  and  sledp'es  can  be  imported,  for  the  use  of 
the  American  manufacturer  of  those  very  articles,  at  a 
less  cost  than  the  bar  iron  from  which  thev  are  made; 
that  wheel  tire  has  actually  been  imported,  m  a.finished 
state,  for  about  forty-seven  dollars  a  ton,  while  bar  iron, 
suitable  for  the  purpose,  is  selKng  for  about  ninety  doUart 
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the  ton;  that  tttArvyu  can  be  imported  for  half  the  price 
of  the  raw  material  out  of  wluch  they  are  manufactured; 
knitting^  needles  for  a  hundred  and  forty-three  dollars  a 
ton  less  than  tlie  raw  materials  out  of  which  they  are  made ; 
that  a  ton  of  chain  cables  can  now  be  imported  into  this 
country  at  a  less  cost  than  the  rods  out  of  which  they  are- 
made;  and  that  the  necessary  consequence  has  been»  that 
a  number  of  workers  in  iron,  and  of  mechanics,  estimated 
at  one  hundred  thousand^  had  their  profits  so  diminished, 
that  Mr.  Sarchet  had  declared  that  he  had  never  seen  any 
blacksmiths  to  poor,  or  carrying  on  a  less  prosperous 
business,  than  those  of  the  United  States,  owing,  as  he 
believed,  to  the  high  duties  they  are  compelled  to  pay  on 
the  raw  iron."] 

Look,  continued  Mr.  H.,  through  your  whole  protect- 
ing system;  your  duties  every  where  are  so  arranged  as  to- 
fall  most  heavily  upon  the  poor.  The  poor  man  is  taxed 
five  dollars  upon  a  coat  wliich  cost  him  ten,  and  a  rich 
man  ten  upon  one  which  cost  lum  forty-*-a  tax  of  eight 
dollars  upon  coarse  cottons  for  his  wife  and  children, 
which  cost  no  more  than  eight;  and  the  rich  man  but  eight 
dollars  for  what  costs  him  upwards  of  thirty.  Can  any 
thing  be  conceived  more  monstrous  than  the  system  of 
minimums^  to  impose  a  duty  of  twenty -five  per  centum  ad 
valorem  on  cotton  goods,  but  provide  that,  if  they  should 
cost  less  than  thirty-five  cents  per  square  yard,  they  shall 
be  deemed  and  taken  to  have  cost  thirty-five  cents,  and 
pay  duty  accordingly — ^to  provide  that  a  duty  of  forty-five 
per  centum  ad  valorem  shall  be  Imposed  upon  woollens, 
but  provide  tliat  goods  which  cost  more  than  one  dollar, 
shall  be  deemed  and  taken  to  have  cost  two  dollars  and  a 
halP  This  is  like  imposing  an  income  tax  of  fifty  per 
cent,  and  then  provioing  that  every  man's  income  shall 
be  deemed  and  taken  to  be  three  thousand  dollars;  or  a 
tax  of  fifty  cents  per  gallon  upon  stills,  and  providing  tlmt 
every  still  shall  be  considered  as  containing  fifly  gallons. 
Now,  are  gentlemen  prepared  to  say  that  such  a  system 
as  this,  with  all  its  imperfections  on  its  head,  is  to  be  held 
as  sacred  as  the  laws  of  the  Medes  and  Persians^  I  trust 
not. 

Let  not  gentlemen  so  far  deceive  themselves  as  to  sup- 
pose that  the  opposition  of  the  South  to  the  protecting 
^stem  is  not  based  on  lugh  and  lofty  principles.  ■  It  has 
mything  to  do  with  party  politics,  or  the  mere  elevation  of 
men.  It  rises  far  above  all  such  considerations.  Nor  is 
it  influenced  chiefly  by  calculations  of  interest,  but  is 
founded  in  much  nobler  impulses.  The  instinct  of  self- 
interest  might  have  taught  us  an  easier  way  of  relieving 
ourselves  from  this  oppresnon.  It  wanted  but  the  will, 
to  have  supplied  ourselves  with  every  article  embraced 
in  tlic  protective  system,  free  of  duty,  without  any  other 
participation  on  our  part  than  a  simple  consent  to  receive 
them.  But,  sir,  we  have  scorned,  in  a  contest  for  our 
rights,  to  resort  to  any  but  open  and  fair  means  to  maintain 
them.  The  spirit  with  which  we  have  entered  into  this 
business,  is  akm  to  that  which  was  kindled  in  the  bosom 
of  our  fathers  when  they  were  made  tlie  victims  of  op- 
pression; and  if  it  has  not  displayed  itself  in  the  same  way, 
it  is  because  we  have  ever  cherished  the  strongest  feelings 
of  confraternity  towards  our  brethren,  and  Uie  warmest 
and  most  devoted  attachment  to  the  Union.  If  we  have 
been,  in  any  degree,  divided  among  ourselves  in  this  mat- 
ter, tlie  source  of  that  division,  let  gentlemen  be  assured, 
has  not  arisen  so  much  from  any  difference  of  opinion  as 
to  the  true  character  of  the  oppression,  as  from  tne  differ- 
ent degrees  of  hope^of  redress.  All  parties  have  for  years 
past  been  looking  forward  to  this  crisis  for  the  fulfilment 
of  th«r  hopes,  or  the  confirmation  of  their  fears.  And 
God  grant  that  the  result  may  be  auspicious. 

Sir,  I  call  upon  gentlemen  on  all  sides  of  the  House  to 
meet  us  in  the  true  spirit  of  conciliation  and  concession. 
Remove,  I  earnestly  beseech  you,  from  among  us,  this 
never-failiog  source  of  contention.    Dry  up  at  its  source 


this  fountain  of  the  waters  of  bitterness.  Restore  that 
harmony  which  has  been  disturbed — ^that  mutual  affection 
and  confidence  which  has  been  impured.  And  it  is  in 
your  power  to  do  it  this  day;  but  ttiere  is  but  one  means 
under  heaven  by  which  it  can — by  doing  eaual  justice 
to  all.  And  be  assured  that  he  to  whom  the  country 
shall  be  indebted  for  this  blessing,  will  be  conndered  a» 
the  second  founder  of  the  republic.  He  will  be  regarded, 
in  all  aflertimes,  as  the  ministering  angel  visiting  the 
troubled  waters  of  our  political  dissensions,  and  restoring 
to  the  element  its  healing  virtues. 

I  will  conclude  by  invoking  the  authority  of  one  whose 
name  is  deservedly  dear  to  the  American  people;  whose 
life  was  the  practice  of  virtue;  from  whose  lips  there  con- 
stantly flowed  the  lessons  of  political  wisdom,  and  whose 
example  will  be  to  the  remotest  generations  a  fight  to  our 
feet,  and  a  lamp  to  our  path.  The  restorer  of  that  liberty 
which  Washington  achieved;  the  man  *'  who  saved  the  con* 
stitution  even  at  its  last  gasp''-*l  mean  Thomas  Jefferson. 

In  Mr.  Jefferson's  inau^ral  address,  he  bears  the  fol- 
lowing strong  testimony  in  favcur  of  the  true  American 
system: 

"  Entertaining  a  true  sense  of  our  equal  rights  to  the 
use  of  our  own^faculties,  to  the  acquisitions  of  our  own 
industry,       *  *       enlightened  by  a  benign  religion 

*      *     with  all  these  blessings,  what  more  is  neccsary  to 
make  us  a  happy  and  a  prosperous  people } 

*<  Still  one  tiling  more,  fellow-citizens — ^a  wise  and  fru- 
gal Government,  which,  restraining  men  from  injuring 
one  another,  shsJl  leave  them  otherwise  free  to  regulate 
their  own  pursuits  of  industry  and  improvement,  and 
shall  not  take  from  the  mouth  of  labor  the  bread  it  has 
earned.  This  is  the  sum  of  good  government;  and  tliia 
is  necessary  to  close  the  circle  of  our  felicities." 

That  God  may  inspire  us,  gentlemen,  and  all  who  are 
entrusted  with  the  administration  of  our  public  affairs, 
with  such  dispositions,  is  my  constant  prayer  to  Him  who 
holds  in  his  hands  the  destinies  of  nations. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  next  rose,  and  said  that  the  exten- 
sive range  of  facts  and  arguments  taken  by  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina,  and  the  g^eat  ability  with  which  he 
had  presented  theni,  induced  him  to  ask  for  a  postpone- 
ment of  the  discussion  till  sufficient  time  was  afforded  for 
meeting  those  facts  and  arguments.     In  addition  to  tlus, 
he  required  delay  for  tlie  purpose  of  calling  the  Senate  to 
avul  itself  of  the  views  of  the  intelligent  convention  lately 
assembled  at  New  York  and  Philadelphia.     The  move- 
ments in  relation  to  the  tariff  in  the  Southern  States  had 
resulted  in  the  Philadelphia  convention,  while  the  popular 
feelings  in  the  North  and  West  had  given  rise  to  the  New 
York  convention.     The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  had 
been  able,  in  his  remarks,  to  avail  himself  of  the  report 
of  the  Philadelphia  convention;  and  in  a  few  days,  he  un- 
derstood that  Senator  to  say,  the  report  would  be  distri- 
buted among  the  members  of  the  Senate.      He  had  not 
seen  that  report,  and  he  wished,  before  the  discussion 
went  any  further,  to  look  at  it.     He  was  also  anxious  to 
see  the  report  of  the  New  York  convention,  which,  he  was 
informed,  woul4  be  here  in  tlie  course  of  this  week.    The 
views  of  the  gentlemen  assembled  at  these  conventions, 
representing,  as  they  did,  a  large  portion  of  our  most  ac- 
tive and  intelligent  population  in  eve]*y  part  of  the  coun- 
try, were  entitled  to  the  deliberate  connderatton  of  the 
Senate.     He,  therefore,  moved  that  the  consideration  of 
the  resolution  be  postponed  to  Monday  next,  and  be  made 
the  special  order  of  the  day  for  that  day. 

Mr.  HAYNE  took  occasion,  he  said,  to  remark  that,  in 
the  hurry  of  argument,  he  had  omitted  one  topic  of  great 
importance— the  constitutional  question.  He  should  not 
now  enter  into  it,  but  would  state  that  it  had  been  his  pur- 
pose to  show  that  the  South  had  uniformly  considered 
duties  for  protection  as  unconstitutional;  that  he  himself 
had  uniformly  sustained  that  doctrine;  that  Congress  bad 
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no  more  power  to  protect  industry  by  taxation,  than  they 
had  to  aboliah  the  trial  by  jury,  or  to  establish  an  inquisi- 
tion; and  the  system  was  at  war  with  tlie  whole  plan  of 
our  Government.  He  also  had  intended  to  remark  that 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  had  erroneously  understood 
the  opinion  of  the  Free  Trade  Convention  to  be,  that  the 
daties  on  imported  articles  should  be  arranged  Mrith  a  view 
to  the  protection  of  domestic  manufactures.  They  had 
oiUy  expressed  the  opinion  that  the  protection  incident- 
illy  afforded  to  manufactures  by  a  tariff  arranged  for 
revenue,  was  not  unconstitutional. 

Mr.  CL.AT  doubted,  he  said,  whether  so  distant  a  day 
as  Monday  was  required  for  the  consideration  of  the  sub- 
ject. It  was  now  evident  that  the  discussion  would  cover 
the  entire  field  of  argument;  and,  though  not  all  the  in- 
formation would  be  before  us,  a  part  of  it  would  be, 
before  Monday  next,  and  the  discussion  might  proceed. 

Mr.  DICKBRSON  said,  those  who  prepared  the  state- 
ments of  the  convention,  took  great  interest  in  their  pro- 
mulgation. They  wished  to  see  them  placed  before 
Congress,  and  they  could  not,  he  thought,  be  expected 
before  Monday  next. 

Mr.  CLAY  certainly  would  not  oppose  the  wishes  of 
the  gentleman;  but  he  expected  that,  when  the  subject 
was  taken  up  again,  we  should  go  through  it,  without 
further  postponement  or  delay. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said  there  was  no  disposition  to  hinder 
gentlemen  from  fully  deliberating  oh  the  subject;  but  he 
would  suggest  whether  any  g^od  result  would  follow  from 
a  continuance  of  the  discussion.  By  discussing  these  in* 
cidental  questions,  can  we  settle  any  principle  in  refer- 
ence to  the  tariff^  The  proper  course,  he  thought,  was 
to  send  both  propositions  to  tlie  Committee  on  Financet 
and  to  discuss  the  questions  involved  in  them,  after  the 
comnuttee  has  reported,  or  to  wait  for  the  bill  from  the 
other  House.  It  was  proper,  he  thought,  to  submit  both 
propositions  to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  for  we  cannot 
here  decide  upon  either  of  them.  There  was  another 
consideration;  (liacuas  the  question  as  much  as  you  please 
here  on  these  resolutions,  still  the  details  are  ultimately  to 
be  arraoi^;  and,  when  they  are  considered,  the  same 
subjects  must  again  be  discussed,  and  the  same  arguments 
be  again  repeated.  The  feelings,  too,  of  gentlemen 
would  become  more  irritated  ai^  afi^ravated  by  this 
course*  He  moved,  therefore,  that,  without  furtlier  dis- 
cussion, the  two  propositions  be  submitted  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  said  that  the  question  of  post- 
ponement  had  precedence  of  the  latter  motion. 

Mr.  TYLER  said  it  occurred  to  him,  that,  afler  all  the 
discuasicm,  there  would  be  much  difficulty  in  settling  the 
details.  Whether  one  proposition  or  the  other  be  adopt- 
ed, not  sn  inch  of  ground  would  be  yielded — and  tlie 
whole  battle  must  be  fought  over  again,  when  We  come 
to  details.  Is  it  possible  that,  in  the  discussion  of  this 
question,  you  can  settle  the  details  belonging  to  it?  If 
ever  there  was  a  question,  and  a  period  operating  upon  a 
question,  which  required  deliberation,  it  was  ibis  question 
ukI  this  period.  We  had  seen  how  much  both  parties  to 
the  question  were  interested;  we  had  seen  the  system  of 
protection  sustained  by  one,  and  by  another  repudiated; 
sU  that  ability,  research,  and  experience  could  elicit,  in 
reference  to  either  side  of  the  question,  had  already  been 
Isid  before  the  Senate.  Shall  we  continue  to  bandy  words; 
to  act  the  part  of  mere  gladiators?  He  sincerely  hoped 
the  diseussion  would  now  be  discontinued*  If  any  thing 
was  to  be  done  in  tliis  business,  it  must  be  done  without 
this  discussion.  The  propositions  should  go  to  the  Com- 
nittee  on  Finance,  and  he  was  certain  that  any  reference 
to  them  would  command  their  special  attention.  In  the 
expectation^  but  not  so  much  in  the  expectation  as  in  the 
hope  that  this  momentous  question  might  be  settled  at  this 
session,  he  should  vote  agamst  the  motipn  to  postpone. 


Mr.  DICKERSON  said  it  appeared  to  him  tliat  tho 
Senate  must  decide  which  of  the  proportions  before  them 
should  go  to  the  Committee  on  Finance.  It  was  the  ob- 
ject of  the  resolution  to  bring  on  a  discussion.  It  was  ex- 
pected every  where  in  the  Union.  This  is  the  occasion, 
now  that  the  public  debt  is  near  extinction,  which  is  taken 
for  altering  the  sjrstem  of  protection.  We  did  not  now 
deliberate  upon  and  discuss  detaiU,  but  systenu.  The 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  has  gone  into  the  whole  sub- 
ject, and  is  he  not  to  be  answered?  As  the  discussion  had 
begun,  he  thought  it  proper  that  the  general  principles  of 
the  tariff  should  be  discussed  now;  that  they  should  be 
considered  in  reference  to  their  constitutionality,  and  to 
their  bearings  on  foreign  Powers,  and  the  interests  and 
policy  of  the  several  States  of  the  Union.  When  the 
details  oome  up,  we  can  discuss  them.  He  hoped,  there- 
fore, that  the  discussion  would  go  on,  and  that  opportu- 
nity would,  by  the  delay  he  proposed,  be  afforded  for 
collecting  facts  to  meet  those  which  had  this  day  been 
advanced. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  did  not  understand,  he  said,  the  mover 
of  the  original  resolution  as  expressing  a  wish  to  discuss 
the  question  on  that  resolution.  He  did  not  think  it  im* 
portant,  on  that-  resolution,  to  discuss  the  questions  con- 
nected with  the  protective  policy.  He  thought  differently. 
His  object  was  to  explain  his  own  opinions  on  the  finan- 
cial -condition  of  the  country,  and  to  tnrow  out  some  plans 
for  a  conciliation  of  the  conflicting  interests  and  views  of 
the  different  sections  of  the  country.  But  the  gentle- 
man from  Mew  Jersey  thinks  we  shall  not  discuss  any 
principles  in  settling  these  details.  His  opinion  was  con- 
trary to  past  experience,  and  would  be  so  to  future  expe- 
rience. We,  said  Mr.  F.,  will  fight  from  post  to  post, 
and  die  ui  the  last  ditch.  He  had  come  here  witli  the 
hope  which,  as  yet,  had  undergone  no  abatement,  that 
this  question  would  be  settled  at  this  sestton,  on  princi- 
ples satisfactory  to  all  parts  of  the  Union.  To  dio  this, 
we  must  exercise  all  tlut  justice  and  moderation  which 
ought  to  characterize  the  American  Senate.  With  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina,  he  would  say,  that  he  would 
go  as  fiir  as  a  reasonable  man  can  go,  in  accommodating 
this  dispute. 

Mr.  CLAY  replied  that,  in  reference  to  the  resolution 
which  had  produced  this  discussion,  he  did^  state,  and  still 
thought,  that  it  was  unnecessary,  in  itsconnderation,  to  go 
into  the  general  policy  of  the  protective  system.  But 
he  added  that  he  diid  not  prescribe  any  rule  for  the  course 
of  others,  who  might  think  that  the  policy  of  tiie  protec- 
tive system  was  involved  in  the  resolution.  The  first  gen- 
tleman who  followed  liim,  went  into  the  discussion  of  that 
policy  in  the  fullest  manner.  That  argument  must  go  un- 
answered, with  the  tacit  assent  of  the  Senate  to  the 
propriety  of  considering  the  reduction  of  the  tariff,  in 
reference  to  the  revenue  alone— and  still  we  were  told  by 
the  opponents  of  protection,  that  they  will  die  in  the  Isst 
ditch,  yielding  no  one  point  in  dispute.  He  was  not  in 
the  habit  of  throwing  out  menaces;  but  he  would  tell  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  that,  with  whatever  vigor  the 
onset  should  be  made  against  the  system,  with  equal  vigor 
would  the  system  be  sustained.  But  it  is  said  you  will 
repeat  the  same  arguments  in  arranging  the  details  which 
you  now  use  in  discussing  the  principles*  He  did  not  be- 
lieve this  would-be  the  case.  He,  for  one,  should  not 
repeat  arguments  which  he  now  used.  He  knew  not  what 
the  Committee  on  Finance  might  be  engaged  in;  but  it 
had  been  stated  by  one  of  its  members  that  they  bad 
taken  up  the  whole  subject  of  the  tariff,  which  they  pro- 
posed to  arrange.  They  would,  he  hoped,  persevere. 
But  they  did  not,  he  thought,  act  under  the  authority  of 
the  Senate,  in  Uking  into  their  hands  subjecU  which  had 
been  comokitted  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures.  He 
hoped  that  the  course  proposed  for  the  resolution  would 
not  be  adopted.     The  fViends  of  the  protective  sj-stcm  in 
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this,  as  well  as  in  the  other  House  were  placed  in  a  con- 
dition of  peculiar  embarrassment.  It  was  impracticable 
for  them  to  brings  tlie  subject  up  for  discussion  and  deci- 
ffion,  without  the  co-operation  of  the  Committee  on  Fi- 
nance: for  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  would  view 
the  subject  in  reference  only  to  its  bearin|f  on  manufac- 
tures, not  upon  revenue.  He  had  urg^ed  a  speedy  report 
from  the  Committee  on  Finance  of  the  Senate,  and  it  had 
been  promised  from  time  to  time,  but  had  not  yet  been 
subiiutted.  It  was  a  part  of  the  policy  of  the  opponents 
of  protection,  to  delay  any  decision  of  the  question^  in 
order  that  the  revenue  might  accumulate,  till  its  amount 
became  embarrassing.  He  urged,  therefore,  upon  tlie 
Senate  the  propriety  -of  expressing  its  opinion,  at  once, 
which  of  the  two  resolutions  shouki  go  to  the  committee, 
as  the  basis  of  their  bill.  We  were,  indeed,  placed  in  a 
angular  situation,  if,  after  the  full  and  able  argument  of 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  the  subject  should  be 
suffered  to  go  to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  and  the 
questions  which  involved  millions  of  property,  and  the 
future  prosperity  of  the  country,  be  thereby  submitted  to 
that  committee,  to  be  considered  by  them  merely  as  a 
matter  of  revenue.  This  course,  he  hoped,  would  not 
be  adopted,  and  the  subject  would»  he  trusted,  be  post- 
poned to  a  proper  day. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said  it  was  no  part  of  his  purpose  to 
prevent  a  reply  to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  if 
any  Senator  wished  to  reply.  He  proposed  only  a  post- 
ponement of  the  discussion;  and  it  was  of  little  conse^ 
quence  whether  it  was  postponed  to  next  Monday,  or  a 
much  loDgvr  period,  as  he  proposed.  The  gentleman 
from  Kentucky  seemed  to  think  that  an  assault  was  to  be 
made  upon  his  favorite  system,  and  he  has  assumed  the 
amiable  character  of  a  defender.  But,  in  fact,  he  is  him- 
self the  assailant;  and  we  know  from  experience  that  he 
will  not  relax  or  desist  as  long  as  he  has  any  hope  of 
success. 

Mr.  WILKINS  should  vote,  he  said,  for  the  motion  of 
the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey.  He  did  not  throw  any 
indication  of  his  intention  to  enter  into  the  discussion, 
though  it  had  become  his  duty  and  his  wish  to  engage  in 
it,  in  consideration  of  the  deep  interest  which  his  State 
had  in  its  subject.  He  wished  the  consideration  of  the 
resolution  to  be  postponed,  in  the  hope  that  some  course 
might  be  stricken  out,  in  accordance  with  the  generous 
offers  of  the  Senators  from  Georgia  and  South  Carolina, 
by  which  this  question  can  be  harmoniously  settled  and 
compromised.  If  tlie  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  and 
his  friends,  had  rested  their  opposition  to  the  system  on 
constitutional  ground,  tliere  would  be  no  hope  of  com- 
promise; but,  in  all  questions  of  expediency,  there  is 
room  for  mutual  concession  and  compromise.  Some  pro- 
position would,  he  hoped,  be  made  by  Monday  next, 
which  might  serve  as  a  basis  for  the  compromise. 

Mr.  SMITH  thought  nothing  would  be  gained  by  the 
postpbnement.  He  hoped  no  later  day  than  Thursday 
would  be  fixed  upon. 

Mr.  WILKINS  agpun  ursred  the  propriety  of  postpon- 
ing the  consideration  of  the  subject,  with  a  view  to  see 
what  conciliation  of  conflicting  interests  and  opinions  in 
regard  to  it  could  be  effected.  He  would  say,  nowever, 
that,  in  proposing  a  compromise,  he  had  no  idea  of  aban- 
doning the  principle  of  protection.  If  desolation  had 
followed  the  system  in  South  Carolina,  as  the  gentleman 
had  stated,  he  was  certain  desolation  in  his  State  would 
mark  its  aibolition.  But  h^  still  hoped  that  the  principle 
might  be  so  modified  as  to  meet  the  views  of  all  sections 
and  interests;  and,  in  this  liope,  he  asked  for  the  question 
on  the  motion  to  postpone. 

The  question  being  taken  on  the  motion  to  postpone 
the  further  consideration  of  the  resolution  and  amend- 
ment till  Monday  next,  it  was  decided  in  the  affirmative. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


TUKSDAT,  JaVUABT  17^. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  transmitting  the  annual  report  of  the  Di- 
rector of  the  Mint,  exhibiting  the  operations  of  that  insti- 
tution for  the  year  1831. 

[The  report  states  that  the  coinage  of  the  past  year 
amounts  to  ^,923,473  60;  comprising  $714,270  in  gold 
coins,  $3,175,600  in  silver  coins,  and  $33,603  60  in  cop- 
per— consisting,  altogether,  of  11,792,284  pieces,  viz. 
Half  eagles,  140,594;  quarter  eagles,  4,520;  half  dollars, 
5,873,660;  quarter  dollars,  398,000;  dimes,  771,350;  half 
dimes,  1,242,700;  cents,  3,359,260;  and  half  cents,  2,200. 
Twenty-six  thousand  dollars  worth  of  the  gold  coined  was 
received  from  Virginia;  two  hundred  and  ninety-four 
thousand  dollars  from  North  Carolina;  and  from  Georgia, 
one  hundred  and  seventy-six  thousand  dollars  worth.  Ala- 
bama and  Tennessee  also  furnished  gold  bullion  to  the 
amount  of  about  one  thousand  dollars  each,  **indicating- 
(as  the  report  remarks)  the  progressive  development  of 
the  gold  region."  The  coinage  of  copper  yielded  a  pro- 
fit of  about  ten  thousand  dollars  the  last  year;  ana,  in 
consequence,  reduced  the  expense  of  the  mint  establish- 
ment for  that  time  to  twenty-eight  thousand  dollars.] 

After  receiving  petitions,  and  disposing  of  sundry  pri- 
vate bills,  the  Senate  spent  two  hours  in  the  consideration 
of  executive  business;  and  then 

Adjourned, 

WfDNKSSAT,  January  18. 
NORTHEASTERN  BOUNDARY. 

The  following  resolutions,  submitted  yesterday  by  Mr* 
Spbaoui,  were  taken  up  for  consideration,  viz. 

Beaokfed,  That  the  President  of  the  United  SUtes  be 
requested  to  communicate  to  the  Senate  all  the  corre- 
spondence between  the  Executive  of  the  United  States 
and  Great  Britain,  relative  to  the  selection  of  an  arbiter, 
under  the  convention  of  29th  September,  1827;  and,  also, 
the  correspondence  between  the  Executive  of  the  United 
States  and  the  King  of  the  Netherlands,  relative  to  the 
acceptance,  by  the  latter,  of  tlie  office  of  arbiter,  under 
said  conventioQ. 

Beaohed^  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be 
requested  to  communicate  to  the  Senate  the  arrangement 
which,  in  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  State  to  the  Go- 
vernor of  Maine,  under  date  of  tlie  21st  of  October,  1831, 
is  said  to  have  been  made  between  the  United  States  and 
Great  Britain,  '*  for  preserving  the  state  of  things  as  it 
then  existed  on  both  sides,  until  a  final  disposition  could 
be  made  of  the  question"  respecdng  our  Northeastern 
boundary,  and  all  the  correspondence  in  relation  thereto; 
and  to  inform  the  Senate  when,  and  in  what  manner,  said 
"arrangement  between  the  two  nations"  wasroade^  and 
when,  and  in  what  manner,  it  was  communicated  to  tlie 
Governor  of  Maine,  as  mentioned  in  the  said  letter  of  the 
Secretary  of  State. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  submitted  to  the  gentleman  from  Maine, 
whether  such  a  call  as  that  embraced  in  tlie  resolution, 
would  be  proper,  while  the  Senate,  in  a  capacity  difTer- 
ent  from  its  legislative,  was  acting  on  the  same  subject. 
Would  not  the  adoption  of  tlie  resolution  have  the  effect 
of  exposing  to  view  matters  which  it  would  be  injurious 
to  the  country  to  make  public  in  their  present  state  ?  Mr. 
G.  thought  it  would  be  better  to  lay  the  resolution  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  said  that  he  had  offered  the  resolution 
now  under  consideration,  in  open  Senate,  because  the 
information  requested  was,  in  his  opinion,  of  a  character 
that  might,  without  injury  to  the  interests  of  the  country, 
be  laid  before  the  Senate  and  the  people.  He  was  not 
in  favor  of  the  custom  of  keeping  the  acts  of  Government 
secret,  when  there  was  no  sufficient  reason  for  doing  so. 
The  resolution  simply  requested  the  President  of  the 
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United  States  to  fiinmh  the  Senate  with  the  correspondp 
ence  between  the  Executive  of  the  United  States  and 
Great  Britain  on  a  public. question.  Now,  what  reason 
can  be  given  for  keeping  this  correspondence  locked  up 
in  the  archives  of  the  Executive,  while  all  the  other  facts 
relatiye  to  the  treaty,  toeether  with  tlie  decision  of  the 
King  of  the  Netherlands,  havelortg  since  been  laid  before 
^  nation?  The  protest  of  our  minister  at  the  Hague, 
and  of  the  Government  of  Maine,  against  that  decision, 
and  the  accordance  of  the  Governor  of  Massachusetts 
vith  that  protest,  were  also  publicly  known.  He  could, 
therefore,  see  no  reason  why  the  whole  subject  should 
not  be  brought  to  light,  nor  any  impropriety  in  request- 
io|^  the  infonoation  required.  If  the  President  should 
think  that  there  was  any  part  of  the  correspondence  that 
it  was  improper  should  meet  tlie  eye  of  the  public,  he 
might  send  it  in  a  confidential  manner.    . 

He  should  object  to  the  suggestion  of  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee  to  have  the  resolution  laid  on  the  table, 
because,  however  they  might  differ  in  the  manner  in 
which  the  communication  should  be  made,  he  conceived 
that  it  was  highly  important  to  obtain  it,  which  would  be 
prevented  by  such  a  course.  If  the  gentleman  objected 
to  the  form  of  the  resolution,  he  was  not  opposed  to  hav- 
ing it  so  modified  as  to  be  agreeable  to  the  wishes  of  a.U, 
but  he  wished  some  other  disposition  to  be  made  than  to 
lay  it  on  the  table,  which  would  be  in  effect  giving  it  up 
altogether. 

Mr.  EWING  hoped  the  Senator  fraro  Tennessee  would 
withdraw  his  motion.  He  [Mr.  £.]  had,  on  examining 
into  the  subject  of  the  Northeastern  boundary  question, 
met  with  many  serious  difficulties,  arising  from  the  want 
of  sufficient  information,  for  which  he  would  have  found 
it  neceanry  himself  to  apply,  had  he  not  been  anticipated 
by  the  resohition  of  the  gentleman  from  Maine. 

Mr.  CLAY^was  inclined  to  think,  from  the  ^nera]  re- 
collection he  possessed,  not  only  of  that  portion  of  the 
subject  embraced  in  the  first  resolution,  relating  to  a  se- 
lection of  an  arbiter  under  the  convention,  but  of  that 
portion  of  it  contained  in  the  second  resolution,  relating 
to  the  arrangement  mentioned  in  the  letter  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  preserving  a  status  quo  until  a  final  set- 
tlement, that  no  part  of  them  were  of  such  a  nature  as  to 
render  their  publication  injurious  to  the  country.  If, 
however,  there  were  any  doubts  whether  the  President  or 
Secretary  of  State  would  consider  a  publication  at  this 
time  inexpedient,  as  suggested  by  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee,  he  would  advise  a  postponement  for  a  few 
days,  until  a  conference  could  be  had  with  them. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  said  he  had  no  sort  of  objection  to  any 
course  that  might  be  most  agreeable  to  those  interested  in 
the  resolution,  for  it  was  not  a  matter  of  any  particular 
interest,  either  to  himself  or  to  those  he  represented;  his 
only  fear  had  been,  that  by  calling  for  information  under  the 
circumstances  he  had  before  adverted  to,  something  might 
be  done  that  would  become  the  subject  of  after  regret. 
As  the  mover  thought  no  difficulties  could  arise  from  the 
publicity  of  the  affair,  he  would  not  oppose  the  resolution, 
but  be  still  thought  the  most  advisable  course  would  be 
for  the  Senate  to  obtain  the  desired  information  in  execu- 
tive session,  and  thea  lay  it  before  the  public,  if  no  objec- 
tions were  found  to  so  doing. 

Mr.  CLAY  suggested  to  the  Senator  from  Maine  to 
modify  the  resolution,  in  accordance  with  the  views  of 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee,  so  as  to  request  the  Presi- 
dent, a!t  his  option,  to  send  the  information  either  to  the 
open  or  secret  session  of  tlie  Senate. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  then  amended  botli  resolutions  in  con- 
formity with  the  suggestions  of  Mr.  Clat,  and  they  were 
adopted^ 

COLONEL  JOHN  LAURENS. 

The  Senate  tlien  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  the 


bill  for  the  relief  of  the  personal  representatives  of  Colo- 
nel John  Laurens,  deceased. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  said  that  the  bill  had  f^quently  been 
before  Congress,  and  different  committees  had  reported 
unfavorably  on  the  claim.  He  thought  the  bill  ought  not 
to  pass. 

Mr.  KANE  explained  the  reasons  which  had  induced 
the  committee  to  report  favorably  in  the  present  instance, 
and  spoke  at  length  in  support  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  HOLMES  observed  that  this  bill  was  an  old  friend 
or  rather  an  old  acquaintance  of  that  body,  and  inquired 
whether  any  new  »cts  favorable  to  the  claim  had  been 
adduced.     He  was  not  in  favor  of  the  bill. 

Mr.ROBBlNS  rose,  and  said,  John  tAurens,  whose  child 
and  grandchild  are  befbre  us  with  this  claim,  was  one  of 
those  revolutionary  patriots  who  devoted  all  his  fiiculties 
and  all  his  means  to  the  cause  of  his  country  in  that  arduous 
conflict,  and  who,  to  crown  his  merits,  made  a  sacrifice 
of  his  life  to  that  cause.  Liberty  has  her  martyrs,  as  well 
as  religion;  and  he  was  one  of  them.  This  eiaim  by  his 
family  IS  for  expenses  disbursed  by  him  while  on  a  special 
foreign  mission — a  mission  which  he  performed  with  ex- 
traordinary despatch,  and  with  entire  success.  At  a  pe- 
riod of  great  difficulty  and  distress,  the  then  Congress 
took  him  from  the  army,  and  sent  him  to  France  to  solicit 
the  means  of  relief;  he  prevailed,  and  obtained  them. 
From  the  time  he  left  the  army  to  go  on  this  mission,  to 
the  time  he  resumed  his  command  in  the  army,  after  hav- 
ing successfully  performed  his  mission,  was  less  than  nine 
months. 

The  reimbursement  of  these  expenses  Is  claimed  on  the 
ground  of  such  then  being  the  settled  usage  of  the  Go- 
vernment. That  usage  was  to  allow  and  pay  our  foreign 
ministers  a  sum  certain  as  a  salary;  and,  besides,  to 
allow  and  pay  their  expenses.  The  records  of  all  our 
foreign  missions  at  that  time  will  show  this  to  have  been 
the  settled  usage.  It  was  done  in  the  case  of  Dr.  Frank- 
lin, in  the  case  of  Mr.  Jay,  the  case  of  the  elder  Adams, 
and  so  of  every  other  foreign  minister,  down  to  the  time 
when  an  outfit  was  allowed  in  lieu  of  the  allowance  of 
expenses.  This  is  the  solitary  instance  in  which  it  has 
not  been  done;  and  how  it  has  happened  in  this  instance, 
I  will  directly  endeavor  to  explain.  But,  independently 
of  this,  I  consider  this  reimbursement  to  have  been  gua- 
rantied by  an  express  resolution  of  Congress  taken  in  this 
very  case.     The  resolution  is  in  these  words: 

**  Resolved,  That  in  settfing  the  accounts  of  the  late 
Lieutenant  Colonel  Laurens,  as  special  minister  to  the 
court  of  Versailles,  he  be  allowed  the  same  pay  that  was 
given  at  that  period  to  the  minister  plenipotentiary  of  the 
United  States  at  foreign  courts,  from  his  appointment  to 
that  embassy, until  his  return." 

Now,  said  Mr.  R.,  what  was  that  pay?  It  was,  as  I  have 
before  stated,  a  sum  certain  as  a  salary,  and,  in  addition 
thereto,  the  amount  of  his  expenses.  It  may  seem  strange 
that,  in  stating  the  account  in  this  case,  the  treasury  should 
have  omitted,  as  it  did,  to  credit  these  expenses;  a  credit 
so  manifestly  required  both  by  settled  usage  and  express 
authority.  A  review  of  the  circumstances  will  account 
for  this  omission.  Let  it  be  recollected  that  Colonel  Lau- 
rens himself  never  called  for  pay,  either  as  a  soldier  or 
as  a  minister.  He  had  some  resources  of  his  own;  he  had 
larger  in  the  liberality  of  his  opulent  father;  on  these  he 
drew.  Such  was  the  cast  of  his  mind,  that  pecuniary 
matters  were  beneatli  his  thoughts — he  thought  only,  as 
he  lived  only,  for  his  countrj' and  for  glory.  On  his  return 
from  France,  his  only  petition  to  Congress  was,  to  be 
permitted  to  return  to  his  command  in  the  army.  He  did 
return;  and  soon  af^er,  in  the  affair  at  Yorktown,  acted 
the  distinguished  part  which  history  has  noticed.  He 
thence  repaired  to  the  standard  of  General  Greene,  and 
engaged  in  tlie  battles  of  the  Southern  war.  There  the 
gallantry  of  his  spirit  laid  his  body  in  the  dust — there 
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terminated  the  short  but  briUiant  career  of  the  heroic 
Laurens.  At  this  time,  his  only  child  was  an  infant,  in  a 
foreini  land,  and  doubly  an  orphan,  the  mother  havings 
previously  deceased.  His  father,  the  venerable  Henry 
Laurens,  was  a  prisoner  in  the  Tower  of  London.  Then 
there  was  no  one  to  exhibit  and  solicit  the  clum  of  the 
unfortunate  orphan.  On  the  return  of  the  father,  after 
his  captivity,  and  after  performing  his  illustrious  share  in 
the  great  peace-mission  to  France,  among  his  son's  papers 
he  £und  not  a  scrap  of  any  accoimt  either  against  or  with 
the  Government.  He  knew  not  how  his  affairs  stood  with 
the  Government,  whether  as  final  debtor  or  creditor;  he 
only  knew  that  he  had  made  him  large  advances.  In  this 
situation,  he  preferred  a  memorial  to  Congress  upon  the 
subject — not  making  any  claim,  but  referring  the  case  to 
that  body,  to  be  disposed  of  according  to  their  own  sense 
of  justice.  The  memorial  was  committed;  the  committee 
reported;  and  the  resolution  which  I  have  before  recited, 
was  adopted  upon  the  report.  The  resolution,  we  have 
seen,  established  the  principle  by  which  the  settlement  of 
the  case  was  to  be  made,  and  which  principle  embraced 
this  claim.  This  was  in  1784.  The  Government  not 
being  in  fiindj,  nothing  more  was  done  in  the  case  till 
1790,  when  the  new  Government  began  the  work  of 
liquidating  and  providing  for  the  claims  of  the  public 
creditors.  Then  the  statement  of  the  account  in  this  case 
was  made.  The  expenses  of  this  mission  were  not  credited, 
because  no  account  of  them,  owing  to  the  circumstances 
which  I  have  detailed,  had  been  fiirnished  to  the  Govern- 
ment. The  statement  was  made  upon  the  evidence  as  it 
existed  in  the  Treasury  Department;  it  did  not  embrace  a 
credit  for  these  expenses,  because  as  to  them  the  treasury 
bad  no  evidence.  It  is  apparent  that  Henry  Laurens,  the 
father,  was  under  the  mistake  that  the  expenses  could  not 
be  claimed,  because  among  his  son's  papers  he  found  no 
account,  no  charge  of  them  against  the  Government.  I 
say  it  is  apparent,  because,  though  he  complained  of  the 
statement  as  made  by  the  treasury,  he  did  not  complain  of 
it  on  this  ground.  And  in  his  memorial,  before  referred 
to,  he  states  that  he  did  not  know  whether  his  son  meant 
to  make  any  claim.  But  surely  this  mistake,  as  it  does  not 
affect  the  justice,  so  it  ought  not  to  affect  the  validity  of 
this  claim.  The  Government  owes  it  to  itself,  it  owes  it 
to  its  own  honor,  not  to  profit  by  this  mistake;  especially 
to  the  prdudice  of  an  orphan,  and  more  especially  to  the 
orphan  of  such  a  parent. 

The  amount  of  these  expenses,  at  least  the  amount  re- 
ported, was  ^,335  86.  This  report  and  the  report  of 
the  last  session  agree  in  this.  The  data  on  which  this 
conclusion  is  founded,  seem  to  me  entirely  satisfactory. 
The  whole  of  this  amount  he  received,  while  in  France, 
on  this  mission,  by  drafts  from  his  father,  and  by  an  order 
from  Doctor  Franklin,  except  a  small  sum  he  received 
from  the  superintendent  of  finance,  Robert  Morris,  in 
Boston,  on  his  arrival  there  from  his  mission — ^a  small  sum, 
to  enable  him  to  return  to  his  command  in  the  army.  It 
will  be  found  that  any  reasonable  estimate  of  the  necessary 
disbursements  for  himself  and  suite  will  carry  the  amount 
at  least  to  that  sum.  And,  collated  with  the  expenses  in 
other  parallel  cases,  the  same  conclusion  will  result.  On 
embarking  for  France,  he  must  hate  taken  funds  with 
him,  which  were  all  exhausted,  but  of  which  no  notice  is 
taken  in  the  estimate  reported.  We  may  be  sure,  then, 
that  this  sum  falls  within  the  limits  of  his  actual  expenses, 
at  least  that  it  does  not  transcend  them. 

There  is  another  claim,  but  to  a  small  amount,  growing 
out  of  errors  in  the  account  as  stated  by  tlie  treasury. 
These  errors  are  apparent  to  inspection  on  the  face  of 
the  account.  One  is  an  item  to  which  the  scale  of  depre- 
ciation was  applied,  when  that  item  was  a  special  credit 
due  from  the  United  States.     The  amount  of  this  error 


carried  out,  nor  reckoned.  In  reckoning  up  the  credits. 
The  report  then  makes  the  gross  sum — ^the  amount  of  the 
expenses,  together  with  the  amount  of  these  errors — 
$7,542  41, 

This  report  puts  the  claim  upon  the  common  footing  of 
debts  then  due  from  the  United  States,  and  provides  for  it 
accordingly;  allowing  tHe  same  interest  that  was  paid  to 
the  other  public  creditors,  neither  more  nor  less,  ft 
appears  to  me  that  this  principle  is  the  principle  which 
ought  to  govern  in  this  case.  These  expenses,  paid  by 
Colonel  Laurens,  were  paid  for  the  United  States;  and 
they  were  as  substantially  a  loan  to  the  United  States,  as 
if  the  money  had  been  pud  intothe  treasury  of  the  United 
States,  and  a  loan  office  certificate  had  been  taken  there- 
for. He  was  to  all  intents  and  purposes  a  public  creditor 
to  that  amount;  and  to  pay  interest  to  the  other  public 
creditors,  and  t«  refuse  it  to  him,  would  be  an  act,  as  it 
appears  to  me,  of  gross  partiality;  would  be  an  outrage 
upon  every  sentiment  of  equal  justice — and,  I  may  add, 
of  national  justice,  too;  for  these  very  expenses,  so  far  as 
they  were  advances  made  by  his  father,  (and  they  mostly 
were  such, )  became  a  debt  on  interest  against  him,  and 
the  amount,  both  principal  and  interest,  have  been  de- 
ducted from  the  portion  of  his  daughter.  Colonel  Lau- 
rens then  loaned  this  money  to  the  United  States,  for 
which  he  paid  interest;  he  asks  a  return  of  that  loan,  not 
with  the  same  interest,  but  with  a  less  interest,  much  less. 
I  say  he — but  I  mean  bis  orphan  child,  who  speaks  in  his 
name.  Were  he  living,  and  now  here,  I  think  it  probable 
he  would  not  speak— ^le  was  too  majpnanimous — ^too  care- 
less of  every  thing  but  virtuous  tame,  and  too  much 
absorbed  in  that  pursuit;  and  building  fame,  as  he  did,  on 
services  and  sacrifices  to  his  country,  I  think  it  probable 
that  if  his  countty  did  not  think  of  this  debt  to  him,  he 
would  never  speak  to  put  her  in  mind  of  it;  but,  like  his 
brc-herin  arras  and  compatriot,  Hamilton,  he  would  place 
this  claim  upon  the  justice  of  his  country,  as  a  resource 
for  them  for  whom  nature  bad  bound  him  to  provide.  It 
Is  pleasing  to  reflect  that  the  disting^iished  and  disinterest- 
ed  patriot,  in  this  country  at  least,  has  this  resource,  and 
may  look  to  it  with  confidence — of  which  the  proofs  are 
many  and  illustrious.  I  hope  this  case  may  furnish  another. 

There  are  many  circumstances  in  this  case,  which  might 
be  alluded  to,  recommending  this  claim  to  favor,  but, 
perhaps,  addressing  themselves  to  our  feelings  rather  than 
to  our  reason;  these,  I  therefore  omit,  ahd  content  myself 
with  stating  and  explaining,  as  I  have  done,  those  grounds 
only  which  appear  to  me  to  establish  the  justice  of  the 
claim,  and  which  will  control  my  vote. 

Mr.  KANE,  in  answer  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia, 
went  into  a  full  explanation  of  the  grounds  on  which  the 
claim  rested,  and  maintained  that  it  was  clearly  shown 
from  the  acts  of  Congress,  that  the  present  claim  was 
justly  due,  and  that  it  had  never  been  paid;  explained  the 
reasons  why  it  had  been  delayed  till  the  present  day — 
which  delay  he  considered  no  sufficient  reason  why  justice 
should  not  finally  be  awarded  in  the  same  manner  as  it 
had  been  to  other  public  ministers  at  the  same  period. 

Mr.  HAYNE  answered  some  of  the  objections  of  those 
opposed  to  tlie*  claim,  and  explained  the  reason  why  the 
former  committee,  to  which  it  had  been  referred,  had  re- 
ported favorably,  and  why  the  Senate  were  almost  unani- 
mous ag&inst  the  report.  It  was  not  because  they  doubted 
the  justice  of  the  claim,  but  because  they  differed  with 
the  committee  in  the  amount  justly  due.  Mr.  H.  went 
into  an  earnest  argument  in  favor  of  the  claim,  and  of  the 
distinguished  services  and  magnanimity  of  Colonel  Lau« 
rens,  whom  he  represented  to  have  sacrificed  not  only  his 
fortune,  but  his  lite,  in  the  defence  of  his  country,  at  a 
period  when,  of  all  others,  those  sacrifices  and  patriotic 
services  were  most  needed.    It  was  from  the  verj'  circum- 


is  $101  85.     The  other  is  an  item  of  credit  in  the  no-  stance  of  his  patriotic  and  disinterested  devotedness  to  the 
count,  amounting  to  fl04  70,  but  which  amount  is  not  [cause  which  he  had  embraced,  that  the  claim  was  yet 
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unpaid;  for  Colon^  Laurens  had,  in  his  zeal  for  liberty, 
refused  to  demand  the  payment  for  his  services,  and  fell 
a  sKrifice  to  that  cause,  wifhout  liHiving  a  claim  upon  the 
Government,  or  even  a  statement  of  his  expenditures. 

The  question  therefore  now  wa%  whether  Congress 
should  refuse  justice  to  an  orphan  child,  because  the 
&ther  had  too  much  nugnanimity  to  detnand  it.  He  trust- 
ed not. 

At  the  Miggestion  of  Mr.  EWINO,  the  bill  was  then  laid 
on  the  table  for  the  present. 

Thursday,  Jastcaut  19. 

Soon  after  meeting,  the  Senate  went  into  executive 
business,  and  remained  with  closed  doors  until  4  o'clock; 
and  then  adjourned. 

Faidat,  Ja5vabt  20. 
BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

Mr.  BENTON  rose  to  ask  leave  to  introduce  the  follow- 
ing^ rescdutlon,  of  which  he  liad  given  notice  some  days 
ago,  viz. 

A  joint  resolution  declaratory  of  the  meaning  of  the  ohar- 
ter  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  on  the  subject  of 
the  paper  currency  to  be  issued  by  the  bank. 

Be  it  retohted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Bepretentatives 
•ftke  UmUd  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled.  That 
(be  paper  cuTTeficy,  in  the  form  of  orders,  drawn  by  the 
preMdents  of  tlie  o^ces  of  discount  and  deposite  on  the 
earlier  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  is  not  authorized 
by  any  thing  contained  in  the  cliarter,  and  that  the  said 
currency  is,  and  is  hereby  declared  to  be,  illegal^  and 
that  the  aune  ought  to  be  suppressed. 

Vr.  BENTON  rose  to  ask  leave  to  bring  in  his  promis- 
ed resofaitiQfi  on  the  state  of  the  currency.  He  snid  he 
fad  given  his  notice  for  the  leave  he  was  about  to  ask, 
without  concerting  or  consulting  with  any  member  of  the 
Senate.  Tlie  obieet  of  his  resolution  was  judicial,  not 
political;  and  he  had  treated  tlie  Senators,  not  as  counsel- 
Ion,  hut  as  judges.  He  had  conversed  with  no  one,  nei- 
ther friend  nor  adversary^  not  through  contempt  of  coun- 
sel, or  fear  of  opposition,  but  from  a  just  and  rigorous  re- 
gard to  decorum  and  propriety.  His  own  opmion  had 
been  made  up  through  the  cold,  unadulterated  process  of 
legal  research;  and  he  had  done  nothing,  and  would  do 
nothings  to  prevent,  or  hinder,  any  other  Senator  from 
making  op  his  opinion  in  the  same  way.  It  was  a  case  in 
which  politics,  especially  partisan  politics,  could  find  no 
place;  and  in  the  progress  of  which  every  Senator  would 
ieel  himself  retiring  into  the  judicial  office — ^becoming  one 
of  the  judiees  sekdi — ^and  searching  into  the  stores  of 
his  own  legal  knowledge,  for  the  judgment  and  the  rea- 
84IDS  of  the  judgment  which  he  must  give  in  this  .great 
cause,  in  which  a  nation  is  tlie  party  on  one  side,  and  a 
great  moneyed  corporation  on  the  other.  H^[Mr.  B.]  be- 
lieved the  currency,  against  which  his  resolution  was 
directed,  to  be  illegal  and  dangerous;  and  so  believing, 
it  had  long  been  his  determination  to  bring  the  question  of 
its  legality  before  the  Senate  and  the  people  {  and  that 
without  regard  to  the  powerful  resentment,  to  the  effects 
of  which  he  might  be  exposing  himself.  He  had  adopted 
tke  form  of  a  declaratory  resolution,  because  it  was  in- 
tended to  declare  the  tnie  sense  of  the  charter  upon  a 
<%H2ted  point.  He  made  his  resolution  joint  in  its  cha- 
ncter,  that  it  might  have  the  action  of  both  Houses  of  Con- 
p'cas,  and  singie  in  its  object,  that  the  main  design  might 
ootbe  embarrassed  with  minor  propositions.  The  form  of 
the  resolution  gave  him  a  right  to  state  his  reasons  for  ask« 
mg  leave  to  bring  it  in;  the  importance  of  it  required 
those  reasons  to  be  clearly  stated.  The  Senate,  also,  has 
its  rights  and  its  duties.  It  is  the  right  of  the  Senate  and 
House  of  Representatives,  as  the  founder  of  the  bank  cor- 

Voi.  VIII. 


poration,  to  examine  into  the  regularity  of  its  proceedings, 
and  to  take  cognizance  of  the  infractions  of  its  charter;  and 
this  right  has  become  a  duty,  since  the  very  tribunal  se- 
lected by  tlie  charter  to  try  these  infractions  had  tried 
this  very  question,  and  that  without  tlie  formality  of  a 
scire  facias,  or  the  presence  of  the  adverse  party,  and  had 
given  judgment  in  favor  of  the  corporation;  a  decision 
Which  he  [Mr.  B.]  was  compelled,  by  the  strongest  con- 
victions of  his  judgment,  to  consider  both  as  extra-judicial 
and  erroneous. 

The  resolution,  continued  Mr.  B.,  which  I  am  asking 
leave  to  bring  in,  expresses  its  own  object.  It  declares 
against  the  legality  of  these  orders,  as  a  cuhbkkct.  It  is 
the  currency  which  I  arraign.  I  make  no  inquiry,  for  I 
will  not  embarrass  my  subject  with  irrelevant  and  imma- 
terial inquiries — I  make  no  inquiry  into  the  modes  of  con- 
tract and  payment  which  are  permitted,  or  not  permitted, 
to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  in  the  conauct  of  its 

f)rivate  dealings  and  individual  transactions.  My  business 
ies  with  the  currency;  for,  betwe'en  public  currency  and 
private  dealings,  the  charter  of  the  bank  has  made  a  dis- 
tinction, and  tliat  founded  in  the  nature  of  things,  as  broad 
as  lines  can  draw,  and  as  clear  as  words  can  express. 
The  currency  concerns  the  public;  and  the  soundness  of 
that  currency  is  taken  under  the  particular  guardiansliip 
of  the  charter;  a  special  code  of  law  is  enacted  for  it:  pri- 
vate dealings  concern  individuals;  and  it  is  for  individuals, 
in  making  their  bargains,  to  take  care  of  their  own  inte- 
rests. The  charter  of  tiie  Bank  of  the  United  States  has 
authorized,  but  not  regulated,  certain  private  dealings  of 
the  bank;  it  is  full  and  explicit  upon  the  regulation  of  cur- 
rency. Upon  this  distinction  I  take  my  stand.  I  establisl^ 
myself  upon  the  broad  and  clear  distinction  which  reason 
makes,  and  the  charter  sanctions.  I  amug^  the  curren- 
cy !  I  eschew  all  inquiry  into  the  modes  of  making  bar- 
gains for  the  sale  or  purchase  of  bills  of  exchange,  buying 
and  selling  gold  or  silver  bullion,  tfhilding  houses,  hiring 
officers,  clerks,  and  servants,  purchasing  necessaries,  or 
laying  in  supplies  of  fuel  and  stationery. 

A  preliminary  inquiry  might  have  been  resorted  to,  and 
was  for  some  time  intended,  to  know  from  the  bank  direc- 
tory whether  these  orders  were  issued  as  a  currency  un- 
der the  charter,  and  what  exemptions  were  claimed  for 
them  from  the  restrictions  provided  in  the  charter,  fbr  a 
currency  of  promissory  notes.  But  this  preliminary  in- 
quiry has  become  unnecessary.  A  decinon  has  been  made 
in  a  high  branch  of  the  fedend  judiciary — the  United 
States'  circuit  court  in  Philadelphia — affirmmg  the  legality 
of  this  species  of  currency,  and  stating  the  exemptkions 
claimed  for  it;  and  this  decision  has  been  received  with  a 
degree  of  approbation  by  the  bank  directoiy,  which  an- 
nounces it  to  be  accordant  with  their  own  opinions.  In- 
quiry of  the  directory  is,  therefore,  unnecessary.  A  re- 
sort to  the  opinion  of  the  court,  and  that  opinion  has  been 
authoritatively  published,  may  be  considered  as  the  answer 
of  the  bank,  and,  what  is  far  more  material,  as  the  law  of 
the  land  until  reversed. 

Here  is  the  opinion,  that  part  of  it  which  relates  to 
these  orders  as  a  currency;  for  I  omit  all  that  relates  to 
the  trial  of  the  prisoner  for  the  counterfating  one  of  these 
orders: 

**  The  onty  restriction  on  the  issuing  of  any  paper  is  in 

<  the  proviso  to  the  12th  fundamental  srticle  in  the  11th 

*  section  of  the  charter.    The  bank  cai^  make  no  bill  obli- 

*  gatory,  or  of  credit,  under  its  seal,  for  the  payment  of  a 

<  less  sum  than  five  thousand  dollars;  the  bills  or  fiotes 

*  issued  by  order  of  the  corporation,  signed  by  die  presi- 
'  dent  and  cashier,  are  made  as  binding  and  obhgutory  on 

<  the  bank  as  those  of  private  persons,  but  all  their  biDs 

*  and  notes  must  be  pa}'able  on  demand,  unless  of  a  sum 

*  not  less  than  one  hundred  dollars,  and  pa3rable  to  order; 
'  none  of  these  restraints  apply  to  an  order  or  ehedt,'  the 

*  notes  or  hilb  alluded  to  are  such  as  contun  a  promise  to 
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*  pay  money,  and  the  bills  obligatory  are  such  only  as  are 

*  under  seal,  and  for  sums  not  less  than  five  thousand 
'  dollars. 
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«*  The  bank  is  left  free  to  contract  debts  by  any  other 
mode  than  by  their  promissory  note  or  an  obligation  un- 
der seal,  with  no  otner  Umitaiton  than  is  contained  in  the 
8th  fundamental  article,  which  is  merely  as  to  amount, 
the  only  effect  of  which  is  not  to  exempt  the  bank  from 
liability  for  the  excesses,  but  to  make  the  directors,  un- 
der wKose  administration  it  shall  happen,  personally 

liable. 

•  •  •  •  • 

'*  The  act  of  establishing  a  branch  is,  per  «e,  the  crca* 
tion  of  an  agency;  it  is  an  authority  not  only  to  tlie  extent 
of  the  rejp^Tations  under  which  the  af  ent  acts,  but  to  the 
extent  oi  all  acts  and  transactions  of  the  officers  of  the 
branches,  which  the  bank  have  been  in  the  habit  of 
adopting  and  confirming,  on  the  same  principle  that  in- 
dividuals are  liable  on  the  contracts  of  their  wives  and 
servants,  who  have  been  permitted  to  deal  on  their  credit, 
and  in  their  names;  or  a  merchant,  whose  clerk  is  in  the 
habit  of  writing  letters,  signing  notes^j  bills,  and  checks, 
in  his  name,  though  without  any  written  or  express  au- 
thority, by  the  adoption  and  recognition  of  which  he 
authorizes  the  public  to  consider  his  clerk  as  his  agent, 
authorized  to  do  in  future  what  he  has  been  in  the  habit 
of  doin^  with  his  knowledge  and  assent.  It  w^ould  be 
strange  mdeed  that  the  bank  should  not  be  liable  for 
checks  or  orders,  drawn  by. its  agents,  at  their  own  branches, 
which  not  only  form  a  very  important  item  in  the  curren- 
cy of  the  country  and  the  operation  of  the  branches,  but 
which  the  bauk  have,  for  years,  daily  ratified  and  sanc- 
tioned by  their  payment:  the  uniform  course  of  business 
transacted  between  the  bank  and  its  branches  furnishes 
such  a  strong  legal  inference  and  presumption  of  its  being 
authorized  by  the  regulations  under  which  they  have  been 
established,  that  the  burden  of  proof  to  the  contrary  is 
clearly  thrown  on  the  bank,  or  any  other  person  who 
would  attempt  to  show  that  the  paper  was  not  obligatory 
upon  them.  It  would  be  a  severe  reflection  on  the  bank 
to  suppose  that  tlicy  would  for  a  moment  refuse  payment 
of  these  checks  and  orders;  and  our  system  of  jurispru- 
dence would  deserve  little  of  public  respect  or  conii 
dence,  if  the  law  would  not  coerce  it. 


*<  By  the  17th  article,  the  bank  is  bound  to  pay  in  gold 
'  and  silver  all  its  notes,  bills,  and  obligations,  and  all  de- 

*  posites  in  the  bank  or  its  offices;  and  the  proviso  enacts, 

*  that  Congress  may  enforce  and  regulate  the  payment  of 

*  other  debts  under  the  same  penalties  as  are  prescribed 
'  for  the  refusal  to  pay  its  notes,  bills,  obligations,  and  de- 

*  posites. 

•  •  •  •  • 

<*  The  mode  in  which  the  bank  contracts  a  debt,  the 
shape  it  assumes,  or  the  places  where  contracted,  is  of 
no  importance.  The  offices  being  its  agents,  the  debts 
contracted  by  them  become  the  debts  of  the  corpora^ 
tion,  imposin§;a  duty  to  pay  them,  which  may  be  done  at 
or  by  the  branches  or  the  bank.  If  the  payment  is  made 
in  coin,  the  debt  is  extinguished;  if  made  by  a  draft,  or- 
der, or  check,  the  debt  remains  until  they  are  actually 
paid.  Unless  the  holder  expressly  takes  them  as  pay- 
ment, and  at  his  own  risk,  they  create  a  new  duty  or 
obligation,  which  the  bank  is  as  much  bound  to  perform 
as  the  old  one  for  which  it  is  intended  to  make  satisfac- 
tion. It  is  a  matter  of  mutual  convenience,  whether  the 
old  debt  or  duty  shall  be  extinguished  by  payment  or 
taking  paper,  whether  in  their  promissory  notes  of  the 
bank,  or  orders  or  cheeks  drawn  upon  it.  They  may  be 
in  large  drafts  or  orders  for  remittance,  or  small  ones  for 
currency  or  circulation,  and  in  any  form,  with  or  without 
ornaments,  devices,  or  marks.     Whether  they  resemble, 


*  in  these  particulars,  the  notes  of  the  bank,  is  immaterial; 

*  their  suhstanee  and  legal  effect  are  the  same/  they  create  a 

*  new  debt  or  duty,  obligatory  on  the  bank.     It  is  bound 

*  to  honor  aU  the  paper  which  tt  issues  or  gets  into  circulation 
'  by  its  authority  or  qgents." 

After  reading  the  extracts,  Mr.  B.  continued.  1  take 
the  substancc'of  this  decision,  Mr.  President,  to  be — 

1.  Thattliese  branch  bank  orders  are  legal  currency, 
under  the  charter  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States. 

2.  That  the  bank  may  lawfully  issue  this  description  of 
currency  to  the  whole  amount  of  its  capital  stock. 

3.  That  this  currency  is  free  from  every  rep^Iation, 
restriction,  limitation,  and  provision,  contained  in  the 
charter,  except  the  single  limitation  as  to  the  maximum 
amount  to  be  issued,  to  wit,  thirty-five  millions  of  dollars. 

4.  That  the  bank  may  employ  what  agents  she  pleases 
in  signing  and  issuing  this  currency. ' 

I  take  this  to  be  the  substance  or  the  decision.  Justice 
to  that  decision,  and  the  fair  conducting  of  my  own  ar^- 
ment,  will  require  me  to  examine  the  grounds  upon  which 
the  court  proceeded.  These  grounds  are  found  in  two 
clauses  of  the  charter;  one  clause  in  the  18th  section;  the 
other  in  the  8th  fundamental  article  of  the  constitution  of 
the  bank.  The  penal  clause  in  tlie  1 8th  section  against 
coiinterfeiting  "checks  or  orders,''  and  the  phrase  •* other 
contract,"  in  the  8th  fundamental  article,  comprise  those 
grounds.  I  will  examine  each  in  its  turn;  but  must  first 
make  a  stand  in  the  name  of  all  that  is  safe  and  sure  in  the 
administration  of  law,  protesting,  as  I  do  hereby  protest, 
against  going  into  ti  penal  ^section,  or  inU>  the  construction' 
of  a  phrase,  to  find  a  power  to  issue  currency,  and  that 
without  restrictions,  when  the  charter  had  eiven  that  power 
in  tlie  proper  place  in  express  words,  and  subject  to  nu- 
merous and  vital  restrictions.  I  make  this  protest,  not 
from  the  least  apprehension  of  finding  in  a  penal  clause, 
or  in  the  construction  of  a  detached  phrase,  the  g^at  power 
for  the  exercise  of  which  the  bank  was  created,  tiiat  of  is« 
suing  a  paper  currency  to  the  people  of  these  States,  but 
as  an  act  of  justice  to  tlie  constitution  of  the  bank,  to  its 
cautious  prohibitory  preamble,  and  to  its  seventeen  funda- 
mental articles.  '  1  make  it  in  the  name  and  upon  the 
behalf  of  the  lawful  rights  of  other  parts  of  tlie  chaKer. 
Let  us  now  proceed  to  the  examination;  and,  first,  let  u& 
read  this  18th  section,  the  whole  of  it,  as  the  only  fair  way 
to  find  its  meaning. 

"  Sec.  18.  If  any  person  shall  falsely  make,  forage,  or 
'  counterfeit,or  cause  or  procure  to  be  falsely  made,  forged, 
'  or  counterfeited,  or  willingly  aid  or  assist  in  faUsely  mak* 
*ing,  forgpng,  or  counterfeiting,  any  bill  or  note  in  imitation 

<  of;or  purporting  to  be  a  bill  or  note  issued  bt  onnaa  of  the 
'president,  directors,  and  company  of  the  said  bank,  on  any 

*  order  or  cheek  on  the  said  bank  or  corporation, or  any  cash- 

*  ier  thereof;  or  shall  falsely  utter,  or  cause  or  procure  to 

<  be  falsely  uttered,  or  willingly  aid  or  assist  in  falsely  alter- 
*ing,  any  bill  or  note  issued  bt  okdsb  of  the  president,  dt^ 
'  rectors,  and  company pf  the  said  bank,  oa  any  (Prder  or  cheek. 

*  o5  the  said  Bank,  or  corporation,  or  any  cashier  tliereof^ 

<  or  shall  pass,  utter,  or  publish,  as  true,  any  false,  forged, 

*  or  counterfeited  bill  or  note  purporting  to  be  a  bill  or  note 

<  isstKD  BT  oBDEn  of  the presioent,  diredorr,  and  company  of 

*  the  said  bank,  oa  any  false,  forged,  or  counterfeited  order 

*  or  check  uroir  the  said  bank  or  corporation,  or  any  cashier 

*  tliereof,  knowing  the  same  to  be  falsely  forged  or  coun- 

*  tcrfeited;  or  thall  pass,  utter,  or  publish,  or  attempt  to 

*  pass,  utter,  or  publish,  as  true,  any  falsely  altered  bill  or 
*note  ISSUED  bt  onDEa  of  the  presiaeni,  directors,  andcont- 
*pany  of  the  said  bank,  oa  any  falsely  altered  order  or 

*  check  on  the  said  bank  or  corporation,  or  any  cashier 
<. thereof,  knowing  the  same  to  falsely  altered,  with  inten- 

*  tion  to  defraud  the  said  corporation,  or  any  other  body 
'politic,   or  persoji;  or  sliall  sell,  utter, or  deliver,   or 

*  cause  to  be  sold,  uttered,  or  delivered,  any  forged  or 
<counterfeil6<//or7io/€is8VED  ai  omjusa  of  the  president  and 
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*£rtdora  of  the  said  bank,  knowings  the  same  to  be  ^Ise, 
*  forged,  or  counterfeited,  every  such  person  shall  be 
'deemed  And  adjudged  g^iilty  of  felony,  and  being  there* 
*of  convicted  by  due  course  of  law,  shall  be  sentenced,'' 
•&c. 

I  do  deny,  Mr.  President,  that  any  power,  of  any  kind, 
ta  giTco  to  the  bank  by  this  section.  It  is  a  mere  provi- 
■on  to  punish  the  violation  of  existing  rights.  So  far  as 
the  issues  of  bills  or  notes  are  mentioned,  it  is  a  recital  of 
what  the  bank  was  authorized  to  do  in  the  12th  funda- 
mental article  of  its  constitution;  so  far  as  checks  and  or* 
ders  are  mentioned,  it  is  a  reoital^of  the  pre-existing  right 
which  every  depositor  possesses.  The  object  of  the 
section  is  to  provide  for  the  security  of  existing  rights; 
namely,  the  chartered  right  of  the  bank  to  issue  bills  or 
notes,  and  the  inherent  right  of  depositors  to  draw  for 
their  own  money.  This  is  the  object  of  the  section;  and 
the  violation  of  either  of  these  rights  is  made  felony.  Both 
rights  are  protected,  but  they  are  notg^nted;  neither  are 
they  confounded.  The  distinction  is  clear  between  them, 
between  the  currency  which  is  to  issue  from  the  bank, 
and  the  orders  which  are  to  be  drawn  upon  it.  The  sepa- 
ration is  complete,  the  contrast  is  perfect,  the  antithesis  is 
regular,  the  contradistinction  is  manifest,  between  these 
two  cfauses  of  paper.  The  whole  frame  of  tlie  section, 
the  structure  oterery  member  of  the  long  sentence  which 
composes  it,  the  natural  and  obvious  meaning  of  every 
word  in  every  sentence,  establishes  and  defends  this  clear, 
and  emphatic  distinction.  Five  times  in  five  different 
members  of  the  sentence,  the  same  form  of  expression, 
the  same  order  of  construction,  and  the  same  repetition 
of  words,  regularly  occur.  Five  times  the  line  is  drawn, 
the  distinction  is  set  up,  between  the  bills  or  notes  which 
are  to  be  issued  by  onler  of  the  bank,  and  the  checks 
and  orders  which  are  to  be  drawn  upon  it.  The  two 
classes  of  paper  are  kept  distinct,  and  cannot  be  con- 
founded. Let  any  gentleman  try.  Let  him  include,  if  he 
can,  the  words  **  checks  and  orders"  under  the  action  of 
the  verb  which  governs  the  issuing  of  the  biils  or  nates  of 
the  bank.  The  thing  cannot  be  done.  It  is  a  grammati- 
cal impossibility.  1  repeat  it,  the  clear,'undoubted  object 
of  the  section  is,  not  (o  grant  powers,  but  to  protect  rights. 
Its  object  is  penal,  not  concessive;  to  punish,  not  to  grant. 

This  b  my  view,  Mr.  President,  of  the  18th  section. 
Does  any  ^ntleman  doubt  the  correctness  of  that  view? 
Then  let  him  follow  me  into  the  next  section — the  IQth-^ 
still  occupied  with  the  crime  of  counterfeiting,  and  taking 
up  the  inchoate  class  of  oiTences  involved  in  the  process 
of  perpetrating  the  crime.  The  authorized  currency  of 
all  oaaks,  in  all  countries,  is  protected  from  the  process, 
from  the  progressive  course,  of  being  counterfeited,  as 
well  as  from  the  consummation  of  the  crime  itself;  but  this 
protection  is  never  extended  to  private  and  individual 
papers.  A  man  is  punished  for  having  in  his  possession, 
with  intent  to  use  it  unkwfully,  the  plate  from  which  bank 
iioterare  struck,  the  notes  themselves  in  blank,  and  even 
the  kind  of  paper  which  is  used  for  bank  notes.  Not  so 
in  the  case  of  private  or  individual  writings.  The  reason 
is  obvious.  Banks  have  peculiar  plates  and  paper  for 
their  notes  which  are  to  constitute  currency;  neither  in- 
dividuals, nor  banks,  have  any  thing  peculiar  for  their 
private  and  individual  writings.  The  plate  and  paper  with 
which  a  bank  note  is  to  be  counterfeited,  can  be  known 
and  identified  as  such;  the  ^ose  quill  pen,  the  common 
t^pes,  and  the  common  writing  paper,  wiiich  are  used  for 
Ul  the  ordinary  transactions  of  life,  cannot  be  known  or 
identified.  Upon  this  distinction  turns  all  the  law  upon 
the  subject  of  punishing  the  inchoate  offence  of  counter- 
feiting; upon  this  distinction  turns  the  19th  section  of  the 
charter;  upon  this  distinction  it  is  that  the  currency  of  the 
bank,  its  bills  or  notes,  are  protected  from  the  process  of 
being  counterfeited,  and  the  orders  and  checks  of  deposi- 
tors are  unnoticed.     Listen  to  the  section. 


'  If  any  person  shall  make  or  engrave,  or  cause  or  pro- 
'  cure  to  be  made  or  engraved,  or  shall  have  in  his  pos- 
'  session  or  custody,  anv  metallic  plate,  engraved  af^er 
'the  similitude  of  any  plate  from  which  any  noHs  or  hiUs 
'issued  by  the  said  corporation  shall  have  been*  printed, 
'  with  intent  to  use  such  plate,  or  to  cause  or  procure  the 
'  same  to  be  used,  in  forging  or  counterfeiting  any  of  the 

*  notes  or  bills  issued  by  the  said  corporation;  oa  riiall  have 
'  in  his  custody  or  possession  any  bi^ahk  note  or  notes^  biU 

*  or  biHsf  engraved  and  printed  after  the  Mmilitude  of  any 
'  notes  or  biUs  issued  by  the  said  coporation,  with  intent  to 
'  use  such  blanks,  or  cause  or  suffer  the  same  to  be  used, 
'  in  forging  or  counterfeiting  any  of  the  notes  or  bUis  issued 
'by  the  said  corporation;  oa  shall  have  in  his  custody  or 
'  possession  an^  paper  adapted  to  the  making  of  bank  notes 

*  or  biUst  and  similar  to  the  paper  upon  which  an;jr  notes  or 

*  bills  of  the  said  corporation  MoUhaoe  been  issued,  with  intent 
'  to  use  such  paper,  or  cause  or  suffer  the  same  to  be  used, 
'  in  forging  or  counterfeiting  any  of  the  notes  or  bills  issued 
'  by  the  said  corporation^  every  such  person,  being  there- 
'  of  convicted  by  due  course  of  law,  shall  be  sentenced, 
'  &c." 

Wliat  fatuity,  or  unkindness,  in  the  fhuners  of  this  char- 
ter !  What  inattention  to  this  constructive  currency,  creat- 
ed in  the  18th  section,  and  abandoned  in  the  19th !  Eight 
times  the  bills  or  notes,  issued  by  order  of  the  bank,  are 
named  and  protected.  Eight  times  the  chetks  and  orders 
are  passed  over  without  a  word.  No  protection  for  them 
against  the  process  of  beinr  counterfeited.  The  plates* 
thebUnks,  the  paper,  for  their  imitation,  may  be  paraded 
in  the  hce  of  the  world.  The  whole  process  may  be 
carried  on  in  the  face  of  the  bank;  and  no  legal  authority 
to  interrupt  the  forgers,  to  seize  their  unfinished  worl^ 
or  to  arrest  their  persons.  Can  any  thing  be  more  em- 
phatic of  the  sense  of  the  Congress  which  framed  the 
charter?  Could  words  be  more  expressive  than  this  si- 
lence?  Could  a  positive  declaration  fix  these  checks  and 
orders  more  completely  in  the  classof  those  private  writ- 
ings which  have  no  peculiar  plates,  no  blankj,  no  pecu- 
liar paper? 

The  second  ground  on  wMch  the  court  relied,  is  the 
phrase,  "otlier  contract,"  as  used  in  the  8th  fundamental 
article  of  the  constitution  of  the  bank.  In  resorting  to 
this  phrase,  the  court  has  at  least  got  into  the  right  chap- 
ter, but  missed  the  verse;  it  has  got  into  the  constitution^ 
it  has  got  among  the  seventeen  articles;  but  it  has  not  got 
to  tiie  article  which  grants  powers,  but  the  one  which  re- 
cites, and  that  for  the  purpose  of  limitation,  the  powers 
which  are  elsewhere  expressly  g^ranted.  To  crown  this 
error,  the  court  has  again  bad  recourse  to  construction, 
and  has  given  an  import  and  meaning  to  the  phrase  "  other 
contract,"  which  it  cannot  be  made  to  endure,  either  in 
common  parlance,  nor  in  legal  acceptation,  nor  without 
reducing  the  rest  of  the  charter  to  a  blank.  We  will 
read  the  article.  * 

"  The  total  amount  of  debts  which  the  said  corpora- 
<  tion  shall  at  any  time  owe,  whether  by  bond,  bill,  note,  or 
'  other  contract,  over  and  above  the  debt  or  debts  due 
'  for  money  depomted  in  the  bank,  shall  not  exceed  the 
'  sum  of  35,000,000  dollars,  unless  the  contracting  of  any 
'  greater  debt  shall  have  been  previously  authorized  by  the 
'  United  States.  In  case  of  excess,  tke  direetors  under 
'  whose  administration  it  shaU  happen  shall  be  liable  for 
'  the  same  in  their  natural  and  private  capacities;  and  an 
'  action  of  debt  may,  in  such  case,  be  brought  against 
'  them  or  any  of  them,  them  or  any  of- their  heirs,  exe- 
'  cutors,  or  adnunistrators,  in  any  court  of  record  in  the 
'  United  States  or  either  o(  them,  by  any  creditor  or 
'  creditors  of  the  said  corporation,  and  ma^  be  prosecuted 
'  to  judgment  and  execution,  any  condition,  covenant, 
'contract,  or  agreement,  to  the  contrary  notwithstand- 

*  ing.  But  this  provision  shall  not  be  construed  to  exempt 
'  the  sud  corporation,  or  the  lands,  tenements,  g^oods,  or 
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*  chattels  of  the  same  from  being  also  liable  for,  and 
'  chargeable  with,  the  said  excess.  Such  of  the  saiddiredon 
'  as  may  have  been  abaeni  when  the  said  excess  was  con- 

*  traded  or  created,  or  who  may  have  dinenied  from  the 

*  re$olutwn  or  act  whereby  the  same  was  so  contracted  or 
'created,  may  respectively  exonerate  tliemselves  from 

*  being  so  liable,  by  fomthwitb  giving  notice  of  the  fact, 
'  and  of  their  absbvcx  om  dissbxt,  to  the  President  of  the 
« United  States,  and  to  the  stockholders  at  a  general 

*  meeting,  which  they  shall  have  power  to  call  tor  that 

*  purpose." 

What  is  the  meaning  of  this  article  ?  Is  it  to  grant  au- 
thority to  the  bank  to  make  bonds,  issue  b'dls  or  notes,  and 
form  other  contracts?  No,  sir;  authority  to  do  all  these  things 
is  elsewhere  granted,  namely,  in  the  12th  fundamental  arti- 
cle,  to  make  bonds  and  issue  bills  or  notes;  in  the  tenth  sec- 
tion, to  form  other  contracts  in  dealing  and  trading  in 
bullion  and  bills  of  exchange;  and  in  other  places,  to  do 
other  things.  The  manifest  object  of  this  eighth  section  is 
to  prdiibit  the  bank  from  owing  more  debts,  at  one  time, 
on  all  these  accounts,  than  the  amount  of  the  capital  stock; 
and  to  make  the  directors  personally  liable  if  they  ex- 
ceeded that  amount  The  words  "  other  contract"  was 
evidently  intended  to  include  the  individual  desdings  of 
the  bank;  to  add  its  private  debts  to  its  public  ones;  and 
to  linut  the  whole  to  the  amount  of  its  capital.  Will  any 
person  undertake  to  derive  the  right  of  the  bank  to  make 
bonds,  and  issue  bills  or  notes,  upon  the  recital  of  the 
names  of  these  instruments  in  this  eighth  article,  and  then 
argue  that  they  are  free  from  all  limitations,  except  the 
angle  one  as  to  maximum  amount  found  in  tluit  article? 
Certainly  not,  and  yet  this  would  be  tlie  precise  mode  of 
reasoning  with  respect  to  the  phrase  •*  other  contract,"  if  it 
is  to  be  treated  as  a  g^nt  of  power,  instead  of  a  reference 
to  the  various  contracts  for  bullion,  bills  of  exchange, 
buildings,  salaries,  expenses,  &c.,  which  the  bank  was 
elsewhere  authorized  to  make,  and  for  the  form  or  terms 
of  which  contracts  the  charter  nowhere  made  any  re- 
gulations or  provisions.  I  repeat  it,  bonds,  bills,  or  notes, 
are  merely  recited  in  this  article  for  the  purpose  of  adding 
a  new  limitation  and  a  new  penalty;  reference  to  other  con- 
trofits  is  made  for  the  purpose  of  including  them  in  the 
same  limitation,  and  subjecting  them  to  the  same  penalty, 
lliis  is  tlie  construction  which  satisfies  the  phrase;  which 
gives  it  a  full  and  natural  operation,  and  that  witliout  con- 
flicting with  any  other  part  of  the  charter,  much  less  re- 
ducing all  the  rest  to  a  blank< 

I  have  given  to  this  phrase,  Mr.  President,  the  meaning 
which  fairly  and  naturally  belongs  to  it,  and  which  hai*- 
monizes  it  witli  every  other  part  of  the  charter.  This  is 
what  the  books  tell  us  it  is  the  duty  of  courts  to  do  in  con- 
struing statutes.  I  w'dl  now  take  three  specific  objec- 
tions to  the  courts*  construction,  and  show  it  to  be  erro- 
neous in  every  point  of  view  in  which  it  can  be  examined. 

1.  I  object  to  it  because  it  authorizes  an  issue  of  currency 
upon  conatruetion*  The  issue  of  currency,  sir,  was  the 
great  and  main  business  for  which  the  bank  was  created, 
and  wJiich  it  is,  in  the  twelfth  article,  expressly  autho- 
rized to  perform;  and  I  cannot  pay  so  poor  a  compliment 
to  tlie  understandings  of  the  eminent  men  who  framed  that 
charter,  as  to  suppose  that  they  left  the  main  business  of 
the  bank  to  be  found,  by  construction,  in  an  independent 
phrase,  and  that  phrase  to  be  found  but  once  in  the  whole 
charter.  I  cannot  compliment  their  understandings  with 
the  supposition  that,  afier  having  authorized  and  defined 
a  currency,  and  subjected  it  to  numerous  restrictions,  they 
had  left  open  the  door  to  the  issue  of  another  sort  of  cur- 
rency, upon  construction,  whicli  should  supersede  the  kind 
they  had  prescribed,  and  be  free  from  every  restriction  to 
which  the  prescribed  currency  was  subject. 

2.  I  object  to  Aie  couils'  assumption  that  these  orders 
are  contracts;  and  this  objection  leads  to  a  definition,  and 
to  the  recollection  of  our  early  reading,  when  we  were  ap- 


prentices to  the  law.  What  is  a  contract?  The  book« 
tell  us  it  is  an  agreement,  upon  a  sufficient  consideration, 
to  do,  or  not  to  do,  a  particular  thing.  Now,  bring  these 
orders  to  the  test  of  this  definition;  and  for  that  purpose 
let  us  read  one: 

"Cashier  of  the  Bank  of  the  United Sutea, 
*  Pay  to  Jaa.  L.  Smith,  or  order,  five  dollars. 

'  Office  of  discount  and  deposite  in  Utica, 
« The  3d  day  of  September,  1831. 
*  JOHN  B.  LEVING,  Preadeni. 
'N.  V.  Gbazikb,  Cashier," 

And  on  the  back  these  words: 

"  P'y  t»  ^  '«^'-  JAS.  L.  SMITH." 

Here  is  no  agreement,  sir!  No  consideration  expressed 
or  understood;  no  promise  or  undertaking  to  do,  or  not  to 
do,  any  thing  whatever.  It  is  literally  an  order,  such  am 
one  neighbor  g^ves  to  another,  and  governed  by  the  same 
law.  It  is  tlie  very  opposite  of  a  contract,  for  it  is  a  com- 
mand; it  is  the  opposite  of  a  debt,  for  it  implies  the  ex- 
tinction  of  one.  It  is  a  mandate,  and  that  an  imperious 
one,  from  a  gentleman  in  Utica,  whose  name  I  cannot  read* 
to  a  gentleman  in  Philadelphia,  who  is  not  named  at  all, 
to  pay  five  dollars  to  Mr.  Jas»  L.  Smith,  or  to  tlie  person  be 
shall  name.  Call  this  a  contract?  If  so,  Mr.  President, 
those  who  studied  law  twenty-five  years  ago  must  burn 
their  books,  and  recommence  in  the  new  scho<Sl.  The 
only  species  of  contract  that  can  attach  to  it  is  in  the  im- 
plied one  which  the  law  create.s  between  the  giver  and 
receiver  of  the  order;  and  that  is  an  implied  promise,  on 
the  part  of  the  giver,  that  he  will  pay  it  if  the  cashier  in 
Philadelphia  does  not,  provided  the  receiver  of  the  order 
will  lose  no  time  in  going  after  the  money,  and  bringing 
the  order  back  if  he  does  not  get  it. 

I  object  to  these  orders  as  coming  under  the  phrase  in 
tlie  eightli  article,  because  they  are  issued  from  branch 
banks,  and  by  the  presidents  of  these  banks,  while  the 
words  and  the  tenor  of  the  eighth  article  require  the  whole 
of  the  debts  which  are  there  referred  to;  those  by  *<  other 
contract,"  as  well  as  those  by  bond,  bill,  or  note,  to  be 
contracted  by  tlie  directors  of  the  parent  bank  in  person. 
Observe  the  words.     The  direciora  under  whose  admmiaira" 
tion  tfie  excess  may  happen;  the  exception  in  favor  of  those 
who  ahall  have  been  absent  when  the  excess  was  contracted,' 
the  further  exception  in  favor  of  those  who  dissented  from  the 
resolution  whim  created  the  excess;  and  the  quaUfication  of 
both  exceptions  to  a  notice  forthwith  to  be  given  to  the  Prest- 
dent  of  the  United  States  and  to  the  stockholdera  of  such  dis- 
sent or  absence:  all  these  expressions  refer  to  the  directors 
of  the  parent  bank,  and  imply  personal  presence  at  the 
formation  of  every  contract,  at  the  creation  of  every  debt, 
those  by  ^  other  contract,"  as  well  as  those  by  bond,  bill,  and 
note,  which  enters  into  the  aggregate. mass  of  the  thirty- 
five  millions,  which  the  bank,  at  any  one  time,  may  owe. 
According  to  the  opinion  of  the  court,  not  only  a  part, 
but  tlie  whole  of  these  thirty-five  millions  may  be  con- 
tracted by  agents,  scattered  all  over  the  Union,     l^he 
whole  currency  of  the  bank  may  be  issued  by  Tom,  Dick, 
and  Harry;  and  if  they  issue  a  thousand  millions  instead  of 
thirty-five,  why,  the  directors  are  not  responsible;  the 
corporators   are    not  responsible;  the  United  States  of 
America  are-not  responsible;  the  assets  of  the  bank  only 
are  liable;  and  who  ever  heard  of  assets  in  a  broken  bank? 
The  opinion  of  the  court,  that  agents  may  issue  cuiTency, 
and  create  these  thirty-five  millions  of  debt,  is  at  war  not 
only  with  the  words  and  tenor  of  tlie  eighth  article,  but 
with  the  whole  tenor  of  the  entire  charter.  By  that  instru- 
ment, the  gi'eat  business  of  issuing  currency  is  confided  to 
the  directors  of  the  parent  bank.     It  is  a  personal  tr«ist 
which  they  cannot  devolve  upon  agents.     There  is  a  per- 
sonal liability  attached  to  the  abuse  of  that  trust,  of  which 
they  cannot  divest  themselves.     These  directors  are  to  be 
numerous,  not  less  than  twenty -five.     One-fifth  of  their 
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number  must  '|>afls  the  ordeal  of  this  Senate  upon  the  no- 
miiuition  of  the  President  of  the  United  States.  '  The 
whole  of  them  must  be  stockholders.  Here  is  something 
like  responsibility.  Not  so  with  the  president  and  direc- 
tors of  the  branch  banks.  They  may  be  but  seven  in  num- 
ber, and  four  of  them  a  quorum.  None  of  them  required 
to  be  stockholders;  none  to  pass  th'is  body.  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  has  no  voice  in  their  appoint- 
ment or  removal.  They  »re  breath  in  the  nostrils  of  the 
Philadelphia  directors.  One  breath  they  are  made-,  an- 
other they  .are  gone.  And  upon  these  evanescent  and 
shadowy  beiags  the  power  of  issuing  a  national  currency 
is  to  be  devolved! 

This  finishes,  Mr.  President,  the  examination  which  1 
have  felt  it  proper  to  make  into  the  grounds  of  the  de- 
ciBon  pronounced  by  the  federal  court  in  Phihulelphia. 
I  will  now  take  up  the  constitution  of  the  bank,  and  bring 
this  constructive  currency  to  the  ordeals  of  prohibitions, 
as  well  as  of  the  grants  to  be  found  in  that  instrument. 
The  Congress  of  1816  gave  to  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States  a  constitution,  with  a  preamble  to  it,  and  seventeen 
fundamental  articles  in  it;  and  if  the  bank  has  construed 
itself  out  of  this  congres^onal  constitution,  it  may  seem  to 
some  to  be  an  act  of  retributive  justice  on  the  Congress  for 
construing  itself  out  of  the  constitution  of  tlie  United 
States  to  give  a  constitution  to  the  bank.  We  will  see. 
The  preamble  stands  at  the  head  of  the  eleventh  section, 
and  runs  thus: 

"The  following  rules,  restrictions,  limitations,  and  pro^ 
'visions,  shall  form  and  be  fundamental  articles  of  the 
* eontiittUion  of  the  said  corporation.'^ 

This  preamble  is  sufficiently  expressive  of  the  inten. 
tion  of  Confess  to  bind  the  bank,  and  to  regulate  its  con- 
duct, a  difficult  task,  I  admit,  but  bravely  attempted  by 
the  Congress  of  1816.  We  pass  over  many  regulations 
to  come  to  the  main  article,  the  12th,  which  applies  to 
the  currency,  and  wliich  we  will  read: 

"  The  bills,  obUgaiory  and  of  credit^  under  the  seal  of 
the  said  corporation,  which  shall  be  made  to  any  perwn 
^  permnst  shall  be  assignable  by  endorsement  Uiere- 
upon,  under  the  hand  or  hands  of  such  person  or  per- 
sons, and  his,  her,  or  their  executors  or  administrators, 
and  of  his  or  their  assignee  or  assignees,  and  so  as  abso- 
lutely to  transfer  and  vest  the  property  thereof  in  each 
and  every  assignee  or  assignees  successively,  and  to  ena- 
ble such  assignee  or  assignees,  and  his,  her,  or  their 
executors,  or  administrators,  to  noaintain  an  action  tliere- 
opon,  in  liis,  her,  or  their  own  name  or  names:  Provided^ 
That  said  corporation  shall  not  make  any  bill  ohUgatonfy 
or  of  ereditt  or  other  obligaiion  under  its  sea/,  for  the 
payment  of  a  less  sum  than  five  thousand  dollai*s.  And 
the  BILLS  or  hotks  which  may  be  issued  by  oanxa  of 
the  said  corporation,  signed  by  the  passinsiiT,  and  coun- 
tersgned  by  the  principal  cashixk  or  TaxASvnxa  there- 
of PBoxisiNo  TBX  rAVMKST  OF  xoHET  to  any  person  or 
persons,  his,  her,  or  their  oBDxa,  or  to  bbaekb,  aUhough 
nci  under  the  Hal  of  the  said  corpirationt  shall  be  bikiuno 
and  oBLioATOBT  upon  the  same,  in  like  manner,  and 
with  like  force  and  effect,  as  upon  any  pair  ate  pebsoit, 
if  issued  by  him,  her,  or  them,  in  his,  her,  or  their  ita- 
TTBAL  capacity  or  capacities,  and  shall  be  assignable  and 
negotiable  in  like  manner  as  if  they  were  so  issued  by 
nch  private  person  or  pemntf  that  is  to  say,  those  which 
shaU  be  payable  to  any /person  or  peraom,  his,  her,  or  their 
oBDsm,  shall  be  assignable  by  endorsement  in  like  manner 
and  with  like  effect  as  ponEieH  bills  of  exchange  now 
are;  and  those  which  are  payable  to  beabbb  shall  be  as- 
signable and  negotiable  by  selivebt  onlv:  Promded^ 
That  all  hills  or  noies  so  to  &e  isaued  by  said  eorporationt 
shall  be  made  payable  on  demabd,  other  than  bills  or 
notes  Tot  the  payment  of  a  sum  not  less  than  one  hundred 
dolUrs  each,  and  payable  to  the  order  of  some  person  or 
person*,-  which  bills  or  notes  it  shall  be  lawful  for  said  cor- 


<  poration  to  make  payable  at  any  time  not  exceeding  sixty 
*  days  from  the  date  thereof." 

This  is  the  article,  Mr.  President,  which  authorizes  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States  to  make  bonds  to  individuals, 
and  to  issue  a  currency  to  the  public.  This  is  the  article 
which  prescribes  the  manner  in  which  the  assents  of  the 
numerous  individuals  who  compose  the  corporation  shall 
be  expressed,  and  their  corporate  effects  bound  for  the 
payment  of  money.  This  article  establishes  two  species 
of  paper  securities;  first,  bonds  under  the  common  sea] 
of  the  corporation;  secondly,  biUs  or  notes  signed  and 
counterng^ed  by  named  officers.  Thus  sealed,  or  ngned, 
the  article  declares  these  securities  to  be  binding  and 
obligatory  on  the  corporation;  and  other  articles  go  on  to 
attach  a  multitude  of  limitations,  restrictions,  provittons, 
and  penalties,  all  referring  to  these  bonds,  bills,  or  notes, 
by  a  precise  allegation,  and  intended  to  guard  their  sol- 
vencyi  to  secure  the  public  in  the  safe  handling  of  them, 
and  to  facilitate  the  recovery  of  their  contents,  with  heavy 
damages,  in  the  case  of  non-payment  on  demand.  I  here 
renurk,  for  the  purpose  of  freeing  a  material  part  of  this 
discussion  from  any  ambiguity,  that  the  bills  or  notes  men- 
tioned in  this  article,  and  referred  to  throug;hout  the  char- 
ter, are  one  and  the  same  thing.  A  bank  bill,  and  a  bank 
note,  are  equivalent  terms  in  common  parlance;  they  are 
the  same  thing  in  legal  acceptation;  they  are  the  same  in- 
strument in  the  eye  of  the  charter.  They  are  created 
together,  and  created  not  as  two  tilings,  but  as  one  thing, 
having  the  same  origin,  the  same  qualities,  and  the  same 
desig^.  The  bill  or  note  (for  the  charter  never  once 
uses  the  phrase,  bill  and  note)  are  to  be  issued  by  order 
of  the  president  and  directors,  are  to  be  for  the  pa3rment 
of  money,  are  to  be  signed  by  the  same  officers,  are  to  be 
transferable  in  the  same  mode,  are  not  to  be  on  credit  for 
a  less  sum  tlian  one  hundred  dollars,  nor  fi)r  a  longer  time 
than  sixty  days,  and  are  subjected  to  a  great  variety  of 
reguUtions  and  restrictions.  The  federal  court  in  Phila- 
delphia pronounces  these  branch  bank  orders  to  be  free 
from  all  the  limitations,  restrictions,  and  provisions  which 
apply  to  bills  or  notes;  and  so  do  I.  But  the  court  pro- 
nounces these  orders  to  be  legal  currency  under  the  char- 
ter; I  say  they  are  not;  and  this  is  the  question  for  the 
Senate  and  the  Aiperican  people  to  decide.  I  take  tlie 
position,  that  every  species  of  paper  currency  issued  by 
the  bank,  upon  the  construction  of  words  and  phrases, 
found  in,  or  out  of,  penal  sections,  and  differing  in  form 
or  substance  from  the  paper  currency  prescribed  in  the 
12th  fundamenUl  article,  or  violating  the  rules  and  pro- 
visions to  which  that  currency  is  subject,  is  unauthorized 
and  illegal. 

How  stand  these  branch  bank  orders  under  the  enact- 
ments of  this  fundamental  article >  I  leave  out  what  re- 
lates to  bonds  in  the  first  clause  of  tlie  article,  for  they 
were  evidently  intended  for  large  operations  and  special 
transactions,  and  confine  my  examination  to  the  issue  of 
currency  under  the  second  clause.  Is  this  order  a  bill  or 
note  promising  tlie  payment  of  money  ?  It  is  not.  Is  it 
signed  by  the  president  of  the  bank,  and  countersigned 
by  tlie  principal  cashier^  It  is  not.  Is  it  subject  to  the 
limitation  which  prevents  a  b'dl  or  note  of  less  size  tlian 
one  hundred  dollars  to  be  on  credit,  and  that  for  a  longer 
time  than  sixty  days?  It  is  not.  Then  it  is  condemned, 
utterly  condemnea,  upon  the  words  of  the  12th  funda- 
mental article.  In  the  next  place,  bow  does  it  stand  under 
the  restrictions,  limiUtions,  and  provisions  which  were  to 
govern  and  control  the  prescribed  currency  of  the  bank? 
We  will  sec,  and  that  in  detail;  but,  first,  let  us  have 
another  quotation  from  another  part  of  the  bank  charter. 

It  is  in  the  7th  section,  at  the  end  of  the  enumeration 
of  the  general  powers  of  the  bank.  The  section  begins 
with  creating  the  corporation,  giving  it  a  name,  and  enu- 
merating its  powei-s;  and,  after  along  enumeration,  wmds 
up  in  these  words: 
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<*  And,  generally,  to|do  and  execute  all  and  singular  the 
'  acts,  matters,  and  things  which  to  them  it  shall  or  may 

*  appertain  to  do:  subject,  nevertheless,  to  the  rules,  re- 

<  gtilations,  restrictions,  limitations,  and  provisions,  here- 
*inafter  prescribed  and  declared." 

Now,  Mr.  President,  it  does  seem  to  me  that  I  have  the 
advocates  of  this  branch  bank  currency  at  a  point  from 
which  they  cannot  move,  without  first  admitting  that  the 
issue  of  thirty-five  millions  of  currency,  fbr  to  that  amount 
the  court  says  these  orders  may  go,  is  not  an  act,  is  not  a 
matter  J  is  not  a  tbixo,  APPSBTAiiriirG  to  the  bank  to  do: 
for,  unless  they  admit  all  this,  they  subject  this  currency 
to  all  the  rules,  regulations,  restrictions,  limitations,  and 
provisions  found  in  the  charter  af^er  the  7t]i  section;  and 
to  the  ordeal  of  which  it  cannot  be  brought  without  utter 
annihilation.  This  is  not  the  age  for  admissions,  but  for 
ar^ment  after  conviction  ratlier.  The  progeny  of  Gold- 
smith's schoolmaster  is  not  yet  extinct.  I  will  not  pause 
for  admissions;  but  will  proceed  directly  to  annihilate  this 
currency  by  bringing  it  to  some  of  the  tests  (a  part  only 
of  what  the  charter  contains)  to  which  every  act,  every 
matter,  every  thing,  appertaining  to  the  bank  to  do,  must 
be  brought,  and  must  stand,  before  its  legality  is  admitted. 

The  15th  fundamental  article  provides  a  guard  for  the 
safety  of  the  public,  which  does  not  apply  to  these  orders, 
and  furnishes  an  argument  against  their  legality  as  cur- 
rency.    We  will  read  it. 

**Thc  officer  at  the  head  of  the  Treasury  Department 

*  of  the  United  States  shall  be  furnished  from  time  to 

*  time,  as  often  as  he  may  require,  not  exceeding  once  a 

*  week,  with  statements  of  the  amount  of  capital  stock  of 

<  the  said  corporation,  and  of  the  debts  due  to  the  same; 

*  of  the  moneys  deposited  therein;  of  the  notrs  in  circu- 

*  LATioir,  and  of  the  specie  in  handf  and  shall  have  a  right 

*  to  inspect  such  general  accounts  in  the  books  of  the 
« bank  as  shall  relate  to  said  statement:  Provided,  That 
'  this  sliall  not  be  construed  to  imply  a  right  of  inspecting 

*  the  account  of  any  private  individual  or  individuals  with 
•the  bank." 

Mark,  Mr.  President,  the  phraseology  of  this  important 
article.  The  statement  to  which  the '  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  is  entitled,  extends  to  five  points,  each  of  them 
essential  to  the  solvency  of  the  bank,  and  the  security  of 
the  public. 

1.  The  capital  stock. 

2.  Debts  due  to  the  bank. 
^.  Money  in  deposite. 

4.  Notea  in  circulation. 

5.  Specie  on  hand. 

The  right  of  inspecting  the  books  of  the  bank,  for  the 
verification  of  the  statements,  extends  to  these  heads,  and 
no  others.  Branch  bank  orders  are  not  included.  The 
court  at  Philadelphia  decides  that  these  orders  are  not 
notes.  Every  body  knows  they  are  not.  The  bank  knows 
it,  and  makes  no  return  of  them.  Here  are  the  monthlv 
statements  of  the  last  year  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury. It  is  for  the  month  of  December,  1830.  It  is  the 
last  which  has  been  communicated  to  Congress,  and 
printed  for  the  use  of  the  members. 

1.  Capital  stock,        -  -  -    $34,996,269  63 

2.  Due  to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States 

and  offices,         -  -  -      18,818,207  65 

3.  Deposites,  -  -  -       16,722,701  12 

4.  iVb/fij  issued,  -  -  -      31.972,247  76 

5.  Spede,       -  .  -  .      10.808,047  07 
This  is  the  statement  under  the  five  heads  required. 

No  return  of  these  branch  bank  orders!  No  statement  of 
this  new-fangled  currency,  which  may  be  issued  to  the 
amount  of  thirty -five  millions,  and  for  which  there  is 
no  responsibility  if  ia<iued  to  the  amount  of  thirty-five 
myriads,  instead  of  millions.  No  return  of  these  orders 
up  to  December,  1830;  yet  every  citizen  of  the  South 
and  West  knows  that  th<*y  have  been  creeping  and  ci-awl- 


ing  into  existence  since  the  year  1826.  If  any  one  says 
they  are  included  under  the  head  of  notes,  then  it  will  be 
confessed  that  they  have  worn  a  name  which  is  not  their 
own,  and  that  they  are  smuggled  through  the  monthly 
returns  in  the  ranks  of  a  company  to  which  they  do  not 
belong.  The  directors  cannot  rive  a  weekly  report  of 
these  orders;  they  can  neVer  tell  how  many  are  issued: 
for  the  five  and  twenty  branches  may  have  issued  five  and 
twenty  millions  since  the  last  return.  But  the  great  point 
is,  that  the  bank  is  not  obliged  to  return  them,  and  that 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  haa  no  rigfht  to  inspect  the 
bank  books  to  ascertain  their  quantity.  It  is  this  which 
makes  the  test  of  the  17th  article  so  fatal  to  their  legality. 
And  now  what  becomes  of  the  wisdom  of  the  Congress 
of  1816?  What  the  value  of  these  monthly  statements? 
What  the  utility  of  this  national  sentinel,  this  standing 
guard,  this  permanent  supervisor,  in  the  person  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  over  the  solvency  of  the  bankf 
All  vain  and  nugatory.  His  vigilance  may  cease;  his  alarm 
bell  may  sleep;  his  deep  and  dismal  toestn  may  never  utter 
her  fearful,  direful  sound.  He  can  no  longer  see  the  dis- 
proportion between  the  currency  in  circulation,  and  the 
specie  in  the  vaults.  Countless  millions  of  orders  may 
flow  from  the  branches;  their  beggarly  coffers  may  have 
nothing  to  take  them  up;  no  returns  to  be  made;  no  right 
of  inspection;  no  liability  in  the  directors;  no  means  for 
the  country  to  learn  its  danger,  till  the  people  are  mused 
from  their  sleep  by  the  convulsions  of  a  natioa  in  ruins — 
by  the  cries  or  national  and  individual  bankruptcy — by 
the  explosions  of  a  Mississippi  scheme  and  a  South  Sea 
bubble.  j^ 

I  proceed  to  the  application  of  another  test. 

The  17th  fundamental  article  contains  a  limitation  on 
the  minimum  size  of  the  notes  to  be  issued  by  the  bank. 
The  object  of  the  limitation  is  obvious;  it  is  to  save  the 
country  from  being  afllictcd  with  the  pestiferous  ctrcula> 
tion  of  a  paper  currency  below  the  amount  of  five  dollars. 
This  is  the  article : 

**No  note  shall  be  issued  of  less  amount  than  five  dol- 
lars." ' 

This  is  the  article,  the  whole  article,  and  nothing  but 
the  article.     Notes  alone  are  mentioned.    Why?  Because 
bank  notes  alone  were  to  constitute  the  currency;  the 
currency  was  the  thing  which  concerned  the   public; 
and  the  public  was  the  ward  which  the'  framers  of  the 
charter  placed  under  the  guardianship  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury.      Bills  of  exchange  are  not  included, 
because  they  cannot  circulate;  they  cannot  enter  into 
circulation;  they  are  an  individual  transaction.      A  bill 
of  exchange  for  a  dollar  may  answer  a  man's  purpose 
who  wishes  to  send  a  dolUr  to  a  distance.     The  Bank  of 
the  United  States  may  condescend  to  sell  it.  It  is  nobody's 
business.     It  does  not  annoy  the  public.     It  goes  straight 
to  its  destination,  fulfils  its  object,  performs  its  function, 
and  dies.     The  article  does  not  include  bonds  under  seal, 
and  upon  credit,  because  already  limited.     It  does  not 
include  checks  and  orders,  because  they  are  individual 
transactions,  and  equally  individual,  whether  drawn  by  a 
natural  or  an  artificial  person,  by  a  bank  president  op  & 
chimney  sweeper.     A  depositor  uses  checks  and  orders. 
He  draws  for  the  money  he  has,  or  wants,  be  it  a  dollar  or 
an  eagle.     It  is  nobody's  business.     It  does  not  annoy  the 
public.     The  article  does  include  "other  contracts,"  be- 
cause, as  has  been  shown,  they  were  to  consist  of  indi- 
vidual and  authorized  transactions,  having  nothing  ta  do 
with  the  currency,  and  enter  into  no  part  of  the  circula- 
tion.    The  terms  of  the  limitation  do  not  include  checks 
or  orders;  they  cannot  apply  to  currency  composed  of 
orders;  the  court  at  Philadelphia  decides  that  it  does  not 
apply  to  the  onlers  in  question;  their  general  decision 
covers  it,  and  their  specific  words  reach  it.     They  say 
they  may  be  in  large  sums  for  remittance,  and  in  small 
ones  for  currency;  and  they  might  have  carried  out  the 
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sense,  by  saying  smsUler  still  for  change.  Under  this  de- 
Qision,  the  bank  may  give  us  thirty-five  millions  of  national 
currency,  in  sixpenny  bills  and  twopenny  tickets;  and 
all  Uieae  on  such  terms  of  extended  credit  a»  the  bank 
chooses  to  prescribe:  for  the  limitation  of  sixty  days  for 
maximum  credit  has  no  more  application  to  these  orders 
than  the  limitation  on  the  minimum  uze. 

The  17th  section  shall  furnish  us  with  the  next  ordeai 
to  which  we  will  subject  these  orders.     It  runs  thus: 

"  That  the  said  corporation  shall  not,  at  any  time,  sus- 
'  pend  or  refuse  payment  in  gold  and  silver,  of  any  of  its 

*  xoTKs,  BiLU,  or  oBLioATioKs;  nor  of  any  moneys  re- 
'  ceived  upon  deposite  in  said  bank,  or  ^ny  of  its  offices 
'of  discount  and  deposite.     And  if  the  said  corporation 

*  shall,  at  any  time,  refuse  or  neglect  to  pay,  on  aemand, 
*&ny  btU^ttotef  or  obHgatiofh  issued  by  the  corporation, 

*  according  to  the  eontraet,  pronwie,  or  undertaking,  theez- 
'  rjr  xxpmsssxD,  or  shall  neglect  or  refuse  to  pay  on  de- 
'  mand  any  moneys  received  in  said  bank,  or  any  of  its 
'  offices  aforesaid,  on  deposite,  to  the  person  or  persons 
'  entitled  to  receive  the  same,  then,  and  in  every  such 
'  case,  the  holder  of  any  such  note,  bill,  or  obligation,  or 
'  the  person  or  persons  entitled  to  demand  and  receive 

*  such  moneys  aforesaid,  shall,  respectively,  be  entitled  to 

*  receive  and  recover  interest  on  tJie  said  bills,  notes,  mid 

*  obligations,  or  moneys,  until  the  same  shall  be  fully  paid 
'  and  satisfied,  at  the  rate  of  twelve  per  centum  per  an- 
'  num  from  the  time  of  such  demand  as  aforesaid:  Pro- 
'  tided.  That  Congress  may,  at  any  time  hereafter,  enact 
'  laws  enforcing  and  regulating  the  recovery  of  the  amount 

*  of  the  notes,  bills,  (^ligations,  or  other  debts,  of  which 

*  payment  shall  have  been  refused  as  aforesaid,  with  the 
'  rate  of  interest  above  mentioned,  vesting  juri^ction  for 

*  that  purpose  in  any  courts,  eitlicr  of  law  or  equity,  of 

*  the  courts  of  the  United  States,  or  territories  thereof,  or 
'  of  the  several  States,  as  they  may  think  proper.*' 

This  section  has  no  application  to  a  currency  of  branch 
bank  orders.  The  enumeration  excludes  them,  for  they 
are  neither  bills,  bonds,  notes,  or  deposites;  the  enact- 
ments exclude  them,  for  they  contain  no  promise  or  un- 
dertaking  for  the  payment  of  money;  no  such  promise  is 
expressed  therein.  The  prohibition  to  suspend  specie 
payment,  the  rieht  to  sue,  and  to  recover  twelve  per  cent, 
damages,  are  aU  inapplicable  to  these  orders.  This  is  the 
opinion  of  the  federal  court  in  Philadelphia,  and  I  con- 
cur, ia  that  opinion,  with  the  court  But  this  might  leave 
the  holders  of  the  orders  in  a  miserable  predicament. 
For  their  consolation,  then,  the  court  goes  into  the  pro- 
viso of  this  seventeenth  section,  which  reserves  to  Con- 
gress the  riglit  to  legislate  further  on  the  subject,  and  to 
provide  by  a  future  law  for  putting  "other  debts"  on  tlie 
same  footing  with  respect  to  non-payment  and  double  in- 
terest, which  had  just  been  awarded  to  debts  by  bill,  note, 
bond,  and  deposite.  Can  any  tiling  be  more  clear  to  mark 
the  distinctiou  between  the  two  classes  of  debts,  the  pub- 
lic aud  the  private,  tlie  currency  and  the  individual  secu- 
rities? The  former  are  provided  for;  they  are  taken  un- 
der the  guardianship  of  the  charter;  the  prohibition  to 
suspend  payment,  the  right  to  sue,  and  the  right  to  reco- 
ver double  interest  for  delayed  payment,  are  all^  secured 
and  attached  to  them;  nothing  with  respect  to  them,  ex- 
cept to  give  additional  remedies  to  facilitate  recovery, 
namely,  summary  judgments,  is  left  to  future  Congresses. 
Not  so  with  respect  to  the  latter  class,  the  **  other  debts," 
among  which  this  branch  bank  currency  is  driven  to  take 
refuge.  They  are  left  to  the  general  laws  of  the  land, 
and  the  Tigilance  of  the  contracting  parties.  They  are 
private  transactions,  and  tlie  charter  does  not  stand  guar- 
dian over  them.  A  provision,  in  terrorem,  only  is  made. 
Congress  is  authorized  to  provide  for  them  hereafter;  to 
put  them  on  the  same  footing  with  the  currency,  but  not 
even  to  do  that  unt'd  after  payment  shall  have  been  re- 
fused.  Now,  withdraw  the  y!rbole  cuiTency  from  the  ope- 


ration of  the  main  clause,  anS  bring  it  under  the  proviso, 
as  these  orders  are  made  to  do,  and  what  then?  Why  the 
whole  paper  currency  of  the  bank  is  lefl  without  any 
existing  prohibition  against  suspension  of  payment,  with- 
out any  chartered  right  in  the  holder  to  sue,  and  without 
any  right  to  recover  twelve  per  cent,  damages  for  delayed 
payment.  The  whole  business  of  providing  for  the  reco- 
very of  thesums  due  on  this  currency  is  lefl  to  future  Con- 
gresses, and  until  after  the  contingency  of  suspended  pay- 
ment shall  occur.  And  what  may  be  the  condition  of 
Congress  then?  The  same  with  that  of  the  British  Parlia- 
ment in  1797,  when  the  Bank  of  England  had  more  fiiends 
in  power  than  the  people;  when  a  suspension  of  specie 
payments,  instead  of  bemg  resisted,  was  sanctionea;  in- 
stead of  being  speedily  terminated,  was  prolonged  through 
twenty  years;  when  the  wh(de  power  of  Government,  and 
of  national  legislation,  fell  into  the  hands  of  a  moneyed 
oligarchy,  already  bloated  with  the  wealth  and  gorged 
with  the  spoils  of  a  plundered  empire. 

The  14tn  section  of  the  charter  furnishes  the  next  or- 
deal, to  the  test  of  which  this  branch  bank  currency  will 
be  brought.  A  main  object  in  the  establishment  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States  was  to  provide  a  paper  cur- 
rency in  whicli  the  revenues  of  the  Union  could  be  sdfely 
collected.  The  14th  section  makes  the  bills  or  notes  of 
the  bank  receivable  for  that  purpose.     Listen  to  it: 

<*  That  the  bills  or  notes  of  the  said  corporation,  original- 

*  ly  made  payable,  or  which  shall  have  become  payable,  on 

*  demand,  sliall  be  receivable  in  all  payments  to  the  United 

*  States,  unless  otherwise  directed  by  act  of  Congress." 

Branch  bank  orders  are  not  included.  Bills  or  notes 
only  are  named.  No  other  bills  or  notes  are  intended 
than  those  prescribed  and  described  in  the  12tli  funda- 
mental article.  We  have  the  authority  of  the  federal 
court  in  Philadelphia  for  saying  that  these  orders  are  not 
the  bills  or  notes  mentioned  in  the  12th  article,  and  in  that 
I  agree  with  them.  Then,  sir,  they  cannot  be  receivable 
in  payment  of  the  public  revenues!  We  have  the  autho- 
rity of  the  same  court  for  saying  that  these  orders  are  not 
subject  to  the  resti'ictions  of  Uke  charter;  and  in  that  I 
agree  with  them,  and  add,  that,  not  being  subject  to  the 
restraints,  they  are  not  to  be  entitled  to  the  privileges  of 
the  charter.  The  greatest  of  these  privileges — the  one 
which  g^vcs  credit  and  circulation  to  the  paper  currency 
of  the  bank,  which  almost  supersedes  the  necessity  of  spe- 
cie capital — is  the  receivabiUty  of  it  in  payment  of  all 
dues  to  tlie  Government.  And  shall  this  eminent  privi- 
lege be  enjoyed  by  a  species  of  currency  not  subject  to  a 
single  restriction  m  the  charter,  even  to  the  one  which 
would  enable  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  know 
whether  the  revenues  were  paid — were  being  paid — in 
the  paper  of  a  solvent  or  insolvent  institution  ? 

The  14th  section  is  conclusive  upon  the  exclusion  of 
these  orders  from  payments  to  the  United  States.  But  it 
is  not  all.  Another  clause  of  statute  law  bears  upon  the 
same  point,  and  with  equal  force  and  clearness.  It  is  the 
joint  resolution  of  1816  for  tlie  better  collection  of  the 
public  revenue.  This  resolution  was  made  contemponu- 
neously  with  the  chai'ter.  It  was  made  by  the  same  Con- 
gress, and  at  the  same  session,  which  granted  the  charter. 
It  is  only  twenty  days  posterior  in  date;  the  charter  being 
approved  the  10th,  the  joint  resolution  the  30th  of  Aprii, 
1816.  I'aken  as  a  legislative  interpretation,  ej^plaining 
the  14th  section,  or  as  a  legislative  enactment  controlling 
it,  and  it  is  equally  decisive  of  the  fate  of  tliese  orders. 
It  will  exclude  them,  irrevocably  exclude  them,  from  re- 
venue payments.     Here  it  is: 

"  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he  here- 

*  by  is,  RSQ.UIBSU  and  dirsctkd  to  adopt  such  measures  as 

*  he  may  deem  necessary  to  cause,  as  soon  as  may  be,  all 

*  taxes,  duties,  debts,  or  sums  of  money,  accruing  or  be- 
<  coming  payable  to  the  United  States,  to  be  collectid  and 

*  paid  in  the  legal  currency  of  the  United  SUtea,  cr  treasury 
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*not€8^  or  iroTXs  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  as  by 

*  law  provided  and  declared,  or  in  note8  of  banks  which 
*are  payable,  and  paid,  on  demand,  in  tlie  said  legal  cur- 
'  rency  of  the  United  States;  and  that,  from  and  after 
*the  twentieth  day  of  February  next,  no  such  duties, 

<  taxes,  debts,  or  sums  of  money,  accruing  br  becoming' 

*  payable  to  the  United  States  as  aforesaid,  ought  to  be  col- 
.*  iected  or  received  otherwise  than  in  the  legal  currency  of 

<  the  United  States,  or  treasury  notes,  or  votes  of  the  Bank 

*  of  the  United  States,  or  in  noiea  of  banks  which  are  paya- 

*  ble,  and  paid,  on  demand,  in'  the  said  legal  currency  of  the 
« United  States." 

Now,  Mr.  President,  if  there  is  any  power  in  words, 
any  virtue  in  language,  any  force  or  strength  in  legal 
enactments,  any  capacity  in  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  bind  the  Bank  of  the  United  States;  if  the  sar- 
casm of  the  Scythian  is  not  true  of  this  young  republic  as 
well  as  of  the  old  monarchies  to  which  it  was  applied,  that 
laws  are  cobwebs,  which  catch  the  weak  fixes,  and  kt  tki 
strong  ones  go  through,  then  are  these  orders  excluded  from 
all  revenue  payments  to  the  United  States.  Notes  alone 
are  receivable  under  the  jdnt  resolution,  and  these  orders 
are  not  notes,  nor  their  similitude  or  equivalent.  Then, 
what  becomes  of  the  wisdom  of  the  Congress  of  1816? 
They  created  a  bank  to  issue  a  currency  to  be  received  in 
aU  revenue  payments;  and  that  bank  issues  a  currency 
which  cannot  be  received,  in  a  single  instance,  without  vio- 
lating the  law  of  its  creation  and  of  its  contemporaneous 
exposition.  Was  the  Congress  of  1816  an  assemblage  of 
idiots  who  counteracted  and  destroyed  their  own  work  as 
they  made  it?  or  is  it  alreadv  proved  that  this  bank  is  too 
powerful  for  the  control  of  laws?  Sir,  the  Congress  of 
1816  were  not  idiots.  They  were  eminent  men,  and  anx- 
ious to  accomplish  a  g^eat  public  gt>od;  but  they  under- 
took an  impossibility!  they  undertook  to  bind  a  great 
moneyed  corporation !  they  stuffed  and  crammed  the  char- 
ter of  the  new  bank  with  new  and  multiplied  provisions; 
they  made  it  three  times  as  long  as  the  charter  of  1791; 
many  republicans  appeased  their  own  jealous  spirits  by 
this  accumulation  of  new  modifications;  and  now  tliey 
must  be  astonished  to  see  the  bank  slip  out  of  the  whole 
of  their  restrictions  as  easily  as  the  vernal  sei*pent  slips 
out  of  its  last  year's  skin. 

Yet  what  is  the  fact?  Is  the  ioint  resolution  of  1816 
respected  or  violated?  It  is  doubly  violated — I  speak  of 
my  own  State  with  perfect  knowledge — by  receiving  in 
payment  of  public  lands  these  branch  bank  orders,  which 
are  not  notes  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  and  reject- 
ing the  notes  of  all  the  specie-paying  banks  in  the  Union! 
The  execution  of  the  resolution  (it  would  seem)  has  been 
committed  to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States;  and  she  exe- 
cutes it,  in  the  Northwest  at  least,  to  her  own  advantage,  by 
excluding  the  notes  of  all  other  specie-paying  banks  which 
are  receivable  under  that  resolution^  and  receiving  her  own 
branch  orders,  which  are  not  receivable  under  it.  The 
notes  of  all  the  State  banks  are  excluded  from  reception 
in  the  Missouri  land  oiRces,  even  those  of  the  States  on 
the  Lower  Mtftissippi  and  in  the  South,  where  all  our  cash 
trade  finds  its  market;  from  whence  the  mass  of  our  emi- 
grants come,  and  with  which  we  have  incessant  intercourse 
and  immense  commerce.  They  are  all  excluded  from  the 
land  offices  and  from  the  United  States'  branch  bank,  and 
thus  becpme  uncurrent;  and  whatever  is  brought  there  by 
misfortune,  becomes «  prey  to  the  brokers.  Xwenty-five 
per  cent,  discount  has  been  exacted  in  St.  Louis  for  cash- 
mg  the  notes  of  the  best  State  banks  in  the  Union.  They 
will  not  pass  at  all,  except  at  a  discount  proportioned  to 
the  wants  of  the  holder,  and  the  conscience  of  the  broker. 
The  very  pight  I  lef^  St.  Louis  to  come  on  to  this  place, 
I  fell  in  company  with  a  gentleman  from  New  Orleans — I 
will  name  him — Colonel  Mor^n,  the  sheriff  of  the  city, 
who  iif  formed  me  that  he  hadm  vain  offered  the  best  Lou- 
isiana notes  in  payment  of  his  expenses  and  purchases  in 


St.  Louis;  that  he  could  get  nothing  for  them  without 
largfe  discount,  not  even  an  empty  trunk!  And  this,  Mr, 
President,  is  what  is  caXitd  promoting  commerce,  and  favor- 
ing State  banks,  and  reidudng  the  rates  of  exchansc/ 

Let  us  recapitulate.  Let  us  sum  up  the  points  of  in- 
compatibility between  the  characteristics,  of  this  cur- 
rency, and  the  requisites  of  the  charter:  let  us  groupe 
and  contrast  the  frightful  features  of  their  flagrant  ille- 
gality. 1.  Are  they  signed  by  the  president  of  the^bank 
and  his  principal  cashier?  They  are  not!  2.  Are  they 
under  the  corporate  seal ?  Not  at  all!  3.  Are  they  drawn 
in  the  name  of  the  corporation?  By  no  means!  4.  Are 
they  subject  to  the  double  limitation  of  time  and  amount 
in  case  of  credit?  They  are  not;  they  may  exceed  sixty 
days*  time,  and  be  less  than  one  hundred  dollars.  5.  Are 
they  limited  to  the  minimum  size  of  five  dollars?  Not  at 
all!  6.  Are  they  subject  to  the  supervision  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury?  Not  in  the  least!  7.  The  prohi- 
bition against  suspending  specie  payments?  They  are 
not  subiect  to  it!  8.  The  penalty  of"^ double  interest  for 
debyed  payment?  Not  subje<!t  to  it!  9.  Are  they  pay- 
able where  issued?  lioi  at  all,  neither  by  their  own 
terms,  nor  by  any  law  applicable  to  Xhtml  10.  Are  they 
payable  at  o&er  branches?  So  far  from  it,  that  they  were 
invented  to  avoid  such  payment!  11.  Are  thty  transfer- 
able by  delivq^?  No;  bjr  endorsement!  12.  Are  they 
receivable  in  payment  of^  public  dues?  So  far  from  it, 
that  they  are  twice  excluded  from  such  payments  by  posi- 
tive enactments!  13.  Are  the  directors  liable  for  exces- 
sive issues?  Not  at  all!  14.  Has  the  holder  a  ri^ht  to 
sue  at  the  branch  which  issues  tlie  order  ^  No,  sir,  he 
has  a  right  to  go  to  Philadelphia,  and  sue  the  directors 
there!  a  right  about  equivalent  to  the  privilege  of  going 
to  Mecca  to  sue  the  successors  of  Mahomet  for  the  bones 
of  the  prophet!  Fourteen  points  of  contrariety  and  dif- 
ference. Not  |L  feature  of  the  charter  in  the  faces  of  these 
orders.  Every  mark,  a  contrast;  every  lineament,  a  con- 
tradiction; all  announcing,  or  rather  denouncing,  to  the 
world  the  positive  fact  of  a  spurious  progeny;  the  incon- 
testable evidence  of  an  illegitimate  and  bastard  issue. 

I  have  now,  Mr.  President,  brought  this  branch  bank 
currency  to  the  test  of  sevend  provisions  in  the  charter, 
not  all  of  them,  but  a  few  which  are  vital  and  decisive. 
The  currency  fkils  at  every  test;  and  upon  this  failure  I  pre- 
dic-ate  an  argument  of  its  total  illegality.  Thus  far  I  have 
spoken  upon  the  charter,  and  have  proved  that  if  this  cur- 
rency can  prevail,  that  instrument,  with  all  its  restrictions 
and  limitations,  its  jealous,  prohibitory  constitution,  and 
multiplied  enactments  for  the  safety  of  the  public,  is  no- 
thing but  a  blank  piece  of  paper  in  the  hands  of  the  bank. 
I  wiU  now  have  recourse  to  another  class  of  arguments — 
a  class  extrinsc  to  the  charter,  but  close  to  the  subject — 
indispensable  to  fur  examination,  and  directly  bearing 
upon  the  illegal  character  of  this  currency. 

1.  In  the  first  place,  I  must  insist  that  these  orders  can- 
not possibly  serve  for  currency,  because  they  are  subject 
to  the  law  of  endorsable  paper.  The  law  which  governs 
all  such  paper  b  too  universally  known  to  be  'enlarged 
upon  here.  Presentation  for  acceptance  and  payment, 
notice  of  default  in  either,  prompt  return  of  the  disho- 
nored paper,  and  all  this  witii  rigorous  puncttiality,  and  & 
loss  of  recourse  for  the  slightest  delay  at  any  point,  are 
the  leading  features  of  this  law.  Now  it  is  too  obvious 
that  no  paper  subject  to  the  law  of  endorsement  can  an- 
swer the  purposes  of  circulation .  It  will  die  on  the  hands 
of  the  holders  while  passing  from  one  to  another,  instead 
of  going  to  the  place  of  payment.  Now  it  is  incontesta- 
ble that  these  oi'ders  are  instruments  negotiable  by  en- 
dorsement, and  by  endorsement  alone.  Whether  issued 
under  the  charter,  or  under  the  general  laws  of  the  land, 
they  are  still  subject  to  the  law  of  endorsable  paper. 
They  are  the  same  in  either  case  as  if  drawn  by  one  citizen 
upon  another.    And  this  is  a  point  which  I  mean  to  make 
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clctf:  for  many  worthy  people  believe  there  is  some  pe- 
culiar law  fijT  bank  paper,  which  takes  it  out  of  the  ope- 
ration  of  the  g^nend  laWs  of  the  land.     Not  so  the  fact. 
The  twelfth  fundxunental  aKicle  of  the  bank  constitution 
declares  that  the  bills  or  notes  to  be  issued  bv  the  bank 
shall  be  negotiable  in  the  same  manner  as  if  issued  by  a 
private  penan/  that  is  to  say,  those  payable  to  a  named 
person  or  his  order,  by  endorsement^  in  like  manner  and 
with  the  Hke  effect  as  foreten  bills  of  exchange;  and  those 
made  payable  to  Nearer  shall  be  negt>t)able  by  ddivery 
alone;  in  the  same  manner,  we  may  add,  as  a  silver  dollar. 
So  much  for  these  orders,  if  drawn  under  the  charter; 
if  not  drawn  under  it,  they  are  then  issued  under  the 
general  law  of  the  land,  or  without  any  law  at  aU.  Taken 
cither  under  the  cliarter  or  out  of  it,  it  comes  to  the  same 
point,  namely,  that  these  orders  are  subject  to  the  same 
law  aj  if  drawn  by  one  private  person  upon  another. 
Tbk  is  enough  to  fix  their  character,  and  to  condemn 
them  as  a  circulating  medium;  it  is  enough  for  the  peo- 
ple to  know;  for  eveiy  citizen  knows  enough  of  law 
to  estimate  the  legal  value  of  an  unaccepted  order,  drawn 
upon  «  man  five  hundred  or  one  thousand  miles  off! 
But  it  has  the  word  bearer  on  the  back!     Yes,  sir,  and 
why  not  on  the  face  as  easily  as  on  the  back  >     Our  school- 
time  acquaintance,  Mr.  President,  the  gentleman  fi-om 
Cork,  with  his  coat  buttoned  behind,  had  a  sensible,  and, 
1  viU  add,  a  lawful  reason   for  arraying  himself  in  tliat 
grotesque  habiliment;  but  what  reason  can  the  bank  have 
for  putting  bearer  on  the  back  of  the  order,  where  it  has 
no  effect  upon  its  negotiable  character,  and  omitting  it  on 
the  fece,  where  it  would  have  governed  tliat  character, 
and  secured  to  the  holder  all  the  facilities  for  the  prompt 
and  easy  recovery  of  the  contents  of  a  paper  traiisferalMe 
by  mere  delivery?     The  only  effect  of  this  preposterous 
or  cunning  endorsement  must  be  to  bamboozle  the  igno- 
rant— pardon  the  low  word,  sir — to  bamboozle  the  ignorant 
with  Cbe  belief  that  they  are  handling  a  currency  which  may 
at  any  time  be  collected  without  proof,  trouble,  or  delay, 
while  in  reality  it  is  a  currency  which  reserves  to  the  bank 
all  the  legal  defences  which  can  be  set  up  to  prevent  the 
recovery  of  a  parcel  of  old,  unaccepted,  unpresented, 
unanthoiized  bills  of  exchange. 

2.  I  take  a  second  exception  to  these  orders  as  a  cur- 
rency. It  is  this  that  being  once  paid,  they  are  done 
with.  A  note  transferable  by  delivery,  may  be  reissued, 
and  its  payment  demanded  again,  and  so  on  forever.  But 
a  bill  of  exchange,  or  any  paper  subject  to  the  same  law 
with  a  bill  oi  exchange,  is  mcapabic  of  reissue,  and  is 
payable  but  once.  The  payment  once  made,  extinguishes 
the  debt;  the  paper  which  evidenced  it  is  dead  in  law,  and 
eumot  be  resuscitated  by  any  act  of  the  parties.  That  pay- 
ment can  be  plead  in  bar  to  any  future  action.  This  law  ap- 
pKes  to  checks  and  orders  as  well  as  to  bills  of  exchange;  it 
applies  to  bank  checks  and  orders  as  well  as  to  those  of  pri- 
vate persons,  and  this  allegation  alone  would  annihilate 
every  pretension  of  these  branch  bank  orders  to  the  cha- 
rscter  of  currency. 

3.  I  take  a  third  objection  to  this  constructive  currency. 
It  b  this,  that  these  orders  are  not  evidenced  by  any  act 
or  sign  which  can  import  the  assent  of  the  corporators  to 
their  issue,  or  bind  the  corporate  effects  for  the  payment 
of  money.  The  Bank  of  the  United  States  is  a  corpora- 
tion aggregate;  it  is  composed  of  various  members;  and 
the  assents  of  these  members  can  only  be  evidenced,  and 
their  effects  bound,  by  modes  of  acting  known  to  the  law. 
The  common  seal  is  the  evidence  of  assent  at  common 
hw;  sgnatares  of  natural  persons  are  sometimes,  and  in 
some  instances,  substituted  by  statute.  Thus.it  is  with 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States.  The  seal  is  to  be  used  in 
some  cases;  signatures  in  others.  Bonds  are  to  be  sealed, 
not  signed;  bills  or  notes  are  to  be  signed,  not  sealed. 
The  common  seal  is  the  ^neral  mode  of  evidencing  the 
acts  of  the  corporation;  signatures  are  the  exception,  and 
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can  only  be  used  as  the  substitute  for  the  seal  in  the  cases 
specified  in  the  exception.  The  words  of  the  charter  in  the 
twelfth  article  are  pregnant  with  law  meaning,  and  im- 
port a  clear  declaration  that  without  a  statutory  substitute 
the  common  seal  would  be  necessary  to  bind  the  corporate 
effects.     The  words  are  these:  "  The  bills  or  notes  sign- 

*  ed  b^  the  president^  and  countersigned  by  the  principal 

*  cashier  or  the  treasurer,  aUhmtgh  not  under  theiaiofthe 

*  said  corporation,  shaU  be  binding  and  obtigatory  upon  tHe 

*  same,**  This  is  law,  not  law  enacted,  but  law  recognised 
by  the  charter.  The  seal  must  be  used  where  the  sub- 
stitute is  not  allowed,  and  when  used  it  is  the  equifalent 
of  the  seal,  and  no  more.  Now  let  us  see  how  far  a  seal  'is 
necessary  in  tlie  acts  of  a  corporation  aggregate.  Let  us 
refer  to  books. 

Sir  William  Blackstone  s&ys: 

**  Corporations  have,  as  incident  to  them,  a  common 

*  seal.  For  a  corporation,  being  an  invisible  body,  cannot 
'  manifest  its  intention  by  any  personal  act  or  oral  dis- 
<  course;  it,  therefore,  acts  and  speaks  only  by  its  com- 
*mon  seal.  For  though  the  particular  members  may 
'  express  their  private  consents  to  any  act  by  words,  or  sign- 
'  ing  their  names,  t^et  this  does  not  bind  the  corporatiimf 

*  it  IS  the  fixing  the  seal,  and  that  only,  which  unites  the 
'  several  assents  of  the  individuals  who  compose  the  com- 
'munity,  and  makes  one  joint  consent  of  the  whole." 

So  says  Mr.  Justice  Blackstone,  and  the  uniform,  unin- 
terrupted current  of  the  adjudged  cases  bears  him  out. 
I  hold  it  to  be  clear  law  that  the  seal  must  be  used  where 
the  statutory  substitute  is  not  allowed.  I  do  not  go  into 
trifles:  for  I  know  it  is  admitted,  in  the  same  cases,  that  a 
corporation  may  act  in  a  small  matter;  for  example,  may 
retain  a  servant,  or  employ  a  cook,  or  a  butler,  without 
seal;  but  where  an  interest  is  to  be  vested  or  divested  in 
or  out  of  a  corporation,  the  evidence  of  the  common  seal, 
or  the  statutory  substitute,  is  indispensable.  I  know, 
also,  that  there  is  a  reference,  between  brackets,  stuffed  > 
into  Matthew  Bacon's  abridgment,  which  seems  to  the 
contrary  in  the  case  of  the  Bank  of  England  in  issuing 
her  bills  or  notes;  but  the  contrariety  is  in  the  seeming 
only;  the  reported  case  in  Peere  Williams  proves  the 
necessity  of  the  seal.  But  the  elucidation  of^  this  point 
belongs  to  the  next  head  of  objection,  and  I  will  pass  it 
over  Uir  the  present.  I  assume  the  law  to  be  incontro- 
vertible, that  a  corporation  cannot  be  bound  for  the  pay- 
ment of  money  except  by  its  common  seal  or  the  statutory 
substitute;  and  these  branch  bank  orders  having  neither, 
being  wiUiout  the  impression  of  the  common  seal,  and 
without  tlie  signatures  of  the  officers  which  was  to  make 
them  binding  and  obligatory  upon  the  corporation,  al- 
though not  under  their  sealt  I  hold  them  to  be  illegal. 

4.  I  take  a  fourth  objection  to  these  currency  orders, 
extrinsic  to  the  charter.  It  is  this:  Hiat  the  orders  are 
not  drawn  in  the  corporate  name  of  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States.  A  corporation,  Mr.  President,  must  have  a  name, 
as  well  as  a  natural  person.  It  is  an  artificial  person,  con- 
stituted of  a  great  number  of  natural  persons,  always 
varying.  The  individual  names  of  the  corporators  cannot 
be  used;  but  a  name  must  be  used,  and  that  name  can'1>e 
no  other  than  that  which  is  bestowed  upon  it  by  the  foun- 
der or  the  Legislature;  and  this  name  must  be  used  in  all 
corporate  acts.  Sign  who  may,  affix  the  seal  who  may, 
still  the  promise  made,  the  act,  thd  matter,  the  thing  done, 
or  promised  to  be  done,  must  be  done  or  promise^  in  the 
name  of  the  corporation.  By  that  name  it  must  call  and 
it  must  answer;  sue  and  be  sued;  buy  and  sell;  have  and 
hold;  give  and  take;  bind  and  loose.  Slight  variations, 
as  of  a  letter  or  a  syllablet  may  be  tolerated  in  the  case 
of  ancient  corporations  whose  origin  is  not  known;  but 
no  variation  is  permitted  in  the  case  of  modern  corpora- 
tions, whose  origin  is  within  the  memory  of  man,  that  is 
to  say,  legal  memory,  MrhSch  dates  from  the  first  of  Richard 
II.     So  say  all  the  books. .  JLet  us  see  some  of  them. 
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Lord  Coke,  in  hb  tenth  report: 

'  *  The  name  of  incorporation  is  a  proper  name,  or  name  of 
'  baptism;  and,  therefore,  when  a  private  founder  gives  his 
'  college  or  hospital  a  name,  he  does  it  only  as  a  ^dfather, 
'  and  by  that  same  name  the  King  baptizes  the  mcorpora- 
'tion." 

Sir  William  Blackstone,  in  his  commentaries: 

**  When  a  corporation  is  created,  a  name  must  be  given 
'  to  it;  and  by  that  name  alone  it  must  sue  and  be  sued,  and 

*  do  all  legal  acts;  though  a  very  minute  variation  therein  is 

<  not  material.  Such  a  name  is  the  very  being  of  its  constitu- 

*  tioot  aind,  though  it  is  the  will  of  tlie  King  that  creates  the 
'  corporation,  yet  the  name  is  the  knot  ofits  combination, 

*  without  which  it  could  not  perform  its  corporate  functions.*" 

Matthew  Bacon,  in  his  abridgment: 
•'There  is  a  difference  between  an  ancient  corpora- 
•tion,  and  a  corporation  newly  created;  for  an  ancient 

<  corporation,  bi/uae,  may  have  a  special  name  differing  in 

*  substance;  but  otherwise  of  a  corporation  created  witnin 
'memorpT;  for  this  regularly  can  only  have  the  name  by 

*  which  it  is  instituted." 

So  say  the  English  books.  What  says  the  charter  of 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States?  Has  it  failed  to  give  a 
name }  or  has  it  granted  a  dispensation  of  its  w>e }  Nei- 
ther. It  has  given  a  name;  and  it  has  ordered  that  name 
to  be  used.  The  seventh  sectionls  wholly  taken  up  with  this 
matter.  It  declares  the  name  of  the  corporation  to  be: 
««  TTie  President ,  Directors,  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of  the 

*  United  States.'*    This  is  the  name.     Now  for  the  use. 
<*  And  by  that  name  shall  be,  and  hereby  are,  made  able 

*  and  capable  in  law,  to  have.  Sec,  to  sell,  Sec,  to  sue,  &c., 
'  to  make  and  use  a  common  seal,  Sec,  to  ordain  by-laws, 

*  Sic,  and  generally  to  do  and  execute  all  and  singular 

*  tlie  acts,  matters,  and  things  which  to  them  it  shall  or  may 
'  appertain  to  do.  Sec." 

Thii\  is  corroboration,  Mr.  President,  instead  of  dispen- 
sation, of  the  commofi  law.  And  now,  sir,  I  must  be 
permitted  to  say  that  I  see  the  advocates  of  this  order 
currency  penned  up  in  the  same  narrow  corner  in  which 
I  placed  them  half  an  hour  ago,  and  from  which,  I  appre- 
hend, they  will  never  come  forth.  They  must  say  that 
the  issue  of  this  currency  is  not  an  act,  is  not  a  matter,  is 
not  a  thing,  appertaining  to  the  bank  to  do,  and,  therefore, 
need  not  oe  done  in  the  name  of  the  corporation.  They 
must  say  this,  or  give  up  the  question.  For  these  orders 
arc  not  drawn  in  the  name  ox  the  corporation^  nor  upon 
it.  The  name  of  the  corporation,  the  baptismal  name  of 
the  artificial  person,  begot  by  the  kingly  power  of  the 
Congress  of  1816,  «*  the  president,  directors,  and  company 
of  the  Bank  of  the  United  Sutes,"  is  not  upon  the  paper, 
neither  as  drawer  or  drawee,  payer  or  payee,  endorser 
or  endorsee;  no,  not  even  as  an  acceptor  in  the  character 
of  friend,  to  save  the  honor  of  the  drawer.  And  I  hold 
this  currency,  for  that  single  reason  alone,  to  be  invalid 
and  illegal;  as  much  so  as  the  acts  of  this  Congress  would 
be  if  made  in  the  name  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  instead 
of  the  name  of  the  United  States  of  America,  and  signed 
by  the  mayor  and  aldermen,  instead  of  the  presiding  oincers 
of  the  two  Houses  and  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

But  the  fedei-al  court  in  Philadelphia  has  decided,  and 
that,  as  it  would  seem,  upon  the  authority  of  the  case  of 
the  King  vs.  Bigg,  that  bank  currency  may  be  issued  by 
affents,  and  that  these  agents  may  be  appointed  at  the  will 
or  the  bank,  and  without  seal,  and  that  the  court  will 
presume  these  to  be  agents  whose  orders  have  been  paid. 
We  will  see  that  case,  not  in  1st  Sir  John  Strange,  where 
it  is  briefly  and  imperfectly  reported,  but  in  3d  Peerc 
Williams,  where  the  whole  case  is  fully  shown.  It  was  a 
criminal  case,  tried  at  the  Old  Bailey  as  far  back  as  the 
year  1717.     The  indictment  set  forth, 

"That,  on  the  19th  day  of  February,  1714,  and  long 
*  before,  one  Joshua  Adams  was  ^tsusted  and  employed 
'  by  the  governor  and  company  of  the  Bank  of  England, 


to  sign  notes  for  the  said  company  for  the  payment  of 
money  by  them  payable;  and,  afterwards,  tlie  same  day 
and  year,  the  said  Joshua  Adams,  being  so  enti'usted  and 
empowered  by  the  said  company,  did  make  a  certain 
note  under  his  own  hand,  and  signed  by  himself,  on  be- 
half of  the  said  company  of  the  Bank  of  England,  did 
promise  to  pay  to  Mr.  James  White,  or  bearer^  one  hun- 
dred pounas  sterling  on  demand;  that,  afterwards,  on 
the  22d  day  of  February,  1714,  the  sum  of  ninety 
pounds  sterling,  on  behalf  of  the  said  company  of  the 
Bank  of  England,  part  of  the  said  one  hundred  pounds 
sterling,  was  paid  to  the  bearer  of  the  note,  and  tliat 
payment  endorsed  on  the  note;  that  the  said  John  Bigg^ 
'  erased  the  endorsement,"  Sec.  with  the  usual  averments. 
The  jury  brought  in  a  special  verdict,_finding  every 
thing  as  laid  in  the  indictment,  and  two  additional  facts, 
namely,  first,  that  Joshua  Adams's  appointment  was  not 
under  the  common  seal  of  the  company;  and,  seeondly^ 
that  the  endorsement  was  written,  not  upon  the  back,  but 
upon  the  face  of  the  note.     Upon  this  special  verdict  tiic 
judgment  of  all  tlie  judges  at  Sergeant's  Inn,  Fleet  street^ 
was  taken  upon  solemn  arg^iment.     The  main  question 
was  on  the  validity  of  Adams's  appointment  without  sea], 
and  the  decision  was  in  favor  of  that  validity;  not  that  the 
seal  was  unnecessary,  but  that  the  court  would  presume  it 
to  have  been  used;  that  the  court  would  not  look  into  that 
fact;  for  it  would  not  be  allowed  that  the  bank  should  free 
itself  from  the  payment  of  notes  signed  by  its  a^nt,  by 
showing  that  they  had  made  an  irregular  appouitmcnt. 
Here  is  tlie  argument  on  which  the  decision  turned. 

"  In  an  action  brought  against  the  bank  upon  a  bill  or 
'  note  signed  by  Adams,  when  it  shall  be  proved  that 
'  Adams  is  an  agent  entrusted  by  the  bank,  and  has  been 

*  used  to  sign  bills  and  notes,  which  from  time  to  time 
'  have  been  duly  paid  and  answered  by  the  bank;  this  is 

*  evidence,  and  will  carrv  with  it  the  highest  presumption 
'  that  Adams  was  hwfully  authorized  so  to  do,  and,  eonse- 

<  quofitly,  authorized  under  the  common  seals  and  at  the  same 
'  time  it  may  be  impossible  for  a  third,'person,  that  sues  this 
'  bill  or  note,  to  produce  such  authority  under  the  common 
'  seal  of  the  bank;  and  it  would  be  unreasonable  in  the  court 

<  to  put  him  upon  it,  in  regard  the  same  does  not  belongs 

*  to  nim;  yet,  upon  such  evidence,  it  shall  be ^r««um€cf  Mo/ 

*  Adams  was  well  authorize  undar  the  common  seal  to  sign 

<  such  bills  or  notes,  and,  consequently,  tliey  will  be  good." 
This  is  the  case  upon  which,  from  the  similarity  of  lan- 
guage and  sentiment,  the  opinion  of  the  federal  court  in 
Philadelphia  seems  to  have  turned;  all  that  part  of  it,  at 
least,  which  went  to  support  the  Bank  of  the  United  States 
in  employing  agents  to  issue  currency,  and  making  the 
bank  liable  Ibr  the  currency  so  issued.     It  seems  to  sup- 
port the  court,  but  a^oscere  causas  rerum—to  know  the 
causes  of  things — ^isas  indispensable  in  the  science  of  the 
law,  as  it  is  desirable  in  the  mysteries  of  nature.     Now, 
sir,  observe  with  what  ease  one  single  word  will  change 
the  whole  direction  of  Big^^s  case«  will  take  it  from  the 
court,  and  turn  it  against  the  court,  and  annihilate  all  the 
pretensions  of  the  United  States'  bank  to  issue  currency 
through  agents.     The  Case  of  Bigg  turned  upon  British 
statute  law;  upon  an  act  of  Parliament  made  in  1697,  in 
amendment  of  the  chai'ter  of  the  Bank  of  England,  such 
as  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  applied  for  here  and 
could  not  obtain.     This  is  the  clause: 

*'  That  the  forging  or  counterfeiting  of  the  common 
'  seal  of  said  corporation  of  the  governor  and  company, 
'  or  of  any  sealed  bank  bill  made  or  given  out  in  the  name 

<  of  tlie  said  governor  and  company,  for  the  payment  of 
«  any  sum  of  money,  or  of  any  hank  note  of  any  sort  what- 

<  ever,  signed  for  the  said  governor  and  company  of  the 

*  Bank  oj  England,  or  the  jutering  or  rasing  any  cndorse- 

<  ment  on  any  bank  bill  or  note  of  any  sort,  shall  be,  and 

<  is  hereby,  declared  and  adjudged  to  be  hung,  without 

*  benefit  of  clergy." 
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Sank  qf  the  UnUed  States, 


[Sbkitz< 


This  is  the  act  under  which  Btg^  was  indicted.  The 
note  which  he  was  charged  with  altering^,  or  rather  eras- 
ing a  credit  from  it,  was  sigpned  by  Joshua  Adams,  and 
Adams  was  appointed  under  the  clause  which  authorized 
the  Bank  of  England  to  get  their  notes  ngnetf  far  the  com- 
pany. Haring  a  right  to  sign  notes  by  an  agent,  and  the 
notes  signed  by  Adams  for  the  company  having  been  al- 
ways piud  at  bank,  the  court  would  not  look  into  his 
appointment;  they  would  presume  him  to  be  the  agent  of 
the  bank,  and  to  be  duly  appointed;  that  is,  under  seal. 
Now,  mpply  this  to  the  branch  bank  presidents.    Who 


power  to  use  amenta  for  signing 
power  was  applied  for  in  1821,  and  refiised;  and  now  it 
must  require  a  power  of  presumption,  equal  to  the  power 
of  legishtion,  to  presume  that  the  branch  bank  presidents 
are  agents  of  the  United  States'  bank  to  sign  currency, 
when  the  bank  is  not  allowed  to  have  any  agent  at  all  for 
such  a  purpose. 

The  case  of  Bigg,  Mr.  President,  shows  five  points  of 
difference  between  the  notes  he  signed  and  these  branch 
bank  orders,  and  every  point  fatal  to  tlie  orders. 

Hni.  The  Bank  of  England  had  statutory  authority  to 
appoint  an  agent  to  sign  their  notes;  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States  has  no  such  authority  with  respect  to  their  currency. 

Seeendlif.  The  agent  of  the  Bank  of  England  only  sign- 
ed the  notes;  the  branch  bank  presidents  both  sign  and 
issue  these  orders. 

Thtrdfy.  The  Bank  of  England's  agent  signed  the  notes 
for  and  in  behalf  of  the  governor  and  company  of  the 
Bank  of  England;  the  branch  bank  presidents  sign  in 
tiieir  own  names,  and  on  their  own  account. 

Fourthfy,  The  notes  signed  by  Adams  were  drawn  in 
the  corporate  name  of  the  Bank  of  England,  and  con- 
tained ^e  promise  of  the  governor  and  company  of  that 
hank,  by  their  corporate  style  and  name,  to  pay  the 
amount  of  the  note  to  the  bearer,  on  demand:  the  orders 
in  question  are  not  drawn  in  the  corporate  name  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States;  they  contain  no  promise  or  ac- 
ceptance of  the  president,  directors,  and  company  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States  to  pay  any  thing,  to  any  body, 
at  anytime  whatever. 

Fifthly,  The  notes  signed  by  Adams  were  the  real 
promissory  notes  of  the  Bank  of  England,  such  as  the 
charter  expressly  authorized  the  bank  to  issue  for  curren- 
cy; these  orders,  signed  and  issued  by  the  branch  bank 
prendeifts,  are  not  authorized  to  be  issued  as  currency  by 
any  clause  in  the -charter  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States. 

Upon  these  five  points  of  difference,  each  of  them  sus- 
tained in  point  of  fact,  1,  by  the  indictment  against  Bigg; 
2,  by  the  special  verdict;  3,  by  the  argument  before  the 
court;  4,  by  the  act  of  Parliament  of  1697;  and,  5,  by  the 
judgment  of  the  court,  I  must  insist  that  the  case  of  Bigg 
is  t£e  roost  complete  and  perfect  authority  for  the  con- 
demnation of  this  branch  bank  currency,  which  the  wit  of 
man  could  have  devised.  Yes,  sir,  it  is  omnipotent.  It 
opens  a  battery  of  thunder  and  Itg^itning  upon  the  Phila- 
delphia decision.  It  pulverizes  that  decision.  Yet  the 
bank  is  triumphant!  It  carries  all  before  it!  It  bestrides, 
as  a  Colossus,  the  prostrate  charter  which  Congress  ?ave 
it.  It  claps  a  foot  upon  a  word  here,  and  a  phrase  there 
— ^reara  her  gigantic  form  above  all  law,  and  boldly  places 
an  empire  at  defiance!  And  yet  there  are  people  to  talk 
about  new  restrictions  to  bind  this  gigantic  power;  as  if  it 
vas  in  the  destiny  of  man  that  the  weaker  should  ever 
bind  the  stronger  party.  No,  sir;  we  are  eng^ed  with 
the  real  presence  of  that  fabled  monster — once  believed 
to  be  the  fabulous  creation  of  frenzied  poets — ^that  monster 
which  no  art  nor  power  could  ever  bind!  which  changed 
bis  form,  at  will,  from  man  to  beast-^from  lion  to  serpent 


ceiving  them,  the  grasp  and  catch  of  every  chun  that  wsi 
thrown  upon  him. 

Mr.  President,  this  finishes  my  argument  to  show  the 
illegality  of  this  species  of  currency;  and  believing  the 
fiict  of  this  illegality  to  be  fiiUy  and  incontrovertibly 
established,  I  might  here  terminate  my  labor,  and  rest  my 
case.  But,  sir,  I  deem  nothing  in  human  operations  sufif- 
cientlv  known  until  the  reasons  of  it  are  known.  I  will, 
therefore,  advance  a  step  further,  and  lay  open  the  rea- 
sons and  causes  Ibr  the  invention  of  these  oranch  bank 
orders,  and  for  their  imposition  upon*the  public,  to  the 


authOTized  them  to  sign  the  currency  of  the  Bank  of  the  exclusion,  in  many  States,  of  the  lawful  promissory  notes 
UnitekL  States^    Where  is  the  statute  giving  the  bank     '   "  ^  -  - 

power  to  use  agentafor  signing?    l*here  is  none.    The 


of  the  prendent,  dbectors,  and  company  of  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States.  To  do  this  I  shall  have  recourse  to 
evidence,  not  to  argument;  and  to  make  that  evidence  the 
more  easily  intelligible,  I  will  rapidly  review  the  three 
ereat  points  of  history  in  the  career  of  this  bank;  namely, 
I.  Its  apparent  but  delusive  prosperity  at  the  start;  2.  Its 
sudden  engulfroent  in  the  vortex  of  bankruptcy ;  3.  Its  ap- 
parent but  delusive  prosperity  now. 

The  bank  went  into  operation  vrith  the  beginning  of  the 
year  1817;  established  eighteen  branches,  half  a  dozen  of 
which  in  the  South  and  West;  issued  its  own  notes  freelv, 
and  made  large  issues  of  notes  payable  at  all  these  branch- 
es. The  course  of  trade  carried  the  branch  notes  of  the 
South  and  West  to  the  Northeast;  and  nothing  in  the  course 
of  trade  brought  them  back  to  the  West.  They  Were 
payable  in  all  demands  to  the  Federal  Government:  mer- 
chants in  Philadelphia,  New  York,  and  Boston  received 
them  in  payment  of  goods,  and  gave  them — ^not  back  again 
in  payment  of  Southern  and  Western  produce — but  to  the 
collectors  of  the  customs.  Become  the  monev  of  the 
Government,  the  bank  had  to  treat  them  as  cash.  The 
fourteenth  section  of  the  charter  made  them  receivable  in 
all  payments  to  the  Government,  and  another  clause  re- 
quired the  bank  to  transfer  the  moneys  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  any  point  ordered;  these  two  clauses  (the  transfer 
clause  being  harmless  without  the  receiving  one  contained 
in  the  fourteenth  section)  laid  the  bank  under  the  obliga- 
tion to  cash  all  the  notes  of  all  the  branches  wherever  pre- 
sented; for,  if  she  did  not  do  it,  she  would  be  ordered  to 
.transfer  the  notes  to  the  place  where  they  were  payable, 
and  then  to  transfer  the  silver  to  the  place  where  it  was 
wanted;  and  both  these  operations  she  had  to  perform  at 
her  own  expense.  The  southern  and  western  branch 
notes  ftowed  to  the  Northeast;  the  gold  and  ulver  of  the 
South  and  West  were  ordered  to  fdilow  them;  and,  in  a 
little  while,  the  specie  of  the  South  and  West  was  trans- 
ferred to  the  Northeast;  but  the  notes  went  faster  on  horses 
and  in  mail  stages  than  the  silver  could  go  in  wagonsf  and 
the  parent  bank  in  PhiUdelphia,  and  the  branches  in  New 
York  and  Boston,  exhausted  by  the  double  operation  of 
providing  for  their  own,  and  for  southern  and  western 
branch  notes  besides,  were  on  the  point  of  stopping  pay- 
ment at  the  end  of  two  years.  Mr.  Cheves  then  came 
into  the  presidency;  he  stopped  the  issue  of  southern  and 
western  oranch  paper,  and  saved  the  bank  from  insolten- 
cy!  Application  was  then  made  to  Congress  to  repeal 
the  fourteenth  section  of  the  charter,  and  thus  relieve  the 
bank  from  this  obligation  to  cash  its  notes  every  where. 
Confess  refused  to  do  to.  Application  was  made  at  the 
same  time  to  repeal  a  part  of  the  twelflh  fiindamental  ar- 
ticle of  the  constitution  of  the  bank,  for  the  purpose  of 
relieving  the  president  and  principal  cashier  of  the  parent 
bank  from  the  labor  of  signing  the  five  and  ten  dollar  notes. 
Congress  refused  that  t^Ueation  also.  And  here  every 
thing  rested  while  Mr.  Coeves  continued  president.  The 
southern  and  western  branches  ceased  to  do  business^  as 
banks;  no  bank  notes  or  bills  were  seen  but  those  bearing 
the  signatures  of  the  president  and  his  principal  cashier, 
and  none  of  these    payable  at  southern  and  western 


—from  serpent  to  water — ^from  a  river  of  flowing  water  to  i  branches.     The  profits  of  the  stockholders  became  incon- 
a  cofaimn  of  blazing  fire;  and  thus  eluded,  in  the  act  of  re-  siderable,  and  the  prospect  of  a  renewed  charter  was  lost 
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in  the  actual  view'  of  tlie  iDactivity  and  useleasness  of 
the  bank  in  the  South  and  West.  >tr.  Cheves  retired.- 
He  withdrew  from  an  institution  he  had  saved  from  bank- 
ruptcy»  but  which  he  could  not  render  useful  to  the  South 
and  West;  and  then  ensued  a  set  of  operations  for  enabling 
the  bank  to  do  the  things  which  Congress  had  refused  to 
do  for  it;  that  is  to  say,  to  avoid  the  operation  of  the  four- 
teenth section,  and  so  much  of  the  twelfth  fundamental 
article  as  related  to  the  signature  of  Uie  notes  and  bills  of 
the  bank.  These  operations  resulted  in  the  invention  of 
the  branch  bank  orders.  These  orders,  now  flooding  the 
country,  circulating  as  notes,  and  conndered  every  where 
as  gold  and  silver,  (because  tliey  are  voluntarily  cashed  at 
several  branches,  and  errananmy  received  at  every  land 
office  and  custom-house,)  have  given  to  the  bank  its  pre- 
sent apparent  prosperity,  its  temporary  popularity,  and 
it9  delusive  cry  of  a  sound  and  uniform  currency.  This 
is  my  narrative)  an  appalling  one,  it  must  be  admitted;  but 
let  it  stand  for  nothing  if  not  sustained  by  the  proof.  Here, 
then,  is  the  proof ! 

Mr.  Cbxvss'sRxpobt.— ^afrae^4^1822. 

"  The  bank  immediately  upon  its  commencement  did  a 
very  ^  extensive  business,  imported  vast  sums  of  specie, 
paid  its  notes  and  those  of  the  offices  (without  reference 
to  the  places  where  they  were  payable)  at  tlie  bank,  and 
all  the  principal  offices  nortli  of  the  Potomac,  while  they 
were  (under  the^  charter^  necessarily  received  every 
where  in  payment  of  debts  to  the  Government  of 
the^  United  States;  and  drafts  were  given,  without 
limit,  on  the  parent  bank,  and  on  the  northern  offices, 
by  the  western  offices,  at  par,  or  at  a  premium  merely- 
nominal.  As  soon  as  the  notes  of  the  southern  and  west- 
ern offices  were  paid,  or  received  by  the  bank  and 
northern  offices,  they  were  returned  to  them,  and  reis- 
sued in  perpetual  succession The  result  was, 

that  tlie  Dank  and  the  great  northern  offices  were  drain- 
ed of  their  capital;  and  on  the  20th  of  July,  1818,  only 
eighteen  months  afker  the  institution  began  its  operations, 
it  was  obliged  to  commence  a  rapid  and  heavy  curtail- 
ment of  the  business  of  the  bank  and  its  offices.  During 
this  time  it  had  the  advantage  of  immense  Government 

deposites,  (bight  millions  and  upwards. ) 

Curtailments  were  ordered,  from  time  to  time,  at  the 

southern  and  western  offices At  that  moment 

(1st  of  April,  1819)  tiie  discount  line  of  the  important 
office  at  Boston  was  only  ^94,594  37!  and  when,  in  this 
wretched  state,  the  southern  and  western  circulation 
was  pouring  in  upon  these  weak  points,  (Philadelphia, 
New  York,  Boston,)  and  the  Government  at  liberty,  ac- 
cording to  the  practice  of  tiie  time,  to  draw  on  either 
office,  or  the  bank,  for  the  gross  amount  of  its  depo- 
sites throughout  the  whole  establishment,  whether  South, 

North,  East,  or  West The  specie  in  the  vaults 

(at  the  parent  bank  in  Philadelphia)  at  the  close  of  the 
day,  on  the  21st  of  April,  1819,  was  only  $126,745  28, 
ano  the  bank  owed  to  the  city  bank,  deducting  balance 
due  to  it,  an  aggregate  balance  of  $79,125  99.  It  is 
true  there  were  in  the  mint  $267,978,  and  in  tranailu 
n.  €.  on  the  road)  from  Kentucky  and  Ohio,  two  hun- 
dred and  fifty  thousand  dollars;  but  the  treasury  divi- 
dends were  payable  on  that  day  to  the  amount  of  near 
five  hundred  thousand  dollars,  and  there  remained  at  the 
close  of  the  day  more  than  one-half  of  the  sum  subject  to 
draught,  and  the  greater  part,  even  of  the  sum  which 
had  been  drawn  during  the  day,  remained  a  charge  upon 
the  bank  in  the  shape  of  temporary  deposites,  which 
were  almost  immediately  witiidi'awn.  Accordingly,  on 
the  12tk  of  the  same  month,  the  bank  had  in  its  vaults 
but  $71,522,  and  owed  to  the  city  banks  a  balance  of 

$196,418 It  must  be  again  remarked,  that  it 

had  yet  the  sum  before  mentioned  in  the  mint,  as  well 
as  the  sum  on  the  road  from  Kentucky  and  Ohio,  (two 


'  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars,)  which  arrived  very 
c  seasonably  on  the  next  day,  or  a  day  or  two  after.  The 
'  bank  in  this  ntuation,  the  office  at  New  York  little  bet- 

<  ter,  and  the  office  at  Boston  a  great  deal  worse 

'  ALL  THS  BB80UBC£8  O?  THS  RAITK  WOULD  HOT  UAVX  SCS- 
'  TAINXD  IT  19  THIS  COUBSX  OF  RUSIITXSS  AITOTHSm  MOSTil !  ! 

< Such  was  the  prostrate  condition  of  the  bank 

*  of  the  nation,  which  had,  only  twenty-seven  months  be- 
'  fore,  commenced  business,  with  an  untrammelled,  active 

*  capital  of  twenty-eight  millions  of  dollars. I 

'  was  elected,  and  took  my  seat  as  president  of  the  board 
'  on  the  6th  of  March,  1819 .The  southern  and 

*  western  branches  were  immediately  directed  not  to  issue 

*  their  notes,  and  the  bank  ceased  to  purchase  and  collect 

<  exchange  on  the  South  and  West." 
This  was  Mr.  Chevcs's  report  to  the  stockholders;  they 

consulted  as  to  the  means  of  relief,  especially  on  the  great 
points  of  signing  the  currency,  and  getting  rid  of  the  four- 
teenth section.  The  result  was  a  conviction  that  Congress 
alone  could  relieve  them;  that  legislative  remedies  were 
indispensable;  and  a  memorial  was  draughted  accordingly. 
Its  introductory  paragraph  is  remarkable,  and  deserves  to 
be  read. 

<*Tliatthe  institution  of  which  they  arc  managers  is 

*  laboring  under  several  grievances,  not  only  injurious  to 

<  the  bank,  but,  as  they  respectfully  conceive,  to  the  tuition 
'  also,  ^hich  call  for  legialaiive  relief;  some  of  these  arise 

*  from  tiie  original  omissiona  of  appropriate  legal  enact- 

<  ments,  others  from  certain  provisions  of  the  charter,  not 

*  suited  to  the  conditionBnd  dreumsiances  of  the  bank,  and 

<  one  of  very  important  character,  from  a  regulation  c^n- 

*  cevnmg  the  Jiscal receipts  of  the  Government  of  the  Union. 
'  For  the  remedy  of  these  evils,  the  stockholders  of  the 

*  Bank  of  the  United  States  can  only  look  to  Congress," 
Mark,  I  beseech  you,  Mr.  President,  the  phraseology 

of  this  memorial,  and  consider  who  was  the  man  tliat  sign- 
ed it,  and  most  probably  drew  it.  It  complains  of  original 
omissions,  and  existing  provisions  in  the  charter,  for  the 
remedy  of  which  legislative  aid  is  prayed,  and  Congress 
declared  to  be  the  only  power  that  can  grant  it.  One  of 
tlie  evils  thus  complained  of  was,  the  labor  imposed  upon 
the  president  of  the  bank,  and  the  principal  cashier,  in 
sig^mg  the  five  and  ten  dollar  notes;  another  was  the  dif- 
ficulty of  providing  payment  for  the  same  note  atUie  branch 
bank  which  issued  it,  and  at  the  other  branches  to  which 
it  might  be  carried  in  tiie  course  of  trade  and  business. 
The  memorial  was  accompanied  by  an  argumentative  re- 
monstrance, strongly  urging  Congress  to  grant  the  relief 
prayed  for.  The  appointment  of  an  agent  and  register 
to'  sign  notes  was  urgentiy  pressed,  fbr  tiie  purpose  of  re- 
lieving the  president  from  manual  labor,  that  he  might 
give  his  attention  to  tiie  higher  and  more  important  busi- 
ness of  the  bank,  but  to  no  purpose;  Congress  refused  the 
request.  The  other  branch  of  the  memorial  shared  the 
same  fate.  Jt  was  the  main  application,  an^  every  argu- 
ment was  used  to  induce  Congress  to  g^nt  it,  but  without 
efifect.  Mr.  Cheves  represented,  and  most  truly,  that  the 
bank  could  not  provide  payment  for  the  same  note,  at  the 
same  time,  in  eighteen  difierent  places.  His  language 
was:  <<  Th-day,  a  branch  sltaU  liave  a  million  of  eapiial;  in 

*  three  months  i^  fnay  be  without  a  cent."  All  this  was  true, 
is  now  true,  and  forever  will  be  true.  But  the  bank  was 
established  to  furnish  a  sound  and  uniform  currency;  that 
soundness  and  uniformity  could  only  be  attained  by  cash- 
ing the  notes  wherever  they  were  presented;  if  that  could 
not  be  done,  the  public  object  for  establishing  the  bmnk  had 
failed;  and  Congress  refu&ed  to  let  its  branches  degenerate 
into  local  institutions,  issuing  a  local  paper  for  the  private 
gain  of  the  stockholders,  when  the  great  public  object 
was  no  longer  attainable.  The  refusfd  was  peremptory; 
and  as  the  bank  could  not  go  on  according  to  the  charter, 
and  cash  its  notes  at  all  the  branches,  the  branches  were 
shut  up.   They  issued  no  notes;  made  few  or  no  discounts  ^ 
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confined  themselves  to  dealing^  in  exehans^,  and  collecting^ 
the  gfdd  and  silver  of  the  South  and  West,  and  remitting 
it  to  the  parent  bank.9  This  state  of  things  continued  about 
seven  years,  and  during^  all  that  time  uie  bank  was  for^ 
feitingp  its  charter  for  non-tMer,  that  is  to  say,  for  not  using 
its  powers  for  the  public  and  beneficial  object  for  which 
it  was  g^nted.  This  was  an  unprofitable  season  for  the 
stockhoklers;  dividends  were  smalU  the  odium  of  the  insti- 
tution great;  its  inability  to  fiimish  a  sound  and  uniform 
corrcncy  adnutted;  the  charter  duly  liable  to  forfeiture; 
and  all  hope  for  its  renewal  perfectly  desperate.  In  these 
circumstances  action  became  indispensable.  It  was  neck 
or  nothing.  Inaction  was  death ;  action  could  be  no  worse, 
and  might  lead  to  life.  Some  new  remedy  must  be  tried ; 
some  dbring  experiment  must  be  adventured;  however 
doubtful  the  issue,  however  hazardous  the  trial,  the  ven- 
ture must  be  made;  it  was  a  case  for  digHaH$f  and  the 
venture  was  made.  What  that  venture  was,  and  how 
Tonderfally  it  has  succeeded,  to  the  astonishment  of  its 
dcligfated  projectors,  I  will  now  show  you  in  the  words  of 
the  present  president  of  the  bank. 

Mr.  BioDXs's  Report  to  the  ttoekholders  at  the  triennial 
meeting,  Septembery  1831. — Extracts, 

•*The  Bank  of  the  United  States  was  established  for 
'  the  purpose  pf  restoring  specie  payments,  which  had  for 
'  a  longtime  been  suspended  throughout  a  great  part  of  the 
'country — of  furnishing  a  aoufu^  eiretUating  rnedium^  and 

*  of  givii^  more  uniformity  to  the  exchanges  between  dis- 

*  tant  sections  of  the  Union.  By  importing  more  than  seven 
'  millions  of  specie,  and  by  a  free  issue  of  notes  imroediate- 

*  ly  afWr  its  establishment,  the  bank  with  great  aaerifieea 

<  socceeded  for  a  time  in  attaining  these  objects;  but  it  seems 

*  to  have  been  aAerwards  considered  that  its  powers  were 

*  nkautttd  by  the  effort,  and  that  the  continuance  of  it 
'  umUd  be  eniirefy  impraetieabie.     The  essential  difficulty 

*  was  presumed  to  lie  m  the  provision  of  the  charter,  mak- 

<  ing  the  notes  universally  receivable  for  debts  due  to  the 

*  Government,  which,  by  obliging  the  bank  to  provide  pay- 

*  meni  for  the  same  note  at  various  places,  would  require  it 
'  to  retain  a  greater  amount  of  specie  than  it  could  issue  of 

*  notes;  thus  diminishing  rather  than  increasing  the  sound 
'  circulation.  The  consequence  was,  the  bsmk  issued  its 
'own  notes  sparingly,  more  especially  in  the  Southern  and 

*  Western  States,  where  it  often  preferred  the  reissue  of 
'  the  notes  of  the  State  banks,  being  unufUHng  to  issue 
*f  reefy  its  nates  tohieh  it  might  be  compelled  to  pay  at  some 
'one  of  the  many  places  remote  from  the  point  of  issuing 
*them. 


Having,  in  compliance  with  the  directions  of  the 
stockholcfers  in  1822,  applied  without  success  to  Congress 
for  a  modification  of  this  disabling  provision  in  the  char* 
ter,  it  became  necessary  for  the  board  of  directors  to  re- 
examine the  constitution  of  the  bank,  in  order  to  discover 
whether  there  was  really  any  organic  defect  which  pre- 
vented it  from  performing  the  functions  to  which  it  was 
destined,  or  whether  some  different  combination  of  its 
powers  mig^t  not  overcome  its  difficulties, 
'*The  experivMnt  was  interesting  and  hazardous.  It 
was  to  try  how  ftr  the  institution  could  succeed  in  doing 
that  which  had  never  vet  succeeded  elsewhere,  in  disus- 
ing over  so  wide  a  surface  of  country  a  currency  of  large 
amount  and  of  uniform  value,  at  all  places  and  under  all 
circumstances;  and  also  whether  it  could  bring  down  to 
its  extreme  limit  the  necessary  expense  of  commercial 
intercourse  between  distant  sections  of  country,  whose 
exchangeable  productions  were  of  such  various  and  un- 
equal  values. 


This  system  has  now  been  in  operation  for  several 
,    ITS.    It  was  sX  first  experimental,  and  of  doubtful  issue/ 
*  and  as  the  consequences  were  equally  important  to  the 
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■  bank  and  the  community,  its  progress  has  been  watched 
*  with  deep  solicitude.  Its  M/eceM, therefore,  has  been  seen 
'  with  proportionate  satisfiiction."  | 

Mr.  President,  it  is  not  my  fashion  to  p|it  a  struned 
construction  upon  any  gentleman's  word!»--upon  the 
words  of  one  present,  much  less  one  who  has  no  place,  no 
voice,  here.  I  will,  therefore,  put  no  construction  at  all 
upon  the  language  which  I  have  read.  I  will  let  every 
word  stand  for  itself;  will  let  every  phrase  be  taken  in  its 
literal,  natural,  obvious,  inevitable  meaning.  And  what 
do  they  tell  you^  Why,  that  payment  of  the  same  note 
at  various  places-  was  impossible;  that  compulsory  pay* 
mentswere  fatal  to  the  bank;  and,  to  get  rid  of  them,  she 
has  done  for  herself  what  Cong^ress  refused  to  do  for  her, 
and  what  her  directory,  in  the  time  of  Mr.  Cheves,  so- 
lemnly declared  that  Congress  alone  could  do!  Tlus  is 
what  the  president  of  the  bank  tells  you.  Look  at  the 
words. 

Bank  established  to  keep  up  a  sound  uniform  currency ; 
exhausted  by  the  effort  to  do  so,-  entirely  impracticable;  es- 
sentia difficulty  in  the  provision  of  the  charter  fthe  14/ A 
section  J  which  made  the  notes  universaUy  receivable  by  Go- 
vernment; compellable  to  pay  at  places  remote  from  the  point 
of  issuing;  applied  without  success  to  Congress  for  a  ntocUfi- 
cationof  tins  disabling  provision;  re-examtnation  of  the  con- 
stitution of  the  bank;  discovery  of  new  powers;  the  difficulties 
overcome;  experiment  hazaraous;  never  succeeded  elsewhere; 
the  issue  dtmbtful;  progress  watched  with  deep  soUeitudc; 
great  satisfaction  at  the  success. 

And  now,  Mr.  President,  what  was  this  experiment,  of 
hazard  so  g^reat,  of  issue  so  doubtful,  which  never  suc- 
ceeded elsewhere,  the  progress  of  which  was  watched  with 
so  much  fear  and  trembling,  and  the  fancied  success  of 
which  is  announced  with  so  much  satisfaction?  Sir,  it  is 
the  invention  of  this  branch  bank  currency !  It  is  the 
substitution  of  branch  bank  orders  for  the  promissory  notes 
of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States!  And  surely,  from  the 
first  estabUshment  of  banks  to  the  present  day,  a  more 
potent  medicine  was  never  invented  for  the  cure  of  the 
diseases  to  which  banks  are  most  subject.  It  luu  com- 
pletely overcome  all  the  difficulties  which  the  bank  lay 
under  at  the  time  of  Mr.  Cheves's  memorial,  and  which 
were  then  admitted  \q  be  fatal  to  it.  What  were  those 
difficulties?  They  were  a  twofold  impediment;  first,  a 
total  inability  to  sign  notes  fast  enough;  secondly,  a  total 
inability  to  pay  for  them,  according  to  the  charter,  af^er 
they  were  signed.  The  remedy  wanted  was,  increased 
facilities  for  signing;  diminished  liabilities  for  paying! 
And  the  orders  have  completely  answered  this  double  ob- 
ject. Signers  enough  now,  and  compulsory  payment  no- 
where! This  is  the  glorious  relief  which  the  experiment 
has  brought.  This  is  the  cataplasm  which  has  healed  the 
wounds  of  the  bank.  This  is  the  medicinal  drug — the 
balsamic  drink — the  restorative  infusion — ^which  has  poured 
a  new  portion  of  strength  into  the  exhausted  machine,  and 
enabled  it  to  bear  its  infirmities  a  little  longer.  Fifty  signers 
at  work,  and  one  hundred  and  fifty  endorsing  clerks,pouring 
out  from  five  and  twenty  pbces  their  perennial  streams  of 
paper.  When  out,  it  is  not  payable  by  law  any  where.  Not 
at  the  branch  which  issues  it;  for  there  is  neither  promise, 
nor  law,  to  exact  the  payment  there.  Not  at  any  other 
branch,  for  the  14th  section  of  the  charter  does  not  apply 
to  orders,  and  we  have  just  seen  Uiat  they  were  invented 
to  evade  that  section.  Not  in  Philadelphia;  for,  notwith- 
standing that  may  be  Uie  purport  of  the  order,  yet  it  is  an 
absolute  impossibility;  for  the  people  of  this  wide  confe- 
deracy, the  laboring  people  especially,  who  handle  these 
small  orders,  can  never  go  up  to  Philadelphia  to  demand  the 
hard  money  for  them.  Yes,  sir,  these  orders  are  the  thing. 
It  is  the  currency  of  which  they  are  composed  which  has 
enabled  the  machinery  of  the  bank  to  go  to  work  aAer 
the  inaction  from  1819  to  1827.  It  is  this  currency  which 
has  enabled  it  to  flood  the  South  and  West  (as  I  will  show 
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presently)  with  paper  for  which  it  has  not  the  means  of 
redemption.  It  is  this  which  has  enabled  its  votaries  to 
raise  tiie  cry,  brief  and  delusive,  of  sound  and  uniform 
currency.  It  is  this  which  enables  the  retainers  of  the 
bank  to  contradict  President  Jaekaon  for  repeating  its 
own  words;  yes!  repeating  their  own  words:  for  the  mes- 
sage of  1829,  declaring  the  failure  of  the  bank  to  furnish 
a  sound  and  uniform  currency,  is  nothing  but  the  repeti- 
tion of  what  the  bank  directory  itself  had  declared,  and 
what  all  intelligent  men  know  to  be  true.  It  is  this  illegal, 
Irresponsible  currency  which  has  enabled  the  bank  to  fill 
the  Union  with  debtors  in  chains,  who  scream  incessantly 
for  the  life  and  glory  of  their /ujggcmatf/,  and  attack  with 
the  fury  of  wild  beasts  every  public  man  who  will  not 
square  his  public  conduct  by  the  devouring  miseries  of 
their  own  private  condition,  and  the  remorseless  cravings 
of  their  insatiate  idol. 

I  have  now  established,  Mr.  President,  as  I  trust  and  be- 
lieve, the  truth  of  the  first  branch  of  my  proposition, 
namely,  that  this  currency  of  branch  bank  orders  is  un- 
authorized by  the  charter,  and  illegal.  I  will  now  say  a 
few  words  in  support  of  the  second  branch  of  the  propo- 
sition, namely,  that  this  currency  ought  to  be  suppressed. 

The  mere  fact  of  the  illegality,  sir,  I  should  hold  to  be 
sufficient  to  justify  this  suppression.  In  a  countiy  of  laws, 
the  laws  should  be  obeyed.  No  private  individual  should 
be  allowed  to  trample  them  under  foot;  much  less  a  pub- 
lic man,  or  public  body;  least  of  all,  a  great  moneyed  cor- 
poration wielding  above  one  hundred  mUlions  of  dollars 
per  annum,  and  boldly  contending  with  the  Federal  Go- 
vernment for  the  sceptre  of  political  power — money  is 
power/  The  Bank  of  the  United  States  possesses  more 
money  than  the  Federal  Government;  and  the  question 
of  power  is  now  to  be  decided  between  them.  That 
question  is  wrapped  up  in  tlie  case  before  you.  It  is  a 
case  of  clear  conviction  of  a  violation  of  the  laws  by  this 
great  moneyed  corporation;  and  that  not  of  a  single  sta- 
tute, and  by  inadvertence,  and  in  a  small  matter,  which 
concerns  but  few,  but  in  one  general,  sweeping,  studied, 
and  systematic  infraction  of  a  whole  code  of  laws — of  an 
entire  constitution,  made  for  its  sole  government  and  re- 
straint— and  the  pernicious  effects  of  which  enter  into 
the  revenues  of  the  Union,  and  extend  themselves  to  every 
moneyed  transaction  between  man  and  man.  This  is  the 
case  of  violated  law  which  stands  before  you;  and  if  it 
goes  unpunished,  then  do  I  say,  the  question  of  political 
power  is  decided  between  the  bank  and  the  Government. 
The  question  of  supremacy  is  at  an  end.  Let  there  be 
no  more  talk  of  restrictions  or  limitation  in  the  charter. 
Grant  a  new  one.  Grant  it  upon  the  spot.  Grant  it  with- 
out words!  Grant  it  in  blank!  to  save  the  directors  from 
tlie  labor  of  re-examination!  the  court  from  the  labor  of 
constructions!  and  yourselves  from  the  degradation  of  be- 
ing publicly  trampled  under  foot! 

I  do  insist,  Mr.  President,  that  this  currency  ought  to 
be  suppressed  for  illegality  alone,  even  if  no  pernicious 
consequences  could  result  from  its  circulation.  But  perni- 
cious conse<}uences  do  result.  The  substituted  currency  is 
not  the  equivalent  of  the  branch  bank  aotes,  whose  place 
it  has  usurped;  it  is  inferior  to  those  notes  in  vital  particu- 
lars, and  to  tlie  manifest  danger  and  loss  of  the  people. 

In  the  first  place,  these  branch  bank  orders  are  not 
payable  in  the  States  in  which  they  are  issued.  Look  at 
them!  they  are  nominally  payable  in  Philadelphia!  Look 
at  the  law!  It  rives  the  holder  no  right  to  demand  their 
contents  at  the  branch  bank,  until  the  order  has  been  to 
Philadelphia,  and  returned.  I  lay  no  stress  upon  the  in- 
sidious circumstance  that  these  orders  are  now  paid  at  the 
branch  where  issued,  and  at  other  branches.  That  volun- 
tary, delusive  payment  may  satisfy  those  who  are  willing 
to  s^'allow  a  gilded  hook;  it  may  satisfy  those  who  are 
willing  to  hold  their  property  at  the  will  of  the  bank. 
For  my  part,  I  want  law  for  my  rights.     I  look  at  the 


law,  to  the  legal  rights  of  the  holder,  and  say  that  he  has 
no  rig^t  to  demand  payment  at  the  branch  which  issu^ 
the  order.  The  present  custom  of  pacing  is  voluntary, 
not  compulsory;  it  depends  upon  the  will  of  the  bank,  not 
upon  law;  and  none  but  tyrants  can  require,  or  slaves 
submit  to,  a  tenure  at  will.  These  orders,  even  admitting^ 
them  to  be  legal,  are  only  payable  in  Philadelphia;  and  to 
demand  payment  there,  is  a  delusive  and  impraetieable 
right.  For  the  body  of  the  citizens  cannot  go  to  Phila- 
delphia to  get  the  change  for  the  small  orders;  merchants 
will  not  remit  them;  they  would  as  soon  carry  up  the  fires 
of  hell  to  Philadelphia;  for  the  bank  would  consign  them 
to  ruin  if  they  did.  These  orders  are  for  the  frontiers; 
and  it  is  made  the  interest  and  the  policy  of  merchants  to 
leave  them  at  home,  and  take  a  bill  of  exchange  at  a  no- 
minal premium.  Brokers  alone  will  ever  carry  tliem,  and 
that  as  their  own,  after  buyin?  them  out  of  the  bands  of 
the  people  at  a  discount  fixed  by  themselves. 

This  contrivance,  Mr.  President,  of  issuing  bimk  paper 
at  one  place,  payable  at  another  and  a  distant  place,  is 
not  a  new  thing  under  the  sun;  but  its  success,  if  it  suc- 
ceeds here,  will  be  a'new  thing  in  the  history  of  banking. 
This  contrivance,  sir,  is  of  European  origin.  It  begun  in 
Scotland  some  years  ago,  with  a  banker  in  Aberdeen,  who 
issued  promissory  notes  payable  in  London.  Then  the 
Bank  of  Ireland  set  her  branches  in  SUgo,  Carkt  and  Bel- 
fast,  at  the  same  work,  and  they  made  their  branch  notes 
payable  in  Dublin,  The  English  country  bankers  took 
the  hint,  and  put  out  their  notes  payable  In  London.  The 
mass  of  these  notes  were  of  the  smaller  denominations, 
one  and  two  pounds  sterling,  corresponding  with  our  five 
and  ten  dollar  orders;  such  as  were  handled  by  the  labor- 
ing  classes,  and  who  could  never  carry  them  to  London 
and  Dublin  to  demand  the  contents.  At  this  point  the 
British  Imperial  Parliament  took  cognizance  of  tlie  matter; 
treated  the  issue  of  such  notes  as  a  vicious  practice,  viola- 
tive of  the  very  first  idea  of  a  sound  currency,  and  parti- 
cularly dangerous  to  the  laboring  classes.  The  Parliament 
suppressed  the  practice.  This  all  happened  in  the  ye&r 
1826;  and  now  this  practice,  thus  suppressed  in  England, 
Scotland,  and  £xlana,  is  in  full  operation  in  our  jhneriea/  and 
the  directors  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  are  cdebrmt- 
ed,  as  the  greatest  of  financiers,  for  picking  up  an  illegal 
practice  of  Scottish  origin,  and  putting  it  into  operation 
in  the  United  States,  and  that,  too,  in  the  very  year  in 
which  it  was  suppressed  in  Great  Britain! 

In  the  next  place,  tliese  orders  are  impoverishing  and 
destructive  to  the  States  in  which  they  are  issued,  because 
they  lead  to  the  abduction  of  its  gold  and  silver.  If  notes 
are  issued,  thev  are  payable  at  the  branch  bank,  and  an 
adequate  supply  of  g^ld  and  silver  must  be  kept  on  hand 
to  redeem  them;  but  these  orders  being  drawn  on  Phila- 
delphia, the  g^ld  and  silver  of  the  State  must  be  sent 
there  to  meet  them.  This  is  the  clear  undoubted  theory 
of  this  new-fangled  currency;  it  is  also  the  proved  esta- 
blished practice  and  effects  of  it.  Every  body  in  the 
South  and  West  knows  that  the  hard  money  of  the  coun- 
try is  constantly  disappearing;  but  those  only  who  have 
observed  the  working  of  the  machinery  of  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States,  can  tell  where  all  this  Hard  money  is  gone. 
The  monthly  statements  of  the  bank  will  tell  this  secret. 
They  will  show  that  the  gold  and  silver  of  the  Soutli  and 
West  go  to  the  Northeast;  and  that  the  branches  are  the 
channels  of  collection  and  remittance.  Here  are  some 
items  from  the  returns  of  the  year  1830,  the  last  which 
have  been  yet  printed,  and  which  will  throw  a  little  light 

upon  this  subject: 

specie.  Notes  iMUctl. 

New  Orleans,  April,  1830,  700,815  6,421,275 

Mobile,  August,  55,368  1,557,745 

Nashville,  October,  185,304  2,030,^0 

Louisville,  December,  200,835  1,088,560 

Lexington,  December,  78,430  1,484,110 
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St.  Louia^  June, 
Cincinnati,  November, 
Pittsburg,  April, 
Kichmoml,  August, 
FiyeticTille,  Ck:tobcr, 
SaTinnah,  August, 
Charleston,  December, 

PlILA.DKL#HIA,   Aug^USt, 

Nfw  York,  NoTember, 
Awten,  August, 
Baltimore,  October, 


126»603  679,880 

155,157  977,455 

38,620  736,897 

170,510  1,064,415 

26,342  1,192,205 

304,547  1,735,700 

266,962  1,425,255 

3,728,626  2,531,080 

2,351,190  1,764,627 

1,327,755  721,505 

738,000  780,657 


Here  is  a  picture  for  you,  Mr.  President,  and  a  contrast 
with  it.  On  one  side,  a  most  beggarly  exhibition  of  empty 
boxes;  on  the  other,  fulness  and  distension  to  bursting. 
West  of  the  Allegfaanies,  and  south  of  the  Potomac,  no 
bard  monej;  in  the  Northeast,  millions  at  every  point. 
But,  as  a  compensation  for  this  difiiciency  of  metal,  we 
have  a  moat  bountiful  supply  of  paper.     Ten,  twenty, 
thirty,  fbr^,  fifly  to  one  is  our  proportion  of  paper  to 
alver.     And  for  all  this  paper  the  country  is  in  aebt,  and 
ytys  interest,  (bank  interest)  to  non-residents  and  foreign- 
en!     Gentlemen  of  the  South  complain  of  the  tariff,  and 
doubtless  with  much  reason^  but  the  day  is  at  hand  when 
every  eye  shall  see,  and  every  tongue  shall  confess,  that 
the  tariflr  is  not  the  only,  nor  the  largest,  nor  tlie  most 
Toradous  vampyre  which  sucks  at  their  veins!  The  Bank 
of  the  United  States  divides  that  business  with  the  tariff, 
and,  like  the  stronger  brother,  takes  the  laigest  share  to 
herself.    She  furnishes  her  brood  of  these  insatiable  suck- 
em    She  hangs  them  on  every  vein  of  gold  and  silver 
which  the  Sooth  and  West  exhibit.     They  gorge  to  re- 
pletion, then  vomit  their  load  into  the  vast  receptacles  of 
the  Northeast,  and  gorge  again.    The  hard  money  of  the 
country,  thai  money  which  pays  no  interest,  is  sucked  up 
and  sent  away;  the  paper  monev  of  a  company,  for  which 
bank  intetest  is  exacted,  takes  its  place.     The  people  of 
the  country  are  in  debt  for  this  paper,  the  greater  part  of 
them  at  second  and  third  hand,  borrowers  from  bor- 
rowers, paying  rack-interest  to  tlie  intermediate  lend- 
ers. The  liiiors  of  the  year  barely  suffice  for  the  payment 
of  the  sixty  days'  collection  of  all  Uiis  interest.  The  princi- 
pal is  still  behind,  to  come  upon  these  exhausted  countries 
when  delayed  payment  has  doubled  the  difficulty  of  mak- 
ing payment.     When  that  dread  day  comes,  and  come  it 
viily  and  nothing  is  gained  by  putting  it  off,  the  towns 
and  cities  of  the  South  and  West — ^tbe  fairest  farms  and 
goodliest  mansion*— >will  be  setup  at  auction,  to  be  knock- 
ed down  to  the  bank  agent,  at  the  mock  prices  fixed  in 
the  compting  room  of  the  bank  itselfl  And  in  these  mock 
sales  of  towns  and  cities  may  be  laid  the  foundation  for 
the  titles  and  estates  of  our  future  nobility — ^Duke  of  Cin- 
cinnati! Earl  of  Lexington!  Marquis  of  Nashville!  Count 
of  St.  Louis!    Prince  of  New  Orleans!    Such  may  be  the 
titles  of  the  bank  nobility  to  whom  the  next  generation  of 
American  farmers  must  **  crook  the  pregnant  hinges  of 
the  knee.**  Yes,  sir!  when  the  renewea  charter  is  brouj^ht 
in  for  us  to  vote  upon,  I  shall  consider  myself  as  voting 
opon  a  bill  Ibr  the  establishment  of  lords  and  commons 
in  this  America,  and  for  the  eventual  establishment  of  a 
Kngf  for  when  the  lords  imd  commons  are  established, 
the  Ai^^  will  come  of  himself ! 

In  the  third  place,  the  emission  of  these  orders  has  de- 
luged the  country  with  counUrfeUs,     The  evihi  of  coun- 
terfeiting was  one  of  the  objections  made  to  the  application 
of  the  bank  for  the  leave  to  appoint  an  agent  and  register 
to  sign  the  five  and  ten  dollar  notea»    The  danger  was  so 
obvious  and  imminent,  that  the  memorial  of  the  directors 
candidly  admitted  it,  and  entered  into  the  suggestion  of 
many  precautionary  measures  to  prevent  it.  •  They  ad- 
nitted  that  if  the  signers  were  numerous  or  temporary 
the  danger  of  counterfeiting  would  be  excessive  and  de- 
Uroctive;  but  declared  that  the  bank,  with  a  view  to  hs 
own  interest,  would  not  suffer  them  to  be  either  ntimerotM 


or  temporary i  although  the  act  might  not  limit  the  num- 
ber. The  directors  proposed,  however,  to  limit  the  num- 
ber to  two:  to  make  them  permanent  officers  in  the  bank; 
and  to  publish  their  appointment  in  the  Washington  citv 
gazettes  before  they  should  begin  to  act.  A  bill  with  all 
these  provisions  was  reported;  but  Congress  refused  to 
pass  it,  and  for  this  reason,  among  others,  that  the  power 
of  signing  the  notes  involved  the  power  of  judging  their 
genuineness;  and  this  power  was  too  high  and  dangerous — 
too  easily  abused — and  too  hardly  remedied,  to  be  trusted 
to  any  but  the  very  highest  officers  of  the  bank — those 
whose  character  and  station  would  afford  the  strongest 
guaranties  to  the  public  for  the  fair  exercise  of  a  power 
so  delicate  and  responsible.  Congress  refused  to  pass  the 
bill.  What  next?  M'hy,  sir,  Mr.  Cheves  and  his  directory 
submitted;  but  a  new  directory  came  in,  and  what  did 
they  do^  They  re-examined  the  constitution  of  the  bank, 
and  discovered  the  means  of  overcoming  the  difficulty. 
They  substituted  branch  bank  orders  for  branch  bank 
notes,'  and  set,  not  two,  but  fiAy  signers  and  one  hundred  * 
and  fifty  endorsing  clerks  at  work  upon  these  orders. 
What  is  the  consequence }  Counterfeiting  to  an  excess, 
and  audacity  never  paralleled  before!  I  saw  in  Missouri, 
before  I  left  home,  a  descriptive  list  of  ninety-nine  varie- 
ties of  counterfeits  on  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  and 
its  branches  alone;  most  of  them  of  the  class  of  these  five 
and  ten  dollar  orders.  This  list  was  contained  in  a  peri- 
odical sheet,  called  "  Counterfeit  Detector;"  a  work 
wholly  given  up  to  describing  counterfeits  on  the  United 
States'  bank  and  its  branches;  for  to  such  excess  has  this 
crime  arisen,  as  to  give  birtli  to  a  new  species  of  literary 
publication;  a  periodical  newspaper  wholly  devoted  to 
the  description  and  detection  of  counterfeit  paper  cur- 
rency. The  remedy  only  announces  the  extent  of  the 
evil;  it  does  not  cure  it  None  but  business  men  in  cities, 
and  a  few  official  characters,  can  afford  to  buy  and  study 
these  periodicals;  the  body  of  the  people  liave  no  benefit 
from  them.  After  all,  the  Detector  is  no  guide;  the  marks 
of  a  counterfeit  detected  and  described  in  one  number  of 
the  periodical,  are  corrected  and  amended  irt  the  next  edi- 
tion of  the  counterfeiu.  They  instruct  the  counterfeiters 
how  to  amend  their  work.  The  fact  is,  nobody  can  tell 
the  good  from  tlie  bad.  Brokers  and  bank  officers  assume 
to  do  it;  but  they  had  as  well  assume  to  be  conjurors  and 
astrologers;  they  had  as  well  practise  incantations,  and 
deliver  oracles  in  convuktons  and  contortions,  as  to  look 
at  this  paper,  and  pix)nounce  judgments;  they  had  as  well 
gaze  at  the  stars,  and  j  udge  by  tlie  motions  of  the  heavenly 
bodies,  as  to  look  at  these  orders,  and  judge  from  the 
writing  and  engraving;  they  liad  as  well  do  as  the  sooth- 
sayers of  old — ^go  out  upon  a  high  hill — watch  the  flight 
ofbirds— and  then  prog^iwsticate  that  the  ordler  is  g^odor 
bad,  as  the  bird  chances  to  fly,  dexter  or  sinister,  as  it 
passes  the  hill.  Far  from  knowing  the  handwriting,  they 
hardly  know  of  the  existence  of  the  writers!  Yet  these 
solemn  judges  condemn,  and  condemn  irrevocably,  the 
property  of  the  people !  They  all  know  how  to  draw  the 
sign  of'  St.  Andrew's  cross;  and  that  fatal  sign,  drawn 
through  the  face  of  an  order,  is  decisive  of  its  fate.  True 
or  false,  good  or  bad,  from  that  moment  it  falls  into  the 
receptacle  of  things;  not  lost,  but  damned,  on  earth. 

I  do  not  sUnd  here,  Mr.  President,  to  enbrge  upon  the 
general  evils  of  a  counterfeit  currency,  such  as  belong  in 
common  to  the  forging  of  all  bank  paper;  but  there  are 
evils  peculiar  to  the  circulation  of  these  counterfeit  orders, 
which  snve  a  distinctive  character  to  the  mischiefs  which 
they  inflict,  and  demand  a  particular  animadversion.  These 
evils  grow,  first,  out  of  the  wide  extent  of  the  circulation 
of  these  counterfeits,  which  carries  the  forgeries  of  every 
State  of  the  Union  into  every  other  State,  thus  affecting 
each  part  with  the  miseries  of  the  whole— swelling  the 
mass  of  crime  and  fiaud,  and  augmenting  the  difficulties 
of  detection  in  proportion  to  the  disUnce  from  which  tlic 
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intrusive  counterfeits  came.  The  next  peculiar  evil  ia  in 
tlie  multitude  of  incompetent  judges;  already  about  one 
hundred  and  fifty  in  number,  and  annually  increasing.  A 
third  peculiar  evil  is  in  the  one-sided  character  of  these 
judges — all  appointed  at  the  will  of  the  bank — all  holding 
their  appointments  at  her  will-— «nd  all  feeling  it  to  be 
their  interest  to  commit  no  mistakes  to  her  prejudice. 
I'he  last,  and  (^eatest,  of  these  peculiar  evils  is  i\\  the 
small  size  of  tliese  orders,  which  throws  their  counterfeits 
upon  that  class  of  the  community  who  are  least  capable 
to  detect  the  imposition,  and  least  able  to  bear  the  loss. 
The  laboring  classes,  the  middle  sized  farmers,  and  the 
country  people,  are  the  peculiar  victims  of  this  species  of 
counterfeits.  They  handle  small  sums,  and  the  small  sized 
counterfeits  fall  upon  their  hands.  Every  counterfeit 
must  stop  somewhere.  Sooner  or  later  it  must  stop  in 
somebody's  hands;  and  the  mass  of  these  small  ones  will 
certainly  stop  in  the  hands  of  poor  people.  Thus  it  was 
in  England.  In  the  space  of  six  years,  from  1812  to  1818, 
no  less  than  154^45^4  counterfeit  notes  were  presented  and 
detected  at  the  Bank  of  England;  of  which  128,800  were 
for  one  pound,  corresponding  with  our  five  dollar  orders; 
and  18,563  were  for  two  pounds,  corresponding  with  our 
ten  dollar  orders;  leaving  only  about  8,000  notes  out  of 
upwards  of  154,000  for  all  denominations  above  two 
pounds,  or  ten  dollars;  thus  incontestably  proving  that 
the  poor  were  the  losers  and  the  victims.  This  was 
stated  in  his  place  by  the  honorable  Henry  Grey  Bennet, 
who  stated,  at  the  same  time,  that  out  of  five  hundred  and 
one  persons  convicted  of  forging,  or  passing,  or  oifering 
counterfeit  notes,  in  the  short  sjjace  of  thirteen  years,  of 
whom  two  hundred  and  seven  had  been  hung,  and  others 
deported,  the  mass  of  them  were  poor  people;  and  the 
notes  for  which  they  died,  were  small  ones  of  one  and  two 
pounds,  equal  to  five  and  ten  dollars.  And  he  said,  at  the 
same  time,  that  the  stockholders  of  the  Bank  of  England, 
in  tliis  frightful  mass  of  crime,  and  fraud,  and  misery,  and 
death,  had  found  their  consolation  and  their  profit  in 
dividing  among  themselves  tvoenty-five  milUona  vf  pounds 
steriing/  equal  to  about  one  hundred  and  tvoenty  milUona 
ofdouars/  This  is  what  the  counterfeiting  part,  or  forgery 
department  of  the  banking  system,  arrived  at  in  Englana: 
this  is  the  point  to  which  the  forgery  of  these  branch  bank 


for  all  the  crime  and  misery  which  has  gprown  out  of  the 
counterfeiting  of  these  orders,  and  all  that  shall  grow  out 
of  them,  the  directors,  who  violated  their  charter  to  do 
what  Congress  forbid,  are  justly  accountable  to  God  and 
man! 

I  have  carefully  abstained,  Mr.  President,  firom  the  use 
of  any  topic  of  a  general  or  exciting  nature.  I  have 
confined  myself  to  a  mere  judicial  pleading.  But  there 
is  one  argument  against  the  issue  of  this  currency,  which 
goesso  directly  to  the  honor,  the  dignity,  the  independence 
of  the  States,  that  I  cannot  forbear  to  hold  it  up  for  an 
instant,  and  to  pass  it  as  a  shadow  before  you.  It  is  this.  We 
all  know  the  high  and  responsible  nature  of  the  coining 
power.  It  is  an  attribute  of  national  sovereignty;  in  its 
nature  belonging  to  the  highest  authority  iii  every  form 
of  Government.  The  States  of  this  confederacy,  each  for 
itself,  became  invested  with  this  high  power  the  moment 
they  burst  the  chains  of  British  vassalage.  Possessed  of 
the  right  in  full,  they  divided  it,  in  part,  with  the  Congress 
of  the  confederation.  The  convention  of  1789  gave  it 
exclusively  to  the  new  Federal  Government;  and  since 
that  time  no  State  can  coin  money,  reg^ulate  its  value, 
emit  bills  of  credit,  or  make  any  thing  but  gold  and  silver 
a  tender  in  discharge  of  debts.  Congress  alone  has  the 
full  power  to  coin  and  regulate  its  value;  a  disputed  power 
to  emit  bills  of  credit,  and  no  power  to  make  any  thing 
but  gold  and  silver  a  lawful  tender.  Well,  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States  refers  its  origin,  in  the  opinion  of  many, 
to  the  coining  and  regulating  clause  in  the  constitution. 


What  is  admitted  by  all,  is,  that  Congress  has  granted  to 
the  bank  a  power  to  issue  a  paper  currency  far  beyond 
the  amount  of  the  coined  currency  in  the  Union;  that  this 
paper  currency  is  receivable  in  paymei)t  of  all  dues  to  the 
Federal  Government;  and,  being  so  receivable,  thence 
enjoys  a  degree  of  credit  and  circulation  coextensive 
with  the  limits  of  the  Union.  Names,  Bfo.  President,  are 
nothin^t  substance  is  every  thing.  The  substantial  power 
of  coimng,  and  of  regulating  the  currency,  is  in  the  bank; 
for  it  issues  a  currency  which  exceeds  the  coin  in  quantity, 
and  supersedes  it  in  circulation.  Congress  gave  this  great 
power — in  effect,  one  of  the  hi^est  attributes  of  national 
sovereignty— to  tlie  company  of  individuals  incorporated 
under  the  misnomer  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States;  this 
company  lias  devolved  its  power,  so  far  as  the  branch 
bank  orders  are  concerned,  upon  their  subaltern  agencies, 
called  branch  banks;  and,  according  to  tlie  opinion  of  the 
federal  court,  may  devolve  it  upon  whatever  agents  tliey 
please.  These  subaltern  agencies  are  protruded  into 
the  States,  and  there  exercise  a  power  superior  to  that 
wliich  the  State  Governments  surrendered  to  the  Federal 
Government.  They  issue  a  paper  ctirrency  within  the 
State,  wliich  supersedes  and  expels  the  luird  money. 
They  issue  a  paper  currency  hot  payable  wUhin  the  State^ 
nor  within  the  next  State;  nor  wtthin  fine  hundred  or 
one  thousand  miles;  nor  practicably  payable  any  where/ 
and  for  non-payment  of  tonich  there  is  neither  prohibition 
nor  penalty  in  the  charter.  This  currency  necessarily, 
and  practicably,  becomes  a  currency  of  bills  of  credit, 
redeemable  at  the  will  of  the  issuer,  and  not  at  the  will 
of  tlie  holder;  and  these  biUs  all  people  (in  the  South  and 
West,  at  least)  are  under  a  virtual  duresse  to  receive; 
because  all  other  currency  is  chased  away.  And  tlius 
these  bills  of  credit  become  a  forced  and  irresistible 
tender  in  the  payment  of  debts.  Can  the  States  stand 
this?  If  tliey  can,  tliey  are  ripe  and  ready  to  sink  into  the 
condition,  not  of  provinces  of  the  empire,  but  of  fiuins— 
tlie  rack-rent  farms-— of  a  great  moneyed  oligarchy. 

Sir,  I  stop;  not  that  (  have  finished,  but  that  every  thing 
must  have  an  end,  even  the  overflowings  of  grief  and 
indignation  at  viewing  the  frightful  progress  which  a  great 
moneyed  oligarchy  is  making  over  the  sinking  lit>eKies 
of  the  land.     The  cause  demands  a  diflerent  advocate. 


orders  is  rapidly  carrying  the  American  people.     And  ilt  calls  for  that  rare  man  Who  rebuked  and  overthrew 


the  audacious  enterprise  of  Walpole — ^who  overturned 
the  judgments  of  the  King's  court~-drove  back  the  royal 
patent  across  the  Irish  channel,  and  saved  the  people  of 
Ireland  from  the  evils  of  an  illegal  currency,  and  their 
Government  from  the  degiadation  of  seeing  a  private 
individual  exercising  the  high  power  of  issuing  a  national 
currency  within  her  limits.  The  crisis  calls  for  that  man. 
It  calls  for  tlie  datmtless  spirit — ^the  mighty  gfenius — ^the 
lofty  scorn  of  hopes  and  fears,  which  belonged  to  the 
illustrious  Dean  of  St  Patrick's!  And,  if  we  are  now 
destined  to  sink  in  this  contest,  (which  Heaven  of  its  infinite 
mercy  avert)— but  if  we  are  destined  to  sink,  then  do  1 
say  it  is  not  for  want  of  a  cause  less  just,  less  righteous* 
less  national,  less  holy,  than  that  in  which  Ireland 
triumphed,  but  because  the  combined  powers  of  all  Ame- 
rica's patriot  sons  are  unable  to  write  the  drapier's  tetters/ 

Mr.  DALLAS  rose  in  reply,  and  said  tnat,  feeling  a 
high  and  cordial  respect  for  every  thing  which  proceeded 
from  the  Senator  from  Missouri,  following  long  and  elabo- 
rate preparation  and  reflection,  his  reluctance  to  interpose 
any  obstacle  or  embarrassment,  thus  early  in  the  course 
of  his  movement,  was  extreme.  A  deep  sense  of  duty, 
however,  obliged  him  to  overlook  the  customary  courtesy, 
and  to  oppose  the  leave  which  the  honorable  gentleman 
asked.  He  was  sure  that  his  doing  so  would  not  be  con- 
strued by  the  candor  of  the  mover  into  the  least  want  of 
personal  deference. 

Had  the  resolution  contemplated  by  the  Senator  been 
one  merely  for  inquiry;  did  he  design  to  refer  the  subject 
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to  a  committee  for  investigation,  both  as  to  fact  and  pvin- 
clpie,   he  would  be  among  the  last  to  intimate  unwil1ing>- 
ness  or  opposition.     But  the  Senate  was  formally  called 
upon,  without  any  previous  scrutiny,  to  pass  a  judgment 
of  condemnation — ^to  hasten  summarily  to  a  conclusion 
affecting-  vast  and  important  interests — ^to  entertain  a  reso- 
lution which  was  in  effect  a  biU--and  to  act,  without  au- 
thentic facts  before  them,  in  a  manner  which  would  ope- 
rate upon  the  public  mind  as  forcibly  as  if  they  enacted  a 
lav  with  every  preparatory  solemnity  and  care.     Such  a 
proceeding  he  was  compelled  to  resist  at  its  earliest  stage. 
He  did  not  feel  himself,  by  any  thing  past  or  probable, 
the  enfiafted  advocate  or  opponent  of  the  bank.     He  was 
as  little  prepared  to  defend  as  to  assail,  without  stint  or 
discnminatioii.     But  he  could  not  refrain  from  observing 
that  the  general  course  of  invective  against  its  practices, 
its  objects,  and  its  tendencies,  in  which  the  learned  Sena- 
tor had  indulged,  was  calculated  (certainly^not*  intended) 
to  forestall  pubUc  opinion  upon  the  memorial  for  a  re- 
newal of  ita  charter,  and  to  prevent  the  dispassionate  in- 
quiry and  grave  consideration  which  were  due  aKke  to 
the  petitiotiers  and  to  the  bo<ly  which  they  addressed. 
Why  were   these  elaborated  attacks  tl\us  prematurely 
madef    Why  were  nearly  two  thirds  of  the  address  just 
delivered  wide  of  the  proposition  started  by  the  ingenious 
and  able  speaker  ?    Why  were  the  orders  or  drafVs,  against 
which  the  resolution  was  penned,  lost  sight  of  in  a  maze 
of  vehement  and  doubtless  sincere  philippic  against  the 
Mammoth,  the  Colossiu,  the  Protean  monster?    Certainly 
not,  in  the  language  of  the  gentleman,  ad  captandutn  vul- 
gu*.     And  yet  the  eflTect  might  be  to  delude  the  public 
mind,  to  make  all  inquiry  useless,  and  to  prepare  a  con- 
demnation before  a  hearing.     Did  the  honorable  Senator 
reflect  for  one  moment  upon  the  unmediate  evils  of  such 
a  cQurae?    Did  he  forget  how  much  injury — irreparable 
injury — be  might  be  the  cause  of  inflicting?    The  counts, 
the  dukes,  the  princes,  and  the  kings, -who  in  metapho- 
rical confuaon  graced  his  eloquence,  were  certainly  enti- 
tled to  none  of  his  sympathy:  but  he  [Mr.  D.]  would  say 
to  the  worthy  Senator,  that  a  depreciation  in  the  value  of 
the  property  of  this  bank— an  undermining  of  its  present 
currency,  character,  and  stability,  mtght  carry  want,  dis- 
comfort, and  wretchednesi  among  many  towards  whom 
his  benevolent  nature  would  yearn  as  readily  and  as  warmly 
as  any  man's.     About  three  millions  of  the  stock  of  this 
eoraoration'are  owned  by  widaws  and  other  females;  two 
nilliona  and  a  half  are  held  in  trust  by  executors  or  guar- 
4fiaiis  for  orphans  or  others;  and  one  million  and  a  half  by 
diaritable  sot^eties  and  similar  bodies:  making  an  ag|^e- 
gateof  near  seven  millions,  or  one-fifth  of  the  capital  ac- 
tually devoted  and  semi-annually  contributing  to  the  sub- 
sistence, education,  and  happiness  of  those  for  whose 
welfare  all  generous  hearts  must  beat  in  unison! 

The  basis  upon  which  the  honorable  Senator  from  Mis- 
•ouri  had  reared  the  superstructure  of  his  argument  was 
a  printed  copjr  of  a  charge  delivered  to  a  jury  by  one  of 
the  judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States, 
fitting  as  a  circuit  judge  in  the  eastern  district  of  Pennsyl- 
rania.  He  [Mr.  D.]  was  well  acquainted  with  the  cbcum- 
stances  «nd  occasion  of  that  charge,  and  deemed  it  right 
to  vindicate  the  distingiushed  and  learned  magistrate  by 
whom  it  was  pronounced  from  the  idea  involved  in  the 
epithet  *•  extra-judicial.*'  It  was  any  thing  but  extra-ju- 
dicial. The  trial  was  of  a  mftn  indicted  for  passing  a  coun- 
terfeit order  on  the  cashier  of  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States.  The  counsel  for  the  accused,  exercising  their  pro- 
fessiofial  skill,  demanded  his  acquittal  upon  the  ground 
(among  others)  that  the  paper  described  in  the  indictment 
— *  forgery  of  one  of  the  orders  against  which  the  gentle- 
raan  had  levelled  his  battery — was  not,  if  genuine,  a  legal 
instrument,  and  could  not  be  made  the  subject  of  a  crimi- 
nal proceeding.  He  went  upon  precisely  tne  same  course 
of  reasoning  as  had  been  heard  that  morning.     It  became 
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the  duty  of  the  judge  carefully  to  consider,  and  clearly  to 
expound,  the  law  thus  drawn  into  question.  The  liberty 
of  a  fellow-citizen  was  dependent  upon  his  opinion.  He 
was  bound  to  make  it  known  to  the  jury:  he  did  so;  and 
this  is  characterised  as  <' extra-judicial!" 

But  the  honorable  Senator  nirther  complains  that  the 
judge  attained  his  conclusions,  as  to  the  intent  and  mean* 
mgof  the  act  of  Congress  incorporating  the  bank,  by  "con- 
struction." And  by  what  other  process  could  he  attain 
them?  It  is  conceaed  that  no  positive  and  distinct  prohi- 
bition of  these  orders  or  drafts  is  to  be  found  in  the  char- 
ter: and  as  if  to  vindicate  by  his  practice  the  judge  whom 
he  was  condemning  by  his  precept,  the  learned  gentlenuin 
has  ably  and  indefatigably  argued  that  they  are  prohibitory 
by  "  construction."  He  takes  the  very  course  he  disap- 
proves, and  denies  to  others  what  he  cannot  himself  ao 
without. 

What  is  the  resolution  which  the  Senator  asks  leave  to 
introduce }  A  resolution  which  it  is  not  within  the  compe- 
tency of  the  Senate,  nor  of  Congress,  to  adopt:  or  rather 
one  which,  if  adopted,  must  be  wholly  nugatory  and  in- 
operative. This  IS  a  primary  difficulty,  which  meets  him 
at  the  threshold,  and  cannot  be  surmounted.  Were  they 
to  be  seriously  asked  to  legislate  a  private  corporation  out 
of  the  powers  which  are  sUeged  to  be  expresslpr  given  in 
its  charter,  for  the  possession  of  which  it  has  paid  a  valua- 
ble consideration,  and  which  it  has  been  exercisine  under 
judicial  sanction?  Did  the  honorable  Senator  really  think 
that  by  any  course  of  proceeding  other  than  that  prescrib- 
ed in  the  act  of  incorporation,  this  bank  could  be  deprived 
of  its  vested  rights?  Was  he  disposed  ibr  a  moment  to 
entertain  an  appeal,  or  a  writ  of  error,  from  the  judicial 
tribunals  of  the  country  to  the  Senate,  as  to  tiie  irasuser, 
or  nonuser,  or  forfeiture  of  the  franchise?  If  the  bank 
had  violated  any  of  the  rules  and  conditions  of  the  charter, 
it  was  surely  unnecessary  to  say  that  modes  of  remedy  and 
of  punishment  were  provided  and  at  hand.  They  mig^t 
be  dilatory,  troublesome,  and  uncertain:  but  let  it  be  re- 
collected that  they  were  thd  modes  chosen  by  the  United 
States,  at  the  time  the  charter  was  moulded,  and  they  are 
the  only  ones  assented  to  by  those  who  accepted  and  pud 
for  it.  Can  it  be  supposed  that  this  bank,  faKclieving  itself 
clothed  with  authority  to  issue  these  orders,  and  that  their 
issue  is  useful  to  the  country,  and  advantag^eous  to  itself 
would  abandon  them  upon  the  mere  expression  of  a  hostile 
opinion  by  a  majority  or  Congress  adverse  to  the  decision  of 
the  judicial  tribunal!  Such  an  abandonment  would  be  a 
treachffous  relinquishment  of  its  high  trusts  and  pur- 
poses; would  evince  an  alarming  and  subservient  pliancy  to 
tiie  changes  of  men  and  parties,  and  be  a' timid  surrender 
of  rights  and  interests.  Let  us  not  make  laws,  which  can- 
not—cannot,  he  meant,  upon  the  unchan|ptig  princmlesof 
the  constitution  and  of  justice— be  carriea  into  effect^^ 
which  miist^e  disregarded,  and  the  disregard  of  which 
every  reflecting  citizen  would  approve  and  extol. 

But,  continued  Mr.  D.,  upon  what  ascertained  and 
authentic  foundation  of  Ikots  was  the  Senate  asked  to  en- 
tertain this  abrupt  tnd  sweeping  denunciation?  No  com- 
mittee has  etnbodied  the  results  of  its  inquiries  and  reflec- 
tions: but  we  are  to  act  simply  and  suddenly  upon  the 
representations  and  views  of  the  gentieman  from  MSssouri. 
With  every  respect,  he  was  unprepared  and'  unwilling  to 
do  this.  There  were  &ct»  which  n^^t  have  a  powerful 
bearing  upon  the  proposition;  and  if  any  inquiry  were 
wished,  he  had  already  avowed  his  reacfiness  to  accede  to 
one.  The  nature  and  predse  form  of  the  draiVs  referred 
to  had  yet  been  but  partially  communicated.  He  presum- 
ed the  disUnguishea  Senator  IVom  Missouri  would  agree 
with  him  in  considering  it  whoUy  innmaterial  whether  these 
draAs  were  written  or  printed — on  thick  paper  or  on  thin 
--of  one  color  or  another— their  language,  purport,  and 
design  were  alone  worthy  of  any  notice.  Now,  he  under- 
took confidently  to  say  that,  in  commercial  and  banking 
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operations,  these  orders  were  commonplace,  customary 
instruments,  which  had  been  in  use  time  out  of  mind — not 
perliaps  used  to  the  extent  which  this  bank  had  found  it 
expedient  to  use  them,  but  known,  familiarly  and  long 
known,  to  the  usages  and  facilities  of  trade  and  to  the  laws 
of  the  land.  Mr.  D.  was,  however,  unwilling  that  even 
such  a  fact  as  this  should  be  taken  by  the  Senate  upon  his 
assurance:  but  he  was  more  unwilling  tliat  its  opposite 
should  be  assumed,  without  investigation,  as  the  ground- 
work of  legislation. 

There  was  another  fact  into  which  it  would  seem  neces- 
sary to  inquire,  before  we  could  safely  impute  either  mis- 
take or  mischief.  To  what  extent,  and  in  what  manner, 
had  the  bank  pledged  its  responsibility  for  the  payment  of 
tb^se  orders^  The  honorable  Senator  denied  their  being 
contracts:  in  what  other  light  tlian  as  the  contracts  of 
agents  binding  upon  their  principal  they  were  to  be  re- 
garded, could  not  well  be  perceived;  but  it  may  be,  nay, 
he  ventured  to  afBrm,  positively,  that  the  bank  had  for- 
mally undertaken  and  announced  its  liability,  to  the  utmost 
extent  and  in  the  most  unequivocal  manner.  As  far  as 
this  statement  could  tend  to  prevent  alarm  and  to  confirm 
confidence,  it  was  due  to  the  people  at  large,  to  the  poor 
and  laboring  classes  of  the  community,  into  whose  pockets 
these  drafts  had  found  their  way,  that  it  should  be  thus 
publicly  made.  No  part  of  the  currency  issued  by  this 
corporation  upon  the  fidth  of  its  capital  of  thirty-five  mil- 
lions of  dollars,  was  more  sound  and  safe  than  branch  drafts. 
Was  this  not  worthy  of  examination  and  ascertainment  be- 
fore we  pronounced  them  spurious  and  void^  Should 
even  the  face  of  each  draft  not,  in  itself,  import  to  the 
mind  of  the  honorable  Senator  a  precise  contract,  how 
easily  might  it  be  connected  with  an  engagement  found 
upon  the  records,  or  in  the  correspondence  and  acknow- 
ledgments of  the  bank. 

He  objected,  he  repeated,  to  premature  and  precipitate 
action.  He  had  adverted  to  some  matters  upon  which 
more  light  might  be  obtainedfand,  in  his  humble  opinion, 
there  already  existed  a  committee  of  this  Senate,  to  whose 
industry,  candor,  and  inteUJgence  they  ought  to  be  re^ 
ferred,  if  referred  at  all.  He  meant  the  s^ect committee 
having  in  chiurge  the  memorial  of  the  Bank  of  the  UMted 
States  for  a  renewal  of  its  charter;  and  he  took  occasion 
to  say  to  the  honorable  Senator  from  Missouri,  and  to 
pledge  himself  as  a  member  of  that  committee  to  the 
Senate,  that  this  very  subject  of  the  branch  drafts  or 
orders,  and  ever}'  other  subject  intimated  by  jealousy  or 
suspicion,  no  matter  how  formidable  or  trivial,  whether 
plausible  or  idle,  assuming  the  shape  or  air  of  an  imputa- 
tion upon  the  past  management  or  future  designs  and 
tendencies  of  this  great  corporation,  should  be  listen^ 
to  with  frankness,  scrutinized  with  care,  and  impartially 
disposed  of.  For  bis  pai-t,  he  was  not  inclined  to  do  other- 
wise than  approve  the  utmost  vigilance  and  circumspection 
in  guarding  the  community  from  the  possible  misuse  of  the 
institution.  If  diseases  are  alleged  to  exist  in  its  structure, 
or  to  accompany  its  movements^  they  should  be  probed 
faithfully  and  fearlessly — thejr  should  be  searchinj^  traced 
to  theU*  source  or  seati  and  if  the  body  cannot  stand  the 
operation,  let  it  die— let  it  expire  in  the  process^  or  let 
the  legisUitive  knife  be  thrust  promptly  to  tne  heart.  He 
would  add,  however,  that  he  had  yet  to  disoover  the  slight- 
est symptoms  of  any  thing  of  the  kind. 

It  was  not  hia  intention  to  follow  tho  able  Senator 
through  the  labyrinth  of  objeotions  he  had  su^pgested  to 
-  these  orders  or  drafts.  He  bad  certainly  anticipated  no 
such  studied  and  prolonged  argument  as  introductory  to 
the  present  motion,  and  waa  slike  unwilling  and  unequal 
to  tlie  labor  of  a  re^lar  reply,  which,  however  proper  it 
might  be  before  a  judicial  tribunal,  he  conceived  would 
be  misplaced  and  ill-Umed  here.  But  as  so  much  had  been 
so  well  said,  with  the  view  to  cliscredit  the  opinion  of  the 
learned  judge,  and  tending  to  produce  a  destructive  alarm 


as  to  the  validity  of  the  currency  in  question,  he  would 
briefly  state  the  impregnable,  tliough  simple,  course  of 
reasoning  by  which  its  leg&litv,  under  the  charter,  was 
maintained.  He  did  this,  not  because  it  was  essential  to 
the  determination  of  the  matter  before  the  Senate,  but,  if 
po8»ble,  to  turn  the  edge  of  a  weapon,  which,  if  not  aim- 
ed, was  pointing  fatally  at  the  interests  of  the  working 
and  poorer  classes  of  his  fellow-citizens. 

In  the  first  place,  then,  not  a  syllable  prohibitory  of 
thebe  orders  could  be  found  in  the  act  of  incorporation. 
The  sagacity  and  perseverance  of  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri, great  and  anxious  as  they  were,  had  failed  to  disco- 
ver a  smgle  word  upon  which  he  could  pause,  and  frankly 
allege  their  prohibition.  Yet  he  had  told  us,  and  told  us 
truly,  that  this  charter  was  *'etuffed  and  crammed  with 
restrietiortt  and  conditiont^'  by  those  who  ftmmed  it,  with 
a  view  to  satisfy  the  republicans  of  sixteen  years  ago.  It 
certainly  contained  many,  probably  most,  if  not  all,  of 
the  securities  and  guards  which  wisdom  can  devise  against 
the  mismanagement  and  misapplication  of  powers  and 
privileges  such  as  it  conferred.  No  details  seem  to  be 
avoided,  no  specification  is  deemed  too  minute,  and  no 
phraseology  is  left  restricted  or  equivocal^  in  order  to 
bind  the  bank,  and  to  guaranty  the  public  It  has  often 
and  justly  elicited  praise;  but  none  more  flattering  to  the 
republican  principles  and  national  objects  of  those  who 
matured  it,  than  the  encomium- of  the  learned  gentleman 
who  described  it  as  **9tuffed  and  crammted  with  reetrietions 
and  eonditiona,"  And  yet,  though,  thus  **etuffed  and 
crammed,"  not  a  sentence  is  to  be  detected,  which,  by 
any  sort  of  construction,  direct  or  circuitous,  natural  or 
strained,  can  be  made  to  import  the  prolubition  which  the 
Senator  would  engraft  upon  it.  The  wise  and  upright 
men  of  the  day  on  which  this  instrument  bears  date»  were 
not  apt  to  overlook  plain  consequences,  or  easy  means  of 
evasion,  nor  to  make  laws  so  imperfectly  as  to  leave  open- 
ings into  which  insects  might  rush  to  daiace  them.  They 
did  what  they  intended  to  do^—and  they  left  undone  what 
they  had  no  intention  to  do. 

The  seventh  section  of  this  charter  bestows  upon  the 
corporation,  in  the  usual  form,  ita  style  and  legal  capaci- 
ties,  and  concludes,  generally,  that  it  sliall  "  de  and  execute 
aUandnnguhr  the  act$f  maitere,  and  thinge  which  to  them 
t/,  shall  or  may  appertain  to  do,  eubfed,  nenertheieUf  to  the 
rules,  regalatuma,  restrictions,  AtfmVoft'otu,  and  provision* 
hereinafter  prescribed  and  declared.**  He  (Mr.  D.]  had 
already  said  that  the  orders  or  drafts  were  nowhere  ex- 
cluded in  any  of  the  rules  prescribed  and  declared  v  and 
it  could  scarcely  be  expected  that  before  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  he  would  make  a  labored  eflfort  to  show 
that  the  drawing  and  issuing  such  paper  were  **  matter* 
and  things**  which  itappertMued  to  every  trading  associa* 
tion,  commercial  firm,  or  bank  to  do.  They  were  em- 
braced in  the  general  grant  of  powers,  and  were  not 
excepted  from  it  by^any  subsequent  limitation.  All  modes* 
of  conducting  the  business  and  operations  of  tlie  bank» 
consistent  with  its  declared  purposes  and  limits,  were 
expressly  conferred,  and  these  ordera  were  therefore, 
included. 

But  this  general  i-easoning  became  altogether  irresistible 
when  it  was  found  sanctioned  by  the  rtry  letter  of  the 
charter.  .  In  the  eighth  fundamental  rule  of  the  eleventH 
section,  in  recapitulating  the  modes  by  jvhich  the  bank. 
might  become  indebted,  these  words  arc  used — **the  taieil 
amount  of.  debts  whicli  the  said  oorparaiion  skull  at  any  tiwne 
owe,  whether  by  bowl,  bill,  veie,  or  othkb  covTaACT. 
What  other  contract?  Every  other  contract  which  it  may 
appertain  to  a  bank  to  make.  These  orders?  why  not  > 
If  the  Senate  can  persuade  itself  they  arc  not  contracia^ 
as  the  honorable  Senator  has,  b^  the  emergency  of  his 
case,  been  driven  to  assert,  then  indeed  this  single  phrsise 
furnishes  no  protection.  But  it  surely  can  require,  in  a 
commercial  coimtry,  no  recurrence  to  first  principles,   ox- 


149 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


150 


Ja».  20,  1832.] 


Bank  of  the  United  States. 


[SXITATB. 


to  Eog'lish  common  law  definitions,  much  less  to  the  vene- 
rable antiquities  of  Coke  and  Peere  Williams,  to  prove 
tfaat  the  engagements  of  an  authorized  agent  are  the 
contracts  of  the  principal;  or  that  the  bank,  openly^ 
notoriously,  avowedly  assuming  upon  itself  the  payment 
of  these  orders,  does  conclusively  make  them  obligatory 
contracts  to  the  full  extent  of  their  terms  and  amounts. 

Again:  These  very  orders  or  drafls  are  described, 
tatiatm  verbis,  in  the  eighteenth  section  of  tlie  charter, 
and  are  protected,  as  leg^l,  with  the  highest  sanctions. 
"  If  any  person  shall  falsely  make,  forge,  or  counterfeit, 
*oT  cause  or  procure  to  be  falsely  made,  forged,  or  coun- 
*terfcited,  or  willingly  aid  or  assist  in  falsely  making, 
'forging,  or  counterfeiting,  any  bill  or  note,  in  imitation 

*  of,  or  purporting  to  be,  a  bill  or  note  issued  by  orders  of 

*  the  president,  directors,  and  company  of  the  said  bank, 
'  or  AST  oKSER  Or  check  on  the  said  bank  or  corporation, 

*  or  AWT  CA8H1EB  THEBEOP;**  Or  **  sh all  falscly  alter,  &c., 
'axt  omDSB  or  check  on  said  bank  or  corporation,  or 
*A!iT  cAsuiEB  THsasoF;"  or  ^'slwU  pass,  utter,  or  publish, 

*  &c.  as  ^e,  any  false,  forged,  or  counterfeited  obdeb  or 

*  check  upon  the  said  bank  or  corporation,  or  akt  casuisb 
•thebeof,"    8tc.,  or  shall  pass,   utter,  or  publish,  &c. 

*  any  falsely  altered  obdeb  or  check  on  the  said  bank  or 
'corporation,  or  akt  cashieb  tbereof,"  See,  every  such 
person  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  felony,  and,  on  convic- 
tion, must  be  sentenced  to  hard  labor  for  a  term  not  less 
than  three,  nor  more  than  ten  years,  or  be  imprisoned, 
aot  exceeding  ten  years,  and  fined  not  exceeding  five 
thousand  dollars.  Now,  each  of  these  assailed  drafls  is 
neither  more  nor  less,  in  common  sense,  or  in  technical 
law,  than  em  order  on  the  cashier  of  the  BanJc  of  the  United 
Slates;  whether  drawn  by  one  person  or  by  another,  by 
an  :^nt  or  by  a  customer,  makes  here  no  difference. 
Why,  then,  if  it  be  an  instrument  not  authorized  by  the 
charter,  spurious,  illegal,  and  void,  why  is  it  thus  anx- 
iously guarded,  and  its  forgery  thus  severely  punished? 
Why,  if  not  within  the  contempls^tion  of  the  rigorous  and 
pure  republicans  who  **  stuffed  and  crammed  the  act  with 
reHrictions  (Bvi conditions,"  is  it  merely  not  discountenanc- 
ed, but  specially  recognised  as  a  favorite,  to  be  shielded 
from  all  impurity,  and  to  be  vindicated,  by  penalties  in- 
volving the  incarceration  and  infamy  of  onenders,  from 
all  doubt  op  danger?  Differing  entirely  from  the  honor- 
able Senator  from  Missouri,  he  [Mr.  D.]  would,  upon 
every  such  question,  look  with  peculiar  solicitude  to  the 
penal  clause  of  the  act  of  Congress.  Other  parts  may  be 
loosely  constructed,  and  their  meaning  be  left  to  be  ascer- 
tained by  the  ordinary  principles  and  rules  of  inter- 
pretation; but  this  is  uniformly  framed  with  scrupulous 
exactitude,  to  be  construed  strictly,  and  to  be  accompanied 
by  such  specification  as  will  enable  every  one  to  under- 
stand what  he  is  to  avoid.  It  is  here  that  we  find,  more 
exactly  than  elsewhere  in  this  charter,  the  particulars  of 
the  currency  confided  to  the  control  and  discretion  of  the 
bank — ^it  is  here  the  protection  is  provided  for  each  par- 
ticular— and  it  is  here  that  these  orders  on  the  cashier, 
denounced  by  the  gentleman,  in  his  meditated  resolution, 
as  **iUegtd,**  are  signally  and  emphatically  surrounded  by 
the  conservative  sanctions  of  the  criminal  code. 

Need  he  say  more^  The  question  was,  in  his  opinion, 
in  every  aspect,  too  plain  to  justify  prolonged  debate; 
and  he  must  apologize  for  having  taken  up  more  time  than 
he  at  first  proposed.  Before,  however,  resuming  my  seat, 
said  Mr.  D.,  I  must  again  beg  the  honorable  Senator  from 
Missouri  to  be  assured  that  this  feeble  effort  on  my  part  to 
prevent  bis  obtaining  the  leave  he  asks,  springs  from 
perhaps  a  too  lively  sense  of  duty,  and  a  too  firm  convic- 
tion of  the  dangers  which  mi^t  follow  from  our  enter- 
taining his  proposal  for  one  moment;  and  certainly  from 
no  diminution  of  the  deep  and  coixlial  respect  felt  for 
every  thing  he  does  or  says.  Nor  can  I  forbear  to  add, 
that,  had  his  proposition  been  tendered  in  the  shape  of  a 


resolution  for  inquiry,  unaccompanied  by  the  elaborate 
and  powerful,  and,  therefore,  in  my  estimation,  dangerous 
display  of  bis  ability  and  eloquence  we  have  witnessed 
this  morning,  I  would  have  joined  him  with  a  pleasing 
infinitely  greater  than  I  have  experienced  in  opposmg  him.! 
To  me  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  is  notlung  but  aj 
bank — a  mere  bank-~-enacted  under  the  influence  of  the 
purest  motives,  for  admirable  purposes.    If  it  shall  have 
prostituted  its  faculties  by  embarking  in  the  contests  of 
political  party,  it  will  find  me,  however  humble  and  weak, 
an  implacable  opponent;  but  if,  as  I  unheritatingly  avow 
my  expectation,  it  shall  appear  uprightly  and  inipartially 
and  efficiently  to  have  achieved  its  great  public  duties, 
and  to  promise  still  further  usefulness  to  the  country,  I  must, '. 
and  will,  wish  it  to  have  justice,  stability,  and  success. 

Mr.  l^TLER  said  that  the  resolution  might  be  referred 
to  the  select  committee  already  appointed  on  the  bank, 
and  then  undergo  the  ordeal  wished  for  by  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania.  He  could  see  no  objection  to  the  ad- 
mission of  the  resolution.  The  Senate  might  proceed 
with  it  as  they  pleased,  after  its  introduction.  He  was 
not  sufficiently  acquainted  with  the  facts  stated  by  the 
gentleman,  to  enable  him  to  decide  without  further  in- 
vestigation. He  had  often  given  his  vote  for  leave  to  in- 
troduce resolutions  which  he  had  no  intention  of  support- 
ing. He  did  not  intend  to  bind  himself  to  mpport  the 
present  resolution.  The  facta  stated  by  the  gentleman 
from  PennsylvaniR  had  deeply  impressed  his  mind.  He 
had,  years  since,  advocated  the  investigation  of  this  sub- 
ject; and  he  was  still  of  the  opinion  that  the  imputations 
against  the  bank  should  be  examined.  The  importance 
of  the  subject  seemed  to  demand  this;  and,  therefore,  in 
every  possible  view,  he  was  of  opinion  that  all  objections 
should  be  waived,  and  that,  as  a  matter  of  courtesy,  the 
resolution  should  be  received.  He  should  vote  fbr  its  in- 
troduction. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  had  never  considered  the  exercise  of 
the  rights  claimed  and  exercised  by  the  corporation,  un- 
der the  charter,  practically  wrong.  He  was  always  dis- 
posed to  extend  courtesy  to  the  members  generally;  and 
he  felt  as  sincerely  as  his  colleague  for  the  mterestsof  his 
constituents.  But,  sir,  said  Mr.  B.,  what  are  we  called 
upon  to  dp?    We  are  called  upon  to  pronounce  that  the 

Srendent  and  directors  of  the  Bank  or  the  United  States 
ave  e](ceeded  their  powers,  and,  consequently,  forfeited 
their  charter;  and  that  the  opinion  which  one  of  the  judges 
of  the  circuit  court  of  the  United  States  has  given  upon 
the  question  is  extra-judicial,  and,  consequently,  null 
and  void.  Now,  Mr.  B.  was  of  the  opinion  that  Con- 
gress had  not  the  power  to  act  upon  this  subject,  in  the 
manner  proposed;  but  if  they  could,  the  injury  would 
not  fall  upon  the  bank,  but  upon  the  people;  not  upon 
those  who  issued,  but  upon  those  who  held  these  bank  or- 
ders that  were  to  be  condemned  as  worthless.  Sir,  sud 
Mr.  B.,  for  the  very  reason  and  on  the  very  ground  that 
the  gentleman  supports  this  measure,  I  feel  m3rself  bound, 
in  mercy  to  my  constituents,  to  raise  my  voice  against  it. 
He  advocates  it  on  the  principle  that  the  orders  issued 
are  injurious  to  the  West;  ana  I  oppose  it  on  the  ground 
that  any  act  of  ours,  calculated  to  destroy  the  confidence 
of  the  community  in  the  validity  of  these  orders,  would 
produce  serious  injury  and  extensive  losses  to  my  consti- 
tuents, who  hold  an  immense  amount  of  these  very  orders 
in  their  possession.  I  am  not  in  Ikvor  of  injuring  tiie  inno- 
cent holders  of  the  hank  paper,  in  order  to  punish  the 
institution,  if,  in  fact,  it  deserves  any  censure.  I  cannot 
consent  to  give  my  vote  for  a  resolution  which  is  intended 
to  cast  suspicion  upon  the  validity  of  the  paper,  and  thus 
alarm  the  people  who  are  its  holders;  which  alarm  cannot 
fail  to  operate  seriously  against  the  very  persons  whom 
the  gentleman  is  so  desirous  to  serv^.  If  the  gentleman 
had  only  asked  for  an  inquiry,  Mr.  B.  would  Tieartily 
agree  to  it;  but  he  could  never  consent  to  pass  a  positive 
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leaolution,  the  immediate  eflTects  of  which  would  fall  thus 
heavily  upon  his  constituents.  But,  Mr.  B.  said,  it  did  not 
devolve  on  Congress  to  construe  the  laws:  their  duty  was, 
to  make  them,  and  then  leave  their  exposition  and  con- 
itniction  to  the  proper  tribunals.  He  could  not  admit  the 
proprietv  of  the  attempt  to  prejudice  and  inflame  the 
minds  of  the  people  in  regard  to  the  bank,  before  the 
proper  time  had  arrived  for  the  subject  to  be  investi^tcd. 
He  could  not,  therefore,  extend  the  courtesy  to  his  col- 
league to  vote  for  the  introduction  of  his  resolution;  and, 
however  much  he  might  regret  to  have  his  vote  go  abroad, 
with  the  appearance  of  having  contributed  to  shut  out  in- 
vestigation, he  should  not  shrink  from  the  responsibility 
of  refusing  leave  for  the  introduction  of  this  mischievous 
proposition.  He  believed  the  issuing  of  the  paper  cur< 
rency  bad,  so  far  from  producing  injury  to  the  West, 
been  greatly  advantageous  and  highly  beneficial  to  the 
West;  and  that  it  was  the  true  interest  of  that  section  of 
the  country  to  maintain  the  circulation  of  the  paper  cur- 
rency; therefore,  any  attempt  to  disparage  it,  or  to  pre- 
judice the  countiy  against  it,  would  be  fatal  to  tlie  people 
of  the  West,  who  were  extensive  holders  of  Uiese  orders. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  thought  this  discussion  premature— it 
being  a  matter  of  course  to  grant  leave  for  introduction 
of  bills  and  resolutions.  The  sub  ject-matter  was  not  now 
properly  under  consideration.  He  should  not  object  to 
the  form  of  the  resolution,  although  it  was  in  the  power 
of  the  Senate  to  change  Its  form,  after  its  introduction, 
and  refer  it  as  was  tliought  proper.  Notwithstanding 
the  opinions  of  the  gentlemen  against  the  measure,  he 
thought  an  inquiry  into  the  subject  Necessary.  He  had 
often  voted  for  the  introduction  of  measures  to  which  he 
was  indifferent.  He  was  not  blind  to  the  defects  of  the 
bank,  and  to  the  necessity  of  correcting  tliem.  He  thought 
that  this  means  had  been  resorted  to,  to  evade  the  limita- 
tions of  the  charter  of  the  bank,  but  not  for  unworthy 
purposes;  on  the  contrary,  the  object  was,  to  enable  them 
to  do  what  tliey  considered  it  their  duty  to  perform.  Yet 
it  was  still  an  evasion,  and  a  proper  subject  for  investiga- 
tion. If  the  facts  stated  against  the  bank  were  true,  it  must 
affect  the  institution,  and  it  would  be  necessary  for  Con- 
gress to  do  something  to  prevent  injurious  consequences 
to  the  people,  in  that  event.  The  paper  was  received  by 
the  General  Government  in  payment  of  duties  and  every 
other  obligation,  and  there  was  no  difficulty  arising  from 
the  orders.  If  there  was  danger  to  be  apprehended,  a 
simple  resolution  of  Congress,  prohibiting  the  circulation, 
would  instantly  obviate  the  evil,  and  prevent  its  recur- 
rence. He  was  not  in  favor  of  referring  the  subject  to 
the  committee  charged  with  the  question  of  rechartering 
the  bank,  as  it  did  not  relate  to  the  future,  but  to  the  pre- 
sent institution,  and  to  the  revenue.  The  select  com- 
mittee, he  thought,  had  notliing  to  do  with  the  present 
question.  The  gentleman  from  Missouri  wished  to  cor- 
rect what  he  believed  to  be  wrong  in  the  bank;  and  he 
[Btr.  F.]  had  no  objection.  He,  therefore,  hoped  that 
there  would  be  no  further  objection  to  the  leave  for  the 
introduction  of  the  resolution,  or  obstruction  tlirown  in 
tlie  way  of  inquiry  into  the  subject. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  was  disposed  to  extend  courtesy  to 
an  application  for  leave,  whenever  a  resolution  was  oner- 
ed,  proper  for  consideration;  but  not  otherwise.  The 
present  distinctly  declared  that  the  issuing  of  these  notes, 
which  were  now  circulated  all  over  tlie  country,  was  an 
unauthorized  assumption  of  power,  and,  consequently,  an 
unlaw^ful  act  on  the  part  of  the  bank.  Now,  said  Mr.  C., 
wliat  is  the  extent  of  this  inquiry  ?  Is  the  Senate  to  be 
made  the  tribunal  to  investigate  it?  Is  this  the  branch  of 
the  Government  in  which  the  duty  is  vested,  either  to  rc_ 
commend  or  to  prejudice  the  institution,  by  the  determi] 
nation  of  this  question?  Surely  not.  The  judicial  depart* 
ment  is  the  pi-oper  tribunal.  If  the  proposition  was  to" 
instituti*  an  inquiry  into  the  right  exercised  by  the  bank,  | 


and  the  propriety  of  the  practice  of  the  president  and 
directors  in  issuing  these  orders,  he  should  not  object  to 
its  introduction;  but  he  should  protest  against  admitting  a 
poutive,  declaratory  resolution,  which  assumes  facts,  and 
concfemns  the  bank,  without  inquiry.  The  Senate  would 
naturally  feel  inclined,  at  a  proper  time,  to  receive  all  the 
information  that  might  be  ottered  respecting  the  manage- 
ment of  tlie  bank;  but,  when  they  were  called  upon  to 
pass  such  a  resolution  as  this,  prefaced  by  every  argument, 
either  legislative,  professional,  or  political,  which  the  ta- 
lents and  ingenuity  of  the  gentleman  could  devise  to  sus- 
tain it,  Mr.  C.  eould  not  see  the  necessity  of  extending 
courtesy  so  far  as  to  assent  to  its  introduction. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  that  he  had  always  been  of  the 
opinion  that  resolutions  proposing  an  inquiry'  wluch  would 
obviously  affect  the  value  oi  the  property  of  individuals, 
should  be  introduced  with  great  caution;  nevertheless,  he 
had  never  voted  against  a  resolution  of  inquiry  concerning 
a  public  question;  for  it  lay  in  the  breast  of  every  Senator 
to  decide  whether  the  public  interest  demanded  the  in- 
quiry. He  did  not  agree  with  the  gentleman  from  Geor- 
gia, relative  to  the  form  of  the  resolution.  If  the  ques- 
tion had  been  only  for  a  committee  of  this  body  to  inquire 
into  a  supposed  violation  of  the  charter,  he  should  have 
concurred;  but,  instead  of  that,  it  was  proposed  to  intro- 
duce a  joint  resolution,  to  be  acleJ  upon  equally  by  both 
Houses  of  Congress,  declaratory  that  the  charter  was  vio- 
lated, and  that  the  circulation  of  the  notes  be  suppressed. 
Many  millions  of  those  bills  we're  now  in  the  pockets  of 
the  people  of  this  country;  and  what  effect,  after  all, 
would  this  inquiry  ha\''e  upon  the  Institution?  Did  it  de- 
volve upon^the  Senate  to  decide  whether  the  notes  were 
void,  or  to  act  at  this  time  upon  so  important  a  subject' 
Should  they  not,  on  the  contrarj',  proceed  with  the  utmost 
deliberation,  and  make  due  Inquiry,  before  they  resolved 
upon  a  measure  deciding  so  great  and  imminent  a  question ' 
He  would  put  the  inquiry  to  every  Senator  present,  whe- 
ther, if  there  had  been  an  unlawful  exercise  of  power, 
and,  consequently,  the  paper  issued  was  void — whether  tliey 
should,  betbre  the  matter  was  decided,  let  a  proposition 
of  this  nature  go  abroad  to  affect  the  property  of  the 
community.  Does  not  the  importance  of  the  subject  re- 
quire a  deliberate  investigation  ?  It  was  something  more 
than  mere  form  that  was  objected  to;  it  was  the  subject- 
matter  of  the  resolution  which  was  opposed.  It  proposed 
to  declare  that  the  bills  in  circulation  were  illegal,  and 
ought  to  be  sujjpressed.  He  could  not  consent  to  vote 
for  such  a  proposition,  which,  also,  called  on  the  Senate 
to  declare  that  a  particular  decision  of  one  of  the  judges 
in  a  court  of  the  United  States  should  not  have  been 
made.  He  was  not  of  tliat  opinion,  and  he  would  not 
consent  to  grant  the  leave  asked  for. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  replied  that  he  considered  it  a  mere 
question  of  form,  as  the  Senate  did  not  adopt  the  reso- 
lution by  permitting  it  to  be  introduced,  but  only  declared 
that  tlie  subject  was  one  that  might  be  investigated.  He 
should  be  more  alarmed  if  his  property  was  in  jeopardy 
by  a  reference  of  an  inquiry  to  a  committee,  than  by  the 
introduction  of  this  resolution.  It  was  but  an  act  of  or- 
dinary courtesy  tliat  was  asked.  If  gentlemen  thought 
it  would  disquiet  tlie  people,  or  damage  tlitir  property,  it 
might  be  lad  on  the  table. 

[Mr.  WEBSTER  said  that  it  could  not  be  done.] 

Mr.  F.  said  that  the  quettlon  of  granting  leave  might, 
if  not  the  resolution  itself.  Ho  could  not  think  that  the 
action  of  Congress  on  the  resolution  would,  in  the  slight- 
est degree,  affect  tlie  property  of  the  holders  of  tht  se 
bank  orders.  The  imputation  of  the  invalidity  of  the 
practice  of  issuing  the  orders  was  already  abroad,  and 
no  new  fears  would  be  excited  by  this  resolution.  He  scuil 
there  were  two  decisions  on  the  question,  in  oppositiun  to 
each  other,  and  the  object  was  to  have  settled  tlic  contra- 
diction, and  correct  the  errors.  He  thouglit  that  die  courts 
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of  the  United  States  was  not  the  place  to  apply  for  a 
remedy. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  would  not  go  into  the  merits  of  the  pro- 
position^  because  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  had 
done  so,  and,  therefore,  he  did  not  deem  it  necessary. 
That  gentleman  had  expressed  the  opinion,  in  which  he 
[Mr.  W.]  concurred,  that,  even  if  this  resolution  were  to 
be  passed,  it  would  be  entirely  inoperative  ^  because,  if  the 
inquiry  was  whether  the  bank  had  transcended  its  char- 
ter, tliat  unlawful  assumption  of  power  was  provided 
against  by  Siadre  facias  in  the  Supreme  Court.  So  much  for 
the  merits  of  the  question,  which  he  had  not  intended  to 
touch.  It  was  said  that  the  bills  were  void,  and  that  the 
bank  was  consequently  not  bound  to  pay  them.  But  be 
would  ask,  if  such  an  opinion  was  known  to  be  agitated  in 
the  Senate,  whether  it  would  not  be  likely  to  affect  the  cui*- 
Tency,  disquiet  the  people,  who  were  interested  in  tlie  cir- 
culation, and  create  anxiety  and  alarm.  In  conclusion,  he 
considered  the  whole  of  tliis  discussion  premature,  which 
^ould  have  followed  and  not  preceded  the  introduction 
of  the  resolution,  or  the  report  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  WULKINS  had  made  up  his  mind  upon  the  subject 
of  the  right  of  tlie  bank  to  issue  these  orders,  but  it  was 
not  bis  intention  to  declare  it  now.  But,  even  on  tlie  sup- 
position that  his  opinion  was  against  the  legality  of  tlie 
orders,  he  would  be  reluctant  to  vote  for  the  introduction 
of  tl)e  resolution.  For  what  did  it  propose  but  to  declare 
that  the.paper  currency  of  the  bank  was  illegal  and  void, 
and  that,  too,  while  it  was  yet  in  the  hands  of  the  people, 
and  circulating  over  the  whole  Union;  and  absolutely  to 
iuppresa  it,  while  the  people  would  be  compelled  to  pay 
thedunaees  resulting  from  the  depreciation  of  the  paper? 
He  shoidd,  therefore,  whatever  might  be  his  opinion  of 
the  legality  of  the  practice,  out  of  mercy  to  the  people, 
vote  against  tliis  resolution,  which  contained  a  complete 
and  decided  assertion  that  the  bank  had  actually  forfeited 
Its  charter,  and,  therefore,  th^  orders  issued  would  be  ab- 
solutely void.  He  would  repeat,  that  if  such  was  his 
opinion,  out  of  mercy  to  the  people,  he  would  keep  it  to 
himself.  He  was  reluctant  to  agitate  tlte  question  now,  as 
the  time  would  soon  arrive  when  it  would  come  up  re- 
gularly. Ue  was  reluctant,  because  he  knew  how  oasy,  it 
was  to  spread  alarm  abroad.  The  effect  of  knowing  that 
Congress  had  taken  up  a  measure  of  this  kind,  and  were 
now  considering  a  bill  declaring  tlie  charter  of  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States  to  have  been  violated,  would  be  to  excite 
alarm  and  agitation  over  the  whole  country.  He  was, 
therefore,  opposed  to  the  resolution. 

Bir.  BENTON  said  there  were  two  ways  to  bring  about 
the  object  in  view;  one  was  to  submit  it  to  the  Senate; 
the  other  to  apply  to  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
who  was  authorized  to  cause  an  investigation  into  the  af* 
fair,  and,  if  it  was  found  that  the  charter  was  broken  and 
void,  to  report  accordingly.  Ue  thought  that  if  the  prac- 
tice was  not  lawful,  now  was  the  time  to  find  it  out — the 
sooner  the  better.  The  same  directors  were  now  in  tlie 
bank  as  when  these  orders  were  first  issued.  If  they  should 
go  out  of  office,  and  new  ones  take  their  place,  the  object 
niight  not  be  so  easily  accomplished. 

Mr.  H1LX.ER  wished  to  know  further  concerning  the 
subject.  Ue  had  listened  to  what  had  been  said,  and  his 
deare  for  further  information  was  increased.  Ue  thought 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  should  m,ake  the  inquiry. 
Mr.  SMITH  objected  to  this  reference,  on  the  ground 
of  the  incompetency  of  the  committee  to  decide  upon  the 
legality  of  the  practice. 

Mr.  >1AUCY  agreed  in  the  opinion  that  it  was  con- 
tended on  one  side  that  the  charter  of  the  bank  was  for- 
feited, and,  on  the  other  side,  that  it  was  not  forfeited;  and 
as  these  opinions  were  entitled  to  equal  respect  and  con- 
sideration, it  would  be  first  necessary  to  decide  this  p«int; 
after  wliich,  they  might  inquire  into  the  legality  of  the 
practice  of  issuing  these  orders.  He  hoped  the  resolution 
would  be  received. 


Mr.  CLAYTON  suggested  the  propriety  of  modifying 
the  resolution  ^so  that  it  should  provide  simply  for  an  in- 
quii*y  into  the  matter. 

Mr.  KANE  said  there  was  one  view  of  the  Question, 
which  had  not  been  taken,  and  which  had  struck  hii  mind 
forcibly;  that  was,  whetlier  it  would  not  be  injurious  to  the 
country  to  proceed  to  free  the  stockholders  from  responsi- 
bility. He  thought  there  was  no  posfflble  form  in  which 
this  inquiry  coulXbe  made  by  the  Senate,  except  in  the 
manner  proposed  by  the  joint  resolution;  not  as  a  le- 
gislative body,  but  as  stockholders  of  the  bank.  It  was 
the  uniform  custom  to  grant  leave  of  introduction,  and 
he  should  confoi*m  to  it  in  the  present  instance.  His  mind 
was  not  made  up  as  to  the  merits  of  the  question,  and  he 
should  express  no  opinion  upon  it  at  present. 

Mr.  BIBB  said  that,  whatever  his  opinion  might  be  upon 
the  noain  question,  he  should  not  now  speak  upon  it;  but 
he  beUeved  the  resolution  would  be  as  much  opposed  in  its 
present  shape,  as  oiie  would  be  that  proposed  to  liberate 
all  the  slaves  in  the  State  of  Missouri,  or  that  no  white 
man  should  hold  property  in  Georgia. 

Irlr.  KING  was  always  willing  to  vote  for  the  introduc- 
tion of  resolutions  of  inquiry  generally;  but  he  hoped 
the  Senate  would  not  consent  to  admit  this  resolution  in 
its  present  form.  If  it  was  one  of  inquiry  alone,  he  would 
give  it  his  vote,  and  be  in  fiivor  of  its  reference  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  He  did  not  think  it  proper 
to  record  his  vote  in  favor  of  a  first  and  second  reading  of 
this  resolution  in  its  present  shape,  which  would  follow  if 
it  were  introduced,  and  send  that  vote  abroad  to  the 
country.  He  hoped  the  resolution  would  be  modified  be- 
fore  it  was  admitted. 

Mr.  DALLAS  suggested  whether  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  was  competent  to  make  the  inquiry. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  was  of  the  opinion  that  the  frankness 
of  the  gentleman  from  Missouri,  in  giving  an  explanation  of 
the  reasons  for  the  resolution,  bad  aefeated  instead  of  sup- 
porting the  object  in  view.  If  the  gentleman,  instead  of  en- 
tering, as  he  had,  into  the  wide  field  of  argument  in  sup- 
port of  the  resolution,  had  been  silent,  the  leave  would 
undoubtedly  have  been  granted.  He  thought  it  was  hard- 
ly fair  totidce  advantage  of  that  gentleman's  frankness,  by 
excluding  the  resolution,  because  they  found  tlie  subject- 
matter  improper  to  be  investigated,  as  the  gentleman 
was  under  no  obligation  to  have'explained  the  character  of 
the  proposed  measure,  unless  it  was  his  pleasure  to  do  so. 
He  hoped  the  Senate  would  take  this  view  into  considera- 
tion, and  extend  itg  courtesy  to  the  gentleman,  notwith- 
standing the  course  which  had  been  pursued. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  granting  leave  to  intro- 
duce the  resolution,  and  it  was  decided  in  the  negative, 
by  the  following  vote: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grun- 
dy, Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  Mangiim,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore, 
Tazewell,  Troup,  Tyler,  Wliite.— 16. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Bibb,  Buckner,  Chambers, 
Clayton,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frefmghuysen,  Hendricks,  Dallas, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  King,  Knight,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Rob- 
bins,  Robinson,  Seymour,  Silabee,  Smith,  Tipton,  Tom- 
linson,  Webster,  Wilkins — 25. 

So  the  leave  was  refused,  and  then  the  Senate  adjourn- 
ed to  Monday. 

MOHIUT,    jA?rUART  23. 

BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

Mr.  BENTON  submitted  the  following  resolution: 
Besobed,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  direct- 
ed to  inform  the  Senate  (if  any  data  in  his  department 
will  enable  him  to  do  so,  and,  if  not,  that  he  endeavor  to 
obtain  the  information  from  the  directors  of  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States)  upon  the  following  points: 

1.  The  amount  of  paper  currency  in  circulation  in  the 
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form  of  oftfer«  drawn  by  the  presidents  of  the  branch 
banks  on  the  cashier  of  the  Bank  of  the.  United  States; 
distingfuishing  the  amount  circulated  from  each  branch, 
and  showing  the  amounts  of  the  different  denominations, 
or  sizes,  of  the  orders  respectively. 

2.  The  amount  of  gold  and  silver  coin  and  bullion  an- 
nually  renutted  by  each  branch  bank  to  the  parent  bank 
in  Philadelphia,  since  such  branch  began  to  issue  a  curren- 
cy of  branch  bank  orders. 

3.  The  names  of  the  branch  banks,  if  any,  at  which  the 
orders  drawn  by  other  branch  banks  on  the  cashier  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  and  issued  as  currency,  are 
not  receivable  in  depoaites  as  cash;  and  whether  any  dis- 
tinction, in  receiving  or  refunng  such  deposites,  is  made 
between  the  Federal  Government  and  the  citizens  of  the 
United  States. 

4.  Whether  there  is  any  instruction  from  the  directors 
of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  commanding,  the 
drawers  of  these  orders  to  cash  them  at  the  branch  where 
drawn. 

Mr.  MOORE  submitted  the  following  resolutions: 

Resolved,  That  the  select  committee  to  whom  haft  been 
referred  the  memorial  of  the  President,  Directors,  and 
Company  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  be  instructed 
to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  limiting  the  duration  of 
the  charter  to  be  renewed  or  established,  to  a  term  not 
exceeding  ten  years;  and  also  of  restricting  the  power  of 
the  directors  in  such  manner  as  not  to  permit  the  establish- 
ment of  a  branch,  or  the  location  of  an  ofBce  of  discount 
and  deposite,  in  any  State,  without  the  assent  and  appro- 
bation of  the  General  Assembly  of  such  State. 

Resolvedj  al»o,  That  the  said  committee  inquire  into  the 
expediency  of  excluding  foreign  subscription,  and  of  re- 
serving one-third  of  the  capital  to  be  subscribed  for  by 
citizens  of  the  United  States,  who  have  not  been  stock- 
holders in  the  present  bank;  and 

Beaolved,  further.  That  said  committee  inquire  into  the 
expediency  of  recognising,  by  express  terms,  the  autho- 
rity of  any  State  in  which  a  branch,  or  office  of  discount 
and  deposite,  may  be  located,  to  impose  a  tax  upon  the 
stock,  at  the  rale  of  tax  imposed  upon  the  State  institu- 
tions of  like  character,  or  at  the  rate  of  tax  imposed  upon 
moneyed  capital  of  private  individuals. 

THE  RULES. 

Mr.  FOOT  submitted  the  following  motion: 
Ruohedy  That  the  9th  rule  of  the  Senate  be  amended 
to  read  as  follows:  **No  motion  shall  be  debated  until  the 
same  shall  be  seconded;"  nor  shall  any  debate  bepermit- 
ted  until  the  President  shall  have  announced  to  the  Senate 
the  subject  under  consideration;  and  the  question  of  con- 
sideration shall  be  in  order  on  the  introduction  of  any 
subject  presented  for  the  Senate,  and  shall  be  decided 
without  debate. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  reso- 
solution  offered  by  Mr.  Clat,  on  the  subject  of  the  tariff, 
and  the  amendment  offered  thereto  by  Mr.  Hatnb. 

Mr.DlCKERSON,  of  New  Jersey,  rose,  in  support  oftlie 
resolution.  He  said,  the  scope  of  the  resolution  intro- 
dticed  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  did  not  embrace  the 
great  principles  of  the  tariff  question,  but  left  for  future 
aiscussion,  ii  such  discussion  should  be  deemed  advisable, 
the  whole  policy  of  the  protective  system.  It  was  sup- 
posed by. the  friends  of  this  system,  that  reducing  the 
duties  to  the  amount  of  six  or  seven  millions  of  dollars,  al- 
though upon  articles  not  pro<luced  or  manufactured  in 
this  country,  would,  in  fact,  relieve  the  people  to  that 
exact  amount  in  the  payment  of  taxes.  It  was  believed 
that  this  relief  would  be  equally  agreeable  to  the  friends 
and  the  enemies  of  the  tariff.  Nor  was  it  believed  that 
there  was  any  party  in  the  United  States  so  much  in  love 


with  taxes,  that  they  would  obstinately  retain  duties  to  the 
amount  of  millions  not  wanted  for  the  purpose  of  revenue, 
nor  for  any  other  purpose  whatever.  The  Senator  from 
Kentucky,  however,  took  a  wide  range  in  his  observa* 
tions,  embracing  the  policy  of  distributing  our  surplus 
revenue  among  the  States — of  devoting  it  to  internal  im- 
provements—of appropriating  the  money  to  arise  from  the 
sale  of  our  public  domains — of  the  utter  impolicy  of  all 
the  measures  heretofore  introduced  for  disposing  of  those 
domains.  He  favored  us  with  a  view  of  the  claims  of  the 
West,  who,  it  seems,  have  derived  no  advantage  from  all 
the  expenditures  upon  fortifications,  upon  our  army,  and 
upon  our  navy. 

In  most  of  the  views  taken  by  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky, said  Mr.  D.,  1  entirely  agree  with  him.  I  agree 
with  him,  that,  in  affording  encouragement  to  manufacf 
turcs,  we  need  not  go  beyond  an  adequate  protection, 
which  1  take  to  be  precisely  the  same  thmg  as  a  judicious 
tariff.  1  entirely  agree  with  him  that  a  most  liberal  poli- 
cy should  govern  us  in  all  our  relations  with  the  Western 
States,  whose  merits  have  not  been  overrated  by  their 
able  advocate.  But  I  cannot  agree  that  the  money  ex- 
pended for  the  army  and  navy  has  not  been  expended  as 
much  for  the  West  as  for  the  South  and  East;  nor  can  I 
agree  that  the  millions  expended,  or  rather  wasted,  upon 
fortifications,  should  be  charged  to  the  Atlantic  States 
alone. 

With  regard  to  the  surplus  that  may  be  found  in  our 
treasur}'  after  the  extinction  of  the  public  debt,  and  there 
will  be  such  a  surplus  for  at  least  four  or  five  years  to 
come,  I  believe  that  I  shall  differ  from  that  Senator  only 
as  to  the  mode  of  distribution — whether  it  shall  be  appro- 
priated to  internal  improvements  and  to  the  purposes  of 
education,  by  a  rule  which  shall  ensure  to  every  State  its 
just  proportion  of  the  fimd — or  whether  it  shall  be  subject 
to  the  partial  legislation  of  the  two  Houses  ofCongress,  in 
which  the  interest  of  particular  sections  of  the  United 
States  will  be  promoted  at  the  expense  of  others. 

It  is  my  wish  to  give  my  views  upon  the  points  on 
which  I  differ  from  that  Senator,  and  hope  to  find  an  op- 
portunity for  so  doing  before  this  discussion  shall  be  final- 
ly disposed  off,  but  not  immediately,  for  we  have  some- 
thing else  to  do.  We  have  to  meet  a  furious  storm  from 
the  South,  attended  with  vivid  lightning  and  loud  thunder, 
and  threatening  desolation  to  the  North,  the  E^ast,  and  the 
West. 

The  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  by  the  amendment 
which  he  has  offered,  proposes  a  reduction  of  duties  upon 
all  articles,  protected  and  unprotected,  and  therefore 
requiring  a  discussion  of  the  policy  of  the  whole  protect- 
ing system.  Upon  this,  with  his  usual  ability,  and  with 
the  most  impressive  eloquence,  he  has  discussed  this 
whole  policy.  Had  he  done  less  than  this,  he  would  not 
iiave  satisfied  the  Southern  States,  whose  interests  he'  es- 
pouses; and  it  is  probable  that  the  agitated  state  of  the 
public  mind  in  every  section  of  the  Union,  which  has 
given  rise  to  the  gp*eat  free  trade  convention  in  Phila- 
delphia, and  the  great  convention  qf  the  friends  of  na- 
tional industry  in  New  York,  demands  from  the  two 
Houses  of  Congress  a  full  and  thorough  investigation  of 
the  great  principles  of  the  free  trade  and  the  protective 
policy. 

This,  said  Mr.  D.,  is  a  subject  of  vast  magnitude  and  im- 
portance, which  nothing  but  a  sense  of  official  duty  could 
niduce  me  to  approach,  with  powers  so  inadequate  to  the 
task  I  must  attempt  to  perform.  My  consolation,  how- 
ever,  is,  that  a  successful  resistance  to  the  onset  made 
upon  us  depends  but  in  a  very  small  degree  upon  my  ex- 
ertions; and  I  have  no  fear  of  the  final  result,  when  I  see 
around  me  the  strong  arms  which  the  importance  «>f 
the  occasion  will  put  in  requisition.  I  shall  endeavor  to 
prove  that  the  system  of  protecting  the  agricultural,  com- 
mercial, and  manufacturing  industry  of  the  country,  by 
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dutiei^  restrictions,  and  even  prohibitions,  when  necessary, 
is  perfectly  within  the  power  of  Congress,  under  the  arti- 
cle  of  the  constitution  that  «ves  to  them  the  power  to  re- 
gulate commerce.  I  shall  endeavor  to  prove  tlie  true 
policy  and  absolute  necessity  of  adopting  this  system  as  it 
respects  the  vital  interests  of  this  country;  and  1  shall  en- 
deavor to  show  that  it  is  neither  unjust  nor  oppressive  in 
iti^  bearing  on  the  different  sections  of  the  Union,  and 
upon  the  relations  of  State  with  State. 

The  want  of  a  power  to  protect  the  great  interests  of 
commerce,  navigation,  agriculture,  and  manufactures,  all 
of  which  rest  upon  the  same  basis,  led  to  the  call  of  the 
convention  whico  formed  our  constitution.  Without  the 
power  to  protect  these  great  interests,  no  constitution 
would  have  been  formed;  and  if  that  power  were  taken 
away,  dissolution  would  inevitably  ensue. 

WhSe  we  were  colonies  to  Great  Britain,  she  endeavor- 
ed, by  r^d  restrictions/  to  confine  our  industry  to  such 
agricuJtural  pursuits  as  would  not  interfere  with  her  own; 
and,  by  restrictions  still  more  rigid,  did  she  endeavor  to 
prevent  the  establishment  of  manu&ctures  in  this  country; 
and  eren  the  great  Chatham,  the  distinguished  friend  of 
this  country,  to  whom  we  have  long  sung  praises  and 
erected  statues,  declared  that  he  would  not  willingly 
permit  the  manu&cture  of  even  a  hobnail  in  these  co- 
lonies. 

By  an  act  of  Parliament  in  tlie  year  1750,  it  was  made 
a  criminal  ofieoce  to  erect  any  mill  or  other  engine  for 
slitting  or  rolling  iron,  or  any  plating  forge  to  work  with 
a  trip  hammer,  or  any  furnace  for  making  steel.  The 
punishment  for  this  offence  was  a  fine  of  two  hundred 
pounds  sterling,  and  the  abatement  of  any  such  work  as  a 
nuisance.  The  governors  of  the  respective  provinces 
were  bound  to  see  this  law  carried  into  effect,  under  the 
penalty  of  a  fine  of  five  hundred  pounds  sterling,  the  loss 
of  their  office,  and  a  disqualification  to  holdbffice.  By  an- 
other statute,  hatters  were  restrained  from  taking  more 
than  two  apprentices  each,  and  not  for  any  period  less 
than  seren  years,  and  from  employing  negroes  in  their 
business,  and  the  colonists  were  prohibited  from  transport- 
ing hats  or  home  manufactured  woollens  from  one  pro- 
vince to  another. 

But  these  restrictions,  degrading  as  tliey  were  to  the 
colonies,  were  the  less  felt,  as  the  mother  country  encou- 
Higed  our  agriculture  where  she  could  promote  her  own 
interest  by  so  doing;  and  altliough  she  would  not  permit  us 
to  make  a  nail  rod,  and,  of  course,  not  a  nail,  unless  we  sent 
the  iron  to  Bngland  to  be  slil  into  iron  rods,  yet  she  took  our 
bar  iron  to  a  hirge.  amount  duty  free,  as  she  did  not  then 
make  bar  iron  but  to  a  very  limited  amount;  for  instance, 
in  the  year  1772,  Great  Britain  and  her  dependencies  took 
of  us  bar  iron  to  the  amount  of  $300,000;  of  the  agricul- 
ture of  the  middle  colonies,  she  took  more  than  four  mil- 
lions of  dollars;  of  the  agriculture  of  the  Southern  colo- 
nies, a  much  greiiter  amount;  of  rice  and  tobacco  alone  she 
took  to  the  amount  of  about  five  millions  of  dollars;  and  of 
the  produce  of  the  colonies  now  forming  our  Eastern 
States,  to  the  amount  of  three  millions  of  dollars;  inde- 
pendently of  the  produce  of  our  forests,  which  formed  a 
very  large  amount  of  exports  to  that  country  and  its  de- 
pendencies. These  formed  som^  compensation  for  the 
restrictions  on  our  manufactures,  which,  however,  were 
considered  as  bfidges  of  dependence  and  slavery,  to  which 
^e  colonies  reluctantly  submitted,  and  which  had  no  small 
influence  in  rousing  the  spirit  of  resistance  which  began 
with  rebellion,  and  ended  with  revolution. 

Immediately  afler  the  establishment  of  our  indepen- 
dence. Great  Britain  endeavored  to  obtain  from  us  all  the 
advantages  whjch  she  had  derived  from  us,  while  colonies, 
without  extending  to  us  the  advantages  we  had  enjoyed 
from  the  indulgence  of  the  mother  country;  and  in  this 
they  succeeded  while  we  were  held  together — not  united 
— by  the  old  confederation,  till  our  country  was  on  the 


brink  of  ruin.  It  will  not  be  time  misspent  to  examine  the 
plans  and  schemes  adopted  in  Great  Britain,  and  which 
she  is  still  pursuing,  in  part,  to  g^t  possession  of  our  com- 
merce and  navig^tton,  and  to  prevent  the  growth  of  our 
manufactures.  Lord  Sheffield,  in  his  observations  on  the 
commerce  of  the  American  States,  puts  the  policy  of 
Great  Britain  on  these  subjects  in  a  clear  point  of  view. 

In  page  255,  he  says:  *'  Nothing  should  be  done  to 
court  the  attention  of  foreigners  to  participate  in  a  trade 
of  which  our  superior  skill  m  manufacture,  our  capital  as 
merchants,  our  spirit  of  enterprise,  and  many  other  cir- 
cumstances applicable  to  our  situation,  has,  in  a  manner, 
secured  to  us  a  monopoly.  For,  if  we  are  consistent,  and 
understand  our  own  situation,  as  g^eat  a  share  of  the 
American  trade  is  still  in  the  power  of  Great  Britain,  as  is 
consistent  with  her  interest,  and  this,  too,  upon  principles 
which  will  render  it  more  secure  than  volumes  of  treaties, 
namely,  those  incitements  which  arise  from  mutual  con- 
venience and  mutual  interest;  but,  above  all,  upon  the 
score  of  interest  alone,  the  merchandise  of  Great  Britain 
must  ever  be  preferred  in  America.  But  the  encouraging 
of  the  American  States  to  build  ships  for  us,  is  holding  out 
a  premium  for  the  emigration  of^  our  shipwrights,  toge- 
ther with  the  various  industrious  classes  connected  with 
ship-building,  to  the  country  where  timber  and  iron 
abound,  and  where,  consequently,  ship-building  may  be 
carried  on  to  the  greatest  advantage." 

Page  262.  "  The  unsettled  condition  Of  the  American 
States  since  the  preliminaries  of  pekce  were  ratified,  and 
the  turn  of  affairs  there,  which  might  have  been  well  fore- 
seen, by  no  means  justify  any  gratuities  on  the  part  of  this 
country,  [Great  Britain,]  which,  in  the  present  state  of 
things,  cannot  afford  any  sacrifices.  We  have  only  to  let 
the  confusion  of  the  new  States  settle,  as  they  may,  with- 
out troubling  ourselves  about  them.  If  a  commercial 
treaty  were  as  much  to  be  wished,  as  it  certainly  is  not, 
durinfi^  the  present  ferment,  there  is  no  power  with  whom 
it  could  be  made,  witii  any  certiunty  of  being  carried  into 
effect.  But  it  is  plainly  impossible  to  make  a  commercial 
treaty  with  the  American  States,  without  giving  them 
some  valuable  privilege,  for  which  they  liave  precluded 
themselves  from  making  any  adequate  return.  The  treaty 
of  peace,  and  subsequent  acts,  opened  the  ports  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  to  them,  in  the  same  manner  as  their 
porta  were  opened  to  us,  when  they  repealed  their  re- 
straining laws.  A  brisk  trade  has  already  begun,  and  it 
is  unnecessary  to  prove  on  which  side  the  advantage  is — 
between  the  traoers  who  ask  for  credit,  or  the  traders 
who  give  it.  Every  account  from  America  says  Uiat  Bri- 
tish manufactures  are  selling  at  a  considerable  profit, 
while  other  European  goods  cannot  obtain  the  first  cost. 
Every  day's  experience  shows  tiiat  this  country,  from  the 
nature  and  qusSity  of  its  manufactures,  and  from  the  as- 
cendancy it  has  acquired  in  commerce,  will  command 
three-fourths  of  the  American  trade." 

Page  266.  "  It  is  said  that  the  mode  of  doing  business, 
likely  to  prevail,  particularly  in  the  Southern  provinces, 
will  be  what  is  denominated  a  wholesale  trade,  to  be  car- 
ried on  by  European  or  rather  British  merchants,  who 
will  form  connexions  at  home,  and  carry  out  cargoes  of 
assorted  goods,  to  be  sold  by  the  package*  unopened,  to 
those  who  retail;  and  who  will  receive  m  return,  within 
the. year,  from  the  American  merchants,  the  produce  they 
may  collect,  which  will  be  shipped  off  by  the  British 
wholesale  merchants.  This  is  the  species  of  trade  that 
British  subjects  should  wish  to  pursue;  without  being  con- 
cerned in  retailing  goods,  they  should  endeavor  to  mo- 
nopolize the  supplies  in  wholesale  to  country  merchants. 
This  will  enable  them  to  deal  to  a  great  extent,  with  half 
the  hazard  formerly  experienced;  and  it  will,  besides, 
give  them  the  sole  command  of  the  shipping  business.  It 
19  not  probable  that  the  British  merchants  will  choose,  in 
the  new  state  of  affairs,  to  ^j.  their  stores,  as  formerly,  in 
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Virginia  and  Maryland.  They  may  rather  adopt  the  ex- 
pedient abeady  mentioned,  of  sending  out  agents  or  part- 
new,  with  wholesale  cargoes,  to  be  sold  to  merchants  who 
may  not  have  credit  here;  and  they  may  be  very  safe  w^hile 
tlieir  creditors  are  on  the  spot,  ready  to  compel  punctu- 
ality, and  to  receive  and  ship  their  produce.  This  line  of 
commerce,  although  the  profits  at  first  may  be  smaller, 
will  ultimately  be  more  advantageous  to  the  British  mer- 
chant. Large  sums  of  money  will  not,  as  formerly,  be 
sunk  in  debts.  The  returns  will  be  more  certsdh,  and 
less  liable  to  those  disappointments  which  prevailed  when 
every  American  planter  was  a  British  creditor." 

A  gi'eat  improvement  upon  this  ingenious  plan  of  Lord 
Sheffield,  to  en^oss  the  commercial  business  of  this  coiin- 
try,  is  the  auction  system  as  now  carried  on  in  the  city 
oi  New  York,  where  seven-eighths  of  the  business  is  in 
the  hands  of  the  agents  of  British  merchants  and  manu- 
facturers. 

In  page  276,  Lord  Sheffield  says:  <<Itis  certain  that 
the  conmsion  of  the  American  States  can  now  only  hurt 
themselves.  The^r  must  pay  Europe  in  the  best  manner 
tliey  can  for  clothing  ana  many  articles^  for  which  tliey 
are  not  likely  to  have  the  credit  they  had  while  in  more 
settled  circumstances.  If  one  or  more  States  should  pro- 
hibit the  manufactures  of  any  particular  country,  they 
will  find  their  way  to- them  through  other  States,  and  by 
various  means.  »The  difficulty  will  only  l^ise  tlie  price  on 
the  consumers  in  the  States  where  the  articles  are  prohi- 
bited. The  British  manufactures  found  their  way  to 
every  part  of  the  country,  during  a  most  rancorous  war; 
and  the  most  strenuous  American  manufacturers  acknow- 
ledge that  no  imposts  or  excise  laws  will,  for  a  long  time, 
be  regarded  in  America.  In  the  mean  time,  and  at  all 
times,  Britain  will  have  nothing  to  apprehend.  The 
United  States  will  hardly  enter  into  real  hostilities  with 
Britain.  Britjun  need  not  quarrel  with  them  at  all;  but, 
should  either  happen,  some  stout  frigates,  cruising  be- 
tween Halifax  and  Bermuda,  and  between  the  latter  and 
the  Bahamas,  would  completely  command  tlie  commerce 
of  this  mighty  continent." 

The  views  of  Lord  Sheffield  were  realized.  Great  Bri- 
tain could  not  cause  our  manufacturing  establishments  to 
be  abated  as  nuisances,  but  she  completely- controlled  our 
manufactures  by  regulating  our  commerce;  and,  by  the 
same  process,  destroyed  our  navigating  and  shipping  in- 
terests, ^ach  State  adopted  its  own  system  for  raising 
revenue,  and  protecting  its  industry;  and  this  brought 
them  into  immediate  collision  and  conflict  with  each  other. 
New  York  and  Pennsylvania  laid  duties  upon  foreign  im- 
ports; the  duties  were  paid  in  the  cities  of^New  York  and 
Philadelphia,  and  went  into  the  treasuries  of  those  two 
States.  New  Jersey  derived  her  supply  of  those  imports 
through  those  two  cities,  and,  of  course,  paid  taxes  to  the 
amount  of  the  duties  upon  such  imports — not  into  a  com- 
mon treasury  for  the  benefit  of  the  United  States,  but  into 
the  treasuries  of  New  York  and  Pennsylvania,  for  their 
exclusive  benefit.  This  was  a  burden  which  nothing  but 
force  could  oblige  any  State  to  bear.  New  Jersey,  sooner 
than  submit  to  this  tyranny  and  oppression  of  her  sister 
States,  abandoned  every  idea  of  protecting  her  industry, 
and  made  Perth  Amboy  a  free  port.  This  measure  was 
calculated  completely  to  defeat  the  objects  of  New  York 
and  Pennsylvania,  and  as  completely  to  answer  those  of 
Great  Britain.  Similar  conflicts  took  place  between  other 
States,  which  were  attended  with  similar  results.  And  it 
became  evident  that  the  power  to  regulate  commerce 
must  be  vested  in  one  Creneral  Government,  or  that  a 
total  dissolution  pf  the  Union  must  take  place.  Agricul- 
ture was  neglected  for  want  of  a  market — commerce  lan- 
Ipuished — even  our  coasting  trade  was  in  the  hands  of 
foreigners — and  the  manufacturing  establishments,  which 
had  grown  up  during  the  war,  were  every  where  aban- 
doned in  despair.     All  this  Lord  Sheffield  had  clearly 


foreseen.  The  remedy  for  these  evils  was  the  convention 
that  formed  the  constitution  of  the  United  States:  this 
Lord  Sheffield  had  not  foreseen. 

By  the  constitution  of  the  United  States,  Congress  shall 
have  power  to  regulate  commerce  with  foreign  nations, 
among  the  States,  and  with  the  Indian  tribes.  Under  this 
general  power,  Congfress  paay  permit  foreign  nations  to 
participate  in  our  carrying  trade,  or  they  may  prohibit 
them. 

They  may  permit  the  importation  of  goods  duty  free, 
or  under  low  duties,  or  under  high  duties;  or  even  may 
prohibit  their  importation,  when  the  public  good  or  ajiisl 
retaliation  may  require  it.  Whether  foreign  nations  shall 
be  our  carriers,  mtlst  depend  upon  the  regulation  of  com- 
merce. Whether  our  manufactures  ^all  be  protected  or 
destroyed,  must  depend  upon  the  regulation  or  compaercc. 
And  whether  we  shall  depend  upon  our  rivals  in  peace, 
and  sometimes  enemies  in  war,  for  articles  of  defence, 
as  hemp  and  iron  for  our  shipping,  ordnance,  muskets, 
shot  and  shells,  must  depend  upon  the  regulations  of 
commerce.  The  chief  means  by  whicl^ongress  can  re- 
gulate commerce  is,  by  the  imposition  of  duties  on  im- 
ports and  tonnage;  but  these  are  not  the  only  means.  It 
is  contended  that  the  power  to  collect  taxes,  duties,  im- 
posts, and  excises,  can  be  exercised  alone  for  the  purpose 
of  revenue;  and,  therefore,  that  it  cannot  be  appKed  to 
the  purpose'of  protecting  manufactures.  The  second  act 
of  Congress,  passed  the  4th  day  of  July,  1789,  expressly 
acknowledges  the  principle  of  duties  levied  for  the  pur- 
pose of  encouraging  and  protectinpc  manufactures.  This 
may  be  considered  as  a  construction  of  the  constitution 
contemporaneous  with  its  formation;  and  the  more  confi- 
dence may  be  placed  in  this  construction,  as  a  number  of 
those  who  were  engaged  in  forming  the  constitution, 
were  also  engaged  in  passing  the  law.  General  Wash- 
ington, who  signed  the  bill,  and  General  Hamilton,  his 
constitutional  adviser,  were  members  of  the  federal  con- 
vention; as  also  were  Elbridg^  Gerry,  Nicholas  Gilman, 
Roger  Sherman,  John  Langdon,  Caleb  Strong,  William 
S.  Johnson,  Oliver  Ellsworth,  William  Patterson,  Thomas 
Fltzsimmons,  Robert  Morris,  Richard  Bassett,  Geo.  Reed, 
James  Madison,  Abraham  Baldwin,  and  William  Few,  who 
voted  on  the  bill,  and  must  have  understood  the  work  of 
their  own  hands  better  then  than  we  do  now.  Sixteen 
days  after  this,  the  same  Congress  passed  another  act  for 
the  purpose  of  encouraging  and  protecting  our  tonnage 
and  navigation  by  means  of  duties. 

By  this  act,  a  duty  of  six  cents  per  ton  is  laid  upon  ves- 
sels entered  in  the  United  States,  wholly  American;  on 
vessels  built  in  the  United  States,  owned  wholly,  or  in 
part,  by  foreigners,  a  duty  of  thirty  cents  per  ton;  and  on 
all  others,  at  the  rate  of  fifly  cents  per  ton.  By  the  same 
act,  no  home-built  vessel,  belon^ng  to  citizens  of  the: 
United  States,  engaged  in  the  coasting  trade  or  fisheries, 
to  pay  more  than  one  entry  (ax  cents)  a  year;  while  fo- 
reign vessels,  so  engaged,  were  to  pay  fifty  cent^  at  each 
entry.  By  this  arrangement,  vessels  built  inthe  United 
States,  but  owned  in  part  by  foreigners,  were  to  pay  five 
times  as  much  as  the  same  vessel  owned  by  citizens  of  the 
United  States,  and  all  others  paid  more  than  eight  times 
as  much;  and  the  foreign  vessel  engaged  in  the  coasting* 
trade  or  fisheries,  suppose  her  to  make  twelve  entries  a 
year,  paid  one  hundred  times  as  much  as  the  domestic 
vessel  so  employed.*"  These  duties,  as  it  respected  foreign 
vessels,  amounted  to  absolute  prohibitions;  and  yet  the 
constitution  gives  no  power  to  protect  navigation  by  du- 
ties, that  does  not  equally  apply  to  manufactures.  This 
law,  so  far  a3  it  respected  foreign  vessels,  was  not  for  the 
purpose  of  revenue,  but  of  prohibition.  And,  as  the  law- 
went  into  operation  in  twenty-one  days  after  its  enact- 
ment, it  must  have  been  severely  felt  by  the  agricultural 
interest  of  the  country,  for  the  discrimination  prevented 
all  competition  between  the  foreign  and  domestic  vessels. 
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And  no  competition  that  should  reduce  the  price  of  freights 
cnold  take  pl^^ce  amongst  the  domestic  vessels,  till  time 
should  be  anorded  for  building  them.  In  time,  however, 
the  domestic  competition  brought  freights  down  to  a  point 
below  what  they  had  been  before  the  passing  of  the  law; 
so  thaty  on  the  whole,  the  agricultural  and  manufacturing 
interests  were  benefited;  and  an  object  of  immense  im- 
portance, the  protection  of  our  navigating  and  shipping 
interests,  secured. 

Whatever  temporary  inconvenience  might  have  been 
felt  from  the  liig^  dubes  upon  foreign  tonnage,  Uie  wis- 
dom of  the  measure  cannot  now  be  doubted.  In  1789, 
the  vessels  belonging  to  inhabitants  of  the  British  domi- 
nions, then  employed  in  Philadelphia  in  foreign  trade,  were 
fill  four-fifths  of  all  the  tonnage  so  employed,  and  amount- 
ed to  within  one-fifth  of  all  the  tonnage  belonging  to  all 
the  citizens  of  the  United  States.  And  our  shipping  was 
uot  sufficient  for  tlie  transportation  of  the  domestic  pro* 
duoc  of  the  States — one-third  of  it  belonging  to  foreign 


eis.     Our  total  amount  of  tonnage  in  1789  was  two  bun-  them  is  adopted  by  the  British  Government;  they  adhere 


dred  aad  one  thousand  five  hundred  and  sixty-two  tons. 
In  the  course  of  one  year  aAer,  it  amounted  to  four  hun- 
dred and  seventy-eiglit^  thousand  three  hundred  and 
seventy-seven  tons.  In  ten  years  after,  in  the  year  1800, 
it  amounted  to  nine  hundred  and  seventy-two  tlioiisand 
four  hundred  and  ninety -two;  and  in  the  year  1810  it 
amoimted  to  one  million  four  hundred  an^  twenty-four 
thousand  seven  hundred  and  eighty-three  tons;  so^hat,  in 
1810,  we  had  more  than  seven  times  aa  much  tonnage  as 
we  had  in  1789.  The  power,  therefore,  to  protect  and 
encourage  the  navigating  and  shipping  interest,  by  means 
of  duties  imposed,  not  for  the  purpose  of  revenue,  but  of 
prohibition,  was  most  effectually  applied;  it  was  efTectu- 
ally  applied,  also,  to  some  articles  of  agriculture;  but,  with 
regard  to  manufactures,  it  was  applied  with  atimidlumd, 
yet  under  precisely  the  same  power  as  was  extended  to 
the  protection  of  those  other  important  branches  of  in* 
dustry. 

Mr.  Madison,  in  his  letters  to  Mr.  Cabell,  of  October, 
1828,  has  proved  beyond  a  doubt  the  constitutionality  of 
the  tarifr  laws,  as  well  as  the  disastrous  consequences  of 
abandoning  the  protective  system,  under  the  fatal  delusion 
that  the  true  policy  of  the  country  is  that  commerce 
roust  regulate  itselff  He  says  that  Sanation  leaving  its 
foreign  trade  in  all  cases  to  regtilate  itself,  might  soon  find 
it  reflated,  by  other  nations,  into  a  subserviency  to  a 
foreign  interest."  The  fiu;t  is,  that  Great  Britain  did  re- 
gulate  our  commerce  from  the  time  of  our  revolution  till 
the  adoption  of  our  constitution,  and  will  do  so  again,  if 
the  friends  of  free  trade  succeed  in  destroying  the  pro- 
tective policy  of  the  country. 

I  will  also  notice  a  letter  lately  written  by  Mr.  Vsa- 
vLA?rcB,  a  representative  from  New  York,  to  Colonel 
Dairrox,  in  which  he  has  most  elaborately  aad  most  suc- 
cessfullj  proved  the  constitutionality  of  the  tarifT  laws. 

If  our  inaniifactures  cannol  be  protected  by  Congress 
u  our  navigating  and  shipping  interests  were,  then  indeed 
they  cannot  be  protected  at  all — and  the  grain-growing 
States  will  be  as  completely  controlled  by  Great  Britain  as 
they  were  when  colonies. 

It  has  been  sud,  by  high  authority,  a  committee  of  the 
Legislature  of  South  Carolina,  tluit  **the  manufacturing 
States  can  protect  themselves,  within  their  own  limits, 
against  foreign  competition,  to  any  extent  they,  may  judge 
expedient,  as  the  constitution  authorizes  them  to  lay  an 
impost  duty  with  the  consent  of  Congress,  which  doubt- 
less would  be  given."  This  power  is  given  under  the 
10th  section  of  the  Ist  article  of  the  constitution,  which 
sko  provides  **that  the  nett  produce  of  all  duties  and  im- 
posts laid  by  any  State  on  imports,  shall  be  for  the  use  of 
the  tremsnry  of  the  United  States."  And  this  condition 
puU  a  eomplete  extinguisher  upon  this  ingenious  plan  of 
protecting  manufaotures. 

Vol.  V1U.*^U 


If  it  be  true  that  it  is  in  the  power  of  Congress  to  pro- 
tect the  agricultural,  the  commercial,  the  navigating  and 
manufacturing  interests  of  our  countr}%  it  is  not  leas  true 
that  it  is  our  true  policy  so  to  protect  them. 

The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  says  that  the  protec- 
tive system  stands  self-condemned — in  our  own  coundy 
by  the  desolation  it  has  carried  with  it — abroad  by  the  ex- 
perience of  all  the  world,  and  by  nearly  the  universal 
opinion  of  all  wise  men.  1  would  willingly  leave  the 
question  to  be  decided  by  these  tests.  The  Senator  has 
given  a  moving  picture  of  the  distress  which  it  has  brought 
even  upon  the  manufacturing  districbi;  but  the  people  of 
these  districts  take  a  very  different  view  of  this  subject, 
and  may  be  trusted  to  judge  for  themselves.  It  is  true 
the  leading  British  politicians  have  expressed  their  opi- 
nions strongly  against  all  protective  systems,  and  volumes 
have  been  written  to  give  force  to  those  opinions;  but 
those  opinions  have  been  manufactured  exclusively  for 
exportation,  and  not  for  home  consumption;  not  one  of 


most  rig^ly  in  their  protective  system,  and  relax  in 
nothing,  where  they  incur  the  slightest  risk  of  forei|^ 
competition.  Some  of  Uie  continental  Powers  were  ui- 
duced  to  abandon  their  protective  policy  by  the  delusive 
prospects  of  free  trade,  whic^h  never  did  and  never  will 
exist;  but  dear  experience  has  made  them  wise,  and  they 
have  entirely  changed  tlieir  policy.  And  if,  as  the  Sena- 
tor says,  this  system  has  been  condemned  by  nearly  the 
universal  opinion  of  all  wise  men,  while  Great  Britain  and 
nearly  all  Europe  are  vigorously  pursuing  it,  1  have  only 
to  say  that  there  must  be  but  a  small  minority  of  wise  men 
in  this  world. 

It  is  now  well  understood  that  the  great  secret  of  na- 
tional wealth  in  any  country  consists  in  finding  profitable 
employment  for  all  the  citizens  or  subjects  of  such  coun« 
try,  who  are  willing  to  labor;  and  tins  cannot  be  done 
without  directing  that  kibor  to  the  creat  olyects  of  agri- 
culture, commerce,  navigation,  ana  manonctures.  No 
nation  can  become  great  or  rich  by  agriculture  alone. 
None  by  commerce,  navigation,  or  manu&ctures  alone. 
A  small  part  of  the  population  of  a  thickly  setUed  coun- 
try can  tin  all  the  lands  of  that  country.  The  residue 
must  be  idle  if  no  other  employment  is  afforded  them;  if 
they  engage  in  commerce  and  navigation,  these  can  em- 
ploy but  a  very  few,  in  comparison  with  the  whole;  and, 
unless  they  eneage  in  manufactures,  at  least  for  them- 
selves, a  consictemble  portion  of  the  people  must  remain 
idle  for  want  of  employment. 

Where  the  population  is  not  dense,  a  small  part  engaged 
in  agriculture  can  produce  all  that  the  residue  want;  and 
if  they  have  no  foreign  market  for  their  produce,  as  is  the 
case  with  the  grain-growing  States  in  this  Union,  a  large 
portion  of  tlie  people  would  be  idle.  In  fact,  the  wealth 
and  prosperity  of  Uiis  country  depends  upon  the  vigorous 
pursuit  of  all  those  branches  of  industry. 

The  tiitoe  was  when  one  country  would  engross  the 
commerce  of  many  others,  and  in  that  way  accumulate 
immense  wealth  at  the  expense  of  their  neighbors;  of  thi^ 
Holland  and  Venice  are  remarkable  examples.  But  the 
world  lias  grown  wiser.  Each  nation  now  wishes  to  en* 
joy  the  benefits  of  her  own  commerce,  and  national  mo- 
nopolies are  at  an  end.  Great  Britain  has  in  latter  titnes 
made  gigantic  efforts  to  engross  the  trade  and  navigation 
of  other  nations;  and  still  mater  exertions  to  become  the 
manufiicturers  of  the  whole  world.  Her  success  in  this 
latter  object  is  without  a  parallel  in  the  history  of  man- 
kind. It  has  enabled  her  to  carry  on  wars  that  from  their 
expense  alone  would  have  made  bankrupt  the  half  of 
Europe — and  it  has  enabled  her  to  subsiiUze  Stales»  king- 
doms, and  empires.  If  the  money  wasted  by  her  in  the 
last  thirty  years  in  continental  wars,  had  been  expended 
upon  objects  of  internal  improvement,  and  in  bettering 
the  condition  of  that  country,  it  woukl  now  ejihibit  a  pic- 
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ture  of  wealth  and  prosperit^r,  such  as  the  world  neyer 
saw,  and  probably  never  will.  Great  Britain  cannot  main- 
tain her  monopoly  of  manufactures.  The  nations  of  Eu- 
rope, by  sad  experience,  find,  that  to  consume  British 
manufactures,  is  to  make  themselves  poor-r-and  they  are 
no  longer  tributary  to  the  monopolizing'  policy  of  that  na- 
tion; yet  Great  Britain  will  long  continue  to  enjoy  im- 
mense advantages  from  manufacturing  for  tlie  States  of 
South  America  and  other  countries  not  yet  prepared  to 
manufacture  for  themselves.  When  we  have  before  us 
the  example  of  thi^  country,  we  must  be  blind  to  our 
own  interest  if  we  do  not  pursue  her  policy,  at  least  so 
far  as  to  manufacture  for  our  own  consumption. 

In  the  discussion  of  this  general  proposition,  it  was  my 
intention  to  confine  myself  to  general  principles  without 
descending  into  details;  but  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina has  cited  a  statement  made  by  Mr.  Sarchet  upon  the 
subject  of  iron,  calculated  to  create  a  prejudice  against 


have  carried  conviction  to  their  minds  that  the  tariflf  laws 
were  a  violation  of  the  constitution;  that  they  enhanced, 
to  an  enormous  degree,  the  prices  they  were  obliged  to 
pay  for  manu&ctures  for  their  consumption;  that,  as  ex- 
porters of  two-thirds  of  all  the  produce  sent  to  foreign 
markets,  they  paid  two-thirds  of  all  the  duties  arising 
from  imports,  of  which  they  consume  but  one-third;  ftnd 
that  they  were  cut  off  from  a  market  for  their  cotton  to 
the  amount  of  $12,000,000  a  year,  to  which  they  were 
justly  entitled,  by  what  is  called  the  accursed  tariff. 

As  to  the  violation  of  the  constitution  by  these  laws, 
that  delusion  has  nearly  passed  away;  and  upon  that  I 
have  nothing  further  to  say.  As  to  the  enormous  prices, 
the  delusion  is  more  firmly  fixed.  The  people  of  the 
South  think  it  impossible  to  impose  duties  without  in- 
creasing prices;  but  so  far  is  this  from  being  true,  that  a 
great  vanety  of  manufactures  on  which  such  duties  have 
been  laid,  have  absolutely  fallen  in  price — indeed,  this  is 


the  manufacturers  of  that  article,  which  I  cannot  pass  the  case  with  all  articles  that  have  been  adequately  pro- 


without  notice.  As  the  honorable  Senator  made  no  argu 
ment  upon  this  subject,  I  will,  make  none,  but  satisfy  my- 
self with  citing  a  very  sufficient  answer  to  Mr.  Sarchet, 
from  a  report  of  the  committee  of  a  convention  at  New 
York  of  the  friends  of  domestic  industry.  It  is  the  state- 
ment of  Green  and  Wetmore,  extensive  importers  as  well 
as  manufacturers  of  iron,  in  whose  correctness  the  most 
implicit  confidence  may  be  placed. 

Here  Mr.  D.  read  the  statement  of  Green  and  Wet- 
more,   showing  that  they  had  imported  hammers  and 
dedges  regularly  for  many  years;  that  the  poorest  article 
ever  heard  of  being  sent  to  our  market,  cost  seven  and  a 
half  cents  per  pound;  that  those  imported  by  themselves 
were  of  a  qualiw  fit  for  use,  and  cost  eight  and  a  quarter 
cents  per  pound,  which  is  $9  25  per  cwt.,  while  they  sell 
the  English  bar  iron  at  retail  at  $3  75,  leaving  a  differ- 
ence of  $5  50  per  cwt.  in  favor  of  the  manufacturer  of 
those  articles  in  this  country.  As  to  wheel  tire,  they  state 
that  they  have  never  known  of  its  interfering  with  the 
sale  of  iron  for  that  purpose;  that  they  knew  of  two 
lots  of  it  imported  into  New  York,  but  the  importers 
found  a  ^fficulty  in  selling  it,  and  had  said  they  would 
have  no  more.  As  to  fryingpans,  they  state  that  they  are 
not  made  of  sheet  iron  alone,  but  partly  of  sheet  iron, 
and  partly  or  bar  iron.     They  state  Uiat  they  import  the 
sheet  iron  part  of  ftyingpans,   viz.  the  bowb,  separate 
from  the  handles,  and  they  cost,  by  an  invoice  dated 
January,  1831^  ten  cents  per  pound  to  import,  while  the 
sheet  iron,  in  sheets,  cost  only  six  cents  per  pound,  leav- 
ing a  difference  of  four  cents  per  pound  in  favor  of  the 
sheet  ircm  in  a  manufactured  state.      Fryingpans  cost  at 
the  same  time  sis  cents  per  pound. 

In  answer  to  Mr.  Ssrchet's  statement,  that  tea  trays, 
with  one  coat  of  japan,  oan  be  imported  at  $83  72,  while 
the  iron  required  for  that  purpose  is  selling  at  from  $160 
to  $170,  they  say,  ••  We  have  imported  tea  trays  for  many 
years,  and  are  totally  unable  to  devise  how  this  can  be 
done.  The  largest  tea  t^y  ever  imported,  or,  if  import- 
ed, would  be  used,  is  thirty  by  twenty-two  inches;  and 
the  poorest  article  we  ever  saw,  cost  fifty-two  cents  each 
tray  to  import^  and  weighed  four  pounds,  which  is  thir- 
teen cents  per  pound,  or  ^dO  per  ton,  instead  of  $83  72. 

As  to  kmtting  needles,  they  think  that  the  amount  of 
this  article  sold  annually  may  amount  to  $200.  Otlier 
■tatements  of  Mr.  Sarchet  are  shown  to  be  equally 
groundless. 

As  to  the  bearing  of  the  protective  system  upon  the 
different  sections  of  this  country,  there  never  has  been  a 
subject  of  public  xnvestintion  so  totally  misunderstood — 
none  upon  which  there  has  been  so  much  misrepresenta- 
tion and  error-^none  respecting  which  there  has  been  so 
much  delusion. 

The  feelings  of  the  people  of  the  South  have  been  ex 


tected:   woollens,   cottons,   giftss,  iron,  and  sugar,  are 
cheaper  in  our  market  than  they  were  ten  years  ago,  and 
of  a  better  quality.     But,  Pay  the  enemies  of  the  protect- 
ing system,  these  articles  have  also  fallen  in  price  in  the 
countries  from  which  we  import  them;  and  from  this  they 
infer  that  the  reduction  of  price  is  in  no  degree  owing  to 
the  competition  between  the  foreign  and  domestic  pro- 
ducer.    But  they  ought  to  reflect  that  the  very  competi- 
tion which  has  reduced  the  price  here,  has  slso  reduced 
it  at  foreign  places.     If  we  received  frem  the  West  In- 
dies all  the  sugar  we  consumed,  they  could  and  would 
sell  it  to  us  at  increased  prices.     What  we  make  supplies 
the  market  they  possessed,  and  leaves  them  with  a  sur- 
plus which  gluts  their  own  market,  and  compels  them  to 
reduce  their  prices,  or  suffer  their  sugars  to  perish  on 
their  hands.     If  the  United  SUtes  were  to  pve  up  the 
making  of  iron,  it  would  raise  the  price  of  that  article  in 
all  Europe,  more  particularly  in  Russia,  Sweden,  and 
England,  from  whicn  we  now  make  large  importations. 
On  the  contrary,  if  we  should,  after  the  example  of  Rus- 
sia, Sweden,  and  other  countries,  prohibit  the  importa- 
tion of  iron,  it  would  reduce  the  price  of  this  article  in 
Russia,  Sweden,  and  England,  much  below  the  pres^mt 
rates.     The  consumption  of  thirteen  millions  of  people, 
particubrlv  in  manu&ctures,  must  sensibly   affect  the 
markets  of  aU  nations  with  whom  we  have  an  extensive 
trade,  raising  the  prices  as  our  demands  for  their  manu- 
facture increase,  lowering  them  as  we  manufacture  for 
ourselves. 

But  the  enemies  of  the  taiiff  utterly  deny  that  it  is 
possible  that,  by  adding  duties  which  produce  competition, 
you  can  reduce  prices.  •  With  them,  upon  this  subject, 
seeing  is  not  believing;  and  the  Senator  from  Soutli  Caro- 
lina  will  not  waste  his  breath  in  proving  the  absurdity  of 
the  position.     Yet  they  have  before  tlieir  eyes  tl»e  daily 
proofs  that  competition  in  all  similar  cases  does  reduce 
prices— as  in  steamboats,  stages,  stores,  taverns,  and  in 
every  species  of  manufiicture  in  our  country.     Still  they 
will  not   comprehend  that  a  competition  between  the 
manufacturers  of  this  and  other  countries  should  l.avc  a 
similar  effect,  notwithstanding  these  competitions  are  fre- 
quently carried  on  with  a  determined  perseverance  Uiat 
ruins  our  domestic  manufacturers,  and  would  equally  ruin 
those  of  Europe  but  for  their  Isrge  capitals. 

It  is  to  this  competition,  which  could  not  be  sustained 
but  for  the  protective  system,  that  we  are  indebted  for  the 
low  price  of  our  manufactures,  and  for  which  tlic  people 
of  the  South  pay  no  more  than  those  of  the  North.  As 
soon  as  our  establishments  beein  to  supply  our  own  market 
with  any  particular  kind  of  manufacture,  the  fbrci^ti 
numufacture  of  the  like  kind  is  uniformly  oflered  at  re- 
duced prices,  the  reduction  oflen  amounting  to  twenty-five 
per  cent.,  which  is  a  distinct  acknowledgment  that  the 


asperated  to  the  highMt  pitch,  by  representations  which  foreign  manufacturer  was  before  receiving  a  price  twenty- 
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five  per  cent,  abore  the  fair  value  of  the  article.  The 
Bntish  manafacturen  are  now  receiving'  from  uft,  on  manu- 
&ctiires  of  variottt  kinds,  particularly  of  hardware  and 
earthenware,  to  a  very  large  amount,  at  prices  one-quarter 
above  their  minimum  v^ue;  or  at  prices  one-quarter 
above  what  they  would  take,  sooner  than  abandon  our 
market.  And  this  they  will  continue  to  do,  until  competi- 
tion shall  reduce  their  pricea 

If  coarse  woollens,  known  by  the  name  of  negro  cloths, 
bring  a  price  which  is  consideKd  oppressive  by  the  cotton 
planters^  let  them  know  that  the  responsibility  rests  upon 
thdr  own  friends,  their  own  representatives  here,  and 
■ot  uposi  the  friends  of  the  tariff.  The  duty  upon  un- 
vroueht  wool  is  lour  cents  per  pound,  and  fifty  per'  cent, 
ad  vawrem.  This  is  an  exclusion  of  the  coarse  wools, 
valued  at  ten  cents  a  pound,  and  which  are  not  produced 
in  this  country.  In  the  House  of  Representatives,  Mr. 
SCak^abt  moved  an  amendment  to  put  the  duties  upon  un- 
wrought  wool  at  forty  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  and  pro- 
gressively to  fifty  per  cent.  To  this  an  amendment  was 
moved  to  add  a  specific  duty  of  four  cents  per  pound, 
which  would  be  an  additional  duty  of  forty  per  cent,  upon 
wool  coating  ten  cents  the  poun^  and  four  per  cent,  upon 
wool  costing  one  dollar  tlie  pound.  It  seems  incredible 
that  a  measure  so  unjust,  and  evidently  injurious  to  the 
South,  could  have  been  adopted  by  the  two  Houses  of 
Coi^ras — but  more  incredible  that  it  should  have  been 
adopted  b/  the  representatives  of  those  who  were  to  feel 
the  whole  weight  of  the  injury.  This  oppressive  amend- 
ment was  carried — ^yeas  100,  nays  98;  the  whole  South 
voting  for  it,  the  Eastern  members  against  it.  When  this 
bill  came  into  the  Senate,  a  motion  was  made  to  increase 
the  ad  valorem  duty  upon  this  article  from  fifty  to  seventy 
per  cent.  It  was  determined  in  the  negative — sixteen 
to  tiux^-one— the  Senators  from  the  South  voting  in  the 
affirmative. 

The  gentlemen  of  tlie  South  were  found  voting  for  the 
protecting  system,  constitutional  objections  notwithstand- 
ing, to  its  very  scr^ — ^voting  to  protect  an  article  not 
produced  in  this  country,  and  that  at  the  expense  of  them- 
selves and  their  constituents.  But  even  for  tliis  regulation, 
oppreanve  aa  it  was  calculated  to  be  to  the  Soutl^  the  re- 
sources of  our  country  will  find  a  remedy;  and  already  a 
better  material  than  the  coarse  foreign  wool,  formerly 
imported,  ia  substituted  for  making  these  cloths;  and 
although  higher  in  price,  of  a  better  quality,  so  as  in  fact 
to  be  cheaper  to  the  consumer. 

The  extraordinary  opinion,  that  as  two-thirds  of  our 
entire  domestic  exports  were  fi^m  the  Southern  States, 
they  in  fiu:t  pay  two-thirds  of  all  the  duties  upon  articles 
imported  in  exchange  for  such  exports,  although  they 
consumed  but  one-third  of  them,  was,  I  believe,  first 
publicly  advocated  in  the  exposition  of  the  protest  of  the 
i.«gtslature  of  South  Cardina  against  the  tariff  of  1828. 
Thtf  protest  has  been  cited  by  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina,  and  is  printed  among  our  documents.  The  ex- 
pQfltion  was  written  by  a  committee  of  that  Legislature, 
and  ought  to  be  considered  as  a  part  of  that  document, 
!»!  was  printed  as  such  at  the  seat  of  Government  of 
South  Carolina,  and  I  believe  spread  ov^er  every  section  of 
the  Southern  States.  The  exposition  is  written  with  ^eat 
talent,  and  waa  calculated  to  have  the  most  decided  effect, 
particularly  in  the  cotton-g^wing  States. 

I  hold  in  my  hand  a  printed  copy  of  this  protest  and 
expositien;  and,  as  it  is  more  definite,  and,  I  think,  more 
decided,  as  to  the  subjects  embraced  in  it,  than  was  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina^  I  shall  attempt  something 
like  a  reply  to  some  parts  of  it,  and  particularly  that  part 
of  it  which  seems  calculated  to  explode,  as  a  vulgar  pre- 
judice, the  old  idea  that  the  consumer  pays  the  duties. 

1  cite  from  pag^  seven  of  this  pamphlet:  '*  So  partial  are 
the  effects  of  the  [tariff]  system,  that  its  burdens  are  ex-> 
chisively  on  one  side,  ana  iu  benefits  on  the  other.     It 


imposes  on  the  agricultural  interest  of  the  South,  includ- 
ing the  Southwest,  and  that  portion  of  our  commerce  and 
navigation  engaged  in  foreign  trade,  the  burden  not  only 
of  sustaining  the  system  itself,  but  that  also  of  sustaining 
Government.  The  tax  paid  by  the  duty  on  imports,  by 
which,  with  the  exception  of  the  receipts  from  the  sale  of 
public  lands,  the  Government  is  wholly  supported,  and 
which,  in  its  g^ross  amount,  is  annually  equal  to  about 
$23,000,000,  is,  then,  in  truth,  no  tax  on  them:  whatever 
portion  of  it  tliey  advance,  as  consumers  of  the  articles  on 
which  it  is  imposed,  returns  to  them  from  the  labor  of 
others,  with  usurious  interest,  through  an  artfully  con- 
trived system.  That  such  are  the  nets,  the  committee 
will  proceed  to  demonstrate,  by  other  arguments  than  the 
confession  of  the  party  by  its  acts,  conclusive  as  tliat  ought 
to  be  considered. 

'*  If  the  duty  were  imposed  upon  exports,  instead  of 
imports,  no  one  would  doubt  its  partial  operation.  It 
would  clearly  fall  on  those  engagea  in  rearing  products 
for  foreign  markets;  and  as  rice,  tobacco,  and  cotton 
constitute  the  great  mass  of  our  exports,  such  a  duty 
would,  of  necessity,  mainly  fall  on  the  Southern  States, 
where  they  are  exclusively  cultivated;  and  to  prove  that 
the  burden  of  the  tariff  also  falls  on  them  almost  exclu- 
sively, it  is  only  necessary  to  show  that,  as  far  aa  their 
interest  is  concerned,  there  is  little  or  no  difference  be- 
tween an  export  and  an  import  duty.  We  export  to  im- 
f>ort  The  object  is  an  exchange  of  the  fruits  of  our 
abor  for  those  of  other  countries.  We  have,  from  soil 
and  climate,  a  fiusility  in  rearing  certain  great  agricultural 
staples,  while  other  and  older  countries,  with  a  dense 
population,  and  capital  greatly  accumulated,  have  equal 
facility  in  manufacturing  various  articles  suited  to  our  use« 
and  thus  a  foundation  is  laid  for  an  exchange  of  the  pro- 
ducts of  labor,  mutually  advantageous.  A  duty,  whether 
it  be  laid  on  imports  or  exports,  must  fall  upon  this  ex- 
change, and,  on  whichever  laid  in  our  country,  must,  in 
reality,  be  paid  by  the  American  producer  of  the  articles 
exchanged.  Such  must  be  the  operation  of  all  taxes  on 
sales  or  exchanges.  The  owner,  in  reality,  pays  it, 
whether  laid  on  the  vender  or  purchaser.  It  matters  not, 
in  the  sale  of  a  tract  of  land,  or  any  other  article,  if  a  tax 
be  imposed  on  the  sale,  whether  it  be  paid  by  him  who 
sells,  or  him  who  buys;  the  amount  must,  in  both  cases,  be 
deducted  from  the  price.  Nor  can  it  alter,  in  this  par- 
ticular, the  operation  of  such  a  tax,  if  imposed  on  the 
exchanges  of  communities,  instead  of  individuals.  Such 
exchanges  are  but  the  aggregate  of  sales  of  the  individuals 
of  the  respective  countries,  and  must,  if  taxed,  be  go- 
verned by  the  same  rules.  Nor  is  it  material  whether  the 
exchange  be  barter  or  We,  direct  or  circuitous;  in  every 
case,  it  must  &11  on  the  producer.  To  the  growers  of 
rice,  cotton,  and  tobacco,  it  is  the  same  whether  Govern- 
ment takes  one-third  of  what  they  raise,  for  the  liber^  of 
sending  the  other  two-thirds  abroad,  or  one-third  of  the 
salt,  sugar,  iron,  coffee,  cloth,  and  other  articles  they  may 
need  in  exchange,  for  the  liberty  of  bringing  them  home; 
in  both  cases  be  gets  a  third  less  than  he  oug^t;  a  third 
of  his  labor  is  taken,  yet  the  one  is  an  import  and  the  other 
an  export  duty. 

*'  The  exports  of  domestic  produce,  in  round  numbers, 
may  be  estimated  as  averaging  $53,000,000  annually,  of 
which  the  States  gprowing  cotton,  rice,  and  tobacco,  pro- 
duce about  $35,000,000,  The  average  value  of  the  ex- 
ports of  cotton,  tobacco,  and  rice,  for  the  last  four  years, 
exceeded  $35,500,000;  to  which,  if  we  add  flour,  lumber, 
corn,  and  various  other  articles  exported  iroro  the  same 
States,  but  which  cannot  be  distinguished  on  the  custom- 
bouse  books  from  exports  of  the  same  description  from 
the  other  States,  the  amount  must  be  equal  to  tbat.stated. 
Taking  it  at  that  sum,  the  exports  of^the  Southern  or 
staple  SUtes,  and  of  the  other  SUtes,  will  then  stand  as 
$37,000,000  to  $16,000,000,  considerably  exceeding  the 
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proportion  of  two  to  one;  while  their  population,  estimated 
in  federal  numbers,  is  the  reverse;  the  former  sending  to 
the  House  of  Representatives  seventy-six  members,  and 
the  latter  one  hundred  and  thirty-seven.  It  follows  that 
one-third  of  the  Union  exports  near  two-thirds  of  the 
domestic  products.  Such,  then,  is  the  amount  of  labor 
which  our  country  annually  exchangees  with  the  rest  of 
the  world,  and  such  our  proportion.  The  Government 
is  supported  almost  entirely  by  a  tax  on  tliis  exchange,  in 
shape  of  an  import  duty,  the  gross  amount  of  which  is 
annually  about  $23,000,000,  as  has  been  already  stated. 
Previous  to  the  passing  of  the  act  of  last  session,  tliis  tax 
averaged  atfout  thirty-seven  and  a  half  per  cent,  on  the 
value  of  the  imports.  What  addition  that  has  made,  it  is 
difficult, witli  the  present  data,  to  establish  with  preci»on; 
but  it  is  certainly  short  of  the  trutli  to  state  it  to  be  an 
average  increase  of  seven  and  a  half  per  cent.,  thus 
making  the  present  duty  to  averag;«  at  least  forty-ftve 
per  cent.,  which,  on  ^7,000,000,  the  amount  of  our 
share  of  the  exports,  will  give  the  sum  of  #16,650,000  as 
our  share  to  the  general  contributions  to  the  treasury." 

If  this  committee  are  right  in  their  estimate,  that  one- 
third  of  the  Union  pay  $16,650,000  as  their  share  of  the 
#23,000,000,  the  gross  amount  of  import  duty,  it  follows 
that  the  other  two-thirds  pay  but  #6,350,000  as  their 
share  of  this  gross  amount. 

It  is  allowed  that  the  Eastern,  Western,  and  ^fiddle 
States  consiime  two-thirds  of  the  imports.  The  inhabit- 
ants of  those  States  well  know  this,  and  they  do  verily 
believe,  notwithstanding  the  exposition  and  protest,  that 
they  pay  the  duties  on  so  much  of  the  imports  as  they 
consume;  and  that  it  makes -no  difference  in  this  respect, 
whether  the  imported  articles  are  paid  for  in  fish,  potash, 
flour,  rice,  cotton,  or  tobacco;  and  you  cannot  convince 
them  that  the  catcher  of  the  fish,  the  maker  of  the  potash, 
the  manufacturer  of  the  flour,  or  the  g^wer  of  Uie  rice, 
cotton,  or  tobacco,  pays  any  part  of  it  for  them.  And  are 
they  not  right?  'Do  the  gentlemen  of  Boston,  New  York, 
or  Philadelphia,  drink  their  Madeira  or  Champagne,  at 
the  expense  of  tlie  Southern  planter?  Do  those  of  Balti- 
more and  Washington  enjoy  a  like  advantage?  or  is  Mason 
and  Dixon's  line  the  soutliern  limit  of  those  so  highly 
fevored  by  Ae  protecting  system?  It  is  unfortunate  that 
while  the  people  of  the  South  are  made  unhappVi  by 
supposing  that  tliey  pay  the  duties  on  the  imported  articles 
consumed  by  those  of  the  North,  the  latter  are  not  made 
happy  by  believing  it.         , 

Suppose  the  merchant  of  New  York  purchases  tlie 
crop  of  the  cotton  planter,  sends  it  to  Liverpool,  |ind  ob- 
tains British  manufactures  in  exchange,  on  which  he  pays 
the  duties;  he  charges  tliose  duties  as  a  part  of  tlie  price 
of  the  goods  to  the  consumer.  If  the  grower  of  the  cot- 
ton sends  his  crop  to  Liverpool,  and  receives  manufac- 
tures in  return  for  sale  in  this  country,  he  equally  imposes 
upon  the  consumer  here  the  payment  of  the  impost 
duties.  But  if  he  should  labor  under  the  delusion  that  he 
must  bear  the  burden  of  paying  tlie  duties,  except  as  to 
Ms  own  consumption,  let  him  receive  money  in  exchange 
for  his  cotton,  and  this  pays  no  duty. 

The  committee  of  the  Legislature  of  South  Caroling  as- 
sume as  a  datum  not  to  be  doubted,  that,  if  the  duties 
were  laid  upon  the  exports,  the  tax  would  fall  upon  tiie 
exporter.  [But  is  this  so?  If  all  the  duties  were  laid  upon 
exports,  instead  of  imports,  would  the  consumer  of  the 
imported  articles,  obtained  in  exchange  for  such  exports, 
escape  the  export  duty?  The  whole  exports  must  pay  for 
tlie  whole  imports.  The  value  of  the  exports  would  con- 
sist of  all  the  items  of  expense  necessary  for  their  pro- 
duction and  transportation  to  a  market.  Por  instance, 
the  cotton  planter  would  charge  for  planting  and  raising 
his  cotton — for  preparing  it  for  market — for  transporting 
it  to  a  seaport — for  the  hberty  of  exporting  it,  being  the 
export  duty,  and  for  shipping  it  to  Europe.     These  are 


all  items  of  expense  which  constitute  the  agg^gate  value 
of  the  cotton  in  a  foreign  market,  for  which  an  equal  va- 
lue is  received  in  goods,  to  be  sold  in  this  country.  It  is 
evident  ^at  those  who  purchase  and  consume  such  goods 
pay  the  whole  value  of  the  cotton,  inclucUng  tlie  export 
duty«  But  if  it  were  otherwise,  it  would  not  follow  that, 
because  we  export  to  import,  the  duties  upon  imports 
were  not  to  be  paid  by  Uie  consumer.  If  it  were  true,  as 
it  is  not,  that  the  Southern  States,  exporting  two-thirds 
of  all  the  produce  of  the  country,  and  consuming  but  one- 
third  of  the  imports  received  in  exchange,  pay  two-tliirds 
of  the  duties  upon  such  imports,  and,  of  course,  submit 
to  an  enormous  weight  of  taxes  beyond  their  jtist  propor- 
tion, that  condition  is  not  imposed  upon  them  by  the  pro- 
tective system.  Suppose  tne  present  duties  were  laid 
for  revenue  alone,  without  any  view  to  manufactures,  and 
that  ti»ey  did  not  in  the  slightest  degfree  protect  manufac- 
tures, would  not  the  exporting  States  pay  precisely  what 
they  now  do?  Or  that  the  whole  amount  of  duties  was  laid 
upon  tea,  coffee,  and  other  articles  not  produced  in  tliis 
country,  or  that  we  had  no  manufactures  in  tiie  United 
States,  would  not  the  States  exporting  two-tltirds  of  the 
whole  produce  of  tiie  country  pay  two-thirds  of  the  du- 
ties, as  much  as  they  now  do? 

Modify  this  tariff  as  you  please,  tlie  exporting  States 
would  continue  to  pay  twice  their  proper  share  of  the 
taxes,  if  tiiey  da  so  now;  this  condition  is  fixed  upon  tliem 
as  long  as  they  continue  to  be  exporters  of  two*thirds  of 
the  produce  of  the  country.  The  situation  of  these  States 
Would  be  an  unfortunate  One  if  the  position  a5sum€*d  in 
the  exposition  be  just;  but  happily  it  is  not.  This  frightful 
picture  is  but  the  bstseless  fabric  of  a  vision.  The  cotton 
planters  pay  exactly  their  proportion  of  the  duties  in  the 
articles  they  consume,  and  not  a  cent  more. 

The  Southern  States  have  the  peculiar  advantage  of  em- 
ploying their  industry  in  producing  articles  tiiat  bring 
thirty-seven  millions  of  dollars  annually  in  a  foreign  mar- 
ket, by  which,  so  far  from  being  serfs  (as  b  said  in  the  ex* 
position)  to  other  States,  they  render  tiie  other  States  tri- 
butary to  them.  If  the  Southern  States  export  twice  as 
much  as  tiie  others,  those  others  must  obtain  from  tiicro, 
at  any  expense,  as  much  as  will  make  up  for  their  defi- 
ciencies of  exports.  This  is  done  by  purchasing  the  bills 
of  the  exporters,  often  at  Imgh  premiums,  which  operates 
most  advantageously  for  the  States  which  export,  and 
most  injuriously  to  those  which  do  not.  That  four  or  five 
States  should  have  the  power,  from  the  nature  of  their 
products,  to  export  for  all  the  others,  and,  of  course,  to 
pay  for  all  the  imports  of  tiie  others,  would  enable  thent 
to  appropriate  to  themselves,  fairly  and  justly,  a  large  por- 
tion of  tiie  wealth  of  their  neighbors;  and  this  disadvan- 
tage, on  the  part  of  the  non-exporting  States,  would  be 
greatly  aggravated,  if  circumstances  imposed  upon  them 
the  necessity  of  purchasing  foreign  manufactures  of  kinds 
that  this  country  should  produce  for  itself.  This  subject 
1  endeavored  to  illustrate  in  my  observations  on  the  tariff 
bill  of  1824.  And,  although  1  have  never  before  quoted 
any  thing  that  I  have  said  myself,  yet,  on  this  occasion, 
I  will  do  it,  as  it  will  be  perceived  that,  in  1824,  1  took 
nearly  the  same  data  to  prove  how  much  the  Eastern, 
Western,  and  Middle  States  were  suffcriiig  froifl  the  con- 
dition that  the  Southern  States  exported  so  much  and  tht-y 
so  little,  that  the  authors  of  tiie  exposition  took,  in  1828, 
to  prove  how  much  the  exporting  States  were  suffering 
from  the  same  condition.  Those  observations  were  made 
5th  May,  1824,  and  published  in  the  National  Intelligen- 
cer, 12th  of  July: 

**If  the  ruinous  state  of  our  trade  with  Europe  preased 
equally  on  every  part  of  the  United  States,  it  would  be 
considered  as  an  enormous  evil,  for  which  an  aflequate  re- 
medy ought  immediately  to  be  provided.  But  the  evil  is 
greatly  augmented,  when  we  consider  its  unequal  opera- 
tiop  upon  different  sections  of  the  Union. 
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In  1823,  we  imported  to  tlie  amount  of 
Our  exports  of  Ibreigri  goods  and  produce, 
which  properly  belonged  to  the  carrying 
trade,  amounted  to         .        •        .        . 


DomeitiC  exports,  arising  from  the  agricul- 
ture or  manofacturea  of  tlie  country,        • 


^,241,541 

23,286,202 

$60,955,339 

49,874,079 


Leaving  a  balance  of  imports  over  exports  of  $11,081,260 


The  whole  domestic  exports,       .        .        • 
Of  these,  the  rice  amounted 

to,  -  .  -  -  ^  $  1,553,482 
Cotton  to  -  .  .  -  24,035,058 
Tobaccoto  -        -        -      6,222,838 


$49,874,079 


31,811,378 


Leaving  of  all  other  exports. 
Of  these,  the  States  exporting  rice,  cotton, 
and  tobacco^  export  at  least  a  fourth  part. 


$18,063,701 
4,516,000 


Leaving  exports  to  the  amount  of  •  -  $13,547,000 
Which  may  be  considered  as  the  whole  that  the  Eastern, 
Middle,  and  grain-growing  States  exported  iduring.that 
jear. 

**  The  half  of  the  imports  over  and  above  the  foreign  ex- 
ports have  probably  been  consumed  by  those  grain-grow- 

11^  States — 9ay $30,477,669 

Deduct  their  shat«  of  the  exports,       •     .  -     13,547,000 


Leaving  a  babmcc  against  these  States  of  $26,830,669 
— five  and  a  half  millions  of  it  to  merchants  in  Europe,  and 
twenty  and  a  half  of  it  to  the  States  producing  rice,  cot- 
ton, and  tobacco.  The  next  year  the  balance,  by  a  simi- 
lar calculation,  was  not  so  much  against  the  grain-^px)wing 
Stately  but  amounted  to  more  than  twelve  mulions  in  favor 
of  the  States  producing  lice,  cotton,  and  tobacco;  and 
this  sum  may  be  considered  as  the  average  balance  for 
several  Tears  past.  So  that,  under  the  present  state  of 
things,  the  grain-growing  States,  consisting  of  at  least  two- 
thirds  of  the  Union,  are  compelled  to  take  of  European 
manu&ctures  to  the  amount  of  twelve  millions  of  dollars, 
that  six  or  seven  States  may  liave  the  advantage  of  send- 
ing remittances  in  payment  of  those  manufactures,  and 
selling  their  bills  for  the  same  at  an  extravagant  advance; 
in  consequence  of  which,  the  wealth  of  the  grain-grow- 
ing States  is  flowing  in  a  constant  stream  to  the  States 
producing  rice,  cotton,  and  tobacco.  If  the  grain-grow- 
ing States  had  the  power  to  prevent  tlie  importation  of 
foreign  produce  and  manufactures  for  their  consumption, 
tlie  Southern  States  would  no  longer  receive  the  benefit 
of  indirectly  furnishing  those  supplies.  And  are  those 
Middle  and  Western  grain-growing  States  forever  to  take 
twelve  millions  of  manufactures  annually,  which  thej 
would,  under  proper  regulations,  make  for  tliemselves, 
that  their  neighbors  n)ay  have  a  market  to  tliat  amount  for 


long  are  we  to  remain  in  Uiis  state  of  vassalag< 
How  long  can  we  remain  so?  How  long  will  our  patience 
endured  How  long  our  means  last?  Till  we  can  under- 
stand our  true  mterests — count  our  numbers — and  rally 
oar  votes.** 

Nothing  like  an  accurate  estimate,  continued  Mr.  D., 
can  be  formed  of  the  loss  of  the  Eastern,  Western,  and 
Middle  States,  in  paying  for  their  imports  to  the  amount 
of  twelve  millions  of  dollars  annually,  through  the  ex- 
poits  of  the  South,  instead  of  paying  for  them  directly  by 
their  own  exports,  or  Uie  gain  of  tlie  Southern  States  by 
tliis  circuitous  trade;  but  the  loss  on  the  one  side,  and  the 
giin  on  the  other,  must  be  to  a  large  amount.  If  the 
•ufl'erings  of  the  Southern  States  are  as  great  as  repre- 


sented; if  their  fields,  which  produce  cotton  to  the 
amount  of  thirty  millions  of  dollars  a  year,  are  neglected, 
it  must  be  owing  to  causes  not  depending  upon  the  pro- 
tective system. 

A  thorough  conviction  amon|^  many  of  the  people  of 
the  Southern  States,  that  the  tariff  laws  are  in  direct  vio- 
lation of  the  constitution;  that  they  impose  upon  tliem 
the  necessity  of  paying  enormous  prices  for  their  manu- 
factures; and  that  they  load  them  with  oppressive  taxes, 
beyond  their  proper  proportions  of  the  public  burdens, 
has  excited  a  high  degree  of  exasperation,  of  which  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  has  given  us  a  most  vivid 
picture.  Yet  there  is  another  cause  of  discontent,  upon 
which  mucli  less  has  been  said,  but  which  has  the  most 
decided  influence,  particularly  with  the  nch  cotton  plant- 
ers. It  is  a  belief,  on  their  part,  that,  as  their  manufac- 
tures imported  from  Europe  are  paid  for  chiefly  in  cot- 
ton, the  more  goods  we  import,  the  more  cotton  tliey  can 
export;  that  their  sales  of  this  article  would  be  unlimited 
if  our  imports  of  European  manufactures  were  so;  that 
the  manufacturing  interest,  so  far  as  it  has  grown  up  un- 
der the' protective  system,  is  an  injury  to  uiem,  and  an 
interference  with  their  lawful  commerce. 

I  will  Quote  from  a  speech  made  in  April,  1830,  in  the 
House  or  Representatives  by  a  distinguished  member  of 
that  body  from  South  Carolina,  which  will  place  tliis  sub- 
ject in  a  most  distinct  point  of  view: 

*'  You  cannot  create  a  demand,  for  example,  for  any  do- 
mestic manufacture  by  legislation,  otherwise  than  by 
excluding  a  similar  foreign  manufacture;  and  as  your  le- 
gislation IS  calculated  to  enhance  the  price  of  tlie  article, 
you  certainly  cannot  create  b^  it  a  demand  for  a  greater 
amount  of  the  domestic  fabric  than  you  exclude  of  the 
foreign.  It  may  be  confidently  assumed,  therefore,  that 
whatever  may  be  the  amount  of  iron  and  salt,  and  manu- 
factures of  cotton,  wool,  iron,  and  hemp,  which  have  been 
brought  into  existence  in  the  United  States  by  the  sys- 
tem of  high  protecting  duties,  at  least  an  equal  amount 
of  foreign  rival  productions  has  been  excluded  by  those 
duties.  It  will  not  be  deemed  an  extravagant  estimate  to 
suppose  that  the  protecting  svstem  has  caused  to  be  pro- 
duced annually  articles  of  these  various  kinds,  to  the 
amount  of  twelve  millions  of  dollars,  which  would  not 
have  been  produced  but  for  tlie  protection  given  tliem. 
It  follows,  then,  as  a  corollary,  that  at  least  an  equal  amount 
of  those  articles  of  foreign  production  must  have  been 
excluded.  But  these  are  the  very  articles  which  we  re- 
ceive from  Great  Britain,  France,  and  Holland,  in  ex- 
change for  our  agricultural  staples,  by  excluding  twelve 
millions  of  such  articles.  Therefore,  we  necessarily 
diminish  tlie  foreign  demand  fur  our  staples,  and  princi- 
pally cotton,  to  that  amount.  There  is  scarcely  any  limit 
to  the  consumption  of  our  cotton  in  Europe,  but  that 
which  is  imposed  by  our  refusal  to  take  manuftictures  in 
exchange  for  it.  If,  therefore,  we  were  permitted  to  im- 
port tlie  $12,000,000  wortli  of  manufactures  tliat  have 
been  excluded  by  our  commercial  restrictions,  or  rather 
if  they  had  never  been  excluded  by  those  restrictions,  it 
cannot  be  reasonably  doubted  that  we  should  now  have 
a  demand  in  Europe  for  400,000  bales  of  cotton  beyond 
the  existing  demand.  Even,  therefore,  if  we  grant,  what 
is  not  tlie  met,  that  the  whole  of  the  domestic  demand  for 
cotton  has  been  produced  by  the  prohibitory  effect  of  our 
tariff,  it  will  follow  that  we  have  gained  a  market  for 
150,000  bales,  by  sacrificing  one  of  400,000.  From  this 
estimate,  it  will  be  seen  tliat  the  prohibition  of  foreign 
imports  had  resulted  in  curtailing  the  entire  demand  for 
cotton  in  Uie  markets  of  the  whole  world,  including  our 
own,  250,000  bales.  In  addition,  then,  to  the  annual 
burden  he  bears  in  paying  the  duties  upon  the  imports 
he  is  still  permitted  to  bring  into  the  countiy,  tlie  planter 
sustains  an  annual  loss  of  $7,500,000,  being  the  value  of 
the  cotton  for  which  he  has  lost  a  market,  in  consequence 
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of  the  unjust  restrictions  imposed  upon  his  lawful  com- 
merce by  the  suicidal  policy  of  bis  own  Govcmmeni" 

This  gentleman  had  considered  the  sufferings  of  the 
South  ansing^  from  the  enormous  prices  of  manufiictured 
articles  consumed  \)y  tiiem,  and  from  the  heavy  weight  of 
taxes  paid  by  them  beyond  their  due  proportion.  This, 
therefbre,  is  a  subject  of  complaint,  independent  of  the 
others,  and  must  be  considered  in  that  light;  for  had  the 
manufitctures,  in  the  articles  stated,  increased  by  the 
amount  of  twelve  millions  of  dollars,  without  protection, 
they  would  have  excluded  precisely  the  same  amount  of 
foreign  imports  they  now  do,  and  would  have  prevehted 
the  sale  of  as  much  cotton  as  they  now  do. 

We  can  now  interpret  the  golden  dreams  of  those  who 
think  to  seize  the  occasion  of  the  extinguishment  of  the 
public  debt  to  prostrate  the  protective  system,  when,  as 
they  fondly  believe,  Great  Britun  will  manufacture  for  us 
to  the  amount  of  many  millions  beyond  what  she  does 
now;  when  tfiere  will  be  no  refusal  on  the  part  of  this 
country  to  take  foreigpi  manufactures,  and  when  there  will 
be  no  limit  to  the  consumption  of  American  cotton  in 
Europe. 

These  dreams  will  never  be  realized.  The  protective 
system  may  be  destroyed;  property  to  the  amount  of  mil- 
lions may  be  sacrificed  and  abandoned;  the  whole  indus- 
tiy  of  the  grain-growing  States  may  be  paralyzed;  a  scene 
or  distress  may  prevail  over  the  land,  such  as  we  have 
never  yet  witnessed;  but  the  British,  the  French,  and  the 
t^utch,  will  buy  no  more  cotton  than  they  want;  and  so 
much  they  will  have;  for  to  that  extent  it  is  more  valuable 
to  them  than  ^Id. 

Great  Britam  makes  war  upon  our  manufactures  with  a 
perseverance  that  is  without  a  parallel,  and  refuses  to  take 
the  produce  of  the  Eastern,  Western,  and  Middle  States. 
These  States  have  no  defence  agsunst  this  system,  but  to 
exclude  as  far  as  they  can  the  manufactures  of  Great  Bri- 
tain, by  substituting  their  own. 

If  these  States  should  take  no  more  of  the  manufactures 
of  Great  Britain  than  could  be  paid  for  in  their  produce 
which  Great  Britain  would  take  in  exchange,  there  would 
be  an  exact  balance  between  them  and  Great  Britain. 
The  cotton-growing  States  would  then  receive  from 
Great  Britain  as  much  of  their  manufactures  as  they  might 
want  for  their  own  consumption,  in  part  payment  for  their 
cotton,  and  the  residue  in  money,  which  pays  no  import  duty. 

But  this  is  not  satisfactory  to  the  cotton  planters,  whose 
policy  it  is,  that  the  Eastern,  Western,  and  Middle  States 
should  take  a  much  larger  amount  of  British  goods  than 
they  now  do,  that  they,  the  planters,  may  pay  for  them  in 
cotton.  And  as  this  coincides  exactly  with  the  views  of 
the  British  Government,  they  have  succeeded,  not  to  the 
extent  of  their  wishes,  but  to  an  extent  that  has  been  a 
great  oppression  to  the^  grain-growing  States.  The  tariff 
of  1816  was  passed  in  accordance  with  this  policy,  and 
carried  ruin  to  thousands  engagfed  in  manufactures  in  those 
States,  and  the  destruction  to  their  establishments  to  the 
amount  of  millions  of  dollars,  of  which  the  distresses  of 
1818,  '19,  '20,  and  '21,  afford  the  most  melancholy  proof 
All  the  attempts  to  mitigate  the  condition  of  those  States 
were  firmly  and  successfully  resisted  by  the  South,  till  the 
year  1824,  when  a  tariff  bill  was  passed  that  afforded 
them  some  relief;  but  this  relief  was  considered  as  an  in- 
vasion of  the  rights  of  the  rich  cotton  planters,  who  view 
our  rising  manufactures  with  more  hostility  than  the  Bri- 
tish Government  has  ever  evinced  since  we  were  colonies. 
South  Carolina  cannot  cause  our  manufacturing  establish- 
ments to  be  abated,  as  nuisances,  as  the  British  Govern- 
ment did  before  our  independence;  but  they  endeavor  to 
defeat  our  protective  policy,  by  threatening  to  resist  our 
revenue  laws,  and  by  giving  us  the  most  solemn  warnings 
that  this  system  will  soon  lead  to  a  dissolution  of  the  Union. 
And  that  these  threats  and  warnings  may  have  the  more 
effect,  every  effort  has  been  made  to  convince  the  citizens 


of  that  State  that  they  were  oppressed  beyond  endur- 
ance, by  paying  enormous  prices  for  the  manuisLCtures  of 
their  consumption;  and  that  tliey  were  paying  more  than 
twice  their  proper  amount  of  taxes,  for  the  benefit  of  the 
rich  nabobs  of  the  North,  who,  in  the  language  of  the 
Senator  from  South  Cai^olina,  are  dressed  in  purple  and 
fine  linen,  and  who  are  rioting  in  all  the  luxuries  of  the 
earth,  at  the  expense  of  the  Southern  planter.  When 
such  delunon  prevails,  it  is  not  sti-ange  that  discontent, 
dismajr*  and  despair  should  pervade  the  land.  But 
this  discontent,  dismay,  and  despair  is  not  created  by 
the  rich  nabobs  of  the  North,  but  by  the  rich  nabobs 
of  the  South,  if,  indeed,  we  have  nabobs,  some  of  whom 
command  the  labor  of  a  hundred,  and  some  of  a  thousand, 
and  arc  enabled  to  dispose  of  the  produce  of  that  labor  to 
the  amount  of  two-thirds  of  all  tl>e  exports  of  the  United 
States.  Remove  this  delusion,  and  you  remove  this  dis- 
content, this  dismay,  and  despair. 

But  what  justice  is  there  in  the  policy  which  the  cotton- 
growing  States  pursue,  to  compel  the  other  States  to  con- 
sume British  manufactures,  that  they  may  pay  for  them  > 
They  say  that  God  and  nature  have  given  them  the  soil 
and  climate  proper  for  the  production  of  this  great  article 
of  export.  God  and  nature  have  given  to  New  York  the 
soil  and  climate  to  produce  wheat  to  the  amount  of  our 
entire  exports.  But  foreigners  take  our  cotton  and  not 
our  wheat.  It  is  the  market,  then,  to  which  the  cotton 
planters  are  indebted  for  their  advantage  over  the  grow- 
ers of  wheat.  But  the  cotton  planters  think  that  their 
sales  are  increased  as  domestic  manufactures  are  discou> 
raged,  and  decreased  as  don'estic  manufactures  are  en- 
couraged; that  their  sales  are  in  the  inverse  ratio  of  the 
protection  to  manufactures.  How  far  the  grain-grow- 
ing States  sliall  be  permitted  to  substitute  their  own  ma- 
nufactures fbr  those  of  Great  Britain,  and  how  far  they 
must  rely  upon  cotton  States  for  bills  of  exchange  to  pay 
for  manufactures,  must  depend  not  upon  soil  or  climate, 
but  upon  the  constitution  and  the  laws  of  the  Union.  But 
for  this  constitution,  the  cotton-growing  States  would  not 
pay  for  the  manufactures  consumed  by  the  grain-growing 
States.  The  latter  would  take  of  foreign,  produce  or  ma- 
nufactures to  the  amount  of  their  exports,  and  would 
manufacture  for  themselves  what  they  might  want  beyond 
this.  It  is  owing  to  this  constitution  and  these  laws — it  is 
to  the  Union,  that  the  cotton-glowing  States  are  permitted 
to  pay  for  manufactures  to  the  amount  of  millions  of  dol- 
lars annually  consumed  in  the  other  States,  which  arc 
restrained  by  the  constitution  from  making  any  laws  or 
combinations,  leagues,  covenants,  agreements,  or  com- 
pacts  with  each  other  for  their  protection.  And  if  the 
cotton-growing  States  think  to  impose  upon  the  others  the 
necessity  of  taking  foreign  manufactures,  except  under 
the  operation  of  our  constitution,  and  an  adherence  to  the 
Union,  they  are  utterly  mistaken. 

If  the  cotton  planters  of  the  South  would,  with  candid 
and  liberal  feelings,  connder  the  immense  advantages  they 
enjoy  over  the  North,  in  consequence  of  this  Union,  their 
deadly  hostility  to  our  protective  system  would  cease.  By 
the  late  returns,  I  find  that  during  the  last  year  there  was 
exported  of  rice,  cotton,  and  tobacco,  to  the  amount  of 
thirty-seven  millions  of  dollars,  which  is  ^^ithin  twenty- 
two  millions  of  the  entire  domestic  exports  of  the  country, 
a  considerable  portion  of  which  went  to  pay  for  manufac- 
tures consumed  in  the  Eastern,  Western,  and  Middle 
States.  And  shall  the  growers  of  rice,  cotton,  and  tobacco, 
consider  the  Union  as  of  no  valued  The  export  of  cotton 
alone  amounted  to  twenty-nine  and  a  half,  say  thirty  mil- 
lions  of  dollars,  more  than  half  of  the  domestic  exports. 
And  shall  the  cotton  planters,  witli  thirty  millions  in  their 
pockets,  as  remittances  for  their  countless  bales  of  cotton, 
consider  the  Union  as  of  no  value  to  them,  because  they 
cannot  sell  a  little  more  cotton  .^      ,  n 

That  the  tariff  laws  could  be  much  improved,  1  have  no 
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doubt;  that  they  could  be  rendered  more  acceptable  to 
the  Southern  as  well  as  all  the  other  St&tes,  I  have  no 
doabt,  proTided  the  subject  could  be  met  with  a  spirit  of 
accoiBiBodation.  Duties  to  a  large  amount  are  imposed, 
which  promote  no  interest  whatever,  and  which  are  not 
wanted  for  revenue;  and  some  of  which  are  much  against 
the  interests  of  the  manufacturers.  All  these  the  manu- 
frcturing  States  wouljd  gladly  repeal  or  reduce.  But  we 
c&nnot  consent  to  a  reduction  of  the  duties  upon  certun 
great  articles  of  consumption,  in  part  imported,  and  in 
part  manufactured  here,  so  as  to  give  the  foreigner  greater 
advantages  in  our  market  than  he  now  enjoys.  We  can- 
not  consent  that  the  citisens  of  our  States  should  be  dri- 
ven from  our  own  markets  by  the  subjects  of  Great  Britain. 
Here  we  must  take  our  stand  till  we  shall  be  overruled 
by  majorities  in  the  two  Houses  of  Congress.  To  them 
we  sliall  submit. 

If  the  industry  of  the  Southern  States  required  as  much 
protection  from  foreign  capital  and  foreign  combination,  as 
the  industry  of  the  other  States,  it  would  be  most  freely 
accorded  to  them;  as  they  do  not  require  the  same  protec- 
tion, the  Eastern,  Western,  and  Middle  States  sincerely 
desire  to  extend  to  t;hose  of  the  South  benefits  equal  to 
any  which  they  enjoy;  and  it  is  to  be  hoped  the  Southern 
States  will  discover  some  way  in  which  such  benefits  ma^ 
be  conferred,  without  pressing  a  measure  which  must,  if 
adopted,  result  in  the  sacrificmg  the  industry  of  the  ma- 
nu^tuiing  States.  With  a  great  majority  of  the  citizens 
of  these  States,  the  most  kind  feelings  towards  the  South 
prevail,  of  which  I  think  the  proceedings  of  the  two 
Houses  of  Congress  afford  the  most  incontestable  proof. 

But  while  a  spirit  prevails, '  which  le4  the  Southern 
gentlemen  of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress,  in  1828,  to  in- 
troduce into  the  tariff  bill  its  most  odioud  feature,  in  direct 
hosdUtyto  their  own  interest;  while  tlie  spirit  prevails 
which  rejects  the  repeal  of  duties  which  are  a  burden  to 
them  to  a  large  amount,  and  not  necessary  to  be  retained 
for  any  purpose  whatever;  while  such  a  spirit  prevails 
against  what  tlie  honorable  Senator  is  pleased  to  call  the 
accursed  tariff,  I  must  confess  I  see  but  little  prospect  of 
doii^  any  thing  by  way  of  compromise.  I  sincerely  hope, 
however,  that  something  may  arise  in  the  course  of  tliis 
discussion,  th^t  may  lead  to  the  return  of  more  correct 
views  and  better  feelings  and  brighter  prospects. 

As  to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  by  way  of  compromise  to  reduce  the  duties 
gradually  on  protected  articles,  till  they  should,  in  effect, 
be  no  protection  at  all,  1  see  in  it  notlung  but  the  most 
detemuned  hostility  to  tiie  protective  system — a  fixed  pur- 
pose to  destroy  the  Uriff* 

If  our  manufactum  must  fall,  let  them  die  at  once,  and 
not  be. killed  by  inches— any  thing  in  preference  to  being 
consumed  by  a  slow  fire. 

I  have  not  noticed  the  numerous  denunciations  from  tlie 
South,  that  almost  forbid  the  hope  that  any  thing  like  com- 
pronuse  can  take  place;  but  I  cannot  omit  to  notice  one 
s)-mptom  of  violence  of  recent  occurrence,  meant,  no 
doubt^  to  excite  alarm. 

There  is  an  article  now  going  the  rounds  of  the  South- 
cm  papers,  which,  I  fear,  expresses  the  exasperated  feel- 
ings or  a  portion  of  the  South,  I  hope  a  small  one,  against 
the  other  sections  of  the  Union.  The  article  is  headed  a 
'*  Call  to  Arms. "  The  author  continues,  ' '  the  crisis  is  now 
coming  on  when  our  politicians— I  mean  our  popularity- 
hunters,  will  discover  that  none  but  whigprincipies  will  pre- 
vail;" (so  far  it  is  to  be  hoped  be  is  right)  but  he  proceeds, 
**  With  the  public  debt  n^ust  inevitably  go  its  offspring, 
the  American  system.  There  will  be  a  hard  struggle  for 
it.  The  United  States'  bank,  the  sugar  planter,  the  iron 
master,  and  the  Lowells  and  Appletons,  will  die  hard." 
This  is  quoted  from  the  United  States  Telegraph,  of  the 
10th  of  this  month,  taken  from  the  Richmond  Enquirer. 
How  the  United  States'  bank  became  apart  of  the  Ameri- 


can system,  said  Mr.  D.,  I  know  not.  All  the  stockhold- 
ers itr  Europe,  and  in  the  Southern  States,  are  enemies  of 
the  protective  system  of  this  country.  But  leaving  the 
bank  out  of  the  question — **the  sugar  planter,  the  iron 
master,  and  the  Lowells  and  the  Appletons,  will  die  hard !" 
Yes,  they  will  ^e  hard— in  the  language  of  the  Senator 
from  Georgia,  they  will  die  in  the  last  ditch.  But  their 
struggle  for  life  will  be  here— in  the  two  Houses  of  Con- 
gress. To  the  majority  they  submit—they  wiU  neither 
threaten  nor  resist  the  laws. 

But  what  says  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  upon 
this  subject?  He  does  not  sound  a  beat  to  arms,  but  he 
anticipates  with  raptures  the  moment  of  the  extinction  of 
the  public  debt,  as  it  will,  in  his  opinion,  remove  the  founda- 
tion of  the  protective  system.  This,  he  exclaims,  is  the 
great  national  jubilee !  *<  Now,  now,  is  the  time  for  action ! 
We  have  reached  Mount  Nebo!  We  stand  upon  the  top 
of  Pisgab,  and  shall  we  perish  in  the  sight  of  the  Pronused 
Land  ?"  Moses  perished  there,  and  was  buried  In  the  land 
of  Moab,  and  no  man  knows  his  sepulchre  unto  this  day. 
-If  by  this  promised  land  is  meant  the  abolition  of  tlie  pro- 
tective system — ^e  destruction  of  the  manufiicturin^  es- 
tabli^meiits  of  the  Western,  the  Eastern,  and  the  Middle 
States — ^the  wasting  of  property  to  the  amount  of  millions, 
and  the  doonung  to  poverty,  wretchedness,  and  misery, 
thousands  uponthousandsof  our  worthy,  industrious,  eco- 
nomical, and  laborious  citisens,  then  I  do  most  fervently 
pray  that  the  honorable  Senator  may  never  pass  Mount 
Pisgah,  nor  riot  in  this  land  of  promise,  but  that  he  may 
long  remain  in  the  land  of  Moab,  till  he  shall  reach  a  good 
old  age,  even  the  age  of  Moses,  if  it  shall  please  Heffven, 
and  that  it  may  be  said  of  him  at  his  last  day,  that  "his  eye 
was  not  dim,  nor  his  natural  force  abated." 

Mr.  D.  having  concluded,  ,  * 

Mr.  SMITH  said  that  he  wished  to  address  the  Senate, 
and  was  perfectly  ready  to  go  on  with  the  debate,  should 
the  Senate  so  determine;  but,  as  another  subject  had  been 
set  apart  for  to-morrow,  [alluding,  it  is  supposed,  to  the 
consideration  of  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Vah  Braxif,  in  se- 
cret session,]  and  the  general  attendance  of  the  Senators 
requested  for  it,  he  thought  !t  would  be  better  to  postpone 
further  proceeding*,  with  regard  to  the  resolution  under 
consideration,  to  Wednesday  next. 

The  resolution  was  then  postpcned  to,  and  made  the 
order  of  the  day  for  Wednesday  next. 
'    The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

TcsBDAT,  Jakvaht  24. 

THE  TARIFF. 

Mr.  HAYNE  rose  to  present  a  memorial  from  a  number 
of  highly  respectable  citizens  of  South  Carolina  against  the 
protecting  system,  and  said  that,  in  the  course  of  the  ob- 
servations which  he  had  submitted  to  the  Senate  a  few 
days  since,  in  relation  to  the  tariff,  he  had  taken  occasion 
to  remark  that  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  must  not  de- 
ceive themselves  by  supposing  that  there  existed  any  dif- 
ference of  opinion  at  the  South  as  to  the  injurious,  oppres- 
sive,' and  uiiconstitutlonal  character  of  tlie  protecting  sys- 
tem. I  am  happy  to  have  it  now  in  my  power,  said  Mr.  H., 
to  adduce,  in  support  of  that  assertion,  a  memorial  from 
the  minority  of  the  Legislature  of  South  Carolina  "op- 
posed to  nullification,"  which  I  have  been  requested  to 
present,  and  which  shows  that  whatever  difference  of  opi- 
nion may  exist  in  other  respects,  the  whole  State  is  united, 
as  I  trust  the  whole  South  now  isj  in  determined  opposf- 
tion  to  this  system.  "The  evils  of  which"  the  memorial- 
ists declare  •*  are  obvious  and  alarming,  depreciating  the 
•value  of  cotton,  reducing  the  profits  to  which  the  plant- 
'  ers  have  long  been  accustomed,  to  such  a  degree  that 
•  the  culture  no  longer  yields  an  adequate  compensation 
*for  their  labor,  and  is  continued  from  necessity;  and 
*that,  though  other  causes  have  conspired  to  reduce  the 


175 


GALES  &  SEATON'S  REGISTER 


176 


Seitatx.] 


Rules  of  the  Senaie,'-^Tlte  Tariff. 


[Jak.  25,  1832. 


*  income  of  the  citizens  of  the  South,  yet  it  is  thetsriflTsIone 
'.'which  denies  them  the  right  of  conveKing  that  reduced 

*  income  into  such  an  amount  of  the  necessaries  and  con- 

*  veiiiences  of  life,  as  would  certainly  be  at  their  command, 

*  under  a  revenue  system  of  moderate  duties;  that  these  dlf- 

*  ficuUies,  though  great,  might  be  tolerated,  if  the  burden 

*  was  equal,  but  that  they  are  greatly  aggravated  by  the 

*  consideration  that  tlie  benefits  of  the  tariff  are  confined 

*  to  the  manufacturing  States,  and  that  the  policy,  justice, 
'  and  constitutionality  of  this  system  have  been  strenuously 
'  contested  and  dented." 

On  motion  of  Mr.  H.  tlie  memorial  was  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

Mr.  TiPTON  submitted  the  following  resolution: 

iUitohedf  That  the  select  committee  to  which  was  re- 
ferred the  memorial  of  the  President  and  Directors  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  praying  for  a  renewal  of  their 
cliarter,  be  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of 
restricting  the  bank,  if  rcchartered,  from  holding,  or  in 
any  way  acquiring,  real  estate  to  a  greater  extent  than  is 
necessary  foe  banking  purposes'. 

The  resolutions  submitted  yesterda^  by  Mr.  Bemton 
aitd  Mr.  Mooas,  respectively,  were  taken  up,  and  agreed 
to. 

The  Senate  went  into  the  consideration  of  executive 
business;  and,  when  the  doors  were  opened. 

Adjourned. 

Wrdnesdat,  January  25. 

Mr.  BENTON  submitted  two  resolutions;  one  of  tbeni 
referring  to  the  select  committee  on  the  memorial  of  the 
United  States*  bank,  certain  inquiries}  which  resolutions 
lie  on  the  table  one  day  uf  course. 

The  resolutions  submitted  yesterday  by  Mr.  Moobk, 
were  considered  and  agreed  to. 

RULES  OF  THE  SENATE. 

The  following  resolution,  offered  on  Monday  by  Mr. 
Foot,  was  taken  up: 

JUsolvedt  That  the  ninth  rule  of  the  Senate  be  aknended 
to  read  as  follows:  **  No  motion  shall  be  debated  until 
the  same  shall  be  seconded;"  nor  shall  any  debate  be  per- 
mitted until  the  President  shall  have  announced  to  the 
Senate  the  subject  under  consideration;  and  the  question 
of  consideration  shall  be  in  order  on  the  introduction  of 
any  subject  presented  for  tlie  Senate,  and  shall  be  decided 
without  debate. 

Mr.  MILLEU,  of  South  Carolina,  asked  of  the  mover 
some  reasons  for  the  proposed  alteration.  For  himself  he 
was  willing  to  take  the  rules  of  the  Senate  as  he  found 
them.  Was  the  resolution  intended  to  apply  to  any  cases 
or  individuals  in  the  Senate?  Because  a  Senator  had  made 
an  elaborate,  an  able,  and  eloquent  exposition  of  the  state 
of  the  currency  in  this  country,  was  the  rule  to  be  so  al- 
tered as  to  prevent  a  repetition  of  the  oflfence }  lie  regard- 
ed the  proposed  alteration  as  subversive  of  the  rights  of 
the  minority  in  the  Senate,  and  he  would  endeavor  to  prc- 
scr\'e  the  rules  as  they  are. 

Mr.  FOOT  disclaimed  any  allusion  to,  or  any  connex- 
ion with,  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  or  any  discussion 
of  its  merits.  It  was  not  his  object  to  stifie  debate;  and 
so  far  from  impairing  or  infringing  the  rights  of  the  mino- 
rity, the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  must  know  that  all 
rules  in  deliberate  bodies  were  designed  to  secure  tlie 
rights  of  tlic  minority:  they  have  no  other  security  against 
oppression  from  a  powerful  majority.  The  object  of  tlie 
amendment  was,  Mr.  F.  said,  merely  to  make  more  plain 
and  explicit  the  existing  rule,  which  declares,  «  No  mo- 
tion shall  be  debated  until  the  same  shall  be  seconded." 
This  rule  certainly  forbids  the  iudulg^^nce  in  debating  a 
subject  before  a  motion  is  made  and  seconded,  before  it  is 
before  the  Senate.     'Hie  rules  of  the  Senate  ar^  few  in 


number,  said  Mr.  F.,  and  have  been  supposed  to  be  amplj 
sufficient  to  regulate  its  proceedings;  but  it  cannot  have 
escaped  the  observation  of  every  Senator  of  five  or  six 
^'ears'  experience,  that  great  innovations  have  been  made 
m  the  practice  of  Senators;  and  although  I  would  accord 
to  ever^  Senator  the  fullest  latitude  of  legitimate  and  rele- 
vant discusRtm,  yet  I  must  be  permitted  to  say  that  tlie 
Senate  has  its  rights  also,  which  must  be  preserved.  And 
if  Senators  are  disposed  to  intimate  their  intention  to 
introduce  subjects,  such  as  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  Bibb]  had  a  few  days  since  described  '*as  of  a  cha- 
racter such  as  the  Senate  ouglit  not  for  a  moment  to  enter- 
tain— ^for  instance,  a  proposition  to  liberate  the  slavesin  Mis- 
souri, or  that  no  white  man  in  Georgia  should  own  an  acre 
of  land,"  Mr.  F.  believed  it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  Senate 
to  refuse  to  grant  leave  to  introduce  such  subjects;  and 
leave  had  been  refused,  lie  believed,  in  more  than  one  in- 
stance. The  object  of  the  proposed  amendment  was  to 
prevent  any  discussion  of  subjects  before  the  Senate,  un- 
til they  were  in  the  possession  of  the  Senate,  and  subject  to 
its  control,  and  an  opportunity  afibrded  of  deciding  whether 
they  were  proper  subjects  for  discussion  or  not.  The  amend- 
ment embraced  no  new  principle;  it  was  in  accordance 
with  the  nries  and  practice  of  all  deliberative  asscmbliest 
and  within  the  true  spirit  and  intent  of  the  rules  of  the 
Senate,  although  perhaps  not  within  the  letter. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  he  would  not  be*  so  squeamish  as 
to  affect  to  misunderstand  ,the  cause  and  object  of  this 
resolution.  The  object  was  to  prevent  any  furiher  dis- 
cussion of  the  state  of  the  United  States'  bank  currency. 
Unless  the  Senate  were  willing.to  give  up  this  day  to  hini, 
they  would  consent  to  the  motion  he  was  about  to  make. 
If  the  liberty  of  speech  was  to  fall  in  this  House,  it  would 
not  f;ai  silently,  nor  without  a  struggle.  When  he  sub- 
mitted the  other  day  the  proposition  to  Inquire  into  the 
state  of  the  currency,  he  expected  it  would  have  been  met 
by  argument,  not  by  a  motion  to  stop  aU  discusnon.  The 
same  attempts  to  vitiate  the  currency  which  were  made 
by  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  in  issuing  orders  as  cur- 
rency,  had  been  made  in  Great  Britain.  It  was  an  old 
trick  of  banks  to  issue  small  notes  in  one  place  pa^iible  in 
another.  I1ie  Marquis  of  Lansdown  gave  notice,  in  the 
same  case,  that,  after  the  Easter  holidajrs,  he  would  bring 
in  a  bill  for  the  suppression  of  this  species  of  currency. 

[The  VICE  PRESIDENT  reminded  Mr,  B.  that  the 
subject  1>efore  the  Senate  was  the  resolution  to  alter  the 
rules.] 

Mr.  BENTON  only  wished,  in  proposiiig  his  motion,  to 
say,  that  if  the  majority  attempted  to  deprive  the  minority 
of  leave  to  speak,  the  people  should  know  it,  and  they 
shall  know  that  it  was  done  for  the  safety  of  the  bank. 
He  moved  that  the  resolution  be  printed.  He  was  ready 
at  any  moment  to  take  it  up,  and  go  into  a  discusnon  of  it. 

The  resolution  was  ordered  to  be  printed,  and  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  special  order  of  the  day  was  then  announced  by 
the  Chair — being  Mr.  Clat's  resolution  to  modify  the 
tariff,  and  Mr.  Hatn x's  proposed  amendment. 

Mr.  MAHCY  hoped  that  the  special  order  would  be 
passed  over,  for  the  purpose  of  proceeding  to  the  con- 
sideration of  executive  business. 

Mr.  FORSY IH  moved  that  the  special  order  be  post- 
poned to  Monday  next. 

Mr.  CLAY  was  opposed  to  its  postponement  to  so  distant 
a  day. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  did  not  think  that  the  Senate  could 
devote  any  day  to  the  subject  before  Monday  next. 

Mr.  MILLER  was  willing,  he  said,  to  postpone  the  dis- 
cussion till  Monday,  if  it  was  tinderstood  that  the  Commit- 
tees, on  Manufactures  and  Finance  should,  ui  the  mean 
time,  proceed  in  their  investigations.     If  the  action  of 
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those  committees  was  to  be  delayed  till  after  this  debate 
vas  brought  to  a  cfose,  he  hoped  the  debate  would  not  be 
interrapted.  He  was  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Hanufiucttires,  and  that  committee  had  had,  as  yet,  no  prac- 
tical meetings  on  the  subjects  committed  to  them.  If  the 
Committee  oft  Finance  are  also  to  xiraittill  the  close  of  ^s 
(fiacussion  before  they  report  or  proceed  with  their  exam- 
inations, this  session  must  close  without  any  action  on  the 
aabject  of  the  tariflT.  He  wished  to  know  what  course  the 
Comimttee  on  Finance  would  take. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  that,  being  thus  called  upon,  he  would 
itate  that  the  Committee  on  Finance  were  diligently  em- 
ployed In  the  discharge  of  their  duties;  they  had  before 
them  a  bill  which  they  had  been  busily  engaged  on,  and 
would  report  as  soon  as  .practicable. 

Mr.  TYLER  said  that,  as  a  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Finance,  he  felt  bound  to  say,  in  reference  to  the 
subject  befol«  that  committee,  that  all  hope  of  amicable 
adjustmont  had  passed  by;  nojnember  had  been  more 
d^rous  than  himself  to  bring  aboutasatis&ctory  arrange- 
ment of  the  tariff— but  he  was  the  only  member  of  uie 
committee  from  the  south  of  the  Potomac  river,  and  his 
was  the  only  voice  raised  in  it  in  &vor  of  the  interests  o^ 
that  portion  of  the  country.  He  was,  therefore,  convert- 
ed into  a  mere  cypher,  having  no  effective  influence  over 
the  course  of  the  committee.  All  the  responmbtlity  of 
whatever- they  might  do  devolved  upon  them;  he  stood 
dear  of  it.  He  deemed  this  explanation  due  to  himself 
to  show  his  position  in  the  committee. 

Mr.  BENTON  had  a  ri^t,  lie  said,  to  ask,  and  he  did 
ask,  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Muxsa]  to  in- 
form him,  as  a  member  of  tlie  Committee  on  Manufactures, 
whether^  in  the  meetings  of  that  committee,  he  had  ever 
seen  or  beard  of  the  titles  of  two  bills  referred  to  them— 
one  for  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on  alum  salt,  and  the 
other  Ibr  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on  Indian  blankets 
and  other  Indian  ffoods. 

Ur.  MHXER,  m  reply,  said  that  he  had  never  seen  or 
beard  of  those  bills  in  the  committee.  There  has  been 
no  convention  of  the  committee  since  the  reference  was 
made  to  them;  but,  from  tlie  protocol  presented  at  the 
meeting  of  the  committee,  he  judged  that  the  bills  in- 
quired afUv  wouki  be  strangled  m  the  committee. 

Mr.  BENTON  rose,  he  said,  to  give  vent  to  his  feelings 
—his  parental  feeling  for  bills,  the  objects  of  so  much 
care  aiid  hope,  now  in  tlie  hands  of  strange,  distant,  and 
hostile  nurses. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  it  was  true  the  committee  had 
had  but  one  meeting.  They  had  waited  for  information 
on  a  variety  of  subjects,  and  tliey  were  willing  to  be  in- 
formed upon  any  subject.  Information,  very^  essential  to 
the  correct  and  intelligent  action  of  the  committee,  had 
been  received  very  lately — a  portion  this  morning.  A 
meetings  of  the  committee  was  proposed  yesterday  morn- 
ing, but  was,  for  some  reason,  deferred  till  to-morrow 
niomxng^,  at  whicli  time,  it  was  now  understood,  the  com- 
mittee would  meet.  In  relation  to  the  bills  referred  to  by 
the  Senator  from  Missouri,  he  had  been  informed,  by  that 
Senator,  tfiat  some  information  would  be  given  to  the 
coatmittee  from  intelligent  sources;  which  infoiiBatioD  the 
committee  had  always  oeen  ready  to  receive. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  he  had  no  information  on  the  sub- 
ject of  those  bills,  which  he  should  refer  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Manufactures.  When  the  salt  bill  came  before  the 
Senate,  he  should  have  recourse,  not  to  the  report  of  that 
committee,  but  to  a  report  from  a  committee  of  the  Bri- 
tidi  House  of  Commons.  It  was  a  report  in  the  British 
House  of  Commons,  to  which  he  should  appeal  in  defence 
of  the  true  American  system. 

Mr.  HOLMES  was  in  &vor  of  the  continuation  of  the 
(fiseiission  of  the  resolution.  At  a  proper  time,  it  was  his 
intention  to  give  his  views  in  regara  to  the  resolution  and 
smendment. 
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Mr.  DICKEttSON  certainly  understood  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  as  oiTcring  to  the  committee  some  important 
information  on  the  subject  of  one  of  those  bills,  which, 
he  Kud,  a  gentleman  to  whom  he  was  introduced  was  in 
possession  of,  and  would  communicate  to  the  committee. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  the  gentleman  alluded  to  received 
no  call  from  the  committee,  and  had  left  the  city. 

Mr.  SEYMOUR  remarked  that  the  absence  of  his  col- 
league to-day,  from  indisposition,  would,  he  hoped,  pre- 
vent the  Senate  from  proceeding  to  the  conuderation  of 
executive  business^  The  discussion  of  the  special  order» 
he  thought,  had  better  continue  to-day,'and  the  executive 
business  could  be  taken  up  when  the  Senate  was  full. 

Mr.  CLrAT  said  he  had  opposed  the  postponement  of 
the  resolution  to  Monday  next,  because  he  thought  it 
liighly  important  that  the  decision  ff  the  Senate  u|>on  that 
resolution  should  be  obtained,  yntil  the  principle  in- 
volved in  that  resolution  be  decided,  the  committees 
would  not  be  able  to  go  on.  The  Comouttee  on  Manu- 
factures was  anxious  to  proceed  with  its  business,  and  to 
have  the  decision  of  the  Senate  on  this  resolution.  No 
motion  for  postponement  had  come  from  the  friends  of  the 
resolution.  It  had,  agun  and  aeain,  from  time  to  time, 
been  postponed  at  the  request  of  its  opponents.  He  was 
aware  that  they  hsd  set,  for  to-morrow  and  next  day,  some 
bunness  of  importance,  but  he  knew  no  business  before 
Congress  so  important  as  that  which  was  now  before  them. 
In  regard  to  the  remark  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia, 
that  he  was  the  only  member  of  the  Committee  on  Manu- 
factures from  the  south  of  the  Potomac,  he  would  observe 
that  the  gentleman's  recollection  did  not  serve  him.  The 
Senator  m  his  eye  [Mr.  Johkstoit]  was  a  member  of  the 
committee.  ^ 

Mr.  TYLER  begged  to  explun.  He  intended  to  convej  % 
the  idea  that  he  was  the  only  member  of  the  committee 
from  the  soutii  of  the  Potomac  who  entertained  his  prin- 
ciples— who  was  opposed  to  the  protective  tariff. 

Mr.  CLAY  hopexl  the  Senator  would  profit  by  this  cir- 
cumstance, and  not  separate  himself  from  his  friends;  but, 
finding  himself  in  so  small  a  minority,  that  he  would  come 
over  to  the  right  aide.  The  Committee  on  Manufi^ctures 
were  not  fuUy  authorized  to  treat  the  subject  of  finance; 
and  he  did  not  see  how  it  was  possible  for  either  commit- 
tee to  act  before  the  principles  which  were  to  gpovem 
their  action  were  decided  on.  As  to  the  oompronusef 
which  had  been  talked  of,  if  by  compromise  was  meant  I 
the  abandonment  of  the  protective  principle,  he  could 
tell  ffentiemen  there  would  be  no  compromise.  But  he 
would  not  lightly,  nor  till  every  effort  Was  exhausted,  re- 
linquish an  object  which  was  so  dear  to  the  countxy  and 
to  bis  own  heart.  A  reduction  might  possibly  take  place 
even  on  protected  articles— hut  not  such  as  would  touch 
the  principle  of  protection,  which  he  was  satisfied  the 
country  would  not  consent  to  abandon^  But  that  question 
is  to  be  decided  with  the  question  involved  in  this  resolu- 
tion, and  he  was  for  an  early  decision  of  it. 

Mr.  HAYNE  was,  he  said,  much  mistaken,  if  all  the 
motions  for  the  pos^onement  of  this  subject  had  come 
from  the  opponents  of  the  resolution.  The  subject  was 
postponed  once,  and  for  many  ^ys,  on  the  motion  of  the  1 
Senator  from  New  Jersey,  [Mr.  DicKsmsoK,]  in  opposi-  \ 
tion  to  the  wishes  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  as  he  , 
might  recollect.-  Let  the  discussion  proceed  whenever 
the  friends  of  the  resolution  pleased.  We,  said  Mr.  H., 
are  ready  to  pursue  it  If,  as  the  i^nUeman  suggested, 
there  was  no  hope  of  anjr  compromise  without  an  entire 
retention  of  the  protective  sjrstem,  he  wis  very  sorry. 
As  to  the  revenue  system,  there  was  no  doubt  or  dispute. 
It  was  to  the  protective  system  that  oppontion  was  ex- 
cited throughout  the  country.  If  the  protective  system 
was  not  to  be  touched,  there  was,  indeed,  an  end,  now 
and  forever,  to  all  hope  of  compronuse.  But  he  trusted 
the  Senator  from  Kentu<^  would  change  his  news;  nor 
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should  he,  at  once,  relinquish  lus  hope  of  a  condliatory 
amngpement. 

Mr.  HOLMES  said  there  was  certainly  no  hone  of  com- 
pronuse  till  after  this  discussion  had  been  concluded;  nor 
would  there,  perhaps,  be  any  hope  then.  Each  party 
will  compromise,  provided  it  obtains  all  it  asks.      One 


Mr.  SMITH  replied  that  he  was  Teady  to  ^  on,  was 
ready  yesterday,  and  was  ready  now;  but  at  this  late  hour 
he  was  unwilhng  to  begin:  for,  although  he  thouglit  he 
should  not  occupy  more  than  an  hour  and  a  half,  when 
we  begin  to  speak,  we  know  not  how  long  we  may  con- 
tinue.    But,  at  the  request  of  the  gentlemyi  from  New 


party  seeks  tlie  abolition,  the  other  the  preservation  of  the  York,  he  moved  that  the  Senate  do  now  proceed  to  the 

~"  consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  previous  motion  to  postpone  being  withdrawn,  the 
motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business,  and  remained  with 
closed  doors  till  six  o'clock;  and 
Then  adjourned. 


protective,  system.  There  was  now  some  little  prospect 
that,  after  this  discussion,  parties  might  come  to  some 
medium  point.  At  present  they  were  as  wide  apart  as 
they  could  be. 

Mr.  MARCY  was  so  Httle  accustomed,  he  said,  to  legis- 
lative forms,  that,  as  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Fi- 
nance, he  bad  acted  with  much  caution  and  hesitation. 
After  that  part  of  the  President's  message  relating*  to 
finance  had  been  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance, 
he  supposed  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  comnuttee  to  re- 
port a  plan  for  bringing  the  revenue  down  to  the  expenses 
of  the  Government.     Tliey  had  accordingly,  besides  the 
abolition  of  duties  on  unprotected  articles,  looked  to  the 
protected  articles  to  see  what  reduction  could  be  made 
there.    The  committee  had  been  ^igently  employed  in 
tins  labor.     But  after  the  reprimand,  as  it  seemed  to  be, 
upon  the  committee,  for  touching  the  protected  articles, 
he  was  at  a  loss  to  conceive  how  the  comnuttee  could 
perform  its  duties  in  a  nsanner  satisfactory  to  the  Se- 
nate.    This  is  the  situation  of  the  comnuttee*     They 
are  required  to  reduce  the  revenue  some  ten  or  twelve 
millions  of  dollars;  and,  by  taking  off  the  duties  from 
all  unprotected  articles,    they  can,    perhaps,    effect  a 
reduction  of  only  five  or  six  nullions.     The  hope  of  a 
compromise,  though  somewhat  fiunt,  was  not,  he  believed, 
^so  desperate  as  the  member  ftY>ro  Virginia  represented. 
^It  was  true  that  a  majority  of  the  Committee  on  Finance 
was  in  &vor  of  preserving  the  protective  system.    But  he 
believed  that  sometUng  might  be  done,  which,  if  not  satis- 
factory to  all,  would  much  lessen  the  present  discontent, 
or  at  least  spread  it  over  a  wider  sur&ce.  The  committee 
could  report  a  bifi  if  they  were  autiiorized  to  proceed  in 
the  way  tbey  had  beflnm.    They  had  not  agreed  as  to  the 
specific  articles  wbddi  should  be  subject  to  a  reduction  of 
duty,  nor  as  to  the  extent  to  which  the  reduction  should 
be  carried.,  Information  waa  coming  in  daily,  which  great- 
ly assisted  the  judgment  of  the  committee  on  these  points. 
There  was  a  great  movement  in  the  country,  both  in  favor 
of,  and  Ml  opposition  fa,  this  ^stem,  and  each  party  col- 
lects and  gives  the  public  information  in  regard  to  it. 
For  one,  he  vnA  under  tlie  necessity  of  availing  himself  of 
all  tlie  knowledge  on  the  subject  whidi  he  could  obtain. 
Not  having,  tiH  he  took  his  seat  here,  paid  particular  at- 
tention to  it,  he  was  not  prepared  to  act  upon  it  with  so 
much  celerity  as  some'other  gentlemen,  who  for  years  had 
been>  familiar  with  all  its  details. 

The  prospect,  he  sud,  of  effecting  an  arrangement, 
was  indeed  not  bright,  but  still  not  desperate.  We  shall 
not  intermit  our  labors.  We  have  incidentally  become 
involved  in  the  consideration  of  the  duties  upon  manu- 
factured articles;  and  though  we  shall  not  relinquish  the 
system,  yet  we  hope  to  devise  a  plan  for  preserving  it 
consistently  with  a  reduction  of  the  revenue  to  the  public 
expenses.  As  to  the  sugfgestion,  that  the  consideration  of 
executive  business  should  be  put  off  on  account  of  the 
absence  of  one  Senator,  he  said  we  have  no  assurance  that 
no  one  will  be  ill  or  absent  to.morrow.  There  was  much 
business  to  be  done,  and  it  was  not  out  of  order  perhaps 
for  him  to  remark  that  much  was  also  to  be  said.  He 
I  would  agree  that  no  question  of  importance  should  be 
I  taken  during  the  absence  of  tiiat  Senator,  but  they  could 
proceed  with  the  discussion.  He  was  extremely  anxious 
to  proceed  in  the  executive  busness. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  inq^uired  of  his  colleague,  who  had 
the  floor  for  the  discussion  of  the  resolution,  wliether  he 
wished  any  postpooement  of  the  subject  for  his  accom- 
modation. 


Thuksdax,  Javvabt  26. 

A  NEW  BANK  proposed. 
Mr.  MARCY,  of  New  York,  presented  the  menMnal  oT 
David  Henshaw  and  others,  citizens  ,of  Massachusetts, 
praying  that  when  the  present  charter  of  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States  expires,  the  memorialisU  may  be  permitted 
to  establi^  a  bank,  with  powers  and  obligations  siiAilar  to 
those  under  wluch  the  present  Bank  of  tlie  United  SUtes 
was  established.  [The  petitioners  propose  a  bank  of  fifty 
roilKons— K)ne-lialf  to  be  subscribed  by  the  Government  if 
desired^  the  other  half  by  the  citizens  at  Urge;  to  pay  the 
Government  as  a  bonus  an  annual  tax  of  one  per  cent,  on 
the  capital;  ako,  such  tax  on  the  actual  capital  employed 
by  any  branch  in  any  State,  as  such  State  shall  in^pose  on 
its  other  bai^dng  institutions,  noiexceeding  one  per  cent. ; 
directors  to  he  appointed  by  the  Government  in  propor- 
tion to  the  amount  of  its  stock;  the  cliarter  to  continue  for 
twenty  years.  These  are  the  prominent  features  in  the 
proposed  bank.]  - 

In  support  of  their  Application,  tlie  petitioners  maintain 
that  Uie  capital  of  the  present  institution  w  chiefly  in  the 
hands  of  foreigners  and  a  few  wealthy  American  citizens* 
to  the  exchision  of  other  citizens  from  the  enjoyment  of 
the  privilege.  They  maintain  that  the  present  bank  char- 
ter might  expire,  and  the  concerns  be  closed,  without  ma- 
terial  imury  to  the  interests  of  the  country*  as  the  capital 
of  that  bank  was  but  a  small  portion  of  the  entire  capital 
of  the  country  vested  in  similar  institutions.  TJie  SUte  of 
New  York  atone  bad  rising  of  twenty-four  miUions  of 
vested  capiUl,and  the  proposed  institution  might  be  made 
to  Uke  effect  immediately  upon  the  expiration  of  the 
present  charter  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  MARCY  observed  that  the  present  memonal  was 
agned  by  a  Urge,  number  of  the  most  wealtliy  and  re- 
spectable citizens  of  the  SUte  of  Massachusetts,  and  he 
moved  that  the  memorial  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  couW  not  see  the  propriety  of  the 
motion  for  having  the  memorial  printed,  together  witl» 
the  long  list  of  names  appended  thereto,  in  which  no 
member  would  feci  any  interest,  except  it  might  be  the 
gentleman  who  presented  them.  It  was  contrary  to  the 
usage  of  the  Senate  on  similar  occasions^  and  would  be 
adopting  a  principle  which  woukl  inevitably  lead  to  much 
inconvenience,  and  waste  of  time  and  money.  He  wa* 
not  in  favor  of  expending  the  pubfic  money  for  amr  such 
purpose,  without  a  suificient  reason  being  given  for  the 
request.  He  hoped  that  the  printing  of  the  long  list  of 
signatures,  at  least,. might  be  dispensed  witli. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  sud  tliat  the  memorial  presented  by 
Uie  gentleman  from  New  York,  although  from  citizens  of 
tda  own  State,  had  never  been  communicated  to  him.  Ue 
had  no  knowled^  of  the  subject  or  the  intention  to  make 
the  comnmnication  until  this  morning,  although  be  ixraa 
a  member  of  the  same  committee  with  the  gentleman 
fi^mi  New  York  who  presented  it.  He  thought  tlie  di- 
rection which  the  gentleman  had  proposed  to  give  the 
memorial  waa  proper.    He  had  looked  over  the  names  of 
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the  subscribers  to  the  paper,  and  he  must  say  thut  there 
were  som^  rery  respectable  persons  that  had  sisned  it, 
some  names  indeed  that  he  nsd  hardly  expected  to  find 
siExed  to  so  singular  an  argument.  He  thought  that  it 
might  be  well  to  refer  it  to  a  committee,  and  print  it,  either 
with  or  without  ^e  names. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  the  gentleman  from  MaryUnd  was 
imstaken  in  supposing  it  was  a  new  practice  to  print  the 
names  attached  to  memorials^  if  requested.  He  recol- 
lected it  had  frequently  been  done  in  similar  cases,  when 
it  was  thought  proper  and  desirable  to  test  the  respectar 
bility  of  the  names  appended  to  the  compnunication.  He 
did  not  conceiTe  that  it  was  necessary  generally  to  print 
long  memorials  with  a  great  list  of  names,  but  in  the  pre 
sent  case  he  was  in  favor  of  it,  because  the  effect  mi^ht 
be  important  upon  the  decision  of  the  subject,  which 
would  depend  in  a  great  measure  upon  the  character  and 
re^KMunbility  of  the  signers. 

Mr.  DALLAS  was  not  in  favor  of  the  printing  of  the  me- 
morial. Its  only  effect  he  considered  would  be  upon  the 
treasury^  by  creating  an  unnecessary  expense.  Numerous 
memorials  were  coming  in  every  day  from  various  quar- 
ters, in  &vor  of  rechartering  the  bank,  signed  by  thou- 
suids  of  highly  respectable  citizens,  which  were  equally 
entitled  19  be  printed  with  the  present  paper;  and  if  the 
object  would  be,  as  was  supposed,  to  affect  the  existing 
bank,  it  would  be  necessary  to  have  the  memorials  in 
&vor  of  the  present  institution  printed  also,  to  counter- 
act any  improper  effect  which  might  possibly  be  appre- 
hended by  some  of  its  friends  from  the  publication  of  the 
present  document. 

Ifr.  SIL.SBEE  thought  that  he  had  some  right  to  com- 
phin  of  the  gentleman  from  MaryUnd  for  opposing  the 
printing  of  this  memorial;  this  was  the  first  and  only  one 
of  the  kind  which  had  been  presented  by  the  people  of 
Massachusetts,  and  was  subscribed  by  some  of  her  most 
respectable  citizens.  He  hoped  the  Senate  would  eon- 
sent  to  the  printing  of  the  memorial. 

Huch  farther  conversation  and  explanatory  remarks 
took  place  betweei\.  Messrs.  MARCY,  CHAMBERS, 
HAYNE,  SILSBEE,  and  CLAY,  on  the  question  of  print- 
ing the  names  to  the  memorial;  at  the  conclusion  of  which, 

Mr.  WEBSTER  asked  leave  to  make  one  remark  be- 
fore the  decision  was  made.  A  gentleman  had  taken  ex- 
ception to  his  remark,  that  he  had  not  expected  to  find 
the  names  of  some  of  the  petitioners  attached  to  so  singu- 
lar a  paper.  He  did  not  widi  to  be  misunderstood  in  the 
observation  referred  to.  He  meant  to  be  understood  that 
he  was  surprised  that  the  names  which  he  alluded  to, 
should  be  found  affixed  to  the  arguments  made  use  of  in 
the  memorial  a^inst  the  present  bank — not  that  they  were 
■gned  to  a  petition  for  a  charter. 

Tsn^&yr  At  the  request  of  several  friends,  Mr.  CHAM- 
BERS withdreV  his  opposition  to  the  printing;  and  the 
memorial  with  the  names  was  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  presented  a  letter  from  the  proprie- 
tors of  the  Renhawa  Saline,  in  Virginia,  addressed  to  him 
as  chairman  of  the  Committee  6n  Manufactures,  remon- 
strating against  repealing  the  duty  on  imported  salt,  which 
was,  by  consent,  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Manu- 
&cture8. 

EXECUTIVE  POWERS. 

Mr.  EWING  laid  the  fbllowing  resolutions  on  the  table 
for  consideration: 

RemAced,  That  the  practice  of  removing  public  officers 
by  the  president,  for  any  other  purpose  than  that  of  se- 
curing tlie  fitithful  execution  of  tne  laws,  is  hostile  to  the 
spirit  of  the  constitution — was  never  contemplated  by  its 
ftamers — is  a  daring  extension  of  Executive  influence — is 
prejudicial  to  the  public  service,  and  dang^erous  to  the 
liberties  of  the  people. 

Rtaohedy  That  it  is  inexpedient  for  the  Senate  to  ad- 


vise and  consent  to  the  appointment  of  anv  person  to  fill 
a  supposed  vacancy  in  any  office  occasioned  by  tiie  removal 
of  a  prior  incumbent,  unless  such  prior  incumbent  ^all 
appear  to  have  been  removed  for  sufficient  cause. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BENTON,  the  resolutions  were  or- 
dered to  be  printed. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  SILSBEE,  the  Senate  took  up  the 
bill  empowerinp^  th*  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  com- 
promise the  claims  of  the  United  States  on  the  Commer- 
cial bai))c  of  Erie;  and,  after  some  explanatory  remarks  by 
Messrs.  SIL3BEB,  EWING,  and  JOHNSTON,  (elicited 
by  some  inquires  of  Mr.  SPRAGPE,)  the  bill  was  ordered 
to  a  third  rea^ng,  ntm,  con. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  ex- 
ecutive business;  ai>d,  after  some  time  spent  therein. 

Adjourned.  ■ 

JTaiDATy  Jakuart  27. 

SALT. 

Mr.  BENTON  rose  to  ask  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
to  a  paper  communicated  to  the  Senate  jresterday  morn- 
ing bv  the  chairman  of  one  of  the  standing  committees. 
He  alluded  to  the  letter  of  certain  salt  manufacturers  on 
the  Kenhawa,  to  the  members  of  the  Senate's  Committee 
on  Manufactures.  Mr.  B.  had  looked  over  that  letter,  and 
found  it  to  be  highly  encomiastic  on  certain  Senators,  who 
took  part  in  the  debate  wluch  occurred  in  the  Senate  on 
the  reference  of  the  alum  salt  bill;  and  rather  diroarag- 
ing  to  another  Senator,  who  took  part  in  the  same  debate. 
But  to  this  part^  of  the  letter  he  had  nothing  to  say,  be- 
cause it  requires  no  action  for  the  Senate:  but  there  was 
another  part  of  it  which  would  require  their  action;  it 
consisted  of  all  that  part  of  the  letter  which  was  intended 
for  evidence,  and  to  guide  the  Senate  in  their  votes  on  the 
Question  to  abolish  tlie  duty  on  alum  salt  This  part  of 
the  letter  conperned  the  people^  and  might  affect  their 
interest,  and  tiiat  in  a  very  injurious  inai^er;  he,  there- 
fore wiidied  an  opportunity  to  present  countervailing  testi- 
mony, and  for  that  purpose  to  empower  a  committee  to 
send  for  witnesses,  to  take  their  examinations  in  writing, 
and  to  report  the  minutes  of  their  evidence  to  the  Senate. 
He  had  formerly  asked  for  a  select  pommittec  to  make 
these,  examinations;  but  he  would  not  now  ask  for  it. 
He  would  take  the  Committee  on  Manufiictures.  He 
[Mr.  B.]had  noplace  or  voice  in  that  committee;  but  there 
was  one  Senator  upon  it  at  least,  (he  did  not  know  of  an- 
other,) to  whom)ie  could  give  the  right  hand  of  fellow- 
ship on  the  subject  of  the  salt  tax.  He  alluded  to  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina,  who  sat  farthest  on  his  right, 
[Mr.  MiLLSB;]  and  dthough  that  Senator  misfht  stand  in 
that  committee,  and  on  the  question  of  the  salt  tax,  as  one 
stands  to  four,  yet,  in  the  duty  wluch  the  committee  might 
have  to  perform  under  his  motion,  if  it  prevailed,  he  might 
pi^ve  himself  to  be  not  an  unequal  match  for  numbers, 
neepkiribu8  impar.  He  would,  therefore,  take  that  com- 
mittee, and  move,  as  he  now  did,  that  the  Committee  on 
Manufactures  be  empowered  to  send  for  persons,  and  to 
take  their  examinations  in  writing,  under  oath,  on  the'*Btate 
of  the  salt  manufacture  and  nut  trade,  and  report  the 
minutes  of  the  evidence  so  taken  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  that  he  presumed  the  Commit- 
tee on  Manufactures  would  not  object  to  take  upon  them 
the  labors  proposed.  He  was  willing  for  one  to  enter  into 
any  inquiry  that  might  be  deemed  expedient  or  necessary, 
but  he  noped  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  would  infortn 
the  committee  where  the  information  required  might  be 
found.  He  should  be  glad  to  receive  any  light  from  that 
gentleman,  or  from  any  other  quarter. 

Mr.  CLAY  did  not  perceive  the  utility  of  the  inquiry, 
although  he  had  no  particular  objection  to  it.  There 
could  be  no  advantase  whatever  derived  from  it.  The 
gentleman  must  recoUect  that  there  were  twenty  other 
States  and  two  Territories  in  the  Union  in  which  salt  was 
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made.  Mr.  C.  wished  to  know  whether  the  evidence  of 
one  State  would  aatisfy  him.  Will  information  from 
Kenhawa  satisfy  him?  will  information  from  New  York 
tatisfv  him?  or  will  be  desire  it  from  Maine,  or  Missouri, 
or  Ohio,  or  Kentucky  ?  or  is  the  committee  expected  to 
procure  it  from  all  the  various  sources  in  the  country  ?  If 
so,  it  would  be  proper  to  give  the  committee  leave  to  sit 
durinr  the  recess,  for  the  information  could  not  be  ob- 
tained in  six  monUis.  The  Committee  on  Manufactures 
were  conversant  with  that  interest  in  all  parts  of  the  Union, 
and  were  inquiring  into  it  from  year  to  year.  Does  the 
gentleman  want  information  as  to  the  price,  tlie  quality,  or 
the  quantity,  of  the  article  manufactured'  tf  so,  he  might 
learn  by  inquiring  of  the  committee  which  had  in  its  pos- 
session all  the  requisite  information  upon  the  subject. 
Where,  then,  is  the  propriety  of  further  inmiiry,  or 
such  as  was  proposed  r  He  considered  it  perfectly  in- 
expedient to  make  the  inquiry;  at  any  rate,  he  would,  for 
the  present,  move  to  lay  the  motion  on  the  table. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  he  rose  to  give  notice  that  the  sub- 
ject could  not  be  got  rid  of  wimout  there  being  some- 
thing said  upon  it.     The  debate  could  not  be  cut  off. 

TheTICE  PRESIDENT  said  the  moUon  did  not  admit 
of  debate. 

Mr.  CLAY  sud  he  wished  to  put  no  restrictions  on  the 
gentleman,  and  would  withdraw  the  motion  to  •lay  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  BENTON  then  observed  ihtX  the  letter  presented 
to  the  Senate  by  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Manu^ 
&cture8  gave  information  respecting  the  salt  trade,  incon- 
sistent with  that  in  his  possession:  and  as  this  letter  had 
been  laid  upon  the  Senate  table  as  evidence  to  influence 
its  decision  on  the  subject,  he  wished  to  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  meet  it  by  countervailin?  testimony.  With  re- 
spect to  any  difficulty  he  himself  might  experience  in 
furnishing  information  for  the  guidance  of  the  committee, 
he  did  not  know  how  far  t)iey  would  be  willins'  to  receive 
it  from  him;  and  he  had  therefore  presumed  upon  the 
disposition  of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  who  sat  on 
his  right,  [Mr.  Millsr,]  to  aid  his  views,  by  asking  for 
summonses  for  such  witnesses  as  he  [&tr.  B.]  might  point 
out.  He  had  no  disposition  to  call  for  evidence  to  a  greater 
extent  than  that  given  in  the  letter  referred  to.  The  evi- 
dence be  proposed  was  one  for  the  purpose  of  counteracting 
it;  and  if  the- Senate  refused  this,  it  would  be  a  declaration 
to  the  people  that  the^  were  determined  to  continue  the 
burden  without  listenmg  to  any  evidence  against  it. 

Mr.  BUCKNER,  of  Missouri,  rose  to  explain  the  reasons 
which  had  induced  him  to  vote  for  the  reference  of  his 
colleague's  bills  to  the  Committee  on  Blanufactures,  in  ad- 
dition to  those  which  he  had  given  on  a. former  occasion. 
With  respect  to  the  present  motion,  he  had  but  little  to 
say.  He  did  not  propose  to  refer  tlie  letter  which  had 
been  alluded  to,  to  that  committee;  nor  was  any  part  of 
that  production  in  his  phraseology.  But  he  did  vote  for 
the  reference  of  the  bills  to  the  Committee  on  Manufac- 
tures, because  he  believed  it  due  to  the  committee,  to 
himself,  and  to  his  country,  that  an  inquiry  of  so  much 
importance  as  that  how  far  the  provisions  or  biUs  recom- 
mending the  repeal  of  the  duties  on  certain  articles  com- 
ing in  competition  with  tlie  manufactures  of  our  own 
country  would  interfere  with,  and  run  into,  the  interest 
of  the  manufacturer,  should  be  referred  to  the  committee 
which  was  entrusted  with  those  interests;  it  not  being  the 
province  of  any  other  committee  properly  to  investigate 
the  subject.  He  voted  for  it,  because,  in  addition  to  the 
reasons  before  given,  he  was  disposed  in  his  soul  to  take 
into  consideration  all  the  views  and  bearings  of  the  ques- 
tion, in  order  to  give  a  fair  support  to  every  interest  of  the 
nation,  which  he  believed  that  the  bills  to  repeal  the  duty 
on  alum  salt  and  Indian  blankets,  introduced  by  his  col- 
league, were  not  calculated  to  effect.  This  was  his  rea- 
son»  and  he  would  proclaim  to  the  Senate  and  the  nation 


that,  in  his  opinion,  the  course  pursued  by  that  gentle- 
man was  not  intended  to  concihate  the  feelings  of  the 
country.  Mr.  B.  said  he  ws  in  favor  of  a  reduction  of 
duties,  not  onlv  on  alum  salt  and  Indian  blankets,  but  on 
a  variety  of  other  articles.  These  bills  were  calculated 
to  effect  only  a  partial  reduction.  He  wished  the  whole 
subject  of  reducing  the  duties  should  come  before  the 
conunittee  together,  and  he  objected  to  those  bills  be- 
cause they  did  not  bring  up  the  whole  question  o^  reduc- 
tion. The  gentleman  seemed  very  anxious  to  disseminate 
knowledge  upon  the  subject,  by  his  motion  for  inquiry: 
but,  nr,  said  Mr.  B.,  the  people  of  this  country  are  capa- 
ble of  investigating  tlie  subject  themselves.  They  want 
no  such  light  as  the  resolution  seeks  for,  neither  does  tlie 
committee  to  which  the  subject  is  referred.  That  com- 
mittee is  capable  of  investigating  it  fUlly  with  such  infor- 
mation as  they  can  themselves  obtain.  Y^t  the  gentlenuui 
insists  tliat  tins  cannot  be  done  without  the  aid  of  the 
Western  people,  who  have  been  represented  as  sinking 
beneath  the  blight  and  mildew  of  oppression.  Sir,  said 
Mr.  B.,  I  protest  this  is  not,  and  never  was,  the  case.  It 
will  require  no  labor  to  establish  this  position.  We  need 
only  to  look  at  the  fact  that  the  West  enjoy  the  blessings 
of  happiness  and  contentment  to  an  eminent  degree,  and 
wish  tor  notliingbut  to  be  let  alone.  They  want  no  alter- 
ation in  the  present  system  of  protection,  and,  least  of  all, 
such  a  change  as  the  gentleman  proposes.  They  are  a  gene- 
rous as  wellas  a  brave  people,  and  will  desire  the  welfare 
of  the  country  at  large.  The  same  principle  that  led  them 
to  battle  will  induce  them  to  sustain  the  interests  of  their 
common  country.  We  are  now,  as  we  ever  have  been, 
willing  to  make  all  necessary  sacrifices  for  tlie  common 
good,  not  merely  because  a  system  may  promote  their  pe- 
culiar interest,  but  from  their  elevated  principles  and  dis- 
interested spirit,  which  ever  had,  and  ever  would,  he 
hoped,  continue  to  animate  them.  The  gentleman  wishes 
the  subject  investigated;  I  say  amen;  let  it  be  done,  and 
the  more  it  is  investigated,  the  stronger,  in  m^  opinion, 
will  be  the  conviction  of  the  propriety  of  fostering  manu- 
factures in  the  bosom  of  our  own  country.  Mr.  B.  said  he 
would  admit  tliat,  in  curing  provisions  for  a  southern 
market,  alum  salt  was  necessary;  but  for  all  domestic  pur- 
poses the  other  kind  was  preferable.  He  must  be  per- 
mitted to  say  that  as  he  was  a  farmer  himself,  and  residing 
in  the  midst  of  farmers,  whose  interests  and  sentiments  he 
was  intimately  acquainted  with,  it  would  be  reasonable  to 
suppose  that  he  had  more  practical  knowledge  upon  the 
subject  than  his  colleague,  whose  location  and  pursuits 
were  better  calculated  for  speculative  and  theoretical 
conclusions,  which,  however  plausible  on  paper,  were 
delusive;  and  he  must  take  leave  to  say  that  the  gentle- 
man was  deceived  in  his  views.  That  gentleman  uaes 
perhaps  one  barrel  of  salt  annually,  while  I  use,  aaid 
Mr.  B.,  twelve  or  fifteen.  [Mr.  BENTON  said  he 
did  not  count  his  salt.]  Very'  well,  said  Mr.  BUCKNER, 
the  gentleman  does  not  count  his  salt;  but,  sir,  I,  who  have 
to  work  hard  for  it,  am  obliged  to  count  mine.  He  com- 
plains loudly  of  the  oppressive  duty  on  his  barrel,  while 
lam  perfectly  satisfied  with  the  duty  on  my  twelve.  The 
only  difference  of  interest  on  this  article,  said  Mr.  B.,  if 
any,  will  be  found  to  be  in  favor  of  the  West,  not  against  it; 
and  the  people  of  the  West  are  generally  of  that  opinion. 
Mr.  B.  repeated  he  was  from  a  farming  district,  was  of 
that  employ nient  himself,  was  surrounded  by  fellow-citizens 
of  the  same  class,  the  immediate  charge  of  whose  inte- 
rests was  entrustx:d  Xm  his  care.  If  his  colleague,  instead* 
of  introducing  theoretical  resolutions  and  learned  quutu- 
tions  from  Prince  Talleyrand  to  prove  that  the  North 
Americans  were  the  heaviest  taxed  people  in  the  world, 
would  go  out  among  the  farmers  of  the  West,  and  get  a 
little  practical  knowledge,  he  would  be  more  likely  to  ad- 
vance their  interests.  He  would  like  to  see  the  gentle- 
man go  among  the  farmei-s  of  the  West,  and  try  to  persuade 
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tbem  that  they  were  injured  and  oppressed,  snd  borne 
down  with  burdens— that  they  were  taxed  like  slaves; 
wbj,  air,  they  would  laugh  him  in  the  &ce;  the  very  chil- 
dren would  Uugfa  at  it     The  Western  people  never  were 
more  prosperous  or  more  flourishinr  than  thev  are  now; 
they  want  nothing  to  promote  their  happiness  but  appro* 
priatioDs  for  purposes  of  internal  improvement,  to  hcili- 
tate  thor  intercourse  with  the  different  sections  of  the 
country.     If  the  gentleman,  instead  of  repealing  a  paltry 
duty  of  a  cent  or  two  per  bushel  on  salt,  whicn  the 
people  feel  not,  nor  care  for,  had  proposed  a  measure 
calculated  to  remove  the  obstructions  m  the  Mississippi, 
MisKMiri,  and  other  Western  rivers,  or  some  mode  to  con- 
struct a  railroad  from  some  proper  point  on  the  river, 
say  from  Cape  Girardeau  or  Herculaneum,  to  Potosi,  the 
heart  of  the  mineral  country,  by  an  appropriation  of  the 
public  lands,  or  otherwise  to  ftcilitate  navintion  and 
mtercourse,  tiiis  would  have  come  home  to  their  feelings, 
and  have  been  worth  all  the  trouble  that  he  has  taken 
about  a  few  cents  difference  in  the  price  of  alum  salt 
Mr.  B.  said  that  he  spoke  the  sentiments  of  his  fellow- 
citizens  when  he  said  this;  and  he  would  bare  his  bosom 
to  meet  the  result  of  their  response  to  the  opinion,  while 
be  proclaimed  that  this  was  the  true  interest  of  the  peo- 
ple of  Missouri.     The  gentleman  bad  iJluded  to  the 
practice  of  the  English  Parliament  with  regard  to  tliis 
subject,  and  seemed  to  infer  that  we  must  do  the  same. 
Sir,  this  is  not  an  En^ish  Pitrliament;  it  is  an  American 
Senate ;  and  it  is  a  weU  known  principle  of  legislation,  that 
what  is  the  interest  of  our  country  does  not,  of  coarse, 
become  the  interest  of  another;  in  particular,  when  dif- 
ferently tttuated,  with  different  institutions  and  opposite 
principles  of  Government.     Because  the  British  Parlia^ 
ment  have  adopted  a  certain  course  of  proceeding,  it  does 
not  follow  that  the  American  Senate  and  people  must  fol- 
low their  steps.     Our  duty  is  to  proceed  m  a  manner  suit- 
able to  the  feelings  and  interests  of  the  American  people; 
not  those  of  the  subjecU  of  tlie  King  of  Great  Britain, 
whose  feelings  and  interests  may  be,  and  no  doubt  are, 
very  different  on  this  subject.     S'u*,  said  Mr.  B.,  this  doc- 
trine is  most  obnoxious  to  the  people  of  the  Western 
country.     The  gentleman  asks  leave  to  introduce  this 
testimony,  because  the  evidence  of  the  letter  alluded  to 
was  before  them.     Mr.  B.  sud,  if  he  thoup^ht  the  interests 
of  any  rendered  it  necessary,  he  certainly  should  not 
object;  but  until  he  learned  that  tA business  could  not  be 
well  done  without  it,  or  that  the  committee  had  not  power 
already  to  obtain  all  the  information  required,  he  should 
not  vote  for  it     There  wasno  rule  or  onler  of  the  Senate 
to  prevent  the  gentleman  from  lading  all  the  information 
in  his  possession  before  the  committee;  and  if  he  thought 
the  interests  of  his  constituents  required  it,  he  was  in 
duty  bound  to  do  so.     He  would  be  the  first  to  require 
the  ummaittee  to  examine  into  any  information  or  facts 
which  might  be  offered.     Mr.  B.  said  he  would  appeaj 
to  the  country  to  say  whether  he  had  manifested  any  dis- 
position to  shut  out  facts  or  stifle  investigation;  or  whe- 
ther tliere  was  any  difference  of  principle  between  the 
case  of  directly  presenting,  or  referring  evidence  to  a  com- 
nittee  by  permission  of  the  Senate.     As  this  power  now 
existed,  be  could  see  no  necesnty  fbr  the  measure  pro- 
posed.    He  certainly  did  not  wish  to  shut  out  any  light, 
nor  wss  he  wilUng  to  prevent  inquiry;  and  if  the  neces- 
sary information  could  not  be  obtained  without  this  mea- 
Mire,  he  would  vote  for  its  adoption. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  were 
ready  to  take  up  the  whole  subject  of  the  tariff,  but  the 
genUeman  from  Missouri  required  that  they  should  pro- 
ceed with  his  fiivorite  articles  alone.  Tills  was  what  Mr. 
C.  objected  to.  He  was  opposed  to  a  partial  investi^- 
tioo  of  the  subject  If,  therefore,  it  was  proper  to  reqUire 
the  committee  to  pursue  the  course  proposed  in  regard 
to  salt,  it  was  equally  proper  in  regard  to  other  branches 


of  home  manufacture.  He  renewed  the  motion  to  lay  the 
proposition  on  the  table;  which  motion  prevailed;  when 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  executive 
business;  and,  after  some  time  spent  therein, 

Adjourned  to  Monday. 

MOITDAT,  jAVVARr  30. 

BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

Mr.  WILKINS  presented  certain  resolutions  of  the 
president  and  directors  of  the  Bank  of  Pittsburg,  in  fiivor 
of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  and  urging  a  renewal  of 
its  charter. 

Mr.  W.  observed  that  the  resolutions,  while  they  bore 
testimony  to  the  liberality  of  a  State  bank,  also  afforded 
evidence  of  the  utility  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States, 
in  estabhshinga  sound  currency,  and  exercising  a  salutary 
control  over  the  State  banks,  always  accommodating  spe- 
cie-paying banks,  and  restraining  the  issue  of  a  spurious 
or  unsound  currency.  He  moved  that  they  be  printed, 
and  referred  to  the  special  committee  on  the  memorial  of 
the  United  States*  bank;  which  was  agreed  to. 

THE  TAfUFF. 

The  special  order  of  the  day,  being  the  resolution  of- 
fered by  Mr.  Clat  for  the  reduction  and  repeal  of  cer> 
tain  duties,  was  taken  up.  The  question  being  upon  Mr. 
Hatkx's  motion  to  amend, 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  MaryUnd,  rose,  and  addressed  the  Sen- 
ate as  follows:  I  make  no  apology,  Mr.  President,  said  he, 
for  approaching  affe.  It  will,  however,  admonish  me  to 
take  up  as  little  of  the  time  of  the  Senate  as  the  important 
subject  under  consideration  will  admit. 

We  have  arrived  at  a  crius.  Yes,  Mr.  President,  at  a 
crisis  more  appalling  than  a  day  of  battle.  I  adjure  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures  to  pause—to  reflect  on  the 
dissatisfliction  of  all  the  South.  South  CaroUna  has  ex- 
pressed itself  strongly  against  the  tariff  of  1828— stronger 
than  the  other  States  are  willing  to  speak.  But,  rir,  the 
whole  of  the  South  feel  deeply  the  oppression  of  that  ta- 
riff. In  this  respect,  there  is  no  difference  of  opinion.  The 
Soutli — ^the  whole  Southern  States— all,  consider  itas  op- 
pressive. They  have  not  yet  spoken;  but  when  tney  do 
speak,  it  will  be  with  a  voice  that  will  not  unplore,  but 
will  demand  redress.  How  much  better,  then,  to  grant 
redress?  How  much  better  that  the  Comnuttee  on  Manu- 
&cturesheal  the  wound  which  has  been  inflicted?  ^J^^t 
nothing  that  shall  injure  the  manufiM:turer.  1  on|fiiAint 
justice. 

I  am,  Mr.  President,  one  of  the  few  survivors  of  those 
who  fought  in  tiie  war  of  the  revolution.  We  then  tha|f  ht 
we  fought  for  liberty — for  equal  rights.  We  fought  a|tthst 
taxation,  the  proceeds  of  which  were  for  the  benefit  of 
others.  Where  is  the  difference,  if  the  people  are  t<^*« 
taxed  by  the  manufacturers  or  by  any  others?  I  say  i^  ^ 
nufacturers— «nd  why  do  I  say  so?  When  the  Senate 
met,  there  was  a  strong  disposition  with  all  parties  to  ame-^. 
liorate  the  tariff  of  1828;  but  I  now  see  a  change,  whi<4p!l^ 
makes  me  almost  despair  of  any  thin^  effectual  being  ac- 
complished. Even  tne  small  concessions  made  by  the  Se- 
nator from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat,]  have  been  reprobated 
by  the  lobby  members,  the  agents  of  the  manufacturers. 
1  am  told  they  have  put  their  fiat  on  any  change  whatever, 
and  hence,  as  a  consequence,  tiie  change  in  the  course 
and  language  of  gentlemen,  which  almost  precludes  all 
hope.  Those  interested  men  hang  on  the  Committee  on 
Manufactures  like  an  incubus.  I  say  to  th^t  committee, 
depend  upon  your  own  good  judgments— survey  the  whole 
subject  as  politicians — discard  sectional  interests,  and  study 
only  the  common  weal — act  with  these  views,  and  thus 
relieve  the  oppressions  of  the  South. 

I  have  ever,  Mr.  President,  supported  the  interest  of 
manufactures,  as  far  as  it  could  be  done  incidentally.    I 
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supported  the  late  Mr.  Lowndes's  bill  of  1816.  I  was  a 
member  of  his  committee,  and  that  bill  protected  the  ma- 
nufactures sufficiently,  except  bar  iron.  Mr.  Lowndes 
had  reported  fifteen  dollars  per  ton.  The  House  reduced 
it  to  nine  dollars  per  ton.  That  act  enabled  the  manufactu- 
rers to  exclude  importations  of  certain  articles.  The  hat- 
ters carry  on  their  business  by  their  sons  and  apprentices, 
and  few,  if  any,  hat|  are  now  imported.  Large  quantities 
are  exported,  and  preferred.  All  articles  of  leather,  irom 
tanned  side  to  the  finest  harness  or  saddle,  have  been  ex- 
cluded from  importation;  and  why?  Because  the  business 
is  conducted  by  their  own  hard  hands,  their  own  labor, 
and  they  are  now  heavily  taxed  by  the  tariff  of  1828,  to 
enable  the  rich  to  enter  into  the  manufactures  of  the  coun- 
try. Yes,  sir,  I  say  the  rich,  who  entered  into  tlie-  busi- 
ness after  the  act  of  1824,  which  proved  to  be  a  mushroom 
affur,  and  many  of  them  suffered  severely.  The  act  of 
1816,  1  repeat,  gave  all  the  protection  that  was  necessary 
or  proper,  under  which  the  industrious  and  frugal  com- 
pletely succeeded.  But,  sir,  the  capitalist  who  had  invest- 
ed his  capital  in  manufactures,  was  not  to  be  satisfied  with 
ordinary  profit,  and  therefore  the  act  of  1828. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  (Mr.  Clat]  says  that  a 
progressive  decrease  of  duties  is  a  slow  poison,  and  yet 
that  Senator  swallowed  the  poison  in  the  act  of  1816,  in 
the  article  of  cotton,  and  I  have  never  heard  that  it  has 
done  him  much  injury.  He  has  also  swallowed  the  poison 
in  the  act  of  1824,  where  the  duties  are  progressive,  rais* 
ing  them  annually.  Are  they  to  be  understood  to  be  less 
poisonous  by  a  progressive  increase  than  a  proeressive 
decrease?  The  South  considers  tlie  progressive  increase 
as  the  most  deleterious,  The  handicraft-man — the  black- 
smith— the  whitestnith — the  workers  of  the  bar  iron,  are  all 
cruelly  oppressed  by  the  heavy  duty  on  that  all-important 
article.  Give  tliem  the  raw  niaterial  as  cheap  as  it  is  re- 
ceived by  the  British  workmen,  and  tliey  will  ask  for  no 
protection:  tliey  will  depend  on  their  own  hands,  and  on 
those  of  their  sons  and  apprentices.  They  are  not  heard. 
Why  ?  They  are  not  rich—they  must  be  sacrificed  to  the 
rich  iron  master,  whose  business  is  more  profitable  than 
that  of  any  other  in  the  Union.  I  forbear  going  further 
into  tl>is  subject  at  this  time.  I  reserve  my  further  re- 
marks until  the  subject  shall  be  presented  in  a  tangible 
shape — in  a  bill;  when  I  trust  I  shall  be  able  to  show  that 
the  act  .of  1828  is  highly  injurious  to  the  interest  of  the 
manufacturer.  If  you  intend  that  this  country  shall  be  a 
manufacturing  country,  you  must  give  the  manufacturers 
the  ra^  material  (as  England  does)  free  of  duty,  or  with 
very  light  duty.  While  you  tax  them  high,  as  you  do  with 
imposts  on  hemp,  wool,  fiax,  and  bar  iron,  you  afford 
thein  no  efficient  protection  by  your  minimum  and  exces- 
sive duties. 

I  rise,  Mr.  President,  principally  with  an  intention  of 
^  ^(^owing  the  Senator  [Mr.  Clay]  in  the  view  taken  by 
l^  in  relation  to  the  financial  operations  of  the  Govern- 
ment since  the  adoption  of  the  constitution.  It  is  neccs- 
jj^^sary  to  take  this  extensive  review,  in  order  to  a  full  un- 
'^4derstandingof  this  important  matter.  In  it,  I  shall  probably 
be  obliged  to  differ  somewhat  from  him  on  some  points, 
which  have  unintentionally  escaped  his  observation,  but 
which  are,  nevertlieless,  veiy  material  to  the  subject  un- 
der consideration,  and  will  endeavor  to  show  that  he  has 
thrown  unmerited  censure  on  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury, arising,  I  must  presume,  fi-om  the  fact,  that  the  ex- 
istence of  the  act  of  Congress  of  the  24tli  April,  1830,  was 
entirely  unknown  to  him,  [Mr.  Clay.]  Before  I  arrive 
at  that  part  of  my  argument,  1  deem  it  necessary  to  g^ 
back,  and  trace  the  public  debt  from  tlie  establishment 
of  the  funding  system,  in  which  review  I  hope  the  Senate 
will  indulge  me. 

In  the  year  1790,  the  fur.ding  system  was  created.  It 
authorized  stock  to  be  delivered  to  each  creditor  of  the 
Government  to  the  amount  of  the  debt  due  to  him,  two- 


thirds  thereof  bearing  interest  of  six  per  cent,  from  a  cex^ 
tain  date,  and  one-third  remuning  free  from  interest  until 
ten  years  thereafter,  commonly  called  the  deferred  debt. 
It  also  authorized  stock  to  be  issued  for  the  amount  of  in- 
terest due  to  each  creditor,  on  an  interest  of  three  per 
cent,  which  stock  was  not  to  be  redeemed  at  any  price 
less  than  the  par  value  thereof.     For  the  payment  of  these 
several  species  of  stock,  the  public  domain,  and  the  balan- 
ces in  the  treasury  arising  from  duties  on  imports  and  ton- 
nage, (after  paying  the  expenses  of  Government,)  were 
pledged.     In  the  year  1791,  a.law  was  passed,  which  cre- 
ated a  sinking  fund.     It  provided  that  eight  per  ^nt.  per 
annum  should  be  paid  in  quarter-yearly  payments  to  the 
holders  of  tht  six  per  cent,  stock,  (on  which  interest  was 
payable,)  by  which  system  six  dollars  was  applicable  to  the 
interest  in  the  first  year,'  and  two  dollars  towards  the  prin- 
cipal of  the  debt  every  year  thereafter.     The  payment  for 
interest  annually  lessened,  and  that  of  principal  annually- 
increased,     lliis  system  was  not  matenally  changed  until 
the  year  1802,  when  Congress  passed  an  act  appropriat- 
ing the  sum  of  7,300,000  dollars  to  be  applied  to  the  pay- 
ment of  the  interest  and  principal  of  the  public  debt,  in- 
cluding the  pavment  for  loans  previously  made,  and  for 
aiw  loan  that  might  hereafter  be  made.     In  the  year  1803, 
a  further  sum  of  seven  hundred  thousand  dollars  was  added 
to  tliat  fund,  making  the  whole  sinking  fund  amount  to 
the  sum  of  eight  millions  of  dollars.     This  additional  sum 
was  intended  to  meet  and  extinguish  the  debt  created  by 
the  purchase  of  Louiaana.     No  material  alteration  was 
made  respecting  the  sinking  fund,  until  the  whole  of  the 
debt  (three  per  cent,  excepted)  was  nearly  or  finally 
extingfuished.     In  1806,  a  law  was  passed,  which  autho- 
rized the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  purchase  the  three 
per  cents.,  provided  they  could  be  obtained  at  sixty  per 
cent.     A  portion  of  this  stock  was  (I  believe)  redeemed. 
In  1807,  an  exchange  of  old  for  new  stock  was  proposed, 
on  certain  terms,  which,  however,  was  of  but  little  conse- 
quence, further  than  that  it  contributed  to  facilitate  the 
payment  of  the  public  debt.     In  1817,  an  act  passed  «« to 
provide  for  the  redemption  of  the  public  debt,"  which 
had  been  created  by  the  war.     This  act  appropriated,  an- 
nually, the  sum  often  millions  of  dollars,  to  be  applied  by 
the  commissioners  of  the  sinking  fund  to  the  payment  of 
the  interest  and  the  extinguishment  of  the  principal  of  the 
public  debt;  and  it  de^red  that  any  surplus  which  might 
remain  in  the  treasur]^%eyond  the  sum  of  two  millions  of 
dollars,  afl«r  the  payment  of  the  expenditures  of  the  Go- 
vernment, should  be  applied  to  the  payment  of  the  pubUc 
debt.     Two  millions  were  thus  reserved  to  meet  any  ex- 
traordinary exigency  which  might  arise,  and  to  provide 
for  any  unforeseen  demands  on  the  treasury.  It  was  deem- 
ed advisable  to  nuike  it  legal  for  the  treasury  to  retain  a 
certun  sum,  rather  than  to  permit  the  course  which  had 
been  previously  pursued  witliout  any  legal  authority;  for 
it  was  shown  by  two  reports  from  the'  Secretary  of  tlie 
Treasui'y,  that  one  million  of  doHars  had  been  annually 
reserved  for  the  purpose  of  providing  for  any  extraordi- 
nary demands  on  the  treasury,  which  sum  had  been  re- 
tained in  the  treasury  without  any  legal  authority.     The 
authority  to  retain  the  two  millions,  (as  I  have  reported  to 
the  Senate  on  a  former  occasion,)  had  seldom  been  exer- 
cised.    In  1827,  the  Committee  on  Finance  reported  a  bill 
to  reduce  the  two  millions  thus  retained  to  one  million. 
The  bill  did  not  receive  the  sanction  of  tlie  Senate.     In 
1828,  the  Senator  from  Blissduri  [Mr.  Bzhtos]  presented 
a  bill,  on  leave,  to  repeal  the  4th  section  of  the  act  of 
1817,  "  to  provide  for  the  redemption  of  the  public  debt,** 
which  would  have  deprived  the  treasury  of  the  whole  two 
millions  held  in  reserve  for  exigency.     This  proposition 
was  rejected.     The  same  Senator,  in  1829,  submitted  a 
resolution  for  the  purpose  of  repealing  so  much  of  the  act 
referred  to,  as  authorized  the  retention  of  the  two  millions 
in  the  treasury,  which  resolution  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
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ttittee  on  Finance,  and  reported  against  by  that  commit- 
tee, as  inexpedient  to  be  adopted  at  that  sesaion,  for  rea- 
sons expcesaed  in  the  report. 

I  now,  Mr.  President,  have  arrived  at  the  principal 
point  of  mj  argument.  In  the  year  1830,  the  Committee 
on  Finance  deemed  that  the  time  had  now  arrived,  at  which 
the  treasury  might  safely  dispense  with  the  reserved  two 
miUioiis,  and  that  authority  should  be  g^ven  for  the  pur- 
chase of  the  pubtic  debt  with  this  sum;  and  they  accord- 
ingly presented  a  bill,  which  passed  into  a  law  on  the  24th 
April,  1830.  I  will  read  the  fiftt  and  second  sections  of 
that  law: 

"Sac.  I.  Be  it  maded  by  the  Senate  and  Hmue  of  R^ 
preseniaiives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  as- 
itmbied.  That  whenever,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  the  state  of  the  treasury  will  admit  of  the 
application  of  a  greater  sum  than  ten  millions  of  dollan, 
in  any  one  year,  to  the  payment  of  interest  and  charges, 
and  to  the  reimbursement  or  purchase  of  the  principiu  of 
the  public  debt,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  him,  with  the  appro- 
bation of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  to  cause  such 
surplus  to  be  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  commissioners 
of  the  anking  fund,  and  the  same  shall  be  applied  by  them 
to  the  reimbursement  or  purchase  of  the  principal  of  the 
public  debt  at  such  times  as  the  state  of  the  treasury  will 
best  admit. 

«•  Sac.  2.  Jnd  be  it  further  enacted^  That  whenever,  m 
any  year,  there  shall  be  a  surplus  in  the  sinkin?  fund, 
bqrond  the  amount  of  interest  and  principal  of  the  debt 
which  Diay  be  actually  due  and  payable  by  the  United 
States  in  such!v%ar,  in  conformity  with  their  en^a^ments, 
it  riiaU  be  lawful  for  the  commissioners  of  the  sinlung  fund 
to  apply  such  surplus  to  the  purchase  of  anv  portion  of 
the  public  debt,  at  such  rates  as,  in  tlieir  opinion,  may  be 
advantageous  to  the  United  States;  anv  thing  in  any  act  of 
CoQgTcas  to  tlie  contrary  notwithstanding." 

The  first  section  vests  in  the  commissioners  of  the  nnk- 
ing  fund  ample  authority  to  direct  that  «  any  surplus  that 
may  remain  in  the  treasury  shall  be  applied  by  them  to 
the  reimbursement  or  purchase  of  the  principal  of  the 
public  debt."  No  exception  is  contained  m  this  section  in 
relation  to  the  purchase  of  the  three  per  cents,  or  to  any 
other  part  of  the  public  debt.  This  provision  of  the  bill 
authorizes^the  purchase  of  every  description  of  debt  due 
by  the  Government.  The  second  section  removes  every 
doubt  which  might  remain  on  this  point  in  the  mind  of 
any  gentleman.  It  distinctly  declares  that  ••  it  shall  be 
lawful  for  the  commissioners  of  the  sinking  fund  to  apply 
such  surplus  to  the  purchase  of  any  portion  of  the  public 
debt." 

The  commissioners  have  considered  the  law  to  be  im- 
perative, and,  in  consequence,  tliey  have  redeemed  the 
seven  millions  of  stock  deposited  in  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States.  The  present  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  informs 
us  that  it  is  intended  to  purcliase  or  redeem  the  three  per 
cents.  To  that  intention  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Clat]  objects.  He  says,  "  I  cannot  tliink,  and  I  should 
suppose  Congress  can  hardly  believe,  with  the  Secretanr 
of  the  Treasury,  that  it  would  be  wise  to  pay  off  a  stock 
of  thirteen  millions,  entitling  its  holders  to  but  three  per 
cent.,  with  a  capital  of  thirteen  millions,  worth  an  interest 
of  ax  per  cent  In  other  words,  to  take  from  the  pockets 
of  the  people  two  dollars  to  pay  one  in  the  hands  of  the 
stockholders."  This  language  is  intended  for  eifect,  and 
has  doubtless  operated  on  the  minds  of  some  Senators 
who  may  have  been  unacquainted  with  the  act  of  1830,  to 
which  I  have  referred,  and  of  which  even  the  Senator 
fit)m  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat]  seems  to  have  lost  sight.  That 
Senator  seems  to  think  that  the  payment  of  the  three  per 
cents,  b  a  project  originating  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury.  Such,  however,  is  not  the  fact.  .  It  was  the 
projectof  Congress,  who  passed  the  act  of  1830,  at  which 
hme  the  present  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  was  in  England. 


The  Secretary,  therefore,  acts  only  in  obedience  to  the 
law.     He  dare  not  act  otherwise,  and  must  pay  the  three 
per  cents.,  unless  the  act  be  repealed.   If  repealed,  what 
would  be  our  ntuation?    The  report  of  tlie  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  at  the  present  session  of  Congress  conveys 
more  information  in  relation  to  the  financial  concerns  of  the 
Government^  tlian  any  previous  treasury  report  which  I 
have  seen.    It  is  clearly  expressed,  and  easily  understood 
by  all  who  have  any  knowledge  of  the  subject.     It  con- 
tains no  ambig^ty;  on  the  contrary,  it  frankly  and  openly 
declares  the  views  and  plans  of  the  writer,  and  submits 
them  boldly  to  the  consideration  of  Cong^ress.     The  plans 
of  the  Secretaiy,  as  expressed  in  the  report,  meet  my 
entire  approbation,  and  shall  have  my  cordial  support. 
The  report  states,  and  very  correctly,  too,  tliat  there  will 
remain  in  the  treasury,  in  the  present  year,  (1832,)  a  sum 
exceeding  fourteen  millions  of  dollars,  applicable  to  the 
payment  of  the  principal  of  the  debt.     He  also  correctly 
states,  as  I  shall  hereafter  show,  that,  with  the  particular 
exception  pf  the  three  per  cents.,  there  is  pa^ble,  in  this 
year,  a  sum  less  than  $4,000,000.     Well,  sir,  there  w'dl 
tlien  remain  in  the  treasuir  $10,000,000  inapplicable  (ex- 
cept to  the  redemption  of  the  three  per  cents.)  to  any 
object.     Is  this  lai^  amount  to  remam  dormant,  losing 
interest  >    Or  shall  it  be  applied  as  the  act  of  1830  has 
directed^    The  several  sinkmg  fund  acts  place  all  the 
pubUc  debt  on  the  saine  footing,  and,  therefore,  whenever 
the  treasury  has  the  means,  it  must  apply  them  to  the  re- 
imbursement of  the  three  per  cents.,  in  common  with  the 
other  Government  stocks.     The  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
[Mr.  Clat,]  aware  of  the  dilemma,  insinuates  that  the 
Secretary  has  erred  in  supposing  that  there  .will  be  a  sur- 
plus of  fourteen  millions.     The  Senator  has  reasoned  as 
most  gentlemen  will  do  who  are  not  fully  informed,  or 
have  not  carefully  examined  the  subject.  He  has  said  that 
the  importations  of  1831  have  been  unusually  great;  that 
those  of  1832  w'dl,  in  consequence,  be  greatly  reduced; 
and,  in  this  particular,  I  think  he  is  correct;  but  the  Se- 
nator seems  to  infer  that  the  receipts  at  the  treasury  will 
not  amount  to  the  sum  reported,  (fourteen  millions.)    In 
this  supposition,  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky is  entirely  wrong.    The  receipts  in  1832  have  little 
connenon  with  the  importations  of  that  year;  perhaps  one- 
quarter  of  the  duties  which  accrue  in  1832  may  be  receiv- 
ed into  the  treasury  during  tliat  year.     But  there  is  a 
difference  between  revenue  accruing,  and  money  ac- 
tually received  into  the  treasury.     The  Secretary  predi- 
cates his  report  on  bonds  taken  for  duties  which  accrued 
in  1831,  and  which,  from  the  usual  credits  given,  are  pay- 
able in  1832.     In  this  matter,  therefore,  he  cannot  be 
mistaken.     He  has  a  list  of  the  bonds  before  him.     The 
Senate  may,  therefore,  rest  satisfied  that  the  sum  stated 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  of  fourteen  millions  of 
dollars,  will  remain  in  the  treasury,  as  expressed  in  the 
report;  and  tliat  t'here  will  be  ten  millions  of  dollars  inap- 
plicable to  any  other  object  tlian  the  redemption  of  the 
three  per  cents.,  unless  applied  to  the  purchase  of  the 
stock  payable  in  1833  and  1835.  I  trust  I  have  satisfied  the 
Senate  that  no  censure  can  attach  to  Uie  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  for  tlic  expression  of  his  intention  to  pay  off  the 
three  per  cents.;  that,  in  so  doing,  he  simply  performed 
an  act  of  duty,  in  compliance  with  existing  laws. 

The  sale  of  the  bank  stock  for  the  purpose  of  paying 
the  debt  is  objected  to.  I  propose  to  take  notice  of  it 
merely  as  a  financial  measure.  The  principal  considera- 
tions by  which  the  proposition  to  sell  the  stock  is  recom- 
mended, are  those  connected  with  the  public  interests, 
with  the  liberation  of  the  country  from  debt,  and  with  all 
the  consequences  arising  from  such  a  state  of  things. 

The  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  gfocs  upon 
the  supposition  that,  on  these  rounds,  the  Government 
cannot  be  resembled  Xo  an  individual  dealing  with  his 
stocks  for  the  purpose  of  the  greatest  pecuniary  profit;  and 
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that  the  general  advantages  of  a  sale,  and  the  consequences, 
are  more  than  equivalent  to  those  of  a  mere  stockholder. 

But,  as  a  mere  financial  and  money  operation,  the 
scheme  of  the  report  is  absolutely  profitable. 

It  will  be  perceived  by  the  report,  that  the  ordinary 
means  of  the  Government  will,  by  tne  1st  of  January,  1833, 
pay  off  all  the  debt,  excepting  #10,302,686,  which  it  is 
proposed  to  reimburse  on  or  before  the  3d  March,  1833; 
consequently,  the  sale  of  the  bank  stock,  and  the  applica- 
tion of  the  proceeds,  must  be  considered  as  taking  place 
at  that  time.  Such  appears  to  me,  ilr.  President,  the 
obvious  scheme  of  the  report 

The  authority  asked  in  relation  to  the  Government  stock 
in  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  is  to  sell  that  stock  at  a 
sum  not  less  than  $8,000,000,  and  not  absolutely  to  the 
bank,  but  only  in  the  event  that  it  will  give  more  than  can 
be  obtained  in  any  other  manner,  or  from  any  ofther  source. 
Under  a  general  authority,  there  is  a  reasonable  probabi- 
lity tliat  a  portion  of  the  stock  may  be  exchanged  on  ad- 
vantageous terms  for  the  three  per  cents. ;  a  proposition 
for  more  than  a  million  has  been  already  made  to  exchange 
at  their  respective  value  in  the  market 

I  will  assume,  however,  that  the  stock  be  sold  at 
eight  millions  of  dollars,  which  is  about  fifteen  per  cent, 
advance,  and  which  mav  be  considered  as  a  fair  price, 
when  we  take  into  consideration  the  question  of  the  re- 
newal of  the  charter,  and  the  effect  ofthis  b  conclusively 
shown  by  calculating  the  value  of  the  stock  to  the  Govern- 
ment if  it  retained  it  during  the  whole  term  of  the  charter, 
and  comparing  it  with  the  amount  of  sale  and  saving  of 
interest  on  the  three  per  cents. 
One  share  of  bank  stock,  with  three  years'  in- 
terest, seven  percent,  per  annum,  would  be 
worth,  on  the  3d  March,  1836,  -        -        -  $131  00 
If  sold  on  3d  March,  1833,  at  fifteen  per  cent    -    115  00 

Apparent  loss,  --        -        --        -        600 

But,  in  the  first  case,  the  United  Stktes  would 
have  pud  three  years'  interest  on  $100  of 
three  per  cents,  amounting  to,   -        -        -        9  00 

Thus  showing  an  actual  gun  on  each  $100,  by 

the  proposed  operation,  of         -        -        -      $3  00 
The  same  result  will  appear,  by  stating  it  in  the  aggre- 
gate, thus: 
The  stock  of  Government  in  the  bank  being, 

at  par, $7,000,000 

Add  the  interest  at  seven  per  cent  from  3d 
March,  1833,  tothe3d  March,  1836,  being 
three  years, 1,470,000 

if,  therefore,  we  should  fell  the  Government 
stock  on  3d  March,  1833,  instead  of  keep- 
ing it,  at 8,000,000 

We' should  incur  an  apparent  loss  of      -  470,000 

But  if  the  stock  be  retained,  the  United 
States  would  pay  three  years'  interest  on 
$8,000,000  of  three  per  cent,  stock, 
amounting  to« 720,000 

Thus  showing  an  actual  gun  by  the  opera- 
tion, of $250,000 

It  is  true,  Mr.  President,  that  the  stock  will  be  worth 
much  more,  if  the  charter  should  be  renewed;  but,  by 
this  proposition,  we  get  as  much  for  it  as  will  pay  off  the 
public  debt 

Besides  the  objection  to  the  proprietary  interest  of  the 
Ciovernraent  in  the  bank,  it  ought  to  be  observed  that, 
should  the  charter  be  renewe(^  the  Government  may 
always  amply  indemnify  itself  agunst  loss,  in  the  premium 
for  the  new  charter. 

I  nowproeeed,  Mr.  President,  to  present  a  brief  statement 
of  the  mnded  debt,  that  the  Senate  may  have  the  sub- 


ject fully  before  them.  I  purposely  omit  the  unfunded 
debtof  thirty-nine  thousand  three  hundred  and  fifty-five 
dollars,  which  may  never  be  called  for. 

Debt  redeemdbk  in  1832. 

3    per  cents. $13,396,626 

5    per  cents,  of  1822 

(exchanged)  ...  $  18,901 
4i  per  cents,  of  1824  -  -  1,739,524 
4^  per  cents,  of  1824 

(exchanged)  -        -       2,227,363 

3.985,788 


Redeemable: 
On  the  Slat  Dec.  1832, 
On  the  3l8t  Dec.  1833, 


$2,227,363 
4,735,296 


$17,282,414 


6,962,659 


Total  of  funded  debt,  -        -        $24,245,073 

Estimated  receipts  for  1832,      $30, 100,000 
Old  balance  in  the  treasury,  1,208,276 


Deduct  probable  expenses,         13,365,202 
Deduct  unsatisfied  appropria- 
tions,       -        -        -        -        3,423,525 


Interest  on  the  public  debt. 


31,308,276 


16,788,727 

14,519,549 
500,000 


Amount  applicable  to  the  public  debt,  14,019,549 

Amounts  or4i  and  5  per  cents.,  redeeemable 
in  1832,         ....       ^        -        3,985,788 


$10,033,761 


There  will  then  remain  of  the  public  debt, 
Payable  31st  Dec.  1833,        -    $2,227,363 

Do.     31st  Dec.  1835,        -      4,735,296 
3  per  cents.  -        •        -      3,262,863 

: $10,225,522 

being  the  amount  of  the  debt  remaining  unpaid  on  the  1st 
January,  1833.  The  amount  of  three  per  cents,  which 
will  then  be  unpaid,  will  somewhat  exceed  three  millions; 
and  they  must  be  first  P^id,  because  the  other  remaining 
stock  will  not  be  inunediately  payable. 

This  inconsiderable  amount  or  debt  remuning  unpaid, 
may  be  exting^shed  either  by  a  sale  of  the  bank  stock,  aa 
proposed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  which  I 
approve,  or,  if  this  course  should  not  be  adopted  by  Con- 
gress, then  this  debt  can  be  redeemed  by  the  sale  of  the 
public  lands,  or  by  an  extension  of  the  time  for  the  reduc- 
tion and  repeal  of  import  duties  to  the  30th  June,  1833. 
I  feel  almost  confident  that,  if  we  adopt  the  course  I  liave 
here  proposed,  the  whole  amount  of  pubfic  debt  may  be 
discharged  in  that  year,  except  the  small  amount  due  in 
1835,  which  also  may  be  redeemed,  if  the  holders  of  the 
stock  due  in  that  vear  wUl  seU  it. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat]  supposes 
that  wc  ought  to  retun  a  revenue  of  eighteen  millions  of 
dollars.  [Here  Mr.  CLAY  explained.  He  said  that  he 
remarked  in  his  speech  that  eighteen  millions  might  now 
be  retained,  and  hereafter  to  be  reduced,  if  circum- 
stances would  |>ermit.]  To  which  I  replied  that  1  had 
not  read  the  printed  speech  of  the  Senator,  [Mr.  Clat,] 
but  was  amply  sustained  in  the  quotation  he  had  made,  by 
the  recollection  of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  [Mr. 
Hathx.]  Let  me  inquire  why,  and  for  what  purpose, 
the  eighteen  millions  should  now  be  retained.  The  an- 
nual expenses  of  Government,  hereafter,  ouffht  not  to 
exteed  thirteen  million  five  hundred  thousand  dollars;  and 
they  will  not,  probably,  exceed  twelve  million  five  hun- 
dred thousand  dollars.    The  miscellaneous  expenses  can- 
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not  excettd  those  of  preceding  yean;  on  the  contrary,  they 
win  not,  I  think,  amount  to  so  much.  The  Senator  may 
hare  two  objects  in  view,  when  he  proposes  so  latre  a 
rerenue.  The  one  may  be,  to  carry  into  effect  his  splen- 
did ideas  of  internal  improvement;  the  other,  lest  by  a 
reduction  of  the  revenue  below  eighteen  millions,  the  du- 
ties on  protected  articles  must  necessarily  be  reduced. 
In  relation  to  the  first  object,  I  presume  the  Senator  will 
not  expect  great  success  while  the  present  President  re- 
muns  in  office;  and  the  second  object  wiU,  certainly,  tend 
to  continue  the  dissatisfaction  which  now  prevaib,  in  a 
great  degree,  in  the  Southern  States,  and  which  might 
lead  to  consequences  too  serious  to  be  even  tlu>ugh^  of. 
1  do  not  hesitate  to  candidly  avow  my  opinion  respecting 
this  important  matter.  It  is  this:  the  revenue,  from  the 
customs,  ought  not  to  exceed  the  sum  of  thirteen  millions 
of  dollsn;  and  I  wouM  prefer  a  revenue  of  twelve  mil- 
lions. The  revenue  from  the  sale  of  the  public  lands,  1 
estimate  (taking  the  average  of  a  series  or  years)  at  two 
nullions,  and  the  bank  dividend  iiye  hqndred  thousand 
dollars.  This  latter  income  may  cease  in  a  few  years. 
The  thf-ee  items  which  I  have  enumerated,  would  produce 
a  gross  revenue  of  fifteen  million  five  hundred  tliousand 
dollars.  Deducting  from  this  sum- the  bank  dividend, 
there  will  remain  the  sum  of  fifteen  millions  of  dollars-*^ 
aflfording;  in  my  opinion,  a  surplus  sufiiciently  ample  ibr 
any  probable  extraordinary  exigency,  or  demand  on  the 
treasury,  which  could  possibly  arise.  If  the  revenue  from 
oistoms  could  be  reduced  to  twelve  millions  of  dol- 
lars, it  would  diminish  the  total  nett  revenue  to  four- 
teen million  five  hundred  thousand  dollars^  which  I  con- 
sider as  amply  sufficient.  Indeed,  I  feel  confident  tliat 
there  would  be  a  handsome  surplus  of  from  two  millions 
to  three  millions  per  annum,  which  might  be  applied  to 
the  more  rapid  completion  of  the  fortifications,  tlie  esta- 
blishment of  additional  arsenals,  and  other  objects  of  a 
national  character. 

The  Senator  [Mr.  Clat]  has  said  '*that  temporary 
causes  may  exact  a  reluctant  acquiescence  from  the  peo- 
ple of  the  West,  in  the  suspension  of  appropriations  to 
objects  of  internal  improvement;  but,  as  certain  as  you 
(the  Vies  PaxsiDxiTT)  preside  in  that  chair,  or  the  sun 
performs  its  diurnal  revolution,  they  will  not  be  satisfied 
with  the  abandonment  of  the  policy."  Now;  Kr.  Presi- 
dent, I  will  ask  the  Senators  from  the  West,  whether  im- 
proTements,  of  a  national  character,  have  ever  been 
reftised  to  the  West  by  the  Senate,  or  even  by  Congi*ess. 
If  there  have  been  any  such,  they  have  escaped  my  recol- 
lection. It  will  be  my  object  to  show  that  Congress  have 
done  as  much,  perhaps  more,  for  the  improvements  re- 
quired by  the  West,  than  for  the  East.  I  will  enumerate 
some  of  a  prominent  cliaracter.  1  omit  all  appropriations 
of  bnd  gnuited  to  the  seats  of  Government,  and  reserved 
for  salines.  There  were  granted,  for  roads  and  canals,  to 
Ohio,  one  million  six  thousand  one  hundred  and  thirty- 
seven  acres  of  land,  valued,  at  the  minimum  price,  at  one 
miinon  two  hundred  and  fifty-seven  thousand  six  hundred 
and  seventy-one  dollars.  To  Indiana  was  granted,  ibr 
the  same  objects,  three  hundred  and  fif^y-five  thousand 
two  hundred  acres  of  land,  amounting  in  value  to  four 
hundred  and  forty-four  thousand  dollars.  To  Illinois  was 
granted,  for  similar  objects,  four  hundred  and  eighty  thou- 
sand acres  of  land,  valued  at  six  hundred  thousand  dollars. 
To  Alabama  was  granted,  ibr  the  same  objects,  four  hun- 
dred thousand  acres  of  land,  valued  at  five  hundred  thou- 
•and  dollars.  The  whole  of  the  foregoing  grants  of  land 
•mounted  to  the  sum  of  two  million  eight  hundred  and 
one  thousand  six  Imndred  and  seventy-one  dollars.  The 
foregoing  statements  were  taken  from  document  No.  145, 
2l9t  Congress,  1st  session.  There  were  also  appropriated, 
agreeably  to  document  No.  11,  of  the  same  Congress  and 


Missouri, 
Mississippi, 
Louisiana, 
Tenneasee, 


■ocyes. 

1,132,719 
440,303 
930,061 
200^000 


Value. 

$1,415,899 

550,354 

l,150,0r7 

350,000 


In  addition  to  those  grants  of  land  which  I  have  enu* 
merated,  large  sums  of  money  have  been  appropriated* 
to  wit:  for  the  Louisville  and  PortUnd  Canal  Company, 
three  hundred  thousand  dollars;  for  the  improvement  of 
the  Ohio  and  Mississippi  rivers;  for  the  improvement  of 
the  mouths  of  almost  every  creek  and  river  m  Ohio,  emp- 
tying intp  lake  Erie;  for  the  improvement  of  the  harbor 
ofPresque  Isle,  on  lake  Erie;  for  the  Cumberland  road 
through  Ohio,  and  for  its  beinr  extended  through  the 
whole  extent  of  Indiana  and  Illinoifl^  agreeably  to  the 
wishes  of  those  States,  which  appropriation  df  money  can- 
not  be  less  than  two  millions  of  doUars-nnaking  the  total 
of  land  and  money  amount  to  nearly  five  m'dlions  of  dol- 
lars: whilst  Maryland  has  been  expending  its  own  money, 
and  that  of  Baltimore,  to  the  amount  of  fieom  twenty 
to  twenty-seven  thousand  dollars  per  annum,  for  the  la^ 
twenty  years,  for  the  preservation  of  the  harbor  of  Balti- 
more; and  whilst  a  subscription  to  the  Baltimore  and  Ohb 
Railroad  Company,  of  five  hundred  thousand  doHars,  has 
been  refused,  although  equally  benefiieial  to  the  West  as 
to  the  Eaat.  The  West,  Mr.  Prendent,  are  satisfied^  at 
least  I  suppose  so,  because  the^  have  scarcely  ever  asked 
for  appropriations  of  money  from  the  treasury,  or  land 
from  the  public  domain,  for  application  to  national  objects 
in  the  West,  without  having  sudh  request  ultimately 
granted. 

The  West,  Mr.  President,  has  always  been  the  fiivored 
childjof  Congress.  We  have  seen  its  rapid  improvement, 
and  we  look,  with  pleasure,  to  its  Aiture  great  conse- 
quence to  this  Union.  It  has  been  our  duty,  as  well  as 
our  wish,  to  promote  all  its  improvements  of  a  national 
character;  and  I  trust,  and  believe,  that  Congress  will,  as 
it  has  heretofore  done,  do  all  that  lays  in  its  power,  to 
promote  its  happiness  and  increase.  I  have  always  been, 
as  Senators  well  know,  and  shall  ever  continue  to  be,  a 
friend  to  the  West,  in  promoting  its  views  in  every  thing 
which  relates  to  internal  improvement  of  a  national  char 
racter. 

I  return  my  thanka  to  the  Senate  for  their  polite  indul- 
gence, and  will  now  resume  my  seat. 

Mr.  HOLMES  next  rose.  He  sud,  I  should  not,  pro- 
bably, Mr.  President,  have  thrown  myself  on  the  indul- 
gence of  the  Senate,  had  not  tiie  Senator  from  South  Ca- 
rolina [Mr.  Hatits]  denied  the  power  of  Congress  to 
protect  our  manufactures,  and  intimated  an  opinion  that 
a  State  might  annul  the  acts  of  the  Federal  Government. 
And  although  the  few  sentiments  which  he  uttered  on  the 
subject  came  in  at  the  dose  of  his  remarks,  and  seemed 
rather  as  an  afterthought,  yet,  as  he  has  embodied  them 
in  the  speech,  I  can. never  kt  doctrines  so  dangerous  psM 
without  my  decisive  disapprobation.  Here,  every  fnend 
of  the  constitution  should  be  upon  the  waUs— he  should 
«  cry  aloud,  and  spare  not."  Here,  we  should  repeat 
again  and  again,  here  there  should  be»"  line  upon  line, 
and  precept  upon  precept."  And  though  my  little  bark 
has  been  pelted  and  shattered  by  the  storms  and  tempests 
whieh  infest  tiie  capes,  shores,  and  seas  of  public  life, 
yet,  frail  as  it^is,  I  will  venture  to  launch  it  into  the  boister- 
ous ocean  of  debate,  if  thereby  I  can  contribute  aught  to 
save  the  constitution  of  my  country  from  the  shipwreck  to 
which  it  is  exposed.  Sir,  I  have  entertained  an  early 
and  constant  veneration  for  this  constitution.  My  first 
essay  in  political  debate  waa  to  defend  it  against  innova- 
tion, under  the  specious  name  of  amendment;  and  I  shall 
never  cease  to  Regret  the  success  of  Uiat  alteration  in  rc- 


session,  but  not  distinctly  stated  ft)r  what  objects,  tiie  fol-  gard  to  the  election  of  President  and  Vice  President.     It 
lowing  appropriations  of  land,  viz.  I  has  unquestionably  impaired  the  beauty  and  harmony  of 
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the  system,  and  multiplied  the  daneers  which  viU  always 
attend  the  election  of  a  chief- magistrate.  When  an  at- 
tempt was  afterwards  naade  in  my  own,  and  aome  other  of 
the  New  England  States,  to  annul  the  acta  of  the  General 
Goremment,  I  then  exerted  jny  feeble  powers,  against 
fearful  odds,  to  defend  this  constitution  against  heresy  and 
in&tuation.  And  the  same  doctrines  which  I  then  incul- 
cated upon  the  Hartford  conventionists  of  the  East,  I  will 
now  enforce  upon  the  nullifiers  of  the  South.  Sir,  is  it 
not  the  same  caused  Usurpation  of  a  State  upon  the.  le- 
gitimate powers  of  the  Federal  Government? 

I  know  flill  well  that  even  the  thought  of  a  dry  discus- 
mon  of  this  constitutional  question  is  more  revolting  to 
the  hearer  than  it  is  even  to  the  speaker;  still,  sir,  its  im- 
ponance  at  this  crisis  calls  for  the  aid  of  all  iu  friends.  The 
strength  and  power  which  is  exerted  against  it,  was  never 
{greater  than  It  now  is.  We  sec  stiitesmen  of  the  highest 
order,  infiirior  to  few  in  any  country,  whose  power  and 
influence  in  a  good  cause  would  idmost  certainly  ensure  its 
mccess,  by  some  strange  delusion,  converting  our  Federal 
Government  into  a  mere  rope  of  sand.  In  this  state  of 
the  ease,  I  must  apnroaph  this  part  of  the  subject,  forbid- 
ding as  it  is,  and  volunteer  my  humble  services  in  defence 
of  this  constitution.  I  will,  sir,  for  brevity's  sake,  quote 
that  part  only  of  the  constitution  which  grants  to  Con- 
gress the  power  to  lay  and  collect  imposts.  That  the 
character  of  an  impost  tax  was  well  understood  when  it 
was  inserted  in  the  constitution,  cannot  be  well  doubted, 
if  we  consider  the  men  who  framed  it  It  had  never  been 
confined  or  limited  to  the  object  of  revenue.  Great  Bri- 
tain had  always  exercised  this  power  to  protect  her  manu- 
facturing industiT,  and  was,  at  that  lime,  exercising  it 
with  a  relentless  band,  to  suppress  and  entirely  destroy 
the  infant  manufactures  of  the  United  States.  The  chief 
mischief  to  be  remedied  was  the  want  of  an  efficient  power 
to  wrest  from  impending  ruin  our  own  domestic  indus- 
try. Foreign  •  goods  w^re  never  cheaper,  yet  we  were 
never  poorer,  or  in  greater  embarrassment  or  distress; 
and  I  declare  it  as  my  deliberate  belief,  that,  but  for  the 
want  of  this  protective  power,  the  constitution  never  could 
have  been  aaopted. 

Now,  sir,  there  is  no  other  restriction  on  this  power  of 
imposing  an  impost,  but  that  it  shall  not  be  imposed  on 
exports,  %nd  that  it  shall  be  **  uniform"  throughout  the 
United  States.  The  first  restriction  has  nothing  to  do  with 
the  question,  and  the  last  refers  not  at  all  to  the  equality 
of  the  tax  on  different  parts  of  the  Union.  An  impost  is 
a  tax  on  consumption,  which  can  never  be  equal  unless 
you  can  compel  all  to  consume  to  the  same  amount  of  the 
iame  article f  or  it  fluctuates  between  the  consumer  and  pro- 
ducer,  or  falls  exclusively  on  the  latter,  according  to  the 
victsntudes  of  trade.  No  one  can,  for  a  moment,  imagine 
that  the  fhimers  of  the  constitution  could  have  ever  enter- 
tained the  thought  that  this  tax  was  to  fall  equally  on  all. 

It  was  to  be  ••  uniform"  in  this— that  the  same  article 
•bould,  in  all  parts  of  the  Union,  be  suBject  to  the  same 
duty. 

Now,  can  you  make  this  impost  duty  bend  to  any  pur- 
pose except  that  of  revenue?  Can  you,  for  instance,  re- 
gard the  ability  of  the  persons  taxed?  If  it  must  be  ex- 
clusively financial,  you  must  impose  it  on  that  which  will 
produce  the  greatest  revenue,  regardless  of  all  other  con- 
siderations. May  you  not  have  in  view  public  economy, 
^and  give  your  imposts  a  sumptuary  character?  It  will  not 
be  denied  that  this  tax  has  always -been  made  to  bear  most 
heavily  on  luxuries.  And,  if  it  may  have  regard  to  the 
ecoi)omy,  whv  not  to  the  morals  of  society  ?  Kay  you  not, 
for  instance,  impose  less  on  articles  of  necessary  consump- 
tion, and  more  on  those  which  lead  to  intemperance  and 
other  immoralities?  It  is  surely  the  characteristic  feature 
of  an  impost,  and  among  its  chief  excellencies,  that  it  may 
be  thus  used.  May  you  not  record  religion  in  our  imposts; 
laying  heavier  burdens  on  hreligious  books  than  on  others, 


and  even  exempting  bibles  entirely?  If,  in  these  things, 
you  have  a  discretion,  if  you  can  tax  the  rich  and  relieve 
the  poor — the  extravagant  for  the  sake  of  ^the  prudent — 
the  immoral  for  the  moral — infidelity  and  vice  for  piety 
and  virtue— why  not  idleness  for  industry,  inasmuch  as 
indolence  is  the  parent  of  vice;  arid  nothing  is  more  true 
than  the  adige,  that  «  when  the  devil  finds  a  man  idle,  he 
generally  sets  him  at  work." 

But  it  is,  I  believe,  admitted,  that  an  impost  may  be 
"  incidentally"  protective.  Now,  if  by  *«  incidental*'  we 
are  to  understand  casual,  fortuitous,  accidental,  the  pro- 
tection must  be  a  mere  happening,  and  cannot  at  all 
enter  into  the  design.  Miserable,  indeed,  would  be  the 
fate  of  your  manufactures,  were  their  protection  to  be 
the  sport  of  chance,  or  a  blind  fatuity.  But  ascribe  to 
the  term  a  secondary  meaning,  to  wit,  <*  subordinate,  or 
not  essential  to  the  chief  purpose,"  and  then  your  impost 
must  be  chiefly  financial,  subordinately  protective.  But 
here  a  question  meetsus  at  the  threshold.  In  determin- 
ing whether  an  impost  b  chiefly  financial  or  not,  nuist  we, 
in  order  to  determine  its  character  for  constitutionality, 
be  governed  by  tiie  demgn  or  the  effect  ?  It  will  be  rea- 
dily perceived,  an  act  intended  for  revenue  may  become 
almost  entirely  protective.  It  has-been  the  case  of  nails, 
and  other  articles;  and,  on  the  contrary,  an  act  intended 
for  protection  may  operate  exclusively  for  revenue.  Let 
us  first  suppose  it  is  the  design  of  the  act  which  is  to  de- 
termine its  character,  and  that  we  could  agree  in  the  tri- 
bunal to  make  the  decision — ^it  must  be  an  exceedingly 
critical  matter  to  decide.  You  must  keep  an  aocout  cur- 
rent of  motives,  and  set  down  to  the  credit  of  the  law 
those  Senators  who  voted  for  it  asa  revenue  law;  and  to  the 
debit  side  those  who  voted  for  it  for  protection;  and  those 
for  nothing,  who  were  governed  alike  by  both  motlvea. 
But  when  you  come  to  those  who  were  governed  almost 
as  much  by  one  consideration,  and  also  those  who  were 
against  the  law  altogether,  yoif  would  find  it  exceedingly 
difficult  to  get  down  to  the  end  of  the  alphabet  with  any 
accuracy  even  in  this  Senate.  And  then  you  must  ascertain 
the  motives  of  a  much  more  numerous  branch,  many 
members  of  which  would  not  probably  know  how  or  why 
they  voted;  and,  could  you  even  surmount  all  these  diffi- 
culties, and  go  to  the  President  to  inquire  of  him» 
here  you  are  finally  stopped:  for  this  Senate  has  solemnly 
decided  that  he  is  not  obliged  to  gpve  any  reasons  for  any 
thing.  And  where  is  the  tribunal  to  search  the  hearts  and 
try  the  designs  of  the  Federal  Legislature  who  enacted 
the  lawf  The  Supreme  Court  would  not.  In  a  very  pal- 
pable case,  (the  Senators  from  Geoi^*  know  what  I 
mean,)  that  court  solemnly  decided  that  they  would  not 
inquire  into  the  purity  of  the  motives  of  the  legislators 
who  enacted  the  law;  and  if  they  would  not  in  tmit  case, 
it  is  not  to  be  expected  that  they  would  in  any  other, 
for  a  stronger  could  scarcely  occur.  The  design  of  a 
law  of  Congress,  then,  is  only  to  be  examined  by  a  State; 
and  its  Legislature  is,  I  suppose,  to  sit  in  judgment  on  the 
members  of  Congress,  penetrate  their  inmost  thoughts, 
and  pronounce  a  law  unconstitutional  or  not,  as,  in  their 
wisdom,  they  may  have  ascertained  the  motives  of  the 
legislators  who  enacted  it.  If  our  Government  is  such  a 
palpable  absurdity,  such  a  compound  of  contradictions 
and  inconsistencies,  it  is  a  poor  ^compliment  to  those  pa- 
triots who  formed  it,  and  the  people  who  adopted  it,  and 
its  dissolution  might  be  anticipated  without  one  feeling  of 
regret. 

But  -  if  the  constitutionality  is  to  be  determined  by  tlie 
effect,  the  difficulties  will  thicken,  and  are  indeed  insur- 
mountable. The  decision  is  to  be  made  not  upon  the  laws 
and  constitution,  but  by  matter  of  fact.  It  is  to  depend 
upon  facts,  and  of  a  character,  too,  the  most  corrupt  and 
uncertain,  ascertained  not  even  by  positive  and  direct  tes- 
timony, but  upon  the  mere  opinions  of  men  influenced  by 
different  and  opposite  views  and  interests.     Is  thia  law  of 
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Congress  cbiefljr  financial  or  chiefly  protective  in  its  ope- 
rations? This  is  the  question  of  fact  to  be  determined, 
upon  which  hangs  the  validity  of  a  law.  A  State  (for 
your  federal  court  would  not,)  looking  up  evidence  to 
nullify  an  act  of  Congress!  Lcyik  a  little  further — an  act 
at  first  financial  and  very  constitutional,  becomes,  by  its 
operation,  protective,  and  therefore  unconstitutional — 
dead.  And  who  can  tell  at  what  time  it  died?  When 
was  this  good  law  converted  into  a  dead  letter?  And  if 
thb  be  uOf  then  the  converse  proposition  is  true,  that  an 
act  of  Congress,  protective,  and  therefore  unconstitu- 
tional, at  first,  may,  by  the  course  of  events,  be  raised 
into  full  and  active  life  by  its  becoming  financial.  Sir,  can 
it  be  seriously  insisted  that  this  power  over  tlie  impost  is 
confined  exclusively  to  revenue,  or  tliat  it  has  annexed 
to  It  this  vague,  visionary,  incoherent,  «  incidental"  quali- 
ty, which  none  can  define  or  understand?  It  is  most  mani- 
fest that  this  word  was  uiserted  ih  the  constitution  with  its 
then  ordinary  import,  force,  and  effect,  qualified  or  altered 
ooiy  bv  the  exceptions  and  limitations,  connected  with  it. 


And  all  of  such  a  character  were  those  only  which  re 
quire  its  «•  uniformity, ''.and  forbid  it  upon  "exports." 

But  for  what  other  purposes  tlian  revenue  was  this 
power  given?  The  purpose  for  which  it  has  always  been 
employed  by  other  nations,  and  b^  several  of  the  States, 
was  commercial;  and,  in  some  nations,  that  was  almost  its 
exciuave  purpose.  Other  modes  of  taxation  were  resort- 
ed to  for  revenue,  but  this  was  an  instrument  for  the  pro* 
tection  of  conunerce.  This,  when  the  constitution  was 
framed,  was  the  chief  engine  of  ail  the  restrictions  and 
countervailing  restrictions  of  every  commercial  nation. 
The  people  of  the  United  States  ^ere  suffer'mg  from  this 
power  which  they  themselves  were  unable  to  exercise; 
and  it  was  for  this  reason,  more  tlian  any  other,  that  they 
consented  to  adopt  the  constitution. 

Ijook  at  the  connexion  of  the  grant  to  lay  and  collect 
imposts  with  the  other  grants.  «•  To  pay  the  debts,"  this 
is  one  purpose.  To  **  provide  for  the  common  defence 
aad  general  welfare,"  is  this  a  subsUntive  grant?  If  it  is, 
it  includes  the  protection  of  manufactures  and  every  thing 
else .  Is  it  a  purpose  or  design  of  other  grants  ?  That  is, 
may  you  raise  and  appropriate  money  at  discretion?  If 
so,  the  power  of  protection  is  included.  I  do  not  contend 
for  either  of  those  constructions.  Congress  has  power  to 
lay  and  collect  imposts  for  the  purpose  of  providing  for 
the  common  defence  and  general  welfare.  Viz.  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  into  effect  the  other  specified  powers, 
one  of  which  is  the  •«  power  tp  regulate  commerce  with 
foreign  nations,  and  among  the  several  States,  and  with 
the  Indian  U'ibes."  The  Senator  from  Soutli  Carolina,  in 
the  debate  on  the  tariff  of  1824,  and  he  seems  now  to  urge 
tlie  same  idea,  insistfy  that  as  the  power  to  regulate  com- 
merce is  expressly  given,  and  that  to  reg^bte  agriculture 
and  manufactures  is.  not,  it  is  clear  that  no  such  power  can 
be  inferred.  It  shall  be  my  purpose  to  examine  this  ob- 
jection, and  I  shall  do  it  particularly;  and,  as  the  consti- 
tution is  become  thesubject  of  ingenious  criticism,  ftndis 
in  danger  of  being  frittered  away  in  this  manner,  I'  shall 
indulge  in  a  close  examination,  even  at  the  expense  of  be- 
ing thought  pedantic. 

Now,  sir,  what  was  the  known  signification  of  this 
word  **  commerce, '\  when  it  was  inserted  in  the  constitu- 
tion? I  will  give  its  literal,  its  historical  qr  practical,  and 
its  political  or  scientific  definitions.  The  best  lexico- 
graphers define  it,  "the  exchange  of  one  thing  for  ano- 
thert"  in  &  general  sense,  an  interchange  or  mutual  ex- 
change of  goods,  wares,  productions,  or  property  of  any 
kind,  between  nations  or  individuals,  either  b^  barter  or 
by  purchase  and  sale.  **T\\Qkx  merca/oria  mcludes  in 
the  word  whatever  is  transacted  in  the  way  of  barter,  pur- 
chase^  or  sale."  Dr,  Anderson  comprehends  in  commerce, 
"navigation,  colonies,  manufactures,  fisheries,,  mines, 
agriculture,  and  money  cooceros." 


The  Edinburgh  Encyclopedia  savs  of  commerce,  tha' 
the  word  is  frequently  used  in  the  limited  sense  of  mer- 
cantile intercourse  with  a  foreign  countiy,  while  trade  is 
made  to  denote  traffic  among  the  inhabitants  of  the  same 
country.  Strictly  speaking,  however,  there  is  no  founda- 
tion for  this  distinction,  ather  word  being  entitled,  both 
by  etymology  and  decisive  authority,  to  a  comprehensive 
and  general  interpretation.  Either  nnay,  therefore,  be 
defined,  in  its'  broadest  sense,  **an  exchange  of  commo- 
dities, whether  the  object  of  the  exchange  be  consumption 
or  resale  at  a  profit." 

Mr.  Say,  the  most  scientific  theorist  on  polidcal  econo- 
my, includes  in  U  all  products  of  agricultural  and  mano^ 
facturing  indusfiy.  He  observes,  that  industry,  limited 
to  the  collection  of  natural  products,  is  a^icultural;  em- 
ployed in  severing,  compounding,  or  fashioning  them  to 
the  satisfaction  ofoMt  wants,  is  manufacturings  and  in 
placing  these  within,  which  before  were  beyond  our 
reach,  is  commercial  From  all  these  we  come  down  to 
^this  conclusion,  that «  commer<se,"  as  understood  when  the 
constitution  w^  adopted,  is  tlie  interchange  or  mutual  ex- 
change of  the  products  of  agriculture  and  manufitctures. 
Now,  it  is  veiy  true  that  the  constitution  does  not  grant 
power  to  regulate  agriculture  and  manufactures,  but  it 
does  grant  the  power  to  regulate  the  exchange  of  their 
products.  Had  the  constitution  conferred  on  Congress 
the  power  to  regulate  agriculture  and  manufiustures,  it 
would  have  conferred  too  much;  that  is,  in  what  manner 
these  shall  be  produced,  or  whether  at  all.  Had  it  con- 
ferred the  power  to^  regulate  the  products  of  agriculture 
and  manufactures,  it  would  have  amounted  to  about  the 
same.  But  had  it  conferred  the  power  to  regulate  the 
interchange,  or  mutual  exchange,  of  these  products,  it 
would  have  done  circuitously  what  it  has,  in  part,  done 
concisely,  and  distinctly,  and  much  more  appropriately. 

Take  away  from  commerce  the  products  of  agriculture 
and  manu&ctures,  and  there  is  notaiqgleft;  labor  and  ca- 
pital are  the  agent,  the  products  of  apiculture  and  manu- 
factures the  object,  and  commerce  u  the  action.  Now, 
take  away  the  object,  and  there  is  nothing  on  which  to 
act.  And  how  can  you  act  when  there  b  nothing  to  do? 
Without  these  products,  c^ommerce  is  a  mere  ideal  being; 
it  is  even  less,  it  is  the  merest  abstraction;  there  is  nothing 
in  it  tangible,  ostensible,  or  imaginable.  You  may  as  well 
conceive  of  roundness  without  a  ball,  of  smoothness  with- 
out a  surface,  motion  without  something  to  be  moved,  a 
quality  without  the  thing  qualified,  as  of  comm^rpe  without 
the  objects  of  exchange. 

Navigation  is  notisogumeree,  and  no  power  is  given  to 
regulate  tliis.  It  is  the  vehicle,  the  instrument,  by  which 
commerce  is  carried  on.  It  is  even  less  essential  to  com- 
merce than  the  products  of  agriculture  and  manufactures; 
because  without  these  there  can  be  no  commerce;  and 
witliout  the  interchange  of  these,  commerce  is  a  misno- 
mer. And  where  is  your  power  to  regulate  seamen,  as 
another  instrument  of  commerce?  Yet  this  never  has 
been  questioned. 

And  what  is  this  power  to  "regulate?"  It  is  to  make 
rules  to  govern.  And  what,  is  a  rule?  It  is  a  law.  We 
all  remember  ii^hen,  in  bur  incipient  studies,  we  were 
taught  tliata  law  was  "a  rule  of  civil  conduct,  prescribed 
by  the  supreme  power  of  a  State,  commanding  what  is 
right,  and  forbidding  what  is  wrong."  The  supreme  is 
the  legislative  power;  and  this  must  be  supreme  over  the 
subject-matter  and  person  on  which  it  is  called  to  act;  and 
the  **  right  or  wrong"  is  determined  by  the  decree  of  the 
judiciary,  to  whom,  in  free  Governments,  this  duty  is  con- 
fided. The  word  rule,  Is,  in  the  constitution  synonymous 
with  law.  «  Uniform  rules  of  naturalization,"  and  "rules 
for  the'  government  of  the  army  and  navy,"  are  made  by 
enactments,  and  are,  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  laws. 
To  regulate  commerce,  tlierefore,  is  to  prescribe  rules  to 
govern  tlie  exchange  of  the  products  of  agriculture  and 
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mAnufkctures;  and  it  is  &  power  over  the  whole  subject- 
matter,  except  where  restnuned  by  the  constitution  itself. 
It  would  seem  to  me  that  this  inference  is  irrenstible,  and 
that,  unless  the  regulation  of  commerce  includes  that  of 
the  exchange  of  its  objects,  it  is  nothing  but  an  abstraction. 

But  if  I  am  wrong  in  this,  the  constitution  has  failed 
of  its  design.  It  originated  in  the  want  of  power  to  re- 
ciprocate Uie  favor,  and  retaliate  the  injuries  of  foreign 
nations  on  tlus  very  subject  of  trade.  This  power  of  pro- 
tecting our  own  manufacturer  was  urged  as  the  chief  rea- 
son for  its  adoption.  Some  States  had,  notwithstanding 
the  articles  or  confederation,  undertaken  to  expound 
treaties.  Congress,  on  ihe  13th  of  April,  1787,  came  to 
the  folVowinff  resolution : 

''Beaohedl  That  the  Legislature  of  the  several  States 
cannot  explam,  limit,  or  control,  a  national  treaty,  but 
such  treaties  are  the  supreme  laws  of  the  land,  by  the  ar- 
ticles of  the  confederation." 

In  1784,  April  30,  a  resolution  of  Congress  recom- 
mended to  the  several  States  to  vest  the  United  States  in 
Congress  assembled,  for  the  term  of  fifteen  years,  with 
power  to  prohibit  any  goods  from  being  imported  into«  or 
exported  from,  any  of  the  States,  in  vessels  belonging  to, 
or  navigated  by,  the  subjects  of  any  Power  with  whom  the 
United  Staltes  have  not  formed  any  treaties  of  commerce; 
and,  also,  of  prohibiting  the  subjects  of  any  foreign  State, 
&c.  unless  authorized  by  treaty,,  from  importing  into  the 
United  States  any  goods,  Ice.  which  are  not  the  produce' 
or  manufkcture  of  th^  dominions  of  the- sovereign  whose 
subjects  they  are. — 5  ManthaWa  Washington^  70. 

*<The  idea  of  compelling  Great  Britain  to  relax  some- 
what of  the  rigors  other  system,  by  oppomng  it  with  re- 
gulations equally  restrictive,  seems  to  have  been  generally 
taken  up."— /rf.  69. 

So  also  note,  Mr.  Adams's  letter,  recommending  that 
Congress  should  have  the  power. 

'*  The  Boston  petitioners  request  that  the  n\(merous  im- 
positions of  the  British  on  the  trade  and  exports  of  these 
States  miy  be  forthwith  contravened,  by  similar  expedi- 
ents on  our  part." — Id»  77 » 

<*  The  Pennsylvania  memorial,  after  stating  that  other 
nations  will  not  be  restrained  by  any  apprehensions,  as 
long  as  the  power  remuns  severally  with  the  States,  of 
being  met  by  any  consistent  and  effectual  restrictions  on 
our  part,  prays  Congress  to  recommend  to  the  States  to 
give  it  the  necessary  power  over  the  commerce  of  the 
United  8tatc8."--ia.  78. 

Washington,  in  a  letter  to  a  friend  in  Great  Britain,  thus 
states:  <*Xhey  (the  people)  now  see  the  indispensable 
necessity  of  a  general  controlling  power,  and  are  address- 
ing their  respective  assemblies  to  grant  it  to  Congress.'*— 
Jcf  do. 

Again :  "  I  do  not  see  that  we  can  long  exist  as  a  nation, 
without  lodging  somewhere  a  power  which  will  pervade 
the  whole  Union,  in  as  energetic  a  manner  as  the  authority 
of  the  State  Governments  extends  over  the  several  States." 
Id.  95. 

*  «*  Suppose,  as  has  been  contended,  thatthe  federal  power 
of  taxation  were  to  be  confined  to  duties  on  imports,  it  is 
evident  that  the  want  of  being  able  to  comnaand  other  re- 
sources would  frequently  be  tempted  to  extend  those  du- 
ties to  an  injurious  excess." — 1  FederaUgi,  No»  35,  p.  18. 

**  The  more  intelligent  adversaries  of  the  constitution 
admit  the  necessitjr  of  the  power  of  taxation,  but  they 
qualify  their  admission  by  a  distinction  between  what  they 
t9\\  internal  taxations;  the  latter  of  which  they  explain 
into  commercial  imposts,  or  rather  duties  on  imported  ar- 
ticles; they  declare  themselves  willing  to  concede  to  the 
Federal  Government."— 1  FederalUty  196.  30,  p.  19. 

«  Our  manu&ctures  are  another  great  object  wh'ich  has 
received  no  encouragement  by  national  duties  on  foreign 
manufactures,  and  they  never  can,  by  any  authority  in  the 
old  confederation. 


''The question  b,  have  these  been  encouraged?    Has 
Congress  been  able,  by  national  laws,  to  prevent  the  im- 
portation of  such  foreign  commodities  as  are  made  by  raw 
materials  as  we  ourselves  raise." — Mr.  Bowes,   of  Jfcfr., 
Elkofa  Debatea,  1  to/,  p.  76. 

*' Mr.  Pierce  (opposed  to  the  constitution)  was  afraid 
the  impost  would  be  abandoned  for  direct  taxation. " — 
Id.  91. 

Mr.  Williams,  of  New  York,  proposed  an  amendment 
to  the  constitution  of  the  United  States,  that  when  Iho 
moneys  arising  from  imposts  and  excise  ^ould  be  insuffi- 
cient, then  a  requisition  for  a  direct  tax  upon  the  State» 
should  be  made,  and,  on  refusal,  Congress  ffliould  levy  the 
tax."~l  EUiofa  Debates^  p.  294—5. 

"  Chancellor  Livingston,  in  objecting  to  this  amend- 
ment, remarked  that  if  the  manu&ctures  of  this  country 
were  always  to  be  ii^  a  state  of  infancy,  if  the  slnendment 
were  only  a  temporary  expedient,  the  provision  might 
consist  with  gooa  policy;  but,  at  a  future  day,  an  en- 
larged population  will  render  us  a  manufacturing  people; 
the  imposts  will  then  necessarilv  lessen,  and  the  public 
wants  will  call  for  new  sources  of  revenue." — Id.  p.  303. 

<<  Mr.  Geoi|pe  Mason  opposed  the  power  to  lay  direct 
taxes.  "—2  El&ot,  p.  64. 

Ml*.  Madison.  *' Direct  taxes  will  only  be  recurred  to 
for  g^eat  purposes." — Id.  96. 

'*  Mr.  Nicholas.  Money  cannot  be  raised  more  judi- 
ciously than  by  imposts.  It  is  not  felt  by  the  people.  But 
he  insisted  that  the  power  of  direct  taxation  was  necessa- 
ry."—/rf.  98. 

<*Mr.  Marshall  answered  the  objection,  that  direct  tax- 
ation was  unnecessary." — Id.  187. 

"Mr.  Monroe  contended  against  direct  taxation,  be- 
cause the  impost  and  back  lands  were  sufficient." — Id.  232. 

Mr.  Madison.  *'I  admit  that  the  impost  will  increase 
until  the  population  becomes  so  great  as  to  compel  us  to 
recur  to  manufactures." — Id.  238. 

Mr.  Spencer,  of  N.  C.  "I  would  give  them  the  power 
of  laying  imposts,  and  1  would  give  tiiem  power  to  lay 
and  collect  excises.  I  confess  that  this  is  a  kind  of  tax 
that  I  would  with  g^eat  reluctance  agree  to  exercise.  But 
it  is  obvious  that,  unless  such  excises  were  admitted,  the 
public  Inirden  will  all  be  borne  by  tiiose  parts  of  Uie  com- 
munity which  do  not  manu&cture  for  themselves." — 3 
ElUeU  p.  77. 

Mr.  Wilson,  of  Pennsylvania.  "The  future  collection 
of  the  duties  and  imposts  will,  in  the  opinion  of  some,  su- 
persede the  necessity  of  having  recourse  to  internal  taxa- 
tion."-- 3  Elliot,  p.  289. 

Mr.  Wilson  again,  on  the  same  subject.  "  It  is  not  aa 
important  object  to  extend  our  manufactures  and  our  com- 
merce, "—/rf.  282. 

"  Mr.  Martin,  of  Maryland,  proposed,  in  the  conven- 
tion for  forming  the  constitution,/ that  requisition  should 
precede  direct  taxation."—- 4  Elliot^  Yates'a  Min.  30. 

"  Massachusetts  convention  ratified  the  constitution,  and 
proposed,  among  other  amendments,  that  Congress  do 
not  lay  ditect  taxes  but  when  the  nroneys  arising  from  the 
impost  and  excise  are  insufiicient  for  the  public  exigencies; 
nor  then,  until  Congress  shall  have  first  made  a  requisition 
upon  the  States."— 4  ElUot,  210. 

South  Carolina.  «*  The  General  Government  of  the 
United  States  ought  never  to  impose  direct  taxes  but 
where  .the  moneys  arising  from  the  duties  on  hnposts  and 
excise  are  insufficient  for  the  public  exigencies;  nor  then, 
until  Congress  shall  have  made  requisition  upon  the 
States."— 4  ElUot,  214. 

"New  Hampshire  in  nearly  the  same  words." — Id. 

"New  York,  nearly  the  same." — M.  218. 

Rhode  Island.  "  No  direct  taxes  without  previous  re- 
quisition, nor  without  the  consent  of  thrce-fourths  of  the 
States."— /rf.  225. 

"In  tiie  preamble  of  the  act  of  the  22d  July,  1789, 
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the  reason  of  that  tanfT  ia  alleged  to  be  to  pay  debts  and 
protect  doifiestic  inanufatures." — 1789,  firti  uasum. 

■*To  complete  a  temporary  system  (of  revenue)  in 
time  to  embrace  the  spring  importations,  Mr.  Madison 
presented  the  scheme  of  impost  which  had  been  recom- 
mended by  the  former  Con^ss,  and  had  already  received 
the  approbation  of  a  majority  of  the  States^  to  which  he 
added  a  propoaition  for  a  tonnage  du^.  Mr.  Fitzsimmons, 
of  Pennsylvania,  moved  to  enlarge  the  catalogue  of  spe- 
cific daties,  to  include  those  calculated  to  encourage  the 
productions  of  our  own  countty,  and  protect  our  infant 
manulactares,  and  others  tending  to  operate  as  sumptuary 
restrictions  upon  articles  of  luxury.  But  though  the 
propriety  seemed  to  Se  admitted,  yet  the  time  was  uoug^ht 
insufficient  for  a  permanent  and  extensive  plan." — 5  Mar- 
shall,  190. 

**  Mr.  Madison  consented  to  subjoin  the  amendment 
proposed  by  Mr.  F.,  and  it  was  received.  But  a  differ- 
ence of  opinion  arose  on  filling  the  blanks,  as  to  particu- 
Ur  armies;  and  no  inconmdenwle  degree'  of  watchfulness 
was  (Uscovered  lest  those  States  which  were  more  popu- 
lous, and  whose  manufactures  were  in  greater  progress, 
should  lay  protecting  duties,  whereby  the  industry  of  one 
part  of  the  Union  would  be  encouraged  by  premiums 
charged  on  the  labor  of  another  parL'* — Id,  191. 

"  On  the  tonnage  question,  Mr.  Madison  supported  the 
affirmative,  that  we  ought  to  have  vessels  enough  to  an- 
swer all  the  purposes  of  our  commerce,  to  form  a  school 
for  seamen,  and  to  lay  the  foundation  of  a  navy^  and  if  this 
were  a  burden  on  some  parts  of  the  Union,  they  ought  to 
bear  it  for  the  public  good." — Id.  192. 

Tou  see  then,  sir,  after  the  constitution  was  adopted 
and  put  in  operittion,  what  was  the  understanding  of  it  by 
those  who  contributed  to  its  formation  and  adoption.  The 
very  first  public  general  law,  approved  on  the  memora- 
ble fourth  of  July,  1789,  bore  upon  the  face  of  it  its  de- 
sign to  protect  domestic  manufactures.  If  the  constitution 
h^  been  violated,  the  enormity  was  committed  by  its 
iramers  and  adopters,  by  the  very  first  act  which  they  did 
after  their  votes  to  support  it,  and  this,  too,  on  the  glori- 
ous annrveraary  of  our  independence.  Its  death-wound 
was  inflicted  at  its  birth — ay,  wantonly  inflicted — ^there 
was  no  mistake — no  plea  of  ignorance  to  shelter  them'; 
the  protection  of  manufactures  stood  in  glaring  capitals, 
conspicuously  on  its  front.  And,  strange  to  tell!  that, 
from  that  time  down  to  1834,  tliough  we  had  had  protec- 
tion upon  protection,  and  had  experienced  a  partisan 
var&re,  in  which  the  combatants  wer6  violent  and  vindic- 
tive, and  not  ovcr-fastrdious  about  their  weapons,  not  a 
fap  was  uttered  of  this  usurpation,  nor  the  least  pretence 
of  the  unconstitutionality  of  a  protective  tarifl*.  Sir,  I  put 
these  historical  facts  against  all  the  arguments  made,  or 
to  be  made,  I  care  not  how  ingenious,  subtle,  or  power- 
fuL  Washington,  Hamilton,  Madison,  and  a  host  of 
others,  who  made  this  same  constitution,  could  not  have 
mistaken  its  dengn  in  this  respect;  and  liiey  either  were 
right  in  the  exercise  of  this  power,  or  wilful  and  wicked 
asurpers. 

Sir,  it  b  most  certain  that  if  revenue  must  be  the  chief 
object  of  an  impost,  it  b  excluded  fVom  every  other  pur- 
suit, as  weH  as  the  protection  of  manufactures.  How, 
^cn,  could  the  tonnage  act  be  justified?  How  could  the 
famous  resolutions  of  Mr.  Madison,  of  1794,  discriminat- 
ing against  nations  having  no  commercial  treaties  with  us, 
be  justified^  Now  let  us  see  \(rhat  have  been  the  Execu- 
tive opinion  and  practice  on  this  subject. 

WiaahingtorCa  inaugural  addreaa^ 

"The  advancement  of  agriculture,  commerce,  and 
manufacture,  by  all  proper  means,  will  not,  I  trust,  need 
recommendation.  But  I  cannot  forbear  intimating  to  you 
the  expediency  of  giving  effectual  encouragement,  as 
well  to  the  introduction  of  new  and  usefVil  inventions 


from  abrosid,  as  to  the  exertions  and  skill  in  producing 
them  at  home."  • 

Was  this  for  revenue  ? 

Mr.  Jefferson's  report  of  23d  February,  1793,  made 
pursuant  to  a  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  14th  Fe- 
bruary, 1791: 

**  Where  a  nation  imposes  high  duties  on  our  produc- 
tions, or  prohibits  them  altogether,  it  may  be  proper  for 
us  to  do  the  same  by  theirs,  first  burdening  or  'excluding 
those  productions  which  they  bring  here  in  competition 
with  our  own  of  the  same  kind,  imposing  on  them  duties 
lower  at  first,  but  heavier  and  heavier  afterwai^  as  other 
channels  of  supply  open." 

Not  for  revenue,  surely. 

Message,  November,  1804,  he  submits: 

•*  Whether  the  great  interests  of  agriculture,  manufiic 
tures,  commerce,  and  navigation,  can,  within  the  pale  of 
your  constitutional  powers,  be  aided  in  any  of  their  rela- 
tions."   Nothing  or  revenue  in  all  this. 

Agun:  **  An  immediate  prohibition  of  the  exportation 
of  arms  and  ammunition  is  submitted  to  your  considera- 
tion."   Nor  in  this. 

Mesaape  of  December,  1806: 

"  ShsJl  we  suppress  the  impost,  and  give  that  advan- 
tage to  foreig-n  over  domestic  manufactures?"  This  looks 
like  protection. 

Mr.  Madison's  message,  December,  1810: 

**  Although  other  objects  will  press  more  immediately 
on  your  defiberations,  a  portion  of  them  cannot  but  be 
well  bestowed  on  the  just  and  sound  policy  of  securing 
to  our  manufactures  the  success  they  have  attained,  and 
are  still  attaining,  under  the  impulse  of  causes  not  per- 
manent; and  to  our  navigation  the  fidr  extent  of  which  it 
is  a^t  present  abridged  by^  tiie  uneqttal  reg^tlations  of 
foreign  Governments.*'    This  too  is  protection. 

In  the  clause  of  the  constitution  which  declares  that 
Congress  shall  have  power  to  regulate  commerce  with 
foreign  nations,  and  among  the  several  States,  and  with 
the  Indian  tribes,  the  word  •*  commerce"  comprehends 
"navigation;"  and  a  power  to  regulate  navigation  is  as 
expressly  granted  as  if  that  term  had  been  added  to  the 
word  "  commerce."— Gt66(ww  f*.  Qeifen,  9  fVkeat.  189, 
193. 

'•  Exceptions  from  a  power  mark  its  extent." — iJ.  19t. 

••  The  power  to  regfiilate  commerce  extends  to  every 
species  of  commercial  intercourse  between  the  United 
States  and  foreign  nations,  and  among  tlie  several  Stotes." 
lb.  193. 

"Like  kll  other  powers,  it  is  complete  in  itself,  may  be 
exercised  to  its  utmost  extent,  and  has  no  other  limitations 
than  such  as  are  prescribed  it  by  the  constitution." — lb. 
195. 

"  It  is  the  powtfr  to  prescribe  rules  by  which  commerce 
is  to  be  governed.  It  seems  to  imply  in  its  nature  full 
power  over  the  thing  to  be  regulated,  and  necessarily 
excludes  the  action  of  all  others  that  would  perform  the 
same  operation  on  the  same  thing." — lb.  209. 

Sir,  unless  the  United  States  have  an  ultimate,  effectual 
decision  and  determination  of  conflicts  between  State  and 
federal  power,  the  constitution  is  a  misnomer.  A  consti- 
tution of  government,  and  no  power  to  govern  without  the 
consent  of  the  constituent?  Legislative  authority  to  make 
laws,  to  be  executed  only  at  the  will  of  those  on  whom  they 
are  to  operate  ?  Judiciary  and  Executive  power  to  be  met 
and  opposed  with  effect,  by  those  fi-om  whom  these  pow- 
ers emanated?  A  Government  containing,  in  its  constitu- 
tion, a  revolutionary  principle  which  can  destroy  it?  And 
yet  this  denominated  a  Government!  Palpable  absurditpr. 
Your  confederation  was  a  "perpetual  league,"  and  its 
energies  would  be  exerted  up4n  the  different  members 
only  by  advice,  or  actual  force,  war.  The  name  and  na- 
ture of  this  was  changed,  and  we  luive  a  constitution  con- 
ferring legislative,  judiciary,  and  executive  powers  as 
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absolute  upon  those,  rafttters  on  which  they  Rre  designed 
to  act,  as  such  powers  can  be. 

I  am  aware  that,  at  times,  States  have  attempted  to  put 
on  airs,  and  set  up  their  own  against  federai  opinions. 
But  they  have  always  been  in  the  wrong,  and  were  com- 
pelled to  retract.  Vir^nia,  in  her  famous  resolutions 
against  the  alien  and  sedition  acts,  as  they  w«re  called, 
^as  supposed  to  advance  the  doctrine  that  a  State  could 
annul  a  law  of  Congress,  on  the  ground  that,  in  the  opi> 
nion  of  the  State,  it  was  unconstitutional.  But,  by  recent 
explanation,  it  is  believed  Virginia  did  not  intend  to  go  so 
far.  But  be  that  as  it  may,  sbci  in  about  ten  years  after- 
wards, disavowed  the  principle  entirely.  It  was  at  the 
time  Pennsylvania  was  disposed  to  measure  her  strength 
with  that  of  the  United  States,  in  Olmstead's  case.  It 
seems  the  Legislature  had  ordered  out  the  militia  to  resist 
the  marshal  in  the  execution  of  a  precept,  issued  under 
the  authority  of  the  United  States^  and,  on  the  pretext 
that  the  decision  of  the  court  was  wrong.  General  Bright 
marched  this  army  against  the  marshal,  who  had  nothing 
but  his  precept  to  defend  him.  He,  nevertheless,  in  the 
presence  of  this  hostile  force,  executed  his  precept,  and 
the  General  marched  his  army  <*  back  again.''  It  was  on 
this  occasion  that  Pennsylvania  applied  to  the  other  States 
for  an  amendment  of  the  constitution,  to  establish  some 
other  tribunal  to  determine  conflicting  claims  of  jurisdic- 
tion between  a  State  and  the  Federal  Government.  Then 
Virginia,  with  g^eat  unanimity,  answered  that  thp  Su« 
preme  Court  was  the  most  suitable  tribunal,  and  that  the 
constitution,  in  this  respect,  is  very  well  as  it  is. 

At  the  times  of  the  embargo  and  war,  my  own  State, 
and  some  others,  urged  upon  Congress  their  nullifying 
doctrines.  I  have  some  reason  to  remember  it:  although 
it  was  scarcely  safe  to  attempt  to  resist  the  infatuation, 
yet,  at  every  hazarrl,  I  condemned  it  as  a  usurpation. 
And,  sir,  I  will  enforce  the  same  objection  and  argu- 
ments to  all  who  maintain  the  same  doctrines,  at  any  time, 
and  in  any  section  of  the  Union.  These,  sir,  were  vsxy 
sentiments  then.  [Here  Mr.  H.  read  a  passage  from  his 
own  speech  in  tlie  Senate  of  Massachusetts,  in  1814.1 
These  are  my  sentiments  now.  Then,  I  was  sustained 
and  encouraged  in  these  doctrines  by  n^any  members  of 
Congi'css  whom  1  now  see  around  me.  But  "tempora 
rniitantur,  et  mutamur  in  iliis;**  and  what  was  <<  moral 
treason"  then,  may  be  patriotism  now.  Have  they  all  aposta- 
tized— ^all  gone  and  lefl  me^  No,  I  see  one.  It  is  a  con- 
solation— 1  am  not  left  entirely  alone.  But  I  will  quit  this, 
which  may  savor  of  egoUsm,  and  give  you  something  far 
better. 

Patrick  Henry,  in  his  address  to  the  people  of  Char- 
lotte, speaking  of  tlie  Virginia  resolutions,  remarked  that 
<*the  State  had  quitted  the  sphere  in  which  the  constitu- 
tion had  placed  her,  and,  in  daring  to  pronounce  upon 
federal  laws,  had  gone  out  of  her  jurisdiction  in  a  manner 
not  warranted  by  any  authority,  and  in  the  highest  degree 
alarming  to  every  considerate  man;  that  such  opposition,  on 
the  part  of  Virginia,  to  the  acts  of  the  General  Government, 
must  beget  their  enforcement  by  military  power;  that  this 
would  probably  produce  civil  war;  civil  war,  foreign  alli- 
ances; and  that  foreign  alliances  must  necessarily  end  in 
subjugation  to  the  Powers  called  in.** 

"Congress  were  as  much  o\u*  representatives  as  the 
Assembly,  and  had  as  good  a  right  to  our  confidence.  'He 
had  seen,  with  regret,  the  unlimited  power  over  the  purse 
ftR<l  sword  consigned  to  the  General  Government;  but  he 
had  been  overruled,  and  it  was  now  necessary  to  submit 
to  the  constitutional  exercise  of  tliat  power.  If,**  said 
he,  '*!  am  asked  what  is  to  be  done,  when  a  people  feel 
themselves  intolerably  oppressed,  my  answer  is  ready — 
overturn  the  Government.  But  do  not,  I  beseech  you, 
carry  matters  to  this  length  without  provocation'.** — 
mri's  P.  H.  374-5. 

Sir,  I  impute  no  improper  motives  to  the  complaints  or 


discontents  of  any  portion  of  my  fellow-citizens.  I  con- 
sider tlie  nullifying  power  claimed  by  a  State,  pernicious 
at  any  time,  and  any  where.  And,  sir,  allow  me  to  add, 
that  the  eflTect  of  such  doctrine,  with  the  precepts  and 
examples  of  South  Carolina,  are,  to  my  mind,  indeed, 
most  pernicious.  Had  tliese  complaints,  and  the  remedy, 
come  from  some  new  State,  scarcely  instructed  yet  in  the 
principles  of  our  confederated  republic,  we  mi^ht  have 
ascribed  them  to  rashness,  or  want  of  instruction,  and 
treated  them  "as  the  capricious  squalls  of  a  child,  who 
don*t  know  whether  it  is  aggrieved  or  not."  Bat  coming^ 
from  a  State  always  and  stiirdisting^ished,  as  well  for  her 
intelligfence  and  patriotism,  as  for  her  politeness  and  ur- 
banity, the  tendency  and  effect  is  to  be  deprecated  in 
proportion  to  the  high  source  whence  the  cause  proceeds: 
for  if  ihese  things  are  found  in  the  green  tree,  what  may 
be  found  in  the  dry^  If  the  golden  vessels  of  our  politi- 
cal sanotunry  are  thus  marred,  what  is  to  become  of  the 
earthen  pitchers^  If  the  sturdy  oak  thus  bends  its  majes- 
tic branches  to  the  blast,  how  is  it  to  fare  with  the  hyssop 
upon  the  wall?  If,  in  fine*  South  Carolina  can  inculcate 
these  precepts,  in  the  spirit  of  patriotism,  what  may  we 
not  expyect  of  others  In  the  spirit  of  faction  ? 

I  now  quit  the  discussion  of  the  constitutional  question, 
which  has  detained  me  much  longer  than  I  intended,  and 
inquire  how  the  Federal  Government,,  in  its  operations, 
failed  to  secure  to  the  people  the  great  objects  anticipated 
and  intended.  Is  the  picture  of  die  distress  and  ruin  of 
the  South,  as  drawn  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina, 
real^  And  has  this  desolation  come  upon  them  so  sud- 
den? If  so,  1  say  with  Patrick  Henry,  "overturn  the 
Govemnnent."  In  the  lan^age  of  the  declaration  of  in- 
dependence, it  having  failed  to  secure  to  the  people 
<Mife,  liberty,  and  the  pursuit  of  happiness^*'  it  is  your 
right  to  alter  and  entirely  abolish  iti  But  remember,  the 
moment  vou  take  this  ground,  you  are,  as  .tlie  States  were 
who  made  that  declarationj  in  a  positive  revolution,  and 
out  of  the  pale  of  the  constitution. 

But  sir,  it  seems  to  roe  that  the  6vil«  which  we  have 
heard  described  with  such  feeling  and  touching  eloquence, 
must  be  either  imaginary  or  greatly  exaf^gerated.  In 
1824,  in  discu;»ing  the  subject  of  the  tarifi»  that  Senator 
thus  describes  the  then  condition  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States: 

**  Frederick  the  Gi'eat  could  make  his  subjects  so  pros- 
perous, that  every  family  should  enjoy  on  the  Sabbath 
day  the  luxury  of  a  meat  dinner.  All  classes  of  our  peo- 
ple are  supplied  with  food,  not,  as  in  many  parts  of  Eu- 
rope, a  single  kind,  and  of  insufficient  quantity,  but  in  a 
great  variety,  and  in  vast  abundance— >they  have  conve- 
nient dwellings,  sufhcient  fuel,  warm  and  comfortable 
clothing,  and  these  blessings  are  possessed  to  an  extent 
which  leaves  no  room  for  complaint  in  any.  part  of  the 
country.  M''e  possess,  too,  the  means  of  educating  our 
children." 

Now,  in  little  more  than  seven  short  years,  they,  from 
thu  high  eminence,  this  summit  of  human  happiness,  are 
plunged  into  the  deepest  and  darkest  abyss  of  misery  and 
despair.  In  looking  at  the  population  of  the  cotton-g^w- 
ing  States,  viz.  South  Carolina,  Georgia*  Tennessee,  Ala- 
bama, Mississippi,  and  Louisiana,  I  nnd  that,  in  1820,  it 
was  1,622,889,  and  in  1830, 2,371,748,  giving  an  increase 
in  ten  years  of  748,899,  or  nearly  fifly  per  cent.;  and, 
while  allowing  a  proportionate  g^n  upon  the  increase  for 
the  next  ten  years,  it  will  double  in  twenty  years.  Now, 
whether  the  means  of  subsistence,  the  comforts  of  life, 
precede  or  follow  an  increase  of  population,  it  is  certain 
that  one  always  treads  very  closely  on  the  heels  of  the 
other.  If  this  then  is  to  be  relied  on,  here  is  an  indica- 
tion of  prosperity  unexampled  in  the  history  of  man. 
Further:  the  great  staple,  the  chief  industry  of  tlieae 
people,  is  cotton  planting.  Let  us  see  the  result  of  these 
products  at  two  given  periods,  1821  and  1830; 
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1821. 
Cotton,         lbs.  124,993,404 
Tjlae,  $20,157,484 


1830. 
290,314,937 
129,674,883 


Gain. 

165,318,532 

19,517,399 


By  theie  remits  we  see  a  population  doubling  in  twenty 
years,  increasing  the  export  of  its  great  staple  one-half  in 
value,  and  nearly  three-fifths  in  quantity,  increasing  the 
home  consumption  of  the  same  article  at  least  one-half  in 
the  same  period,  and  furnishing  in  it  more  than  half  of  all 
the  domestic  exports  of  the  United  States;  and  yet  within 
the  last  seven  years  fillen  into  the  region  of  despair.  Sir, 
if  this  is  so,  it  is  a  paradox  that  would  confound  and  para- 
Kze  eyery  political  economist  and  statesman  who  erer 
wrote.  See  what  they  were  in  1824~a  true  picture,  I 
admit.  See  what  they  now  are  described  to  be — ^the  most 
appalling  picture  of  desohition  I  ever  witnessed.  Ossian 
himself  could  not  have  surpassed  it.  <*  The  stream  is  re-^ 
moved  from  its  place  by  the  falling  of  the  walls,  the  this- 
tle shakes  there  its  lonely  head,  the  moss  whistles  in  the 
wind,  the  fox  peeps  out  of  the  window,  and  the  rank 
grass  of  the  wall  waves  round  his  head." 

One-«xth  of  the  population,  doubled  in  twenty  years, 
nearly  doubling  the  value  of  its  products  in  ten,  and 
furnishing,  in  a  single  article,  more  than  half  your  domes- 
tic exports;  and  with  all  these  indications  of  prosperity, 
]roa  witness  discontent,  complaint,  and  lamentations;  the 
tahfTmust  be  abolished  altogether,,  and  then  a  jubilee! 
The  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Hatitk]  wants 
a  jubilee!     What!  another,  and  so  soon,  too?  Sir,  the  one 
wtiich  you  have  will  not  expire,  at  soonest,  until  the  4th 
of  Harcb,  1833;  and  now  you  would  have  another  on  the 
back  of  this!     The  tribes  of  Israel  (and  they  were  a  dis- 
contented set)  were  satisfied  with  one  year  in  fifly.  Then 
ail  debts  were  cancelled,  all  prisoners  released,  and  those 
who  had  been  in  any  way  deprived  of  their  lands  had  them 
restored.      The  poor  Indians  would,  I  think,  be  satisfied 
with  even  such  a  jubilee.  But,  on  the  4th  of  March,  1829, 
you  blew  the  trumpet,  and  the  jubilee  was  announced  for 
four  years  at  least,  and  I  am  sure  more  and  greater  ble^ 
logs  were  anticipated  than  the  Israelites  ever  enjoyed  in 
ail  their  jubilees.     Very  much  was  promised,  and  very 
much  too  was  realized.     Editors^  postmasters,  and  con- 
tractors, were  to  have  offices — and  it  was  so.     Friends 
were  to  be  rewarded,  and  enemies  punished — and  it  was 
io  with  a  vengeance  (  and  even  friends  were  massacred, 
who  were  a  stumbling-block  in  the  road  to  ambition.  Re- 
forai  was  to  be  thorough,  and  it  is  so:  so  thorough,  that 
the  President  is  now  engaged,  most  of  hb  time,  in  re- 
forming  his  own  reformation!      The  bank  was  to  be 
abolished,  and  anew  one  established,  based  on  the  public 
revenues;  and,  as  there  is  so  large  a  surplus  of  these,  all 
vere  to  come  and  have  what  money  they  would!     I  mean 
^  the  friends  of  the  administration;  and  it  is  to  be  so; 
that  is,  if  the  question  can  be  postponed  until  after  the  next 
election!     And,  in  addition  to  these,  you  have  enjoyed, 
and  are  still  enjoying,  many  things  which  were  not  pro- 
mised.    The  President  has  done  what  no  other  man  ever 
^  or  can  do;  he  has,  as  it  were,  annihilated  space,  and 
an  American  minister  is  near  to  the  court  to  ^ich  he  is 
appointed  so  long  as  he  can  get  no  further  off.      He  has, 
m«-eover,  invented  a  suit  of  politics,  fit  for  any  size,  or 
any  form!     Are  you  a  democrat?    I  am  the  father  of  the 
democratic  party.     Are  you  for  amalgamation?    See  my 
first  cabinet — ^poor  fellows!   fAre  you  federalists?    See 
my  last — four  to  one.     The  federalists  had  been  so  long 
neglected*  that  I  was  determined  to  make  up  for  lost  time ! 
Are  you  against  appointing  members  of  Cong^ss  to  office? 
See  my  precepts.     Are  you  for  it?    See  my  practices. 
Are  you  against  internal  improvements?     See  my  Mays- 
ville  veto.     Are  you  for  them?    See  an  act  of  the  same 
day,  embracing  the  same  principles:  *<  Approved,  Andrew 
Jackson."    Are  you  for  nullification?      I  had  no  power 
(do  you  see)  to  execute  a  law,^  nor  even  a  treaty,  ^inst 


the  will  of  a  *<  sovereign  State!"'  Are  you  against  it? 
Read  my  letter  to  the  Charleston  dinner  eaters.  Are  you 
against  the  bank?  Read  my  first  message.  Are  you  for 
it?  Read  my  last.  And,  to  come  to  the  subject  direcdy 
before  us,  are  you  for  or  against  a  protective  tariff?  On 
that  subject  I  am  this,  that,  or  nothings— precisely  as  you 
please,  gentlemen!  Now,  with  all  these  blessings  pouring 
in  upon  you  like  a  torrent,  will  you  go  away?  No,  stay 
and  enjov  this  jubilee!  What  a  delightful  variety!  Are 
you  not  fond  of  variety  ?  If  you  are,  you  never  can  expect 
to  find  a  gteater  than  under  tiiis  nondescript  administration. 

Sir,  the  effect  of  the  objections  to  the  protective  system 
are  the  same,  whether  they  be  to  its  expediency  or  con- 
stitutionality, viz.  to  defeat  the  design  of  the  constitution. 
The  proposition  of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  is, 
that  restriction  should  never  be  resorted  to,  but  for  the 
purpose  of  coercing  other  nations  to  abandon  their  re- 
strictive systems  on  us. 

Now,  the  exception  amounts,  in  practice,  to  nothing. 
Free  trade  is  your  avowed  policy,  and  you  only  resort  to 
restriction  as  a  measure  coercive.  This  is  saying  at  once 
to  other  nations,  *<  we  will  force  you,  if  we  can.  to  quit 
your  restrictive  measures  upon  our  commerce;  but  free 
trade  is  our  policy,  and  if  you  will  not  yield,  we  must" 
Like  the  case  of  two  men,  who  met  in  a  very  narrow  way; 
one  called  out  to  the  other,  "turn  out,  and  let  me 
pass;"  the  other  believing,  perhaps,  that  he  had  an  equal 
right  to  the  road,  disregarded  the  command,  and  remained 
leisurely  in  his  carriage.  Theffirst  called  out,  <'  sir,  if  you 
do  not  turn  out  and  let  me  pass,  I  will—"  <<  And  pray,  sir, 
what  will  you  do?"  "  Why,  sir,  if  you  do  not  turn  out 
and  let  me  pass  you,  I  wiU — turn  out  and  let  you  pass 
me.'*  The  proposition,  therefore,  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina,  thus  stripped  of  its  useless  and  inopera- 
tive exception,  is  nothing  more  nor  less  than  a  preference 
of  a  passive  to  an  active  commerce.  ■  It  is  emphatically 
Chinese.  If  other  nations  make  it  a  part  of  their  per- 
manent policy  to  encumber  our  trade,  we  are  to  submit. 
The  whole  freight  and  capital  engaged  is  to  be  foreign, 
and  we  are  to  become  the  passive  sellers  and  buyers  at 
home.  I  see,  sir,  we  have  stronger  indications  still  that  the 
Chinese  policy  is  Gradually  fining  ground.  Our  late 
minister  to  England,  in  his  miserable  "arrangement"  in 
regard  to  the  colonial  trade,  af^er  having  f^ven  to  British 
tonnage  a  preference  alike  injurious  and  disgraceful  to  us, 
attempts  an  apology,  by  saying  that  it  will  always  be  for 
our  benefit  for  other  nations  to  export  our  foreign  produce; 
that  is,  that  they  should  have  a  preference.  And  if  a  pre- 
ference in  the  exportation  of  our  foreign,  why  not  in  our  do- 
-mestic  production?  Take  the  Senator's  and  the  minister's 
proposition  together,  and  there  will  be  very  little  ground 
to  complain  tliat  *'  our  tonnage  is  diminished^' 

But  it  is  contended  that  protection  keeps  down  f<freig^ 
competition,  and  enhances  the  price  to  the  consumer. 
Now,  whether  the  impost  falls  on  the  consumer  or  pro- 
dacer,  or  is  divided  between  them,  depends  upon  the  de- 
mand. If  the  producer  is  much  more  necessitated  to  sell 
than  the  consumer  to  buy,  the  impost  falls  on  the  first;  if 
the  reverse,  it  falls  on  the  last;  if  the  necessity  is  equal, 
it  is  divided  between  both.  Diminish  tlie  number  of  pro- 
ducers, and  you  destroy  the  competition  in  the  production. 
Diminish  the  number  of  consumers,  and  you  effect  tlie 
same  in  the  consumption.  The  Senator  tells  us  that  a  coat 
may  be  purchased  cheaper  in  Canada  than  in  the  United 
States.  Be  it  so;  and  what  would  be  the  result,  should 
you  withdraw  your  protection  from  your  own  woollens' 
Should  it  suppress  the  American  fabric,  the  British  manu- 
facturer would  be  almost  without  competition.  He  then 
could  fhmish  the  market,  and  establish  the  price.  Take 
a  simple  illustration.  In  a  country  village  there  are 
twenty  consumers  of  a  single  manufilcture,  and  two  pro- 
ducers of  the  article.  While  these  rival  artists  remain, 
each  would  attempt  to  excel  the  other,  and  the  purchasers 
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would  all  profit  by  the  competition.  Let  one  of  the  two 
be  ^vithdrawn,  and  1  might  put  the  question  to  amr  one 
who  hears  me — would  not  the  wliolc  twenty  suffer  by 
being  left  to  the  mercy  of  a  single  producer,  who  might, 
with  impunity,  demand  bis  own  price?  Furtlier:  suppose, 
in  the  same.village,  twenty  producers  of  the  raw  material 
should  furnish  these  two  manu&ctures.  On  the  witlidrawal 
of  one,  would  not  these  twenty  equally  suffer  with  the 
consumers?  In  the  first  case,  they  might  sell  to  one  of 
the  two  rivals;  now,  they  are  at  the  mercy  of  the  one  with- 
out a  rival.  Now,  if  Great  Britain  were  our  sole  manU- 
fiicturer,  and  we  were  the  consumers  of  her  products, 
and  the  producers  to  her  of  the  raw  material,  why  would  not 
the  producers  of  this  raw  material,  and  the  consumero  o£ 
the  manufactured  article,  be  as  much  in  her  power  as  in 
the  example  cited?     , 

But,  you  will  answer,  withdraw  protection,  and  fo- 
reign manufactures  will  struggle  for  our  market;  tlie  com- 
petition we  lose  at  home  wiU  be  supplied  abroad.  But 
where?  We  must  take  the  commercial  world  as  it  is,  and 
then  we  find  Great  Britain  capable  of  monopolizing  our 
whole  market.  She  can  break  down  every  other  tbrei^ 
competition. 

If  you  calculate  upon  relief  from  this,  by  supposing 
that  her  manufacturers  will  so  compete  with  each  other, 
each  striving  for  the  preference  in  our  market,  you  have 
forgotten  her  whole  pcdicy.  You  would  find  combina- 
tion and  monopoly,  instead  of  competition  and  rivalry; 
and  we  should  l>e  made  the  sport  of  her  capitaTtsts,  and,  in 
effect,  be  recolonized.  But  the  Senator  admits,  nay,  in- 
sists, that  to  diminish  foreign  competition,  is  to  enhance 
the  price;  that  is  undoubtedly  tlie  effect,  unless  there  is 
a  corresponding  increase  to  the  liome  competition.  Make 
your  protecting  duties  prohibitory,  and  you  would  un- 
doubtedly burden  consumption,  until  the  competition  of 
producers  should  be  neater  than  that  of  tlie  consumers. 
But  it  is  a  matter  of  tact,  the  foreign  importation  is  not 
diminished,  but  is  increased,  and  regulu'ly  increasing. 
Here,  then,  your  tariff  encourages  the  domestic  manufac- 
ture, without  diminishing  the  consumption  of  the  foreign. 
There  is,  therefore,  a  tlu«efold  competition — ^the  foreign 
with  the  domestic  producers,  and  the  domestic  with  each 
other;  keeping  your  own  manufactures  to  their  good  be- 
havior, and  giving  the  greatest  stimulus  possible  to  pro- 
duction. But  if  to  diminish  the  foreign  competition 
enhances  the  price,  much  more,  tlierefore,  would  a  diminu- 
tion of  the  domestic  consumption  of  the  domestic  pro- 
ducts, being  always  far  greater  than  that  of  the  foreign. 
It  seems  to  me,  therefore,  very  clear  that  the  present  low 
prices  are  accounted  for  in  the  competition  of  production, 
encouraged  by  the  protecting  system*  But,  let  us  have 
free  trade-~6«e  trade.  Now,  sir,  this  notion  of  free  trade 
is  an  'entire  fallacy.  Commerce  every  where  begun  by 
protection,  has  continued  by  protection,  and  is  still  main- 
tained by  protection.  It  is  not  in  the  nature  of  man  that 
it  should  be  otherwise.  It  is  the  very  **  politics  of  na- 
ture" which  the  Senator  desires.  Should  every  commercial 
nation  now  spring  into  existence,  organized  into  communi- 
ties as  they  now  are,  they  would,  from  the  very  nature  of 
tilings,  resort  to  the  protecting  system.  Where  they  are 
disposed  to  a  perfect  reciprocity,  they  would  difler  at 
once  in  defining  it.  Suppose  ^H  men  honestly  disposed  to 
do  justice  to  each,  still  law  and  civil  government  would 
be  just  as  necessaiy  as  they  now  are:  for  they  would  never 
agree  what  was  justice.  Suppose  a  solitary  on  a  desolate 
island:  he  raises  his  bread,  and  makes  his  clothing,  and 
the  surplus  of  his  labor  is  worth  nothing.  Another, 
a  manu&cturer  of  clothing,  is  cast  upon  the  same  island, 
and  bread  is  exchanged  for  clotliing,  and  here  commences 
what  is  termed  ''exchangeable  value."  But  the  moment 
the  manufacturer  concludes  to  raise  his  own  bread  also, 
then  the  other  must  make  his  own  clothes  again,  or  go 
naked.     Here  reciprocity  ceases,  aixl  protection  begins. 


Commerce,  from  the  first,  was  indebted  to  protection 
for  its  existence  and  its  growth.  "  The  Hanseatic  league" 
was  formed  and  sustained  for  the  defence  of  commerce 
against  the  rovers,  (advocates  of  free  trade,)  who  made 
themselves  a  little  too  free  with  the  legitimate  enterprises 
of  merchants*  Our  non-intercourse,  non -importation,  and 
embargo  laws  were  restrictions  upon  the  freedom  which 
was  practised  with  it  by  the  British  orders  l^ld  French 
decrees;  and  our  navy  has  very  lately  operated  as  a  re- 
striction upon  those  associated  gentlemen  in  the  West  In- 
dia seas,  vulgarly  denominated  pirates. 

Adam  Smith  and  John  Baptiste  Say  wrote  for  Europe, 
as  it  was,  and,  like  all  others,  in  oppo^ng  the  abuse  of  a 
system,  they  have  become  adversaries  of  the  system  itself; 
as  men,  by  seein?  religion  and  liberty  perverted,  have  be- 
come infidels  and  tyrants.  Mr.  Say  observes,  "that there 
is,  perhaps,  not  a  nation  in  Europe  where  a  man  is  free  to 
dispose  of  his  industry  and  capital  in  what  manner  he 
pleases.  In  most  places  he  cannot  even  change  liis  oc- 
cupation, or  even  his  place  of  residence,  at  pleasure." 
But  even  here,  he  says  that,  Smith's  rule,  that  |'  cycry 
one  is  the  best  judg«  how  to  employ  his  own  capital  and 
industry,'^  admits  of  many  important  exceptions;  and 
admits  that  encouragement  is  proper  whenever  the  "  usual 
application  of  the  power  of  capital  is  contemplated  witli 
distrust  or  disdain."  This  principle  of  Mr.  Say  is  illus- 
trated by  the  doubt  and  prejudices  wliich  have  at  different 
times  been  felt  or  entertained  in  regard  to  what  are  now 
our  most  important  products.  I  will  give  you  an  instance 
in  the  silk  and  cotton. 

Silk.  Sully's  objections  to  Henry  IV,  against  tlic  pro- 
duction of  silk.  ••  It  is  true  her  (France's)  climate  denies 
her  silk — ^the  spring  begins  too  late,  and  an  excessive 
moisture  almost  always  prevails;  and  this  inconvenience, 
which  b  absolutely  irremediable,  affects  not  only  the  silk 
worms,  which,  on  this  account,  are  hatched  with  great 
difficulty,  but  likewise  the  mulberry  trees  that  these  in- 
sects feed  upon,  for  which  a  mild  and  temperate  air  is 
necessary  in  the  season  wherein  they  put  forth  their 
leaves." 

In  1590,  less  than  two  centuries  and  a  half  ago,  this  was 
the  opinion  of  one,  of  the  greatest  statesmen  of  the  age. 
But  Henry  would  not  be  dissuaded,  and  now  France  pro- 
duces  annually  more  than  all  Europe  besides;  and  the 
United  States  has  grown,  in  that  time,  to  13,000,000,  and 
has  imported  6,599,007  dolIars~3,634,8o9  dollars  of  which 
is  the  product  of  this  same  France.* 

CoTTOK .  In  1788,  Richard  Leake,  Esq.,  of  Georgia,  thus 
writes  to  Thomas  Proctor,  Esq.,  of  Philadelphia:  •«  I  have 
been  this  year  an  adventurer,  (and  the  first  that  has  at- 
tempted it  on  a  large  scale,)  in  introducing  a  new  staple 
in  the  planting  interest  of  this  SUte— the  article  of  cotton. 
Several  here,  as  well  as  in  Carohna,  have  followed  me, 
and  tried  the  experiment,  and  it  is  likely  to  answer  our 
most  sanguine  expectations;  samples  of  which  1  beg  leave 
to  send,  and  request  you  will  Uy  them  before  the  Phila- 
delphia Society  for  the  Encouragement  of  Manufactures, 
that  the  quality  may  be  inspected  into.  I  shall  raise 
about  five  thousand  pounds  in  the  seed,  from  about  eight 
acres  of  land,  and  next  year  I  intend  to  plant  fifly  or  one 
hundred  acres,  if  suitable  encouragement  is  given. 

The  principal  difficulty  that  arises  to  us  is,  the  clearing 
it  from  the  seed,  which  I  am  told  they  do  with  great  dex- 
terity in  Philadelphia,  with  gins  or  machines  made  for  the 
purpose,"  &c.  lie  then  requests  his  friend  to  purchase,  and 
sena  to  him,  one  of  those  machines,  and  adds,  "  I  have  not 
the  smallest  doubt  but  that  this  State  will  be  able  to  fur- 
nish all  that  wiU  be  necessary  for  the  manufactories  in  the 
Northern  States" — and  concludes  with  his  conviction  of  its 
"magnitude  to  the  manufacturing  interests  of  America." 

Mr.  Hamilton's  report:     **  The  extensive  cultivation  of 
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cotton  can,  pcrhap%  hardly  be  expected,  but  from  the 

ppeyious  establishment  of  the  domestic  manufactories  of 

the  article.    He  proposes  to  remove  the  duty  of  three  cents 

per  pound  from  the  foreign  article." 
The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  has  spoken  of  the  free 

trade  s^'stem,  and  principles  of  Washington  and  Hamilton. 

1  confess  I  was  not  a  little  surprised;  for  tliese  are  tlie  last 

sathorities  to  sustain  the  free  trade  doctrines  of  the  present 

day.     Washington's  opinions  and  practices  I  have  already 

dtedf  and  should  searcely  think  that  any  one  who  had 

read  Hamilton's  celebrated  report  on  manufactiu'es,  could 

posdbly  imagine  that  he  and  the  Senator  were  both  on  the 

nme  side  of  the  question.     They  would  readily  admit  that 

the  Senator  made  a  very  good  argument  against  the  pro- 
tective system,  and  the  Secretary  a  very  good  one  for  it. 

But  surely  our  understanding  must  be  obtuse,  indeed, 

to  imagine  possibly  that  both  were  aiming  at  the  same 

object. 
[Mr.  HAYNE  here  rose  to  correct  Mr.  Holxxs,  and  said 

be  had  not  quoted  Alexander  Hamilton  as  an  authority  in 

&vor  of  tlie  doctrines  of  free  trade.     What  he  had  said 

was,  that  Alexander  Hamilton's  protecting  system  was, 

essenttally,  a  system  of  free  trade,  inasmuch  as  be  did  not 

propose  to  impose  duties  beyond  7i  per  cent.,  an  amount 

&r  below  what  the  most  zealous  advocate  for  free  trade  now 

would  be  willing  to  submit  to^  as  necessary  for  revenue.] 
1  have  ali*eady  given  the  reason  why  the  duties  were 

then  so  low;  but  I  will  recur  to  the  Secretary  himself  for 

proof  of  tiis  principles.  I  cannot  tax  the  patience  of  the 
Senate  to  read  his  report,  which  is  very  voluminous,  as 
well  as  very  able;  but  1  have  taken  a  synopsis  of  it,  con- 
taining the  substance,  which  1  will  present  to  their  consi- 
deration. 

in  answer  to  a  resolution  of  the  House  of  Kepreseota- 
tWes,  15th  June,  1790,  Mr.  Hamilton,  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  made  his  report  on  manufactures. 

**  The  embarrassments  which  have  obstructed  the  pro- 
gress of  our  external  trade,  have  led  to  serious  reflections 
on  the  necessity  of  enlarging  the  sphere  of  domestic  com- 
merce."—5  2^¥to,  153, 

"  He  maintains  that  land  is,  itself,  stock  or  capital,  ad- 
vanced by  its  owner  to  the  occupier  or  tenant. "-^i&.  155. 
Speaking  of  the  productiveness  of  manufactures  and 
agnculturei — **  tlie  maintenance  of  two  citizens  instead  of 
one  is  going  on»  and  the  State  has  two  members  instead  of 
one,  and  they,  together,  consume  twice  the  value  of  what  is 
produced  from  the  land." 

**  The  division  of  labor  and  its  effects — grater  skill  and 
dexterity — economy  of  time,  and  an  extenMon  of  the  use 
of  machinery." 

"Additional  employment  of  classes  of  the  community, 
not  particularly  or  necessarily  engaged — women  and  chil- 
dren."—76.  157., 

'*  Emigration  from  foreign  countries — greater  scope 
for  tlie  diversity  of  talents^  and  a  more  ample  field  ror 
enterprise." 

**  The  uncertainty  of  the  foreign  demand  for  the  pro- 
ducts of  agriculture  should  induce  us  to  substitute  a  home 
market."— iJ.  159. 

**  The  srguments  against  the  encouragement  of  manu- 
&ctures  would  have  great  force,  if  the  perfect  liberty  to 
induMry  and  commerce  were  the  prevaihng  system  of  na^ 
tions.  But  the  regulations  of  several  countries  with  which 
we  have  the  most  extensive  intercourse,  throw  serious  ob- 
structions in  the  way  of  the  principal  staples  of  the  United 
States."— i&.  159-60. 

"It  is  no  small  consolation,  that  the  measures  which 
refttricted  our  trade  have  accelerated  our  internal  improve- 
ments."—/*.  160. 

Against  the  hypothens  that  manufactures^  unprotected, 
will  grow  up  as  fast  as  the  interest  of  the  community  re- 
quires, he  replies:  "The  strong  influence  of  habit,  the 
spirit  of  emulation,  the  fear  of  success  in  untried  enter-  'ought  not  to  be  left  to  the  mercy  of  the  manufacturer  for 
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prises— intrinsic  difficulties  incident  to  first  esnys  against 
foreign  competitors,  with  their  skill  and  the  protection 
which  they  experience." 

**  He  answers  the  obiection  to  the  use  of  foreign  labor 
and  capital.  He  speaks  of  the  funded  debt  as  a  species 
of  capitaL"    But  query  of  this.— J&.  160-61-63-63. 

*<  He  then  enumerates  several  manufactures  in  which 
we  liave  been  successful,  viz.  of  skins,  iron,  wood,  flax 
and  hemp,  bricks,  tiles,  and  potter's  ware,  spirits  and 
malt  liquors,  paper,  bati,  refined  sugars,  oils  of  animals 
and  seeds,  soap  and  candles,  copper,  brass,  and  tin  wares, 
carriages,  snuff  and  smoking  tobacco,  starch  and  hair 
powder,  painter's  colors  and  gunpowder. "—J&.  190. 

<*  The  theory,  tiiat  to  abridge  foreign  competition  in* 
creases  the  price  of  the  articles,  does  not  correspond  with 
the  fact." 

*'  But  if  such  iVere  the  effect  at  first,  it  is  universally 
true  that  the  contrary  is  the  ultimate  effect  with  every 
successful  manufiicture." 

**  Thus,  in  a  national  view,  a  temporary  enhancement 
of  price  must  always  be  compensated  by  a  permanent 
reduction  of  it."^ — Jh. 

**  There  seems  to  be  a  moral  certainty  that  the  trade  of  a 
country  which  is  both  manufiicturing  and  agricultural, 
will  be  more  lucrative  and  prosperous  than  that  of  a  country 
which  is  merely  agricultural." 

**  The  essential  of  national  supplv — ^the  means  of  sub- 
sistence, habitation,  clothing,  and  defence,  every  nation 
should  possess  within  itself."— /6. 

*'  The  extensive  cultivation  of  cotton  can,  perhaps, 
hardly  be  expected,  but  from  the  previous  establishment 
of  domestic  manufactures  of  the  article.  "-»i6.  193. 

'*To  accomplish  the  object,  he  recommends  protecting 
duties,  which  have  been  sanctioned  by  the  laws  of  the 
United  States  in  a  variety  of  instances.  Prohibitions  of 
the  e:i(portation  of  materials  of  manufactures— pecuniary 
bounties.  The  right  to  do  tins  has  been  questioned,  but 
without  foundation."— i&.  195. 

'*  Premiums  of  a  nature  allied  to  bounties. "^-i5. 

**  Exemption  of  the  materials  of  manufactures  fVom 
duty."— it 

'*  Drawbacks  of  the  duty  on  the  material  when  manu- 
factured; jufflcious  regpilations  for  the  inspection  of  the 
manu&ctured  article;  the  facility  of  pecuniary  remittances; 
bank  paper,  and  the  facilitating  of  the  transportation  of 
materials  by  roads  and  canals." 

<*It  were  to  be  wished  that  there  was  no  doubt  of  the 
power  of  the  National  Government  to  lend  its  direct  aid 
to  a  comprehensive  plan  of  internal  improvements."— 7i. 
197. 

*<He  then  proposes  specific  protection  to  eertain  manu- 
factures: Iron,  copper,  lead,  fossil,  coal,  wood,  grain,  flax 
and  hemp,  cotton;  the  duty  of  three  cents  per  pound  on 
the  foreign  raw  materials  should  be  removed;  wool,  silk, 
gunpowder,  paper,  printed  books,  reffaied  sugar,  and  cho- 
colate." 

I  have  before  me  a  volume  of  Chapta),  who,  more  than 
twenty-five  years  after,  expresses  the  same  sentiment.  He 
is  the  great  practical  writer  on  political  econompr,  and  one 
whose  opinions  are  now  followed  exclusively  m  France. 
It  is  in  the  originid  French,  but  I  believe  I  can  render  it 
correcUy  into  English. 

*'  If  Government  does  not  afford  to  an  important  branch 
of  indufttr;jr  which  is  undertaken,  the  advantages  necesMir 
to  indemnify  the  undertaker  for  sacrifices  and  losses  which 
are  inevitable  in  a  first  establishment,  what  prudent  man 
would  engage  his  fortune  in  enterprises  so  hazardous?  In 
this  case  Government  should  endeavor  to  reconcile  two 
kinds  of  interests.  That  of  the  manufacturer,  who  cannot 
risk  his  capital' without  a  guaranty  that  the  industry  with 
which  he  would  enrich  his  country  should  not  be  sacrific- 
ed to  that  of  foreigners;  and  that  of  the  consumer,  who 
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the  price  of  %n  article  consecrated  by  use.  Tliis  leg^sla- 
tion,  applicable  to  every-  kind  of  industry,  forms  a  guaranty 
for  the  manufacturer  who  engag^cs  his  fortune  in  an  enter- 
priscf  it  excites  emuUition,  multiplies  establishments  of 
the  same  nature,  and  establishes  very  soon  a  competition 
which  is  to  the  entire  advantage  of  the  consumer. 

"  Without  doubt,  in  the  first  moments,  the  consumer 
might  be  injured;  but  it  is  a  liglit  sacrifice  which  be  makes 
for  his  country,  which  opens  a  new  source  of  riches;  and 
the  competition  which  is  induced  in  the  fabrication  imme- 
diately lowers  the  price  to  what  it  ougfht  to  be.  We  have 
seen  a  very  recent  proof  of  this  in  the  cottons,  the  salts, 
alum,  light  draperies,  and  most  of  the  articles  of  cutlery. 
As  the  immutable  principles  of  nature  will  not  bend  to 
the  caprices  of  men,  we  readily  perceive  tliat  we  have 
taken  a  false  direction,  and  have  had  to  overcome  difiicuU 
ties,  which  we  might  have  escaped,  but  for  this  false  posi- 
tion; and  to  preserve  the  industry  created,  it  has  become 
necessary  to  resort  to  extreme  measures,  and  to  enforce 
the  prolubition  of  foreign  products. 

••  We  have  to  speak  of  the  forced  condition  in  which 
Europe  is  placed.  England  has  set  the  example,  and  she 
has  drawn  almost  all  nations  into  her  measures;  so  that 
now  we  areobhgedto  imitate  the  conduct  of  our  neighbors. 
It  is,  perhaps,  the  only  means  that  a  g^eat  nation  could 
employ,  strong  in  its  industry  and  its  agriculture,  and 
more  independent  in  its  resources,  to  bring  back  people 
to  true  principles.  We  dare  believe  that  this  return,  so 
desirable,  is  not  far  distant;  and,  in  expecting  it,  we  should 
prohibit  foreign  products,  so  far  as  foreigners  exclude 
those  of  our  scnl  and  our  country.*' 

Again:  The  necessity  of  the  protecting  policy  is  so  clear- 
ly enforced  in  the  following  French  decrees  of  1785,  that 
1  cannot  omit  a  quotation  from  them: 

"  The  tide  of  fashion,  which,  in  this  country,  had  run 
so  long  and  so  strong  in  &vor  of  French  goods,  especially 
tliose  depending  upon  fancy,  had  now  set  as  strongly  in 
the  contrary  direction;  and  English  manufactures,  of  almost 
all  kinds,  were  in  such  request  in  France,  that  the  shop- 
keepers used  to  write  over  their  doors,  *  Warehouse  for 
English  goods.'  The  King  of  France,  in  a  decree  issued 
on  the  lOth  of  July,  very  liberally  declared  that  nothing 
could  be  more  agreeable  to  his  own  principles,  than  a 
general  liberty  of  trade,  which  should  permit  the  free 
circulation  of  tLbe  produce  and  manufactures  of  all  nations, 
making  them  all,  as  it  were,  but  one  nation  in  point  of  trade. 
But,  unless  such  a  Uberal  system  could  be  universally  and 
reciprocally  established,  he  must  consult  tlie  interest  of 
his  kingdom,  by  prohibiting  tlie  importation  of  white  cali- 
coes, stuffs  of  cotton  and  linen  mixed,  handkerchiefs,  di* 
roitiea,  and  nankeens,  except  those  imported  by  the  India 
Company,  or  vessels  licensed  by  a  late  decree;  foreign 
printed  calicoes,  whether  imported  from  India  or  Europe, 
were  ordered  to  be  exporte<l;  and  all  muslins,  gauzes,  and 
lawns,  of  foreign  manufacture,  were  strictly  forbidden  to 
be  sold  in  the  kingdom.  Rut  he  allowed  his  subjects  tiii 
the  lOlh  of  Aagiist,  1786,  to  dispose  of  the  goods  already 
in  tlieir  possession,  and  also  six  weeks  to  receive  g^oods 
already  ordered  from  foreign  countries;  and  he  excepted 
from  the  prohibition  blue  linens,  checks,  &c.  fit  for  the 
Guinea  trade. 

' '  July  1 7th.  In  a  few  days  this  decree  was  followed  by  a 
second  one,  the  preamble  of  which  states  tliat  the  industry 
of  tlie  country  was  discouraged  by  the  demand  for  foreign 
goods,  and  chiefly  Euglisli  ones,  which,  from  fashion  and 
liuicy,  had  obtained  a  preference,  which  was  the  more  in- 
tolerable as  French  goo<ls  were  rigorously  prohibited  in 
England.  Therefore  tlie  King  strictly  prohibited  ihe  im- 
portation of  English  saddlery,  hosiery,  woollen  cloths, 
hardware,  and  idi  otlier  English  goods,  except  those  al- 
lowed by  a  decree  of  the  ^t^ar  1601,  whereof  a  list  was 
annexed.  All  polished  steel  wares  (except  tools  and  in- 
stnimenti  for  tlie  service  of  the  ails  and  sciences)  and 


glass,  and  crystal  of  foreign  manufacture,  were  also  strictly 
prohibited.  Those  who  carried  on  no  trade  were  per- 
mitted, upon  obtaining  a  special  license,  to  import  smaJI 
quantities  of  foreign  goods  for  their  own  use  only;  but, 
that  the  enjoyers  of  luxuries  miglit  be  obliged  to  contri- 
bute to  the  general  utility,  they  were  to  pay  a  duty  of 
above  thirty  per  cent,  on  the  value,  to  be  applied  for  the 
encourag»ement  of  the  national  manufiictiire,  and  upon  no 
account  to  be  remitted  to  any  person,  of  wliatever  rank  or 
quality. 

**  It  was  said  that  above  a  hundred  looms  in  Spitalfields, 
in  the  gauze  branch  only,  were  stopped  by  the  counter- 
manding  orders  sent  over  in  consequence  of  these  decrees.  *' 

The  next  vear,  however,  notwitlwtanding  this  '«*tide  of 
fashion  and  nincy,"  France  was  seduced  into  a  commer- 
cial treaty,  stipulating  for  low  duties  on  the  manufactures 
of  each  country,  and  mutually  excluding  silks,  of  which 
France  produced  the  raw  material,  and  England  did  not. 
This  was  the  finishing  stroke  to  a  successful  rivalry  witli 
England.  The  manufactures  of  Great  Britain  have  ever 
since  mahttained  the  ascendancy,  and  their  unrivalled 
success  may  be  ascribed  to  this  very  treaty.  Had  these 
decrees  but  been  enforced  for  a  few  years,  this  **tidc** 
would  have  turned,  and  very  many  French  manu&cturea 
would,  at  this  time,  have  excluded  the  British. 

The  Senator  still  insists  tliat  *•  the  consumer  pays  the 
impost."  This,  though  it  may  be  generally,  yet  not  uni- 
versally, true,  in  a  revenue,  is  no  rule  in  a  protecting  duty. 

Mr.  Say,  on  this  subject,  observes,  *«  those  writers  who 
have  maintained  that  the  tax  bears  upon  any  one  or  more 
classes  in  particular,  or  in  any  fixed  or  certain  proportion, 
have  found  their  theory  contradicted  by  experience  at 
every  turn."  Yet,  if  anyone  i-ule,  more  than  another,  is 
to  be  relied  on,  it  is  this,  that,  as  soon  as  protection  brgins 
to  operate,  and  in  proportion  to  its  operation,  the  tax  is 
reflected  back  from  the  consumer  to  the  producer.  Take 
the  case  of  bar  iron:  in  the  years  1818,  1826,  and  1830, 
when  the  several  tariffs  of  1816,  1824,  and  1828  were  in 
full  operation,  I  recur  to  the  price  cun^ent  in  Boston,  and 
select  for  an  example,  "  Old  Sable."  In  1818,  the  duty 
was  $9  per  ton,  and  tlie  price,  including  the  duty,  $104-. 
In  1826,  duty  $18,  price,  includinc:  duty,  *100.  In  1830, 
duty  #22  40,  and  price,  including  duty,  ^J6.  Thus,  while 
the  duty  has  been  constantly  increasing,  the  article  taxed 
has  been  as  constantly  diminishing.  The  reason  is  as 
manifest  as  the  fact  is  true — the  domestic  article  has  been 
increasing  in  quantity.  Suppose  the  foreign  manufacturer 
furnished  three-fourths  of  your  consumption,  the  greater 
quantity  would  command  the  price,  and  tliis  tax  would 
fall  on  the  consumer.  But  let  the  domestic  protluct  in- 
crease to  one-half,  the  competition  between  foreign  and 
domestic  prodiicers  will  be  more  equalized,  and  tlic  tax 
will  be  divided  between  the  producer  and  consunitr. 
Further:  let  the  domestic  product  be  three-fourths,  and 
your  own  producers  govern  the  market,  and  the  foreign 
producer  bears  the  whole  tax,  or  nearly  so.  Again:  take 
the  article  of  nails:  the  duty  five  cents  per  pound,  and 
the  nails,  duty  and  all,  but  five  and  a  half  cents.  Now 
apply  the  rule  that  the  consumer  pays  the  tax,  and  take 
ofl*  Uiis  duty,  and  your  nails  would  come  at  a  half  cent, 
when  the  raw  material  of  which  it  is  made  is  four  and  a 
lialf  cents.  Take  the  article  of  cheese — the  duty  is  nine 
cents,  and  the  best  cheese,  good  enough  for  any  gentle- 
man's table,  may  be  had  for  eight  cents.  Now,  in  this  last 
case,  it  would,  I  should  think,  be  rather  difficult  to  con- 
vince the  purchaser,  who  paid  but  eight  cents  for  his 
cheese,  that  he  had  also,  by  construction,  paid  nine  cents 
duty  in  addition,  making  seventeen  cents. 

But  another  very  grave  charge  against  the  protecting 
system  is  this — ^liigh  imposts  upon  the  fabrics  of  those 
who  take  our  raw  materials,  diminish  the  demantl  lor 
mich  materials.  This  is  supposed  to  be  done  by  taxing 
the  consumer,  and  lessening  the  consumption,or  by  taxing 
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the  producer^  lessening'  his  profits,  and,  consequently, 
driving'  many  from  employment.  But,  stiU,  it  comes  to 
this  at  isst,  if  tlie  producer  has  more  need  to  sell  tlian  the 
consumer  has  to  buy,  it  falls  on  the  former i  and  if  the 
foreign  &bricator  of  our  raw  nuiterial  diminishes  his  de> 
Bfiana  on  account  of  the  price,  the  deficiency  will  be 
more  than  supplied  by  the  domestic  competition.  As  to 
Che  idle  and  vain  alarm,  tliat  foreign  manufacturers  will 
not  take  our  raw  material,  unless  in  excbanjj^  for  tlieir 
fabrics,  were  we  their  oidy  consumer,  they  might  not  buy 
unless  they  could  sell;  but  it  is  idle  to  suppose  that  they 
would  ever  buy  elsewhere,  so  long  as  they  obtain  Our 
products  cheaper  suid  better.  This  alarm,  that  tlie  im- 
post would  exclude  foreign  fabrics^  and,  consequently, 
diminish  the  demand  for  our  raw  material,  was  sounded 
load  in  the  discussions  of  the  tariff  of  1824.  The  Sena- 
tor frooi  South  Carolina,  relying  on  the  calculations  of  a 
aember  of  the  other  House,  (Mr.  Camsrblsfg,]  prophc- 
sietl  that  that  hill  would  diminish  the  importations 
$36,000,000,  tlie  revenue  1^,000,000,  exclude  cotton 
fabrics  $r,000,000,  the  duties  on  which  would  be 
^000,000,  and  diminish  the  exports  of  our  cotton 
44,000,000  pounds.  Had  the  Senator  himself  examined 
the  state  of  the  case,  instead  of  relying  on  one  whose 
commercial  predictions  have  very  seldom,  if  ever,  been 
realized,  he  would  scarcely  have  hazarded  his  reputation 
for  accuracy,  on  a  supposition  so  extravagant.  Our  whole 
exportation  of  cotton,  in  1823,  was  173,723,2r0  pounds. 
To  Great  Britain,  127,684,442  pound8--4ier  whole  con- 
sumption, 182,072,100  pounds.  Her  fabrics  of  cotton 
were  stated  by  Mr.  Huskissoa,  in  Parliament,  in  1824, 
(referring  to  the  returns  in  '23,  no  doubt,)  to  amount  to 
^£36,000,000  sterling,  equal  to  ^160,000,000.  Our  whole 
consumption  of  foreign  cotton  fabrics,  the  same  year,  was 
$5,587,097,  British,  say  #4,500,000,  or  less  than  three  per 
cent  of  all  her  cotton  fabrics. 

J  will  add  to  this,  that  our  whole  imports,  for  1823, 
were  ^7,579,767;  and  for  a  man,  with  these  facts  before 
him,  to  be  seriously  alarmed  lest  the  Urifl^  as  then  pro- 
posed, would  dimmish  our  importations  one-third,  our 
revenue  one-third,  our  importations  of  cotton  fabrics  for 
consumption  seven  raiUioiui  of  dollars,  when  the  whole 
wss  about  five  and  a  half,  and  the  revenue  thereon  three 
million^  about  half  a  million  more  than  the  whole;  and, 
above  all,  cut  oft*  forty-four  millions  of  pounds,  more  than 
one-fourth  of  our  exportation  of  cottons,  is,  to  be  sure, 
among  the  extraordinary  predictions  of  these  extraordi- 
nary times.  And  all  this  because  we  had  raised  the  duties 
on  about  3-lOOth  parts  of  all  their  productions  in  this 
article.  I  admit  that  1825  was  a  very  unfortunate  year 
for  the  fulfilment  of  these  strange  predictions.  The 
events  of  that  year  afford  no  fair  CMCulation  of  the  eflects 
of  this'  tariff.  There  was  a  morbid  excitement  in  the 
commereial  world,  ui  this  article  in  particular,  and  com- 
raerdal  exchanges  were  unusually  great.  But,  as  there 
was  a  consequent  depresnon  in  1826,  it  will  be  fair  to 
take  an  average  of  these  two  years  to  ascertain  how  far 
these  predictions  have  been  verified;  and  you  will  see  it 
in  the  table  which  1  will  now  present  you. 

hnpofUxtion. 

1823.  1824.  1825.  1826. 

mtS79,7^  180.549,007  $96,340,075  $84,994,477. 

Cotton  and  cotton  fahr^cs—^xpcrtatitma, 

PuanAfl,  173,723,270    I42,36g,6fl3    170,444,907    S04,53J,415 

Value,  £30,445,590      St,947,403      3«,846,640      20,635,814 

loiportaUon,        g8,240,871        7,498,943      12,509,510        8,318,034 
He-nportalMl^     S,0U,I74       2,401,108        2,404,45J        2,190,800 


5,587,097        5,037,075      10,U»,061        0,191,228 

Tou  see,  sir,  by  this  exhibit,  that,  oontrarv  to  the  strong 
prediction  of  such  a  fatal  diminution  of  traae,  the  import- 
atioos  and  ezportations»  and  partioolarly  of  cotton  and 


cotton  fabrics,  have  been  surprisingly  increased;  so  that, 
in  1830,  the  cotton^  exported  was,  9s  we  liave  seen, 
290,311,937  lbs.,  valued  at  $29,674,883;  and  the  cotton 
fabrica  Imported  for  consumption,  $5^926,070.  Here  we 
see  the  direct  proof,  by  matter  of  fact,  that  our  reasoning 
is  sound  and  conchisive.  The  necessity  of  the  producer 
has  become  greater  than  that  of  the  consumer,  by  the 
competition  which  your  protection  has  caused,  and,  con- 
sequently, a  reduction  of  price,  and  an  increase  of  con- 
sumption. I  will  show,  most  clearly,  that  the  consumption 
of  the  foreign  fabric  has  greatly  increased  under  the 
operation  of  your  tariff.  It  is  a  palpable  error  to  try  this 
by  the  price  or  money  vahie  of  the  article  imported.  It 
is  the  quantity  which  the  consumer  obtains,  that  interests 
him.  If  the  same  goods  are  obtained  for  one  millioB,  that 
heretofore  cost  three,  the  consumption  is  treble,  thourii 
the  price  is  the  same.  Take  the  foreign  cotton  &- 
brics  imported,  deducting  the  re-exportations  for  1821, 
$5,707,450,  and  1830,  $5,926,07O-an  isciease,  in  nine 
years^  of  $218,630  only,  if  you  regard  the  price.  But 
the  price  of  these  goods,  m  those  two  years,  wss  as  tliirty- 
two  to  e1even---that  is,  the  same  goods,  in  quantity  and 
quality,  which  cost  thirty -two  cents  in  the  nnt  period, 
could  be  purchased  for  eleven  cents  in  the  last  This&ct 
I  have  obtained  from  the  surest  sources.  Then,  as  eleven 
is  to  Uiirty-two,  so  is  $5,926,070  to  $17,239,476,  the  value 
of  tlie  goods  consumed  in  1830,  provided  the  price  had 
been  the  same  as  in  1821.  Then,  as  $5,707,440,  (the 
value  of  goods  in  1821,)  is  to  100,  or  any  other  given 
number,  so  is  $17,239,476,  the  goods  in  1830,  at  the  price 
of  1821,  to  300  and  a  fraction.  So  that  we  consumed,  in 
1830,  three  yards  of  foreign  cotton  goods  to  one  in  1821, 
and  paid  less  money  for  ttem.  But  this  is  not  alL  There 
has  peen  a  corresponding  increase  of  quantity  and  r^ 
duction  of  price  in  the  domestic^labric.  We,  probably, 
can  manufacture,  at  this  time,  not  less  than  one  hundred 
millions  of  pounds  of  cotton,  valued  at  $10,000,000. 
Suppose  the  fabric  to  be  quadruple  the  raw  material,  the 
manufactured  article  would  be  worth  $40,000,000.  De- 
duct the  exportation,  and  the  whole  consumption  of  cotton 
fabrics,  foreign  and  domestic,  can  fall  little  short  of  forty- 
five  millions  of  dollars;  this,  at  the  price  of  1821,  wmdd 
amount  to  one  hundred  and  thirty-five  millions.  So  that, 
at  tlie  rate  of  value  at  that  time,  we  must  have  diminished 
cmr  consumption,  or  have  paid  $90,000,000^  annually, 
more  than  we  do  at  present  prices.  How  are  these  ttungs 
to  be  accounted  for  but  firom  an  intenselv  active  compe- 
tition between  manufacturers,  foreign  and  domestic?  Your 
Erotective  system,  if  it  has  not  doneaU,  it  has  contributed 
krgely  to  this  result.  It  is  a  happy  rcwdti  it  is  just  as  it 
should  bet  and  what  man  could  expect  that  an  abandon- 
ment of  protection  would  make  it  better?  Indeed,  whT 
should  we  wish  it  better?  Why  not  "let  well  enough 
alone?"  Why  is  a  certain  good  to  be  put  at  haaard,  or 
thrown  away,  on  a  doubtful  and  oxMt  unpromising  expe- 
riment? 

But  we  are  fostering  manufactures,  at  the  expense  of 
commerce  and  agriculture.  If  it  has  been  proved,  as  I 
trust  it  has,  that  the  rise  pf  price  at  first,  as  a  consequence 
of  protection,  operates  a  redaction  afUrwards,  and  the 
depression  has  already  taken  place,  the  objection  is  an- 
swered. But,  suppose  it  may  be  to  some  extent  a  pro- 
tection at  the  expense  of  other  interests,  why  should  not 
manu&cturers  take  tlieir  turn?  They  have  never  been 
the  aiuimmu  of  the  nation.  The  parent  had  well  nigh 
strangled  it  in  its  cradle.  So  earlv  as  1731,  opies  were 
set  upon  the  colonists,  to  take  care  that  they  did  not  begin 
to  supply  their  own  wants  by  their  own  domestic  industry. 
Informers  were  employed  by  the  lords  of  trade  and  plan- 
tations, to  report  every  symptom  of  a  disposition  to  manu- 
fitcture.  Heavy  penalties  were  inflicted  for  engaginj^  in 
setting  up  factories)  and  it  was  disloyal  for  a  man  to  make 
his  own  hat  or  ^oes^  or  for  a  woman  to  knit  her  own 
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stockings.*  After  the  revolutionary  war,  and  until  the 
adoption  of  this  constitution,  we  were  obliged  to  submit 
to  the  free  trade  system  now  contended  for,  and  our 
manufactures  were  consequently  in  ruin.  Very,  soon  after 
this  GoTemment  was  organized,  all  the  capital  in  the 
country,  then  very  small,  was  turned  into  other  channels, 
by  the  war  which  sprung  out  of  the  French  revt>lution, 
where  it  continued  to  run  until  our  war  with  Great  Britain. 
Oar  restrictions,  embargo,  and  war,  gave  a  temporary 
stimulus  to  manuftictures,  but  the  period  was  too  short, 
and  it  was  not  until  1816  that  any  thing  could  be  done  for 
them. 

Commerce  has  had,  and  we  trust^will  eontimie  to  liave, 
our  fostering  care.  It  was  for  commerce,  mainly,  that 
our  constitution  was  made.  It  was  for  commerce  that  we 
kid  discriminating  duties  of  tonnag^.  It  was  for  com- 
merce that  foreigners  are  excluded  from,  your  coasting 
trade.  It  is  for  commerce  that  your  bounty  is  given  upon 
your  fisheries;  and  your  restrictions,  embargoes,  and  war, 
have  all  been  endured  for  the  protection  of  commerce. 

And  has  agriculture  had  no  protection?  Near  two4hirds 
of  your  whole  population  are  agricultural,  and  yet  elect 
representatives  always  unfriendly  to  this  great  interest! 
No,  nr,  it  has  not  been  so.  We  have  offered  to  every 
nation  a  perfect  reciprocity  in  navigation,  that  they  may 
export  our  heavy  products  upon  the  same  terms  att  our 
own  citizens. 


The  constitution  has  forbidden  an  export  duty.     Oar  culture  of  half  a  million.     Here,  then,  we  see  at  once  tlie 


flour,  rice,  beef,  pork,  tobacco,  and  other  heavy  products 
of  agriculture,  have  always  enjoyed  protecting  duties. 
Cotton,  the  great,  the  capital  export,  has,  since  1789, 
enjoyed  a  protection  of  three  cents  per  pound,  which, 
upon  your  hypothesis,  that  *<  the  consumer  pays  the  in»- 
post,'*  woaldi,  to  this  time,  have  been  a  tax  of  sixty 
millions  of  dollars.  This  tax,  equal,  at  the  time  it  was 
imposed,  to  an  ad  valorem  of  twenty  per  cent.,  designed 
to  protect  an  agricultural  product  then  in  its  infancy,  and 
whose  success  was,  to  say  the  least,  problematical,  with 
five  per  cent,  only  on  the  manu&ctured  article,  is  an  ex* 
ample  of  the  *<  cold  comfort"  afforded  to  manufactures, 
when  brought  into  competition  with  agriculture. 

But,  sir,  agrictthitre  has  been  speaally  protected.  Of 
this  I  do  not  complain;  fiir  from  it.  It  is  the  first,  the 
great  interest— the  foundation  of  all  the  rest.  The  earth 
is  to  us  what  the  mother  is  to  the  child— our  best  nurse— 
our  dearest  and  kindest  friend;  and,  althougli  she  some- 
times frowns  on  us,'  in  her  storms,  her  blasts,  and  her  pes- 
tilence, yet  she  again  smiles,  in  her  gentle  breezes,  her 
refreshing  showers,  and  gonial  sunshines;  and,  when  we 
arrive  at  the  evening  of  life,  and  need  repose,  she  kindly 
receives  us  to  sleep  m  her  bosom.  But,  metaphor  aside; 
I  would  speak  practically  to  practical  men.  And  I  aver 
that  ne  nation  ever  did  more  for  agriculture  than  the 
United  States  has  done.  Indeed,  none  ever  had  the  means. 
We  commenced,  as  the  great  landholder.  The  public 
lands  were  pledged  to  pay  the  public  debt;  but  this  was 
but  a  secondluy  consideration.  The  primary  object  was, 
settlement,  cultivation,  wealth,  strength — an  extension  of 
civilization,  and  an  augmentation  of  the  means  of  happi- 
ness.    Every  facility  given  to  the  purchaser  of  these  lands, 

S  1732.  Act  of  5  OeorKT!  II,  0.  22.  American  hat*  were  forbidden 
to  b«  exporird  under  penally  of  fire  handrtd  potiudi  iterling;  nonv 
were  permitted  to  make  hatv,  unlets  they  had  serred  an  appreniice. 
•hip  of  leren  yean;  and  no  matter  to  hare  more  than  two  appreuttcet 
at  A  itmt.'— **  nothine  to  prevent  their  manufaetunrrt  from  iiiierfirinr 
with  ourt,  but  their  beinpconitaiiily  employed  in  raising  raw  material* 
for  our  own  manuftcturet,  tuch  at  tilk,  flax,  hemp,  iron,"  &c. 

In  th«  tame  year,  the  Lord*  Commiatioaert  of  Trade  nm.  Plaauiiont 
reported  tatJie  Uoute  of  Commont.  It  teema  that  the  hou»ehold  manu- 
facture of  coarte  woollena  and  limoa  gave  them  tuch  unea.^'inett  that 
**  it  were  lo  be  wiahed  that  tome  expedient  might  be  fallen  upon  lo 
divert  tkeir  thuugbu  from  itoderukingt  of  tlii*  uatuw;"  and,  after  a 
particular  account  of  the  manufhctunt  in  eachproviitce,  they  recom- 
mend an  encouragement  to  the  pruduetion  of  naval  tiores.  17M,  an  act 
wat  patted  fur  ihe  encouragtmeiitof  pic  and  bar  iron  from  the  eoloniet, 
and  to  prevent  the  erectaonof  any  milT  or  iron  factory  fur  tpllttingor 
platting,  &c.  any  irun,  or  making  tteel.-  •/*.  p.  280. 


was  a  premium  on  agriculture..  It  was  bringing  so  much 
ag^cultural  capital  into  the  market,  at  a  reduced  price. 
It,  to  be  sure,  diminished  the  value  oftliis  kind  of  capital 
already  invested,  by  overstocking  the  market;  and  it  di* 
minished  the  revenues  of  the  capital,  by  increasing  the 
production.  But  this  is  always  the  effect  of  the  inBux  of 
every  kind  of  capital,  every  where.  The  whole  mass  of 
production  and  profit  is  increased,  thotigh  individual  re- 
venues are  diminished  by  competition.  Your  excellent 
system,  for  tlie  sale  and  settlement  of  the  public  lands,  was 
constantly  subtracting  the  industry  and  capital  from  the' 
Atlantic  States.  Sir,  who  would  purchase  cotton  lands  in 
C^orgia,  at  four  guineas  per  acre,  when  he  could  obtun 
better  in  Alabama,  at  half  as  many  dollars?  Whatever  fi^ 
cility,  therefore,  that  the  United  States'  Ciovemment  ha» 
given  to  the  purchasers  of  its  lands,  over  or  above  what 
would  have  been  given  if  these  lands  were  owned  by 
companies  or  individuals,  either  in  price,  payment,  ex- 
emption from  taxes,  or  «« relief  system,'*  was  a  bounty 
and  a  temptation  to  lure  men  from  the  pursuits  of  com- 
merce and  manufactures  into  those  of  agriculture-  Un- 
derstand mc,  sir;  I  do  not  complain  of  this.  It  yvas  an 
understanding,  at  the  tinte,  that  it  would  be  so;  it  was  a 
part  of  the  eompact  that  it  should  be  so.  The  sales  of 
these  lands,  at  an  average  of  a  million  a  year,  and,  consi- 
dering all  the  facilities,  fifty  per  cent,  less  than  they  would 
otherwise  have  commanded,  is  an  annual  bounty  to  agri- 


cause  of  all  the  evil  of  which  portions  of  the  South  so 
loudly  complain,  if  evil  it  can  be  called.  Have  I  not, 
then,  traced  the  mischief  home,  and  found  its  birth-place, 
its  character,  and  its  name?  And,  strange  to  tell,  its  name 
is  plenty  J  There  is  such  a  surplus  of  the  prodticts  oC 
agriculture,  that  the  price  is  depressed.  The  gross  profits 
or  cotton  planting  are  fiir  greater  than  ever?  but  they  are 
distributed  among  too  many.  The  man^r  can  be  com* 
forted,  but  the  ffew  cannot  get  rich.  Sir,  is  it  republican 
to  complain  of  this?  See  the  result  of  your  land  system. 
A  savage  wilderness,  in  less  than  fifty  years,  converted  into 
the  finest  settlements  and  most  productive  ajpiculture,. 
inhabited  by  three  millions  of  human  b^ngs,  free  and 
happy,  and  advancing  onwards,  with  firm  and  rapid  step^ 
to  the  highest  state  of  prosperity.  And  to  wealth  and 
prosperity  is  not  the  only  advance;  it  is>  ''the  march  of 
mind.**  Schools,  academies,  and  colleges  arc  springing 
up  every  where,  and  science  soars  on  eagle's  wings. 
«•  The  Sun  of  Righteousness,'*  witli  his  beams,  is  penetrat- 
ing  the  clarkest,  noeanest,  remotest  cabin  there;  andthertr, 
"in  strains  as  sof\  and  sweet  as  angels  use,  the  gospel 
whispers  peace;"  and,  pardon  me,  when  I  add,  it  is  to  this 
very  West  that  the  patriot's  anxious  eye  is  now  directed 
for  some  bokl  adventurous  champion,  to  save  our  country 
from  its  degradation,  and  "pluck  up  our  di-owning 
honor  by  the  locks." 

Sir,  it  is  not  tl^  democracy,  it  is  the  aristocracy  of  the 
country  that  is  complaining.  The  true  index  of  the  pros- 
perity of  the  State  is  the  high  price  of  labor.  To  this 
rule  there  are  exceptions.  A  temporary  rise,  by  the 
forced  state  of  affairs,  is  one.  High  taxes,  which  sub- 
tract from  the  gross  amoimtv  productive  laborers  called 
off  to  defend  the  ooautry,  or  promote  its  futiure  interests- 
But  these  exceptions  apply  not  to  the  United  States. 
When,  for  a  series  of  years,  a  given  quantity  of  labor  will 
produce  most  of  the  comforts  and  conveniences  of  life, 
then  is  the  country  most  prosperous.  Now,  let  us  exa- 
mine: I  take  the  free  agricultural  labor  as  the  standard, 
and  I  will  give  you  the  reason.  Slave  labor  might  be 
taken  into  the  amount  if  it  was  diflTused  generally  through 
the  United  States.  But  it  has  sectional  limits,  and  has 
little  or  no  interest  in  the  amount  produced.  It  is,  there- 
fore, more  like  machiner}',  under  a  patent,  to  be  used 
within  certain  limits  by  the  patentee.  I  take  a^cultural 
labor^  because  it  constitutes  the  greatest  portioa  of  our 
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industiy,  and  must,  consequently,  regukte  the  price  of 
all  the  rest.  In  England,  the  agricultural  popiuation  is 
calculated  at  one-third  of  the  whole.  In  the  United 
States^  were  the  industry  divided  into  twelve  equal  parts, 
ve  migtit  assign  to  commerce  two,  navigation  one,  manu- 
factures two,  and  agriculture  seven.  Seven-twelfths  be- 
iog  more  than  all  the  rest,  would  regulate  the  prices  of 
all  other  classes.  I  say  regulate;  for,  though  nther  labor 
waj  be  lower  or  higher,  according  to  the  demand,  skill 
aad  talents*  constancy  of  employment,  education,  rank  of 
profession,  certainty  of  success,  or  personal  danger,  yet 
all  must  relatively  rise  or  Jall  with  that  of  agriculture. 

What,  then,  was  the  value  of  free  agricultural  labor,  in 
the  different  periods  of  1818,  1826,  and  1830,  when  the 
respective  turiifs  of  1816,  1824;  and  1828  were  in  full 
operation?  m  which  of  these  periods  would  a  given  quan- 
tity of  labor  yield  most  of  the  comforts  and  conveniences 
of  life }  By  comforts  and  conveniences,  I  do  not  limit  my- 
self to  the  bread  necessary  to  save  the  poor  from  starva- 
tion. I  do  not  speak  of  die  scanty  sustenance  of  an  Eu- 
ropean serf.  I  speak  of  the  means  of  subsistence  reqii  ired 
by  an  American  free  laborer,  *'  worthy  of  his  hire."  I 
bave  examined  into  this  subject  with  some  care,  and 
obtained,  from  the  best  sources  -in  my  power,  a  schedule 
of  the  value  of  labor  in  the  three  difllerent  periods  which 
1  bave  named,  in  each  State  uf  the  Union,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  Louiaana,  which  does  not  employ  a  sufficiency 
of  that  labor  to  establish  a  price.  I  fold,  by  this  schedule, 
which  I  shall  not  trouble  the  Senate  to  read  particularly* 
but  which  is  free  for  the  inspection  of  any  Senator,  that 
the  diminution  of  price,  in  the  whole  United  States,  is  not 
above  tea  per  cent.  The  valuation  in  this  schedule  is 
the  price  per  month,  taking  all  seasons  of  the  year,  inclu- 
sive of  board,  and  exclusive  of  clothing.*  By  this,  I  find 
that  the  labor  which,  in  IftlS,  was  ten  dollars,  was,  in 
1830,  at  nine  dollars,  giving  a  reduction  of  ten  per  cent, 
only;  while  all  the  articles  of  necessary  consumption,  sub- 
ject to  a  protecting  duty,  have  fallen  one-half,  and  %  large 
proportion  of  them  two-thirds.  I  now  come  to  the  means 
of  subsistence  to  be  acquired  by  this  labor.     I  have  made 


*  Average  price  of  agricultural  labor  in 
from  June,  1818,  to  June,  1830,  per  montb. 


year. 


Uaioe, 

New  Hampshire, 

Massachusetts^ 

fihodc  Island, 

Connecticut, 

Vermont, 

New  York, 

New  Jersey, 

Pennsylvania, 

Delaware, 

Maiyland, 

Virginia, 

Nonh  Carolina, 

South  Carolina, 

Georgia, 

Kentucky, 

Obio, 

Tennessee, 

Louisiana, 

in^na, 

nUnois, 

Alabama, 

MJSHssippi, 

Missouri, 

Aggregate, 
Average, 


1818. 

U  00 
8  50 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
8  50 


11 
6 


00 
00 


12  00 

6  00 

6  00 

10  00 

14  00 


11 
9 


00 
00 


8  50 
0  00 
8  00 
12  00 
11  00 
15  00 
15  00 


229  50 
9  99 


1826. 

$8  00 
8  50 

10  00 

10  00 
8  50 

10  00 
8  00 

8  50 

9  00 
6  00 

10  00 
6  00 
6  00 

8  00 
12  00 
10  00 

9  00 
8  50 
0  00 

8  00 
10  00 

9  00 
10  00 
15  00 

208  50 
9  06 


each  State* 
through  tli6 

1830. 

$8  00 
10  00 

8  50 
10  00 

8  50 
10  00 

8  00 

8  50 

9  50 
6  00 

10  00 
6  00 

6  00 

7  00 
12  00 
10  00 

9  00 

8  50 
0  00 

8  00 
10  00 

9  00 
10  00 
16  00 

206  00 
8  95 


out  a  schedule  of  these,  with  as  much  accuracy  as  possi- 
ble, from  the  best  sources  of  information.  It  is  based 
upon  the  prices  current  at  Boston,  in  those  three  periods. 
I  have  selected  the  prmcipal  articles  of  subsistence,  and 
placed  the  duties  opposite  the  prices,  and  the  result  will 
show,  at  one  view,  tne  effect  of  protection  on  the  com- 
forts and  conveniences  of  life.  And  here,  sir,  I  do  not 
fiisten  upon  the  article  of  bread,  or  any  two  or  three  other 
articles  barely  sufficient  to  sustain  life.  I  take  the  great 
essentials  which  support  comfortably  an  American  free 
laborer,  with  his  wife  and  children — comfortable  food, 
clothing,  and  habitation.  [Here  Mr.  H.  read  and  com- 
mented on  the  articles  of  subsistence  in  the  schedule 
alluded  to.] 

Mr.  President,  it  is  proper  that  I  should  remark,  in  re- 
gard to  these,  and  those  of  clothing  and  habitation,  which 
I  am  about  to  presen^  that  the  products  of  agriculture 
and  manufiictures  which  we  export  to  any  considerable 
extent,  are  clearly  not  injuriously  affected  by  our  tariff: 
for  the  fsct  of  exportation  proves  that  they  are  cheaper 
at  home  than  abroad.  Such,  it  appears,  are  bread  stuffs, 
meats,  butter  and  cheese,  fish,  hats,  manufiustures  of  lea- 
ther, cotton  fabrics,  glass*  cabinet  work,  and  nails.  And 
the  hst  article  of  subsistence  which  I  have  noted,  (salt,) 
about  which  we  have  witnessed,  for  three  or  four  years 
past,  so  much  « weefMng  and  wailing,"  was,  during  the 
very  time,  lower  than  it  has  been  for  twelve  years  before 
and  since;  and  it  has  not  been  higher  for  twelve  years, 
than  since  the  duty  was  diminished.* 

[Mr.  H.  then  particularized  the  essential  articles  of 
clothing  subject  to  protection,  showing  the  gradual  de« 
pression  of  prices  under  the  operation  of  different  tariffs, 
and  proceeded.}  Sir,  1  think  I  have  now  provided  the 
free  American  laborer  with  comfortable  food  and  clothing; 
but  there  is  one  thing  yet:  he  must  have  a  resting-pUce, 
to  which  he  has  a  ri^t  to  retire,  to  deposite  his  cares  and 
enjoy  repose.  He  must  have  a  home.  It  is  the  instinct- 
ive principle  in  nature—"  the  foxes  have  holes,  and  the 
birds  of  the  sir  have  nesto"— and  miserable,  indeed,  must 
that  man  be  who  bss  not  where  to  lay  his  head.  Even 
the  statesman  here,  struggling  m  strong  debate,  or  forcing 
his  way  up  the.  delusive  toad  of  ambition,  riding  upon  the 
whirlwind  and  ruling  the  storm—how  often  docs  he  turn 
aside,  and  cast  a  longing,  fingering  wish  upon  home! 
How  often  does  he  sigh  for  the  endearments  of  the  do- 
mestic fireside^the  family  circle.  [Mr.  H.  comment- 
ed ujfbn  the  articles  of  building  and  furniture,  con- 
tained in  his  schedule*  and  proceeded  in  his  remarks.] 
1  intended,  sir,  to  have  noticed  more  fully  the  tariff  on 
woohens,  and  particularly  the  opinion  entertained  here, 
that  British  statesmen  are  relaxing  their  notions  of  the 
restrictive  policy;  but  this  would  require  more  time  than 
I  had  prescribed  to  myself,  and  I  can  only  remark,  that 
it  is  easily  proved  that  British  statesmen,  as  wtll  as 
British  writers,  have  one  set  of  politics  for  themselves 
and  another  for  us;  and,  while  their  free  trade  doctrines 
are  imported  and  retailed  out  here  at  a  profit,  their  prac- 
tice is  at  direct  war  with  their  precepts. 

The  Senator  fiom  South  Carolina  denies  the  justice  of 
taxing  his  State  for  the  manufacturers  of  the  North.    I 


*  Price  oPaalt  in  Boston,  per  bushel: 

Price,    Duty, 

90ct8.  20 
60  20 


For  1815 
1816 
1817 
1818 
1819 
1820 
1821 
1822 
1823 


62 
70 
70 
62 
60 
60 
52 


20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 


For  1824 
1825 
1826 
1827 
1828 
1829 
1830 
1831 


Price,    Duly, 

50  cU.  20 
58  20 


49 

62  # 
52 
45 

55 

62 


20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
15 
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have  proved  that  tlie  South  is  not  so  taxed«  but,  if  tltey 
were,  I  maintain  its  justice.  The  condition  of  the  North, 
when  the  constitution  was  adopted,  indicated  clearly  Uiat 
they  must  depend  on  manufactures.  Their  soil,  water 
power,  and  enterprise,  all  combined  to  make  them  a 
manufacturing  people;  and  they  had  made  some  progress, 
under  all  the  discouragements  which  they  had  encounter- 
ed. The  South  needed,  or  might  need,  other  protection, 
which  was  to  be  found  in  the  strength  and  energy  of  the 
North;  and  it  was  well  understood  at  the  time,  that  this 
protection  was  to  be  accorded  to  the  North,  for  which  it 
had  given  a  fair  equivalent,  when  it  should  become  neces- 
sary. Whoever  thought  that  equality  in  public  burdens 
must  be  contemporaneous?  At  one  time,  the  state  of  af> 
fiiirs  will  throw  the  burdens  heavier  on  New  England;  at 
another,  on  otlier  sections;  and  each  should  bear  them  in 
turn.  But,  really,  it  seems  to  me  rather  a  waste  of  time 
to  urge  this,  inasmuch  as  nothing  can  be  more  manifest 
than  this— that  there  is  eitlier  no  distress  at  all,  or,  if  any, 
otlier  causes,  and  not  the  tariff,  have  produced  it. 

It  IS  said  that  the  cotton  growers  can  never  manufac- 
ture the  raw  material  which  they  produce.  It  would 
seem  struige  that  it  is  so;  and  one  of  the  reasons  given  by 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  is  stranger  still.  It  is 
this:  that  one  of  our  enterprising  Yankees  erected  a  iac- 
tory  there,  and  a  negro  burnt  it  down.  It  is  not  stated 
that  he  was  governed  by  the  anti-tariiF  mania,  nor  what 
induced  the  incendiary  to  perpetrate  the  crime.  But,  to 
make  this  case  a  good  reason  against  the  success  of  roanu- 
fSkctures  there,  I  suppose,  if  the  negro  had  burnt  the  own- 
er's dwelling-house,  he  ought  to  live  out  of  doors,  because 
houses  would  not  succeed  at  all.  This  anecdote  might 
lead  to  a  train  of  thinking  upon  the  subject  of  a  certain 
class  of  population,  which  I  choose  to  ezdude;  and, 
when  the  Senator  is  disposed' to  be  merry  at  the  expense 
of  New  England,  and  sneer  at  our  *' wooden  ware  and 
notions,"  instead  of  retorting,  I  will  join  in  the  laugh.  It 
b  true,  our  **  wooden  ware,*'  our  elegant  cabinet  work, 
not  excelled  by  any  in  the  world,  does  adorn  tlie  parlors, 
drawing-rooms,  bed-chambers,  and  even  the  diurches,  of 
the  rich  and  the  favored  South.  We  are,  in  this  sense, 
your  «  hewers  of  wood,"  if  not  your  "drawers  of  wa- 
ter." But,  of  one  thing  be  assured,  we  do  not  intend  to 
hew  your  wood,  or  draw  your  water,  for  nothing.  We 
intend  to  be  paid,  and  well  paid,  for  it.  And,  as  to  our 
**  notions,"  «<I  guess"  that  New  England  notions  will 
bea»  a  comparison  with  any  other  notions  whatever. 

But,  nevertheless,  protection  must  be  abandoned.  It 
is  '^sectional  and  unequal" — *<a  cursed,  ruinotts,  fatal 
policy— «a  case  of  life  and  death."  •«  Give  us  back  the 
merchants  bankrupted  by  your  policy — ^tbe  sailors,  ships, 
fiirmers,  and,  above  all,  harmony,"  and  we  consent  to-> 
what?  why,  that  every  factory  shall  be  razed  to  its  foun- 
dation! lliis,  indeed,  isrery,  very  liberal;  it  looks  quite 
like  a  compromise.  Give  me  your  food  and  raiment,  and 
your  money,  too,  and  make  me  contented  with  it  in  the 
bargain;  and,  in  consideration  thereof,  I  will  consent  that, 
you  may  go  and  starve.  Sir,  I  have  a  small  objection  to 
the  acceptance  of  this  liberal  ofre]>-<a  want  of  reciprocity. 
We  have  now  our  all,  nearly,  vested  in  mannfactures,  and 
the  industry  of  the  country  is  eng^ed  in  thetn.  We  have 
no  knowledge  of  any  rich  nabobs,  nor  of  operators  under 
task-masters.  These  things  may  exist  in  the  South,  but 
they  belong  not  to  New  England. 

The  Senator  thinks  our  exports,  were  it  not  for  the  ta- 
riff, would  have  been  two  hundred  millions,  and  our  ton- 
nage two  millions.  After  the  predictions  of  1834,  and 
their  failure,  very  little  reliance,  I  should  think,  can  be 
placed  on  predictions.  But,  as  to  our  tonnage,  I  do  not 
admit  that  it  is  diminished;  and  if  it  has  not  increased  quite 
so  fast  as  he  would  have  expected,  I  can  give  him  pretty 
good  reasons  for  it.  Our  products,  by  being  manufac- 
tured at  home,  their  bulk  ana  weight  are  greatly  dimimshed 


in  proportion  to  their  value,  and  their  exportation  requires 
consequently  less  tonnage.  We  have  canal  transportation, 
which  dispenses  with  considerable  coasting  tonnage;  and, 
above  all,  the  improrement  in  ship-builduig,  whereby  a 
ship  built  now  has  been  known  to  carry  seventy-five  per 
cent,  more  freight  than  one  of  the  same  tonnage  built  fif- 
teen years  ago.  This,  to.be  sure,  is  a  strong  case,  but  no 
doubt  exists  that  our  present  freighting  vessels  will  ave- 
rage fifty  per  cent,  above  the  old  ones;  and  I  appeal  to  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Silsbxb]  for  the  cor- 
rectness of  the  statement. 

But,  sir,  the  diminution  of  the  tonnaee  of  South  Caro- 
lina is  no  evidence  of  the  decline  of  traife.  The  merchanta 
of  that  State  prefer  other  ships.  No  State  in  the  Union 
employs  so  great,  a  proportion  of  foreign  tonnage,  and 
none,  except  two,  so  many  tons.  I  do  not  complain  of 
this;  but,  surely,  they  who  prefer  British  tonnage,  ought 
not  to  complain  of  the  loss  of  our  own.  Northern  ships, 
excepting  the  foreign,  are  chiefly  employed  fbr  the  freights 
of  the  South;  and  for  the  plain  reason,  that  their  merchants 
find  It  for  their  interest  to  hire,  rather  than  build  or 
purchase. 

But,  to  me  it  is  singular,  indeed,  that  the  grain-grow- 
ing States  should  complain  of  domestic  manufiu^tures. 
England  is  your  greatest  manufacturer,  and  she  will  not 
receive  in  return  your  bread  stuffs,  until  her  own  people 
are  up  to  the  point  of  starvation.  Of  all  nations,  there 
are  more  sellers  of  grain  than  buyers.  In  times  of  peace, 
people  produce  more  than  they  consume;  consequently » 
your  exportations  are  diminishing.  In  1818,  your  export 
of  flour  was  eleven  millions  of  dollars;  in  1830,  six  mil- 
lions; while,  on  a  fair  calculation,  the  consumption  of  the 
manufacturing  population,  in  New  England  alone,  cannot 
be  less  than  ten  millions,  and  the  demand  is  constantly  in- 


creasing. Raze  our  manufiu:tures  to  their  fbundation,  and 
where  is  your  market  for  your  bread  stuffs?  And  yet  I 
admit  that  the  g^roans  of  the  cotton  States  are  equally 
strange.  One^ixth  of  the  whole  population,  increasing 
beyond  example,  exporting  annually  three  hundred  mil- 
lions of  pounds  of  cotton,  worth  thirty  millions  of  dollars, 
being  more  than  half  of  our  domestic  exports,  and  regu- 
larly increasing,  besides  one  hundred  million^  of  pounds, 
equal  to  ten  millions  of  dollars,  for  domestic  manufacture, 
and  yet  complaining  of  distress  and  misery! 

One  word  more,  and  I  shall  have  done.  In  reading  an 
account  of  the  cotton  factories  of  Great  Britain,  in  the 
Edinburgh  Encyclopaedia,!  was  very  unfavorably  impressed 
by  the  immoral  tendency  of  the  establishments,  as  there 
described.  I  have  nnce,  however,  read  an  excellent  ar- 
ticle in  the  Edinburgh  Review,  on  the  same  subject,  which 
reverses  the  whole  picture.  From  this  contradictory  tes- 
timony, I  concluded  it  s^est  to  examine  our  own  establish- 
ments; and  I  wrote  to  gentlemen  on  whom  I  could  depend, 
at  the  principal  factories  in  New  England,  inquiring  into 
the  moral  and  religious  deportment  of  those  employed; 
and  I  will  give  you  one  from  a  gentlemen  of  tlie  first  re.- 
spectabili^  at  Great  Palls,  as  a  specimen  of  the  others, 
with  which  I  will  conclude  my  remarks. 

SoxsnswoBTfl,  December  12,  1831. 

Hon.  Jouir  Uolmss: 
DxAB  Sir:  Your  favor  of  I5th  ult.,  inquiring  in  rela- 
tion to  the  moral  and  rebgious  education  and  deportment 
of  thoM  enga^d  in  this  esUblishment,  was  duly  received, 
and  I  have  waited  your  arrival  in  Washington  to  reply,  as 
you  request. 

The  tendency  of  your  queries,  and  the  information  like- 
ly to  be  elicited  by  them,  are  of  great  importance,  and  I 
heartily  rejoice  that  you  have  taken  the  subject  in  band. 
The  prevailing  opinion,  in  a  great  portion  of  the  Union,  is 
un&yorable  to  manu&ctories,  as  a  school  of  morality-, 
taken,  no  doubt,  from  the  condition  of  the  operatives  in 
the  manufiicturing  <Ustricts  of  England.    A  thorough  in- 
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TestigBtion  of  the  tubject,  as  renrds  this  country,  will 
exhibit,  I  am  well  conTtnced,  a  nr  different  state  of  so- 
citrt}r  and  moral  deportment  from  the  prevailing  opinion  in 
the  Middle  and  Southern  States. 

In  this  village,  we  can  say,  without  exaggeration,  that 
k»  crime  or  misbehavior,  of  any  kind,  ;,can  rarely,  if 
ever,  be  met  with  in  any  community,  however  pure. 
Much  and  unceasing  attention  is  bestowed  by  our  minis- 
ters, of  each  persuasion,  upon  the  moral  and  religious  in- 
stniction  of  those  composing  our  village  i  and  the  number 
who  constantly  attend  the  different  churches  and  places  of 
vonhip,  is  very  great,  in  proportion  to  the  whole  popula> 
tion.  The  company  g^ve  such  encouragement  to  this  sub- 
ject as  they,  with  propriety,  ban,  and  do  not  for  a  moment 
coantenan<:e  any  improper  or  irreligious  conduct  Per- 
sons of  this  latter  description  always  meet  with  a  prompt 
ind  invariable  discharge  from  the  premises.  With  respect 
to  the  females,  1  feci  well  assured  there  are  none,  in  any  si- 
tuation, or  under  any  ciscttrostancesi  who  are  less  obnoxious 
to  the  charge  of  immoral  or  improper  conduct,  than 
those  in  our  employ.  The  reason  is  obvious,  and  the  remedy 
or  prevention  so  direct,  that  immorality,  to  any  extent, 
cannot  exist  among  them.  A  large  majority  of  our  girls 
hare  seriously  attached  themselves  to  one  or  other  oi  the 
reiigious  dei\ominati6ns,  (of  which  we  have  four  or  five,) 
and  will  not,  consistently  with  their  feelings,  work  or  as- 
sociate, in  any  manner,  with  those  of  even  ooubtful  charac- 
ter. This  at  once  brings  the  matter  to  our  ears,  And  we 
nrely  hesitate*  The  cases  have  been  comparatively  few, 
and  much  less  within  the  past  two  years  than  previously; 
but  solitary  instances  of  immorality  cannot  be  avoided. 

To  men  of  intemnerste  habits,  we  extend  no^encourac'e- 
ment  whatever;  and  we  do  not  continue  any  for  a  single  day 
who  are  in  the  habit  of  using  spirituous  liquors  improperly. 
£xceptii^  at  the  bar  of  the  hotel,the  company  do  not  per- 
mit any  liquor  to  be  sold  upon  their  premises;  and  there  is 
not,  within  tiie  corporation,  any  spirituous  liquor  retailed, 
excepting  at  the  hotel.  On  no  account  is  liquor  permitted 
in  any  of  the  mills  or  workshops,  and  its  use  is  discounte- 
nanced by  us  in  every  practicable  method.  A  very  large 
majority  of  the  village  belong  to  the  "Temperance  So- 
ciety," which  excludes  the  use  of  liquor,  in  Mo,  from  its 
members. 

The  manufacturers  in  this  sectioh  of  the  country  would 
eageriy  challenge  a  close  investigation  into  the  haibits  and 
morals  of  their  establishments^  and  I  fondly  trust  your  ex- 
perience and  influence  will  excite  discussion  and  inquiry, 
Thich  cannot  but  result  to  our  advantage. 

1  felt  much  gratified  you  called  upon  me  in  this  in- 
stance, and  shall  be  always  happy  to  receive  and  attend 
to  your  communications,  whenever  you  may  favor  me 
vitli  them. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

LLOYD  W.  WELLS. 


TUSSDAT,  jAHUAaV  31. 

SURPERFLUOUS  TREASURY  OFFICERS. 

The  following  resolution,  submitted  by  Mr.  Foot,  was 
cdlcdup  by  liim: 

Haolved,  lliat  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  be  in- 
itnicted  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  so  amending 
the  act  of  the  3d  of  March,  1817,  to  provide  for  the  prompt 
settlement  of  public  accounts,  as  to  abolish  the  offices  of 
Second  Comptroller  and  Second  Auditor,  and  assign  the 
duties  now  by  law  referred  to  them,  to  tlie  First  Comp- 
troller and  Third  Auditor. 

Mr,  WEBSTER  observed  that  the  resohition  contem- 
plated  an  inquiry  by  tlie  Judiciary  Committee  respecting 
the  organization  of  the  1  reasury  Department.  It  would 
be  better  to  give  the  resolution  a  diflerent  direction,  as 
tJ)e  Judiciary  Committee  had  no  particular  acquaintance 
with  the  subject. 


Mr.  FOOT  said  he  bad  no  choice  as  to  the  committee 
to  which  the  resolution  should  be  sent.  It  bad  seemed 
to  him,  that  some  inquiry  as  to  the  necesnty  of  retaining 
the  offices  of  Second  Comptroller  and  Second  Au^tor  was 
necessary,  and  he  therefore  offered  the  resolution,  without 
deeming  it  of  much  importance  what  committee  made 
the  inquiry.  It  was  known  that,  by  the  establishment  of 
the  office  of  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury,  a  considerable  por- 
tion of  the  duties  of  the  Second  Comptroller  was  taken 
from  hun;  and  it  was  known  also,  that  both  of  the  offices 
referred  to  in  the  resolution  were  created  to  settle  the 
mass  of  accounts  which  grew  out  of  the  late  war;  and 
gentlemen  who  were  then  in  public  life  miglit  recollect, 
that  the  understanding  at  the  titne  was,  that  they  were  to 
be  abolished  when  the  purpose  for  which  they  were 
created  was  answered. 

Mr.  MARCY  thought  that  the  committee  which  took 
charge  of  the  resolution,  ought  to  have  full  power  to  go 
through  the  whole  of  the  public  offices,  and  see  which 
could  be  bestspared— whether  there  were  not  some  others 
that  might  be  abolished  without  detriment  to  the  public 
service.  Perhaps  it  might  be  found,  on  inquiry,  that  these 
offices  were  more  necessary  than  many  others  that  were 
to  be  retuned.  If  tlie  gendeman  would  make  his  inquiry 
lAore  general,  he  would  vote  for  it. 

Mr.  FOOT  said,  if  the  gentleman  from  New  York  would 
look  back  to  tlie  law  creating  those  offices,  he  would  find 
that  they  were  created  solely  for  the  purpose  of  settling 
the  accounts  of  the  late  war.  Now  all  these  accounts  had 
been  long  since  settled,  and  the  necessity,  therefore,  for 
retaining  the  offices  ceased.  It  was  understood,  at  the 
passage  of  the  law,  that  the  offices  were  to  be  abolished 
when  the  accounts  were  settled. 

Afler  so  modifying  the  resolution,  at  the  sug^stion  of 
Mr.  WEBSTER,  and  with  the  consent  of  the  mover,  as 
to  refer  the  inquiry  to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  the  re- 
solution was  agreed  to. 

The  resolution  of  Mr.  Ewiwo,  respecting  the  improper 
removal  of  public  officers,  was  taken  np ;  and,  at  the  instance 
of  Mr.  GRUNDY,  (who  said  it  could  not  be  expected 
tliat  the  resolution  sliould  be  decided  without  discussion,) 
it  was  made  the  special  order  for  Monday  week. 

The  following  resolutions,  submitted  by  Mr.  Bertoit 
on  tlie  25th  January,  were  taken  up,  and  agreed  to: 

Reaohedf  That  the  select  committee  to  which  was  re- 
ferred tlie  memorial  of  the  directors  of  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States,  praying  for  the  renewal  of  their  charter, 
be  directed  to  inquire  as  follows: 

1.  Into  the  nature  and  amount  of  the  loans,  if  any 
there  were,  made  by  the  bank  or  its  branches,  of  local 
bank  paper;  and  to  report  all  the  facts  and  circumstances 
which  shall  be  necessary  to  enable  the  Senate  to  judge 
and  determine  whether  there  was  usury  in  the  contracts 
for  snch  loans,  or  oppression  in  collecting  them. 

2.  Into  the  fact  of  non-user  of  its  powers  by  any  of  the 
branch  banks,  and  all  the  circumstances  which  may  be 
necessary  to  enable  the  Senate  to  understand  the  nature, 
extent,  and  duration  of  such  non-user  Of  powers. 

3.  Into  the  amount  of  the  real  estate  acquired  bv  the 
bank,  and  at  each  branch;  and  a  detailed  statement  there- 
of, showing  where  situate,  the  price  at  which  acquired, 
the  price  for  which  sold,  if  sold,  and  tlie  present  value,  if 
not  sold. 

4.  The  number  of  bUildingB,  if  any,  where  situated, 
and  the  cost  thereof,  which  may  have  been  erected  for 
the  purpose  of  being  rented. 

5.  Whether  the  branch  bank  notes,  or  the  branch  bank 
orders,  issued  as  currency,  are  received  in  deposite,  as 
cash,  at  the  parent  bank,  and  at  every  other  branch;  and, 
if  not,  to  report  the  exceptions. 

6.  M'bcther  the  branch  bank  notes,  or  the  branch  bank 
orders,  issued  as  currency,  are  at  a  discount  in  any  town 
or  city  where  a  branch  bank  it  situated;  or  in  Phtladcl- 
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Shia,  where  the  parent  bank  is;  and  if  so,  the  rate  of  said 
iscount. 

7.  The  amount  of  the  gfold  and  silver  coin  and  bullion 
annually  remitted  by  each  branch  bank  to  the  parent 
bank,  or  to  any  other  place  by  the  order  of  the  parent 
bank,  From  1817  to  1831,  inclusiye. 

8.  The  annual  aggregate  amount  of  the  expenses  of 
the  bank  and  her  branches,  from  1817  to  1831,  inclusive. 

9.  The  annual  amount  of  the  expenses  of  the  same, 
for  the  same  time,  under  tlie  heads:  first,  of  printers  and 
editors;  second,  attorneys  and  counsellors  at  Law;  third, 
contingencies. 

10.  Of  what  consists  the  capital  of  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States,  and  of  such  of  the  branch  banks  as  are  re- 
ported in  the  monthly  statements  to  have  capital;  and  the 
dilference  between  the  specie  which  is  reported  in  one 
column  to  be  on  hand,  and  the  capital  which  is  reported 
in  anotlier. 

11.  Whether  different  rates  of  exchange  are  taken  at 
any  of  the  branches,  or  at  the  parent  bank,  on  bills  of  ex- 
change, as  sold  to  merchants  or  persons  in  official  stations, 
and  to  the  body  of  the  citizens. 

12.  Whether  facilities  for  obtaining  loans  are  granted 
to  persons  in  official  stations,  which  are  not  extended  to 
the  citizens  generally. 

13.  That  the  said  select  committee  be  empowered  to 
send  for  persons  and  papers,  and  to  have  oaths  adminis- 
tered to  witnesses;  and  that  they  be  allowed  a  clerk,  to  be 
paid  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  to  keep 
the  jotirnal  of  their  proceedings,  and  to  take  minutes  of 
the  evidence,  and  to  do  such  writing  as  the  committee 
may  direct. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  tariff  resolution  was  resumed,  and  Mr.  HOLMES 
spoke  between  two  and  three  hours  in  continuation  and 
conclusion  of  the  speech  he  commenced  yesterday. 

[The  speech  is  given  entire  in  the  preceding  pages,] 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

Wbditbsvat,  Fsbbuart  1. 

INDIAN  TREATIES. 

The  following  resolutions  were  submitted  for  considera- 
tiort  by  Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN: 

1.  Jiesohed^  That  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
is  bound  by  the  terms  and  stipulations  of  several  treaties 
made  with  the  Cherokee  nation  of  Indians,  and  also  by 
the  proviidons  of  the  intercourse  act  of  1802,  to  protect 
said  nation  from  all  intrusions  upon  their  territory. 

2.  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  does  not 
possess  the  constitutional  power  of  dispensins^  with  the 
execution  of  the  intercourse  act  of  1802,  and  of  said  trea- 
ties; and  that  until  the  said  act  shall  be  repealed,  and 
while  the  said  treaties  remain,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Presi- 
dent to  enforce  their  provisions  and  stipulations. 

SALT. 

The  following  resolution,  submitted  yesteixlay  by  Mr. 
BB!7T03r,  was  taken  up,  and  agreed  to: 

RuoM^  That  the  Senate's  Committee  on  Manufactures 

be  instructed  to  inquire  of  the  gentlemen  whose  letter  on 

the  state  of  the  salt  manufacture  and  salt  trade  on  the' 

Kenhawa  has  been  communicated  to  the  Senate  by  tliat 

ycommittee,  as  follows: 

1.  The  present  actual  cost  of  manufactiiring  salt  at  the 
Kenhawa  works. 

2.  The  minimum  amount  to  which  such  cost  might  be 
reduced  by  exertions  within  the  power  of  the  manufac- 
turers to  make. 

3.  The  selling  price  of  salt  at  the  works  for  five  years 
previous  to  1825. 

4.  The  usual  selling  price  at  the  works  since  1825. 


5.  Whether  the  sale  of  salt  was  unrestricted  before 
1825,  and  all  purcfaaseri  bought  at  will. 

6.  Whether  the  sale  has  been  restricted  since  that  time; 
and,  if  so,  the  nature  and  extent  of  such  restriction. 

7.  The  cost  of  transporting  salt,  during  the  spring 
months,  from  the  works  to  Cincinnati,  Louisville,  and  St. 
Louis. 

8.  Whether  the  works,  or  a  large  part  of  them,  have 
been  leased  to  a  company;  and,  if  so,  at  what  time,  and 
for  how  long  a  time. 

9.  How  many  furnaces  are  in  use,  huw  many  idle;  and 
if  any  are  idle,  or  have  been  idle,  whether  the  owners 
have  been  paid,  and  for  what  time.  Also,  the  same  in- 
quiries with  respect  to  not  opening  new  wells. 

10.  Whether  the  company,  since  1825,  have  not  re- 
quired their  ag«nts  to  sell  salt  by  the  weight,  marked  at 
the  works  on  the  barrel;  and.  If  so,  how  long  did  that 
practice  continue. 

11.  Whether  tlie  company  will  sell  salt  at  the  works  to 
wholesale  dealers,  for  the  latter  to  retail  elsewhere;  and, 
if  fto,  at  what  places  these  wholesale  dealers  are  allowed 
to  retail. 

12.  Whether  the  company  who  have  leased  the  works, 
(if  any  such  there  is,  or  lately  has  been,)  have  established 
agencies  in  the  West  to  retail  salt;  if  so,  the  places  where 
sucl)  agencies  are  established,  the  prices  at  which  they 
have  sold  salt  in  the  fall  season  of  each  year;  whether 
they  received  any  thing  but  cash  for  salt;  and  whether 
any  agent  was  restricted  from  selling  salt  to  a  wholesale 
dealer,  to  retail  in  the  district  of  such  agent,  or  any  other 
district. 

The  same  queries  to  be  answered,  not  only  according 
to  the  personal  knowledge  of  the  gentlemen  to  whom 
they  are  directed,  but  according  to  such  information  aa 
tliey  may  have  received  and  believe  to  be  true,  and  ac* 
cording  to  such  information  as  they  can  conveniently  ob- 
tain, and  can  rely  upon  as  true — the  whole  to  be  commu- 
nicated as  soon  as  conveniently  it  may  be. 

UNCLAIMED  DIVIDENDS. 

The  following  resolution,  offered  yesterday  by  Mr. 
Spraoub,  was  taken  up: 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  direct- 
ed to  coqimunicate  to  the  Senate  the  amount  of  the  un- 
claimed dividends  of  the  funded  debt  of  the  United  States 
which  have  been  due  more  than  two  years,  with  the  names 
of  the  persons  to  whom  the  same  may  appear  to  be  due, 
and  the  particular  species  of  stock  upon  which  it  accrued. 

At  a  subsequent  part  of  the  day, 

Mr.  CLAY  observed  tliat  the  resolution  had  passed 
while  he  was  absent  but  a  few  moments  from  his  seat.  It 
related  to  a  subject  which  had  once  been  before  the 
other  House,  who  then  deemed  it  inexpedient  to  acton  it. 
It  was  a  subject  also  that  required  some  consideration; 
and  he  hoped  the  honorable  Senator  who  brought  it  for- 
ward would,  for  that  purpose,  allow  tlie  vote  taken  on  it 
to  be  reconsidered. 

Mr.  S PRAGUE  said  tliat,  in  consenting  to  reconsider 
the  resolution,  it  was  with  the  understanding  it  was  for 
the  purpose  merely  of  restoring  it  to  the  situation  in  which 
it  stood  before  its  adoption,  and  not  with  any  view  of 
withdrawing  it.  In  introducing  it,  he  had  no  other  object 
than  that  which  ought  to  actuate  every  Senator — to  pro- 
cure information  on  subjects  of  importance.  The  divi- 
dends referred  to  had  remained  in  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment for  thirty  years,  and  perhaps  without  the  knowledge 
of  those  entitled  to  them;  and  it  was  but  just  to  let  the 
claimants  know  that  there  was  money  of  theirs  in  our 
own  hands,  which  we  are  ready  to  pay  tliem.  He  would 
consent  to  restore  the  resolution  to  tli'e  situation  in  which 
it  stood  before  it  passed;  and  when  it  again  came  to  be 
acted  upon,  he  hoped  the  Senate  would  g^e  it  a<^vora- 
ble  consideration. 
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Mr.  CLAY  obaerved  that  he  bad  no  other  object  in 
askmg'  a  reconsideration  than  to  gain  time  for  an  examina- 
tion of  the  subject. 

The  Senate  then»  on  motion  of  Mr.  BPRAGUE,  agreed 
to  reconsider  the  resolution,  and  it  was  laid  on  the  table, 
and  made  the  order  of  the  day  for  Monday  next. 

The  bill  from  the  House,  gpving  effect  to  a  commercial 
arrangement  between  the  United  States  and  the  Republic 
of  Colombia,  was  read  the  first  time,  and  ordered  to  a 
second  reading. 

The  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  J.  Jacob;  and 

The  bill  for  the  relief  of  William  Tharp,  were  consider- 
ed in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  ordered  tQ  a  third 
resdini^. 

ST.  LOUIS  COLLEGE. 

Tbe  bill  grantinp^  a  township  of  land  to  the  French 
college  of  St.  Louis,  was  taken  up  in  Committee  of  the 
Wh<de. 

Mr.  KING  explained  the  reasons  why  the  committee 
had  thought  proper  to  report  in  favor  of  the  object  of 
this  bill.  Congress  had  appropriated  lands  in  all  the  new 
States  for  the  benefit  of  seminaries  of  learning;  and  the 
bill  granting  aid  to  the  French  college  of  St.  Louis,  was 
founded  on  the  ground  that  those  lands  appropriated  for 
the  purpose  of  education  were  granted  for  the  benefit  of 
English  institutions,  and  the  present  applicants  derived 
no  adTaatage  from  them  whatever.  They  were  the 
original  inhabitants  of  Missouri,  and  formerly  subjects 
under  the  French  or  Spanish  Governments  before  tlie  ter- 
ritory was  ceded  to  the  United  States.  They  had  now 
beccHoe  otizens  of  the  States,  and,  as  such,  were  entitled 
'to  sll  the  rights  and  privileges  of  American  citizens.  When 
the  change  took  place,  they  were  left  unprovided  for,  and 
were  now  dependent  upon  the  Uberality  of  individuals  to 
support  their  institution,  which  was  not  only  important  to 
themselves,  but  to  the  whole  American  people,  as  chil- 
dren, whether  of  French  or  English  ori^n,  were  equally 
tdmitted  to  the  benefits  of  the  institution*  There  had 
been  a  grant  made  by  Cong^ss  in  support  of  the  deaf 
and  dumb  asylums  at  Connecticut,  and  efsewliere,  besides 
appropriating'  for  other  seminaries,  which  he  referred  to. 
He  could  omy  add  that,  besides  these  views  which  the 
committee  had  taken  into  consderation,  the  old  French 
inhabitants  had  peculiar  claims  upon  Congress,  that  would 
not  apply  in  any  other  case  of  the  numerous  similar  appli- 
cations which  had  been  made  from  various  sources  for 
appropriations  for  the  benefit  of  EuKlish  institutions  which 
were  already  receiving  the  proceeds  of  the  lands  hereto- 
fore appropriated  for  the  advancement  of  learning  through- 
oat  the  countiy. 

Mr.  BENTON  asked  the  reading  the  petition,  which 
contained  a  statement  of  the  present  and  past  situation  of 
the  college— its  origin  and  present  number  of  students, 
and  the  grounds  upon  which  they  prayed  for  the  aid  of 
Congress. 

Mr.  POiNDEXTER  said  he  had  no  objection  to  the 
grant  of  land  asked  for  by  the  memorialists;  but,  in  his 
opinion,  similar  grants  should  be  made  to  other  States  if 
this  was  adopted.  There  were  many  applications,  and 
among  them  one  Irom  his  own  State,  which  he  thought 
vas  equally  entitled  to  an  appropriation;  and  he  wished 
to  know  of  the  gentleouui  from  Alabama,  who  was  on  the 
committee  to  which  this  memorial  had  been  referred, 
vhether  it  had  been  acted  on,  and,  if  so^  what  was  the 
reiolt.  He  observed-  that  some  States  had  received  a 
KTuit  of  three  townships,  while  others  had  but  two,  and 
Uissisnppa  was  among  the  latter  description.  He  thought 
it  would  be  the  best  policy  to  place  sil  the  States  upon 
an  equal  footing  in  their  grants  of  land,  either  in  the  pre- 
sent bill,  or  in  some  other  that  might  be  brought  fi>rwai:d. 
He  wished  to  be  informed  on  this  subject,  because  he 
tood  here  as  a  representative  of  those  who  liad  applied 

Vot.  VIII.— 15 


in  his  own  State,  and  he  could  not  consent  to  this  bill  if 
they  were  to  be  excluded,  because  in  the  colleges  of  all 
the  new  States  the  French  lang^uage  was  taught  as  well 
to  the  children  of  the  origfinal  inhabitants  as  to  others^  and 
he  could  see  no  propriety  in  selecting  the  St.  Louis  col- 
lege as  one  .entitled  to  peculiar  favor,  if  all  t])e  others 
were  to  be  excluded.  He  should,  therefore,  feel  it  his 
duty  to  move  to  lay  the  bill  upon  the  table,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  Airther  consideration  and  amendment. 

Mr.  KING  said  that  the  committee  had  under  con- 
sideration the  memorial  alluded  to  by  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi,  and  he  believed  they  were  not  disposed  to 
report  lavorably  upon  it.  He  had  before  given  his  reasons 
why  the  committee  had  thought  the  college  at  St  Louis 
entitled  to  fiivor,  and  he  would  leave  the  Senate  to  decide 
the  question.  He  had  before  stated  that  Mississippi  had 
two  townships,  and  Missouri  and  Alabama  had  the  same, 
while  Indiana  had  three.  No  cause  had  been  assigned  for 
the  preference  that  he  knew  of,  that  had  induced  this 
action  of  Congress  in  their  favor.  It  seemed  to  Jiim  that 
there  would  be  equal  propriety  in  giving  three  townships 
to  each  Sute,  and  he  shouM  not  object  to  any  proposal 
that  the  genUenuui  might  make  for  that  purpose;  but  to 
grant  the  present  petition  to  protect  the  college  of  St. 
Louis,  would  only  be  following  the  course  heretofore  pur- 
sued by  Congress  in  patronizing  learning  by  grants  of 
land;  and  as  this  institution  was  without  the  reach  of  bene- 
fit from  the  public  lands  already  granted,  he  thought  some- 
thing should  be  done  for  it.  He  would  support  any 
amendment  that  the  Senate  might  think  proper. 

Mr.  HOLMES  hoped  this  question  woula  not  be  con- 
nected with  others  with  which  it  had  no  concern.  He 
was  in  favor  of  granting  lands  for  the  benefit  of  institu- 
tions of  learning,  but  he  did  not  see  the  propriety  of 
granting  to  one  college,  and  refusing  it  to  another. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  the  merits  of  the  bill  had  been  well 
stated  by  the  Senator  from  Alabama,  [Mr.  Kine,]  who 
had  reported  it  from  the  Land  Committee,  of  which  he 
was  churman.  Mr.  B.  knew  that  the  hour  for  taking  up 
another  subject  (the  tariff  resolutions)  had  arrived,  but 
he  hoped  that  a  few  minutes  would  be  spared  to  this  bill, 
and  tiiereby  prevent  it  from  being  laid  over  till  another 
day.  He  was  sure  he  could  appeal  to  the  liberal  feelings 
of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi,  [Mr.  Poivdkxtkb,]  not  to 
press  an  amendment  for  his  State,  which  would  be  of  a  na- 
ture dissimilar  to  the  bill  before  the  Senate.  [Mr.  POIN- 
DEXTER bowed  assent.]  Mr.  B.  continued.  This  bill  is 
for  the  preservation  and  tlie  diffusion  of  the  French  lan- 
guage; a  language  of  too  universal  use  and  necessity  to  be 
commented  upon  here.  It  b  to  preserve  and  diffuse  that 
language,  not  for  the  children  of  Missouri  alone,  but  of 
the  whole  Union.  The  college  is  now  in  operation;  a 
brick  building  of  four  stories  high  having  been  built  by  pri- 
vate exertions  and  liberality;  about  onenundred  and  forty 
students,  many  of  them  receiving  gratuitous  instruction, 
were  now  at  the  institution,  the  whole  under  the  care  of 
a  president  and  professors  eminently  capable  of  discharg- 
ing their  important  trusts.  Besides  the  French  language, 
allthe  branches  of  a  liberal  education  were  taught  there; 
the  modern  livinff  languages,  English,  Spanish,  and  Italian, 
as  well  as  French,  ami  the  dead  languages,  it  was  a  place 
where  the  modem  living  languages,  espedally  French, 
could  be  learnt  practiculy;  where  the  tongue  and  ear 
could  become  master  of  the  language  as  well  as  the  eye. 
French  was  undoubtedly  taught  in  all  our  seminaries  of 
learning;  but  how?  and  to  what  purpose?  Merely  to 
translate;  hardly  ever  to  speak  it,  to  write  it,  to  under- 
stand it  when  spoken.  Mr.  B.  said  the  French  college  at 
St.  Louis  would  differ  from  all  these.  It  would  teach  the 
language  practically;  make  it  useful;  add  it,  in  fact,  as  a 
second  motlier  tongue  to  the  American  or  English  learner. 
Mr.  B.  could  see  no  constitutional  objection  to  tiiis  appli- 
cation.    The  United  States  had  bought  the  province  of 
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Louisiana*  and  could  seU  the  land,  or  bestow  portions  of 
it  as  she  pleased.  Two  townships  of  land  had  been  grant- 
ed to  the  State  of  Missouri  for  the  support  of  a  seminary 
of  learning,  but  both  tliese  townships  would  go  to  the 
support  of  an  institution  chiefly  dedicated  to  the  English 
langtiage.  Why  g^ve  all  our  support  to  the  English  lan- 
guage, when  we  have  acquired,  with  an  immense  public 
domain,  a  large  population  ofFrench  extraction,  descend- 
ed from  tliat  nation  which  stood  by  us  in  the  war  of  the 
revolution,  now  incorporated  with  us  in  our  political  union, 
entitled  to  all  the  benefits  of  the  Union,  and  only  asking 
for  a  pittance  out  of  the  vast  domain  which  came  with 
them  mto  this  Union,  and  which  pittance  is  to  be  used  in 


00  articles  of  necessity,  than  it  is  that  of  the  freemen  of  the 
South;  that  if  the  people  of  the  South  are  suffering  from 
the  effect  of  heavy  duties,  so  do  the  mass  of  the  people  in 
the  manufacturing  States  suffer  from  the  same  cause;  that 
the  chief  intention  of  those  who  employ  agents  to  besiege 
Congress,  to  resist  all  attempts  to  reduce  the  taxes,  and 
to  call  for  more  protection,  is  to  benefit  the  rich  and  de- 
press the  poor— to  enable  the  wealthy  manufacturers  to 
swallow  up  the  small  manufacturers  and  mechanics,  the 
farmer's  family  manu&ctures,  and  all  the  money  the  far* 
mer  can  earn.  In  a  word,  I  hope  to  succeed  in  demon- 
strating that  the  higli  tariff,  continued  without  abatement, 
must  result  in  the  complete  monopoly  to  wealth,  in  the 


the  most  meritorious  manner,  not  for  their  own  advantage  virtual  creation  of  lords  and  vassals,  and  in  the  destruction 


only,  but  for  the  common  and  mutual  advantage  of  the 
whole  Union?    Mr.  B.  said  it  was  an  object  in  tlie  admin- 
istration of  the  laws  to  give  public  satisfaction;  much  more 
should  it  be  an  object  to  give  satisfaction  in  the  enactment 
of  laws.     The  petitioners  in  this  case  are  a  portion  of  the 
ancient  inhabitants  of  Louisiana.    They  have  been  peti- 
tioners at  this  bar  for  a  long  time,  not  for  this  object,  but 
for  another;  not  for  bounty,  but  for  justice.     They  have 
been  petitioners  here  for  a  quarter  of  a  century,  not  for  a 
college  grant,  but  for  the  confirmation  of  their  land  titles. 
Those  titles  were  not  yet  settled.    Mr.  B.  would  not  now 
touch  that  question — another  occasion  would  present  itself 
soon— but  he  would  declare  to  the  Senate,  that  it  was  the 
conscientious  belief  and  firm  conviction  of  the  ancient 
French  population  that  justice  had  not  been  done  them; 
that  forroaUties  and  unfounded  suspicions  had  been  allow- 
ed to  interpose,  and  to  deprive  them  of  their  lands,  and 
that  in  a  republic  which  the  bounty  of  kings  had  bestow- 
ed upon  them.     This  was  their  belief;  and  now,  if^  after 
so  many  Urge  grants  to  the  States  for  the  support  of  semi- 
naries; if,  alter  the  grant  of  one  section  in  evei-y  township 
throughout  the  new  States  for  the  promotion  of  education, 
the  whole  of  which  grants  enured  to  the  benefit  of  English 
schoob  and  English  colleges;  if,  afler  all  this,  a  petition 
for  one  township  of  refuse  land,  to  be  taken  out  of  their 
own  former  inheritance,  and  to  be  devoted  to  the  pre- 
servation and  diffusion  of  their  native  langiuige,  should  be 
rejected,  it  will  be  impossible  for  them  to  see  an  adequate 
reason  for  the  rejection.     Dissatisfaction  must  be  the  con- 
sequence,  and  a  stronger  belief  of  injustice  must  pervade 
their  bosoms. 

BIr.  HATNE  observed  that  the  object  was  an  important 
one,  and  likely  to  take  up  much  time;  he  would,  there- 
fore, move  to  lay  it  on  the  table,  for  the  purpose  of 
resuming  the  special  order  of  the  day.  This  motion  was 
agreed  to. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  conaderation  of  Mr. 
Clay's  resolution,  proposing  a  modification  of  the  tariff 
together  with  Mr.  Hatnk's  amendment  thereto. 

Mr.  HILL,  of  New  Hampshire,  said,  as  T,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, am  so  unfortunate  as  to  differ  in  my  views  from  those 
of  almost  every  other  Senator  representing  the  States  of 
the  North,  on  the  subject  of  the  resolution  now  under 
consideration,  1  am  forced  to  do  what  I  had  not  expected 
to  feel  obliged  to  do  during  the  present  session — give  at 
length  the  reasons  which  will  prompt  my  vote  on  the  ques- 
tion—41  question  of  great  importance  to  every  section  of 
the  country.  I  should  not  do  justice  to  myself,  or  meet 
the  expectations  of  my  constituents,  if  I  suffered  the  occa- 
sion to  pass  with  giving  simply  a  silent  vote. 

Sir,  among  the  artifices  resorted  to  by  the  political  tariff 
men^for  we  have  political  tariff  men,  whose  newborn 
zeal  outstrips  all  the  old  and  steady  friends  to  the  protec- 
tion of  American  industry — is  that  of  making  this  a  ques- 
tion of  variance  as  between  the  North  and  South.  1  trust 
I  shall  be  able  to  show  that  it  is  not  less  the  interest  of  the 
great  body  of  freemen  at  the  North  to  reduce  the  taxes 


of  that  proud  spirit  of  independence  which  characterizes 
free  institutions  and  free  men. 

Another  artifice  of  the  political  tariff  party  is  to  inter- 
pose the  qnestion  of  constitutionality,  on  which  the  oppo* 
nents  of  a  hi^h  tariff  are  divided.     The  wbe-drawn  argu- 
ments, the  nice  definition  and  oollocation  of  words,  and 
the  labored  mferences  which  are  or  may  be  offered  on 
this  subject,  I  will  not  attempt  to  answer.    The  question 
is  not  with  me— are  high  duties  intended  exclunvely  for 
the  protection  of  home  manufiictures  constitutional }   But, 
are  they  expedient?    If  inexpedient,  they  are  bad,  and 
ought  to  be  changed:  if  both  inexpedient  and  unconstitu- 
tional, they  are  still  bad,  and  can  only  be  clianged.     If 
they  are  daily  increasing  that  discontent  which  may  ter- 
minate in  a  disruption  of  the  eonstitution,  it  is  follv  surely 
to  discuss  nice  points  which  may  never  be  satismctorily 
decided  while  we  suffer  the  evil  to  occur  which  miglit 
have  been  averted.     It  is  quite  enough  for  me,  if  our  fa- 
thers who  framed  the  constitution  conndered  the  power 
of  enacting  a  protecting  tariff  for  the  growth  of  manufius- 
tures  to  be  the  main  object  of  that  instrument,  that  they  * 
never  laid  or  enforced  taxes  on  the  people  in  the  shape  of 
duties  on  imports  which  went  beyond  tne  revenue  neces- 
sary for  the  support  of  Government — that  they  had  no  pro- 
jects of  federal  internal  improvement,  on  splendid  Go- 
vernment, to  furnish  an  apology  for  hi^h  taxes. 

I  am  opposed  to  the  resolution  submitted  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Kentucky,  as  well  because  the  principle  of  that 
resolution,  if  carried  into  effect,  will  make  taxation  more 
unequal  than  the  Uriff  of  1828  now  is,  as  because  the 
adoption  of  such  a  principle  is  calculated  to  produce  great- 
er discontent  and  heart-burnings,  and  to  fiin  the  flame  of 
discord  in  tliis  happy  land.     Nay,  sir,  it  is  my  fear  that  if 
laws  shall  pass  at  this  sesnon,  carrying  into  effect  the  prin- 
ciples of  that  resolution,  civil  war  may  be  the  consequence. 
Gentlemen  more  than  once  have  alluded  to  the  "pro- 
tective system"  as  being  the  very  life-blood  of  our  coun- 
try's prosperity — as  having  scattered  its  "  rich  fruits"  over 
the  land — as  having  "replenished  the  public  coffers," and 
enabled  the  Government  to  discharge  the  public  debt.  In 
my  belief,  they  have  mistaken  altogether  the  effects  of 
their  system.     I  had  supposed  if  any  tariff  law  had  been  of 
essential  benefit  to  the  general  interest  by  fostering  Ame- 
rican manufactures,  it  was  the  law  of  1816;  but  this  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  denies.     1  understood  him  to 
say  that   "the  tariff  of  1816  carried  destruction  to  tlie 
Eastern  States;"  but  that  the  Eastern  States  were  relieved 
by  the  law  of  1824.     Now,  sir,  tlie  law  of  1824  dUd  not 
satisfy— it  did  not  afford  the  protection  asked  for,  and 
under  that  law  the  manufiicturers  were  ruined:  millions 
of  money  expended  on  manufitctures  were  sunk  between 
that  year  and  1829.     The  law  of  1828  was  passed:  this 
law,  by  some  of  its  present  friends,  was  termed  a  **  bill  of 
abominations."     The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  is  not 
satisfied  with  it— he   says  its  wholesome  provisions  are 
evaded,  and  tliat,  under  its  present  operation,  the  manu-* 
facturers  of  woollens  are  still  great  sufferers.     The  gen- 
tleman from  New  Jersey  is  also  dissatisfied  with  some  of 
its  provisions — ^he  says  the  duty  on  wool  was  laid  too  high. 
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Without  hearing'  a  word  from  the  opponents  of  the  present 
Uriff,  reasoning  from  the  opposite  facts  and  inferences 
presented  by  tts  friends,  I  can  come  to  no  other  conclusion 
than  that  the  imposition  of  all  duties  beyond  what  is  neces- 
auy  simply  to  raise  a  revenue  for  defraying  the  current 
ami  ordinary  expenses  of  the  Government,  is  of  a  policy  at 
least  dottbtfuL 

Ur.  President,  I  will  assume  and  attempt  to  prove  the 
position  that  neither  the  tertff  of  1824  or  that  of  1828  has 
essentially  benefited  manufactures. 

It  is  true  that  since  the  passage  of  the  law  of  1828  seve- 
ral great  manufacturing  estabtishments  have  arisen  in  the 
£a9tem  States. 

So,  under  the  moderate  protection  of  the  law  of  1816, 
several  large,  and  many  small,  establishments  grew  up  and 
Bourished.  The  cotton  establishments  at  that  early  period 
were  as  well  protected — nay,  better  protected,  than  they 
ever  caji  be  under  any  other  law.  Not  that  the  laws  of 
1824  and  1828  did  not  aim  at  protection— but  what  with 
the  revulsions  consequent  to  continued  legislation,  and 
annually  moving  this  subject-^now,  the  market  overstock- 
ed and  glutted  with  the  foreign  article,  and  rendering 
prices  merely  nominal^  and  now  the  spirit  of  speculation 
stimulated  by  the  «  glorious  protection"  which  was  to  be 
furnished  by  a  new  tariff— thousands  of  persons  of  mode- 
rate property,  who  hsd  invested  all  they  had  in  manufac- 
turing establishments,  were  ruined.  Of  all  the  small  wool- 
len establishments  within  my  knowledge,  there  was  no 
one  that  had  not  stopped;  yes,  sir,  the  owners  failed,  or 
shut  up  sliop,  at  the  close  of  the  year  1829,  af\er  the  tariff 
of  1828  had  been  in  operation  more  than  one  vear. 

Does  any  one  suppose  that  if  the  duties  on  imports  had 
remained  uniform  from  1816,  such  vast  sums  would  have 
^  been  lost  in  the  cotton  and  woollen  manufacturing  esta- 
bUabmeats?  Will  any  one  contend  that  the  manufactures 
both  of  cotton  and  wool  would  have  been  less  flourishing 
in  New  England  than  they  now  are?  Such  assumption 
would  now  be  a  mistake;  and^every  practical  manufacturer 
in  the  country  will  tell  you  so. 

I  trust,  Mr.  President,  that  I  am  not  of  those  who  will 
not  rejoice  to  see  any  portion  of  our  country  prosperous. 
I  rejoice  to  see  Iftrge  manu&cturing  establishments  gnow- 
ing  up  in  my  neighborhood,  and  1  am  gratified  when  I 
Jiear  that  their  owners  are  enabled  to  make  large  divi- 
.dends.  But  these  large  establishments  are  not,  to  my  sec- 
tion of  the  country,  all  that  they  appear  to  be — all  tliat  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina  supposes  them  to  be:  they 
are  not  always  to  be  taken  as  an  indication  of  the  «  general 
prosperity. " 

la  a  township  of  the  State  of  New  Hampshire,  a  few 
years  ago,  an  establishment  with  a  capital  of  one  million 
of  dollars  was  set  on  foot  for  the  manufacture  of  cotton; 
many  men  of  small  capital  in  the  vicinity  were  induced 
to  tiJce  shares;  the  principal  part  of  the  stock  was,  how- 
ever, taken  by  the  rich  men  of  a  city  in  another  State. 
The  work  of  erecting  buildings,  tearin|^  down  old  houses, 
opening^  new  streets,  erecting  dams,  and  creating  artificial 
ponds  of  water,  went  on  swimmingly  until  the  first  million 
was  expended.  The  directors  and  agents  had  not  yet 
gone  far  enough  for  the  <' prosperity"  of  the  place:  they 
took  out  a  new  act  of  incorporation  for  another  company, 
with  a  capital  of  five  hundred  thousand  dollars;  and  not  to 
burden  the  small  proprietors  with  new  assessments,  who 
were  too  poor  to  raise  the  money,  the  rich  men  engaged 
preferred  to  loan  the  sum  to  the  new  corporation,  taking 
for  their  security  the  property  of  the  first  establishment. 
The  stock*  the  price  of  which  those  interested  knew  well 
how  to  control,  fell  in  the  market — ^the  corporation  be- 
came embarrassed-^the  property  was  attached,  and  in  the 
end  the  whole  was  seized  to  the  use  and  ownership  of 
tliose  who  had  loaned  the  one-third  of  the  original  cost, 
vhile  the  other  creditors  to  the  corporation  obtained  not 
s  cent    It  is  believed  that  not  an  individual  owner  of  the 


stock,  resident  in  the  State  where  this  establishment  was 
located,  escaped  the  entire  loss  of  his  amount  of  stock 
paid  in,  and  the  hard  earned  wages  of  the  workmen  and 
workwomen  were  never  pwd.  Tnis,  sir,  is  but  an  instance 
of  many,  in  which  the  men  of  moderate  property,  tiie 
widow  and  the  orphan,  have  been  filched  of  their  all. 

Another  evil  attending  these  large  establishments  is, 
that  they  tend  to  the  annihilation  of  that  household  indus- 
try, under  which  the  matrons  of  New  England  had  reared 
those  sons  who  have  been  the  stamina  of  our  liberties,  and 
those  daughters  who  have  arisen  to  call  the  nation  blessed. 
The  common  farmers  of  New  England,  sir,  ai*e  workiqg 
men,  and  their  wives  and  daughters  were  working  women; 
it  was  their  pride  and  their  delight  to  <'lay  their  hands  to 
the  spindle,  and  their  hands  hold  of  the  disUfF— -to  make 
fine  Imen  and  sell  it,  and  deliver  girdles  unto  the  mer- 
chants." So  extensive  were  these  household  manufac- 
tures, that  almost  the  entire  clothing  of  the  farmers'  fami- 
lies was  produced  on  their  own  fkrms,  manufactured  into 
cloth,  and  the  garments  made  under  th^ir  own  roofs.  The 
value  and  extent  of  this  manufacture  may  be  estimated 
from  the  fact  that,  "  from  1790  to  1794,  the  average  cost 
of  woollens  brought  into  the  United  States,  includin(|[  duty 
and  expenses  of  importation,  was  seven  and  a  half  millions 
of  dollars;  the  population  about  four  and  a  half  millions  of 
persons.  At  the  moderate  estimate  of  wx  dollars  per  head, 
this  would  g^ve  an  annual  woollen  consumption  for  the 
whole  United  States  of  ^twenty-seven  millions  of  dollars; 
only  seven  and  a  half  millions  .of  which  being  of  foreign 
prt>duction,  it  is  manifest  that  a  woollen  manufacture  ex- 
isted  in  the  United  States,  equal  to  the  wants  of  three- 
fourths  of  its  whole  population,  at  a  period  when  the  du- 
ties were  almost  nominal."  Every  neighborhood  then 
had  its  fulling  mill,  and  clothier,  who  dressed  tlus  doth, 
and  prepared  it  for  use.  Hiis  occupation  now  is  almost 
entirely  broken  up— ^e  clothier  has  been  obliged  to  seek 
an  occupation  elsewhere — the  farmers'  daughters  are 
obliged  to  herd  toother  in  fifties,  hundreds,  and  thousands 
in  the  manufactunng  establishments;  or,  if  they  remain  at 
home,  no  lonpfer  fiiKl  that  profitable  and  wholesome  em- 
ployment which  was  so  highly  benefidalto  the  prosperity 
and  to  the  morals  of  the  whole  community.  While  pur- 
suing these  occupations  at  home,  they  were  respectable 
and  respected.  You  may  imasine,  rir,  what  is,  what  will 
be  one  nundred  years  hence,  their  condition  in  such  esta- 
blishments as  will  be  the  fiitureBirmingfaams  and  Manches- 
ters  of  America;  how  well  fitted  they  will  be  to  fill  the 
places  of  the  mothers  of  our  countr}'. 

Here,  sir,  I  may  be  permitted  to  notice  the  information 
given  by  the  Senator  from  Maine  in  a  letter  from  some 
agent  of  the  g^reat  manufacturing  establishment  at  Great 
Falls.  Great  Falls  is  within  the  State  of  New  Hampshire, 
and  I  have  a  right  to  say  something  about  the  place:  the 
village  contains  more  than  a  thousand  inhabitants,  and  part 
of  the  settlement  bekngs  to  the  State  of  Maine,  being  situ- 
ated on  and  near  the  line  of  the  two  States.  The  Sensr 
tor  from  South  Carolina  the  other  day  informed  you  how 
many  yards  of  cotton  cloth  were  made  there  in  a  year. 
But  the  letter  read  by  the  Senator  from  Maine  gives  more 
important  information:  it  discloses  other  machinery  there 
in  operation.  It  seems  the  inmates  of  the  establishment 
are  there  all  forced  to  become  religious. 

[Mr.  Hiu  was  here  interrupted  by  Mr.  HOLMES,  who 
denied  that  any  such  inferences  were  deducible  fVom  the 
letter  which  he  had  read  yesterday.  HeT[Mr.  H,]  said 
he  had  not  the  letter  in  his  place,  but  would  go  to  his  lodg- 
ings and  procure  it.] 

Mr.  HILL  resumed.  The  manufacturing  dons,  said  he, 
have  always  been  of  the  party  claiming  **  wl  the  religion'* 
as  well  as  «all  the  wealth  and  respectability;"  and  if  their 
dependents  refuse  to  become  so,  [that  is,  refiise  to  sub- 
scribe to  their  peculiar  doctrine,]  they  are,  sans  ceremonUf 
turned  out  of  employment.     They  are  also  forced  to  be 
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temperate;  or,  at  least,  they  are  under  such  a  restrictive 
system  as  permits  them  to  purchase  intoxicating  liquors 
only  at  one  place,  and  that  place  managed  without  doubt 
to  the  advantage  and  profit  of  the  rich  owners  of  the  es- 
tablishment. It  will  be  seen  by  the  letter  read  by  the 
Senator,  that  a  director  of  one  of  these  great  establish- 
ments controls  every  thing — that  he  directs,  not  only  the 
actions,  but  the  thoughts  of  all  persons  in  his  employ — that 
they  are  but  machines  in  his  hands  to  execute  any  purpose, 
to  turn  oflT any  work  he  may  be  employed  to  do,  whether 
it  be  to  manufacture  cotton  cloth,  or  vote  at  the  polls  for 
such  candidates  as  the  owners  shall  designate.  Ts  it  pre- 
suming too  much  to  say  that  the  future  condition  of  the 
persons  composing  the  manufacturing  population  will  be 
no  better  than  that  of  the  serfs  and  vassals  to  tlie  Euro- 
pean barons  of  the  feudal  system? 

Sir,  the  effect  of  large  manufiicturing  establishments 
may  be  illustrated  by  a  comparison.  The  States  of  New 
Hampshire  and  Vermont,  nearly  of  equal  size,  for  the  last 
thirty  years  have  been  of  nearly  equal  population.  Ver- 
mont has  the  advantage  of  more  recent  settlement  and  a 
more  extended  fertile  soil,  while  New  Hampshire  is  nearer 
the  seaboard  and  to  a  profitable  market  for  her  surplus  pro- 
ducts. In  1810,  the  population  of  Vermont  exceeded  that 
of  New  Hampshire  by  about  three  thousand;  but,  by  the 
census  of  1820,  New  Hampshire  went  ahead  of  Vermont 
more  than  nine  thousand.  During  these  ten  years  there 
were*  no  manufacturing  establishments  in  either  State,  of 
sufficient  magnitude  to  affect  tlie  population.  From  1820 
to  1830  has  been  the  manufacturing  era.  Millions  of  capi- 
tal, much  of  it  entirely  sacrificed,  have  been  invested  in 
New 'Hampshire,  but  none  of  any  considerable  magnitude 
in  Vermont.*  I  do  not  know  of  a  cotton  or  woollen  esta- 
blishment in  that  State — at  least,  I  believe  thefre  is  none  in 
operation  on  the  east  ade  of  the  Green  Mountains.  As 
New  Hampshire  had  the  advantage  of  the  millions  invest^, 
and  the  great  manufacturing  establishments  in  ^operation; 
as  she  had  some  thousands  added  in  operatives  from  Ire- 
land and  England,  we  flattered  ourselves  that  the  granite 
State  would  still  keep  ahead  ii^  population  of  her  sister, 
Verroonty  in  the  cemtis  of  1830.  We  are  disappointed. 
Vermont  is  above  New  Hampahire  by  11,146,  havmg  gain- 
ed upon  her  in  the  last  ten  years  more  than  20,0(X),  and 
having  a  population  of  280,679,  while  New  Hampshire 
has  but  269,533.  Under  the  last  census.  New  Hampshire 
luid  six,  and  Vermont  five  representatives  in  Congress; 
under  the  present  census,  the  case  may  be  reversed,  and 
will  be  reversed  if  the  ratio  either  of  45,000  or  46,000 
shall  be  adopted. 

The  manufiicturing  establishments  have  doubled  and 
somethnes  trebled  the  population  in  some  half  dozen  town- 
ships of  New  Hampshire;  but  their  immediate  presence 
has  so  discouraged  agriculture,  that  other  farming  towns 
in  their  vicinity  have  less  population  than  they  had  ten 
years  ago.  The  active  young  men  have  been  tempted  by 
the  prospect  of  cash  and  hi^h  wages  to  labor  in  erecting 
these  manufacturing  estabhshments:  when  this  business 
is  finished,  they  return  to  ^eir  former  occupation,  dis- 
contented that  they  cannot  labor  there  with  the  prospect 
of  imme^te  eadi  payipents.     Some  of  them  go  in  search 


•  since  tftic  ttatement  was  made,  the  writer  andentand*  Vermont  hia 
heeii  elaimed  m  a  nMttufketannr  State]  It  will  not  be  denied  t)iat 
Vermont  doet  much  in  the  waj  of  common  mftuuraeture*,  as  ba«  erery 
Eastern  Slate  Tor  twenty  yvari;  that  the  hat  her  flour  mills,  paper  milU. 
carding  maefaines,  tanneries,  etc.  She  has  also  had  a  ftw  cotton  ana 
woollen  aiablnhmenu  on  a  small  scale,  which  were  in  operation  bi-fiire 
the  tariff  law  of  18S4.  On  inquiry  at  Montpeiier,  in  November,  the 
writer  coald  not  learn  that  a  sinj^lc  cotton  establishment  of  any  extent 
«M  in  operation.  One  at  Hartrord  had  been  stepiied  for  two  yt^ars;  the 
owner  or  another  on  Queeehey  rirer,  sup|M>sed  to  be  worth  C  100,000, 
had  been  ruined.  A  woollen  factory  at  NortbficlU,  which  hHti  been  in 
operation  before  the  tariff  of  16S4,  had  since  that  of  *98  ruinetl  it«  tieaU 
thy  owner.  In  fket,  flrom  all  the  information  receired,,the opiiMim  mast 
be  reiterSlcd  Uiat  Vennont  is  no:  a  manufacturing  State,  that,  is.  the 
has  no  large  joint  stuck  companies  of  cuniiderabic  extent,  who^c  uu*i- 
ness  la  to  mamifaetwre  ootton  and  woollen  c.'oths. 


of  new  temporary^employment  in  other  States,  where  ma- 
nufacturing estabhshments  are  erecting;  others  go  to  the 
far  West,  where  more  golden  prospiects  are  held  out  to 
them.  The  daughters  of  the  farmers  seek  employment 
first  at  some  neighboring  factory  in  the  State,  and  after- 
wards pursue  a  round  wherever  tney  can  find  employment 
in  factories  of  other  States.  It  has  often  surprised  stran- 
gers who  travel  in  New  England,  to  witness  the  number  of 
yoimg  females  travelling  in  the  public  stages  from  place 
to  place  witliout  a  protector.  Sometimes  they  find  full 
employment,  and  a  little  better  wages  than  they  can  ob- 
tun  in  famifies;  sometimes  the  femsle  domestics  are  lured 
ftom  their  homes,  it  being  considered  more  respectable 
to  work  in  a  factory  than  m  the  kitchen,  and  the  price  of 
family  service  is  raised  for  the  moment  some  twenty>five 
and  fifty  per  cent.  At  other  times  a  whole  factory  esta- 
blishment is  thrown  out  of  employ,  and  the  female  inmates 
are  obliged  to  seek  any  roof  where  they  can  find  a  slielter. 
It  is  believed  a  majority  of  these  females  are  no  better  ofF, 
after  having  labored  for  years  in  a  factory,  than  they  were 
when  they  entered  it{  they  usually  are  kept  in  debt  to 
some  store  connected  with  or  owned  by  the  lactory  pro- 
prietors: the  moral  efiect  of  their  associations  is  better 
conceived  than  described.  What  respecta|)le  man  would 
wish  a  daughter  placed  in  such  a  state  of  vassalage,  awayr 
ftom  friends,  away  firom  home?  Yet  the  daughters  of  re- 
spectable men  are  obliged  to  place  themselves  in  this  situ- 
ation; and  far  be  it  from  me  to  impeach  their  virtue  in  the 
comVttion  to  which  circumstance  has  forced  them. 

We  have  seen,  sir,  how  New  Hampshire,  a  manufactur- 
ing State,  stands,  when  compared  with  her  sister,  Ver- 
mont, an  agricultural  State — what  is  the  consequence^ 
She  is  deprived  of  at  least  twenty  thousand  of  her  most 
active  populatioiv--ye8,  more  than  this-— twenty  thousand 
are  taken  from  her  agriculture;  for,  by 'so  much  as  the 
manufacturing  towns  within  her  borders  have  been  in> 
creased,  has  her  agricultural  population  suiTered  a  propor- 
tionate decrease.  The  consequence  is,  that  we  have 
more  cleared  land  than  hands  tor  its  proper  cultivation; 
that  the  price  of  lands  has  fallen;  thiit  agricultural  capital, 
even  when  the  soil  is  euHtvated  by  the  hands  of  its  owners, 
will  not  yield  a  profit  of  three  per  cent.;  and  if  cultivated 
by  hired  service  exclusively,  will  scarcely  pay  fop  the  cul- 
tivation; that  the  price  of  houses  and  lands,  except  in  or 
near  some  thriving  village,  is  almost  nominal.  Does  9l 
farmer  wish  to  better  his  situation  by  going  into  some  ma- 
nufacturing employment?  He  can  scarcely  realise  a  suffi- 
cient outfit  from  the  sale  of  his  farm  to  do  it.  I  have  known 
some  to  leave  their  farms  entirely  unoccupied,  for  the  pros- 
pect of  better  employment:  others  1  have  known  to  sell  all 
they  possess;  and,  after  employing  themselves  near  some 
factory,  perhapi{in  taking  boarders,  or  in  acting  as  mentals 
a  few  years,  return  poor  and  peniiy less,,  having  contract- 
ed habits  which,  te  the  credit  ot  our  yeomanry  be  it  spoken, 
few  of  tliem  possess. 

To  show  you,  sir,  how  much  protection  the  tariff  affords 
to  our  farmers,  I  will  enumerate  some  of  the  taxes  they 
pay  on  articles  of  necessary  consumption.  Suppose  a  far- 
mer, with  a  family  often  persons;  they  will  consume  and 
wear  out,  at  a  random  calculation,  in  a  year,  as  by  the  fol- 
lowing table: 

TASirr  1838. 
-  7\ 
300  lbs.  raw  iron,  ^ 

300  lbs.  brown  sugar,      9 

20  yards  woollen  cloth 
under  ^1  minimum,  9 

10  do.  $3  50    do.         11 
100  yds.  coarse  cottons,   3 

50  do.     fine      do.        4 

24  do.  calico,  1 

24  do.  gingham,  1 

50  lbs.  coffee  (act  1828)  2  50 


TAKIFF  1790. 


zax 

/ficr'd. 

TkB. 

Int^d. 

70 

$0  87^ 

$0  15 

fO  4 

00 

2  25 

4  50 

1  26 

00 

2  25 

1  00 

0  25 

25 

2  81 

1  25 

0  31 

00 

0  75 

0  50 

0  12} 

00 

1  00 

0  50 

0  12} 

92 

0  48 

0  22 

0  5 

92 

0  48 

0  22 

0  5 

50 

0  63i 

2  00 

0  50 
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30  galls,  molasses,  (act 

1828,) 

3  00 

0  75 

0  90 

0  22 

4  lbs.  HjTson  tea,    do. 

1  60 

0  40 

•1  28 

0  33 

8  lbs.  Souchong,    do. 

2  00 

0  50 

1  44 

0  36 

20  yds.  bombasin. 

1  00 

0  25 

0  42 

0  10 

15  bush,  salt  (act  1828) 

3  00 

0  75 

1  80 

0  45 

6  galls,  wine,  instead 

of  spirits. 

3  00 

0  75 

1  50 

0  374 

4  woollen  blankets, 

S  30 

0  88 

0  40 

0  10 

20  yards  flannel. 

4  50 

1   12i 

0  50 

0  124 

Spices, 

1  00 

0  25 

0  25 

0    6 

24  lbs.  raisins  and  cur- 

rants. 

0  84 

0  21 

0  10 

0    2 

12  yards  nlks,  say 

1  80 

0  45 

0  45 

0  11 

China  ware  and  porce- 

lain. 

1  00 

0  25 

0  62J 

0  15 

Tin  ware. 

0  50 

0  12 

Free. 

12  >ards  linen. 

1  50 

0  37i 

0  50 

0  12i 

Glass  ware. 

2  00  . 

0  50 

0  50 

0  124 

Earthen  and  stone  ware, 

1  00 

0  25 

0  50 

0  124 

Buttons, 

0  50 

0  12i 

0  17 

0    4 

Leather, 

4  00 

1  00 

1  00 

0  25 

20  lbs.  steel. 

0  30 

0    7 

0  15 

0    4 

$82  13  $20  52 

$23  32 

$5  67 

1  have  calculated  tlie  duty  on  the  original  cost,  and  add- 
ed an  adrance  of  twenty-five  per  cent,  on  that  duty,  as 
the  profits  6f  the  wholesale  and  retail  dealer^  for  it  should 
be  kept  in  mind  that  the  dealers  charge  and  receive  as 
much  advance  on  the  duties  paid  to  the  Government,  as 
on  the  cost  and  charges.  By  this  table,  it  will  be  seen 
that  the  farmer  pays  on  twenty-eight  articles  a  tax  of 
$102  65,  whereas,  by  the  tariff  of  1790,  he  would  have  to 
pay  on  the  same  articles  only  $28  99.  These  twenty- 
eight  articles  are  selected  from  several  hundred  enume- 
rated articles  on  which  duties  are  paid,  many  of  which  are 
articles  of  necessity.  It  is  believed,  if  some  exceed, 
others  fall  below  the  amount  used  and  consumed  by  fa- 
milies that  are  able  to  pay  for  them.  To  those  in  afifuent 
circumstances,  the  list  would  be  mttch  extended. 

Lookineminutel^  into  the  tariff  of  duties,  the  consumer, 
the  man  of  limited  income,  is  enabled  to  see  what  is  other- 
wise invisible— to  see  why,  with  all  his  efforts  and  his  in* 
dustry,  he  is  continually  becoming  lessened  in  his  means. 
If  the  farmer  was  required,  when  he  purchased  a  new 
ploughshare,  to  count  out  and  pay  as  a  separate  tax 
Cigfaty-seren  and  one-half  cents;  a  crowbar,  thii'ty-five 
cents;  a  shovel,  fifteen  cents;  a  log  ehain,  sixty  cents;  a  cart 
tire,  two  to  three  dollars;  a  set  of  harrow  teeth,  $1  50  to 
^;  a  yard  of  coarse  woollen  cloth,  from  one  to  two  dollars; 
for  every  pound  of  brown  sugar,  four  cents;  or,  if  the  tax- 
gatherer  should  eo  into  the  blacksmith's,  or  other  me- 
chanic's shop,  ana  demand  another  amount  equal  to  the 
first  cost  of  all  the  iron  and  steel,  or  other  raw  material 
necessary  to  carry  on  his  business,  could  it  be  supposed 
be  would  cheerfully  bear  this  burden  without  complaint.^ 
When  the  artisan  should  further  consider  that  the  effect 
of  this  tax  on  the  raw  material  directly  tended  to  take 
the  business  out  of  his  own,  and  place  it  in  the  hands  of 
foreigners,  who,  not  being  taxea  for  the  raw  material, 
could  furnish  the  manufactured  article  much  cheaper, 
would  he  thank  you  that  the  tax  was  imposed  on  him,  not 
for  the  purpose  of  necessary  revenue,  but  for  "protection.^" 

I  have  mentioned  tlie  article  of  brown  sugar,  which  is 
bot  of  recent  production  in  the  United  States,  and  is  now 
produced  only  in  quantities  in  the  State  of  Louisiana  and 
theTerritoiy  of  Florida.  In  1790,  when  the  first  cost  of 
thi^  article  in  the  West  India  islands  was  probably  three 
times  as  much  as  it  now  is,  the  duty  was  only  one  cent  and 
one-half  per  pound;  since  1816,  it  has  been  three  cents 
per  pound.  It  was  raised  at  that  time  with  the  view  to  the 
temporary  encouragement  of  the  Louisiana  planters,  who 


were  just  commencing  the  business,  and  were  investing 
their  capital  in  purchasing  and  clearing  the  lands,  in  buy- 
ing slaves,  in  erecting  the  houses  and  necessary  append- 
ages. It  is  no  secret  m  the  Eastern  States,  that  immense 
fortunes  have  been  made  by  these  planters  in  the  course 
of  a  few  years:  the  planters  themselves  have  returned 
and  told  us  so.  The  price  of  su^r  has  since  fallen;  and 
it  is  gravely  urged  that  this  fall  of  price  has  been  a  conse- 
quence of  the  protection  furnished  by  the  tariff.  There 
has  been  no  tariff  which  has  protected  cotton  for  seve- 
ral years;  and  the  price  of  cotton  has  been  depressed 
equal  to  that  of  sugar.  How  does  it  happen,  if  the  tariff 
on  sugar  is  encouraging  the  growth  of  sug^  in  Louisiana 
and  Florida,  that  twice  the  quantity  of  foreign  sugar  was 
imported  into  the  United  States  in  the  year  1830,  that  was 
imported  in  the  year  preceding,  as  is  shown  bv  the  re- 
turns reported  mm  the  Treasury  Department?  Sugar 
has  become  an  article  of  consumption  scarcely  less  ali- 
mentary than  flour  or  rice:  twenty  years  ago,  in  many 
places,  foreign  sug^r  was  used  as  an  article  oi  luxury.  It 
18  of  tlie  first  importance  that  it  should  come  cheap  to  the 
consumer;  and  the  consumer  ought  not  to  pay  an  extra 
tax  for  its  protection,  when  it  is  produced  in  such  abun- 
dance in  so  many  places,  where  it  is  readily  exchanged  for 
many  of  tlie  agricultural  products  of  the  Middle,  Western, 
and  Eastern  States.  There  is  no  conceivable  reason  why 
the  small  farmers  and  mechanics,  the  working  men  of  the 
United  States,  should  pay  a  tax  of  fifty  per  cent.,  with 
twenty-five  cent,  added  as  the  profit  of  the  vender,  for  the 
protection  of  the  rich  planter  of  Louisiana.  It  has  been 
said  that  the  people  of  the  United  States  might  afford  to 
hire  all  the  slaves  employed  in  the  cultivation  of  sugar  in 
Louisiana  and  Florida,  at  some  one  hundred  and  fifty  dol- 
lars per  annum  a  head,  to  do  nothing,  so  they  could  be  re- 
lieved from  the  tax  on  foreign  sugar. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  complains  of  the  "  scan- 
dalous violations*'  of  the  tariff  law:  he  says,  ** false  in- 
voices are  made  as  to  woollens,  and  the  classification  into 
minimums  is  constantly  elude<l;"  and  inqubes  *•  whether 
it  be  not  practicable  to  arrest  this  ille^timate  course  of 
trade."  He  complains  that  the  valuation  is  made  in  foreign 
countries,  and  says  this  kind  of  valuation  is  an  anomaly — 
that  "seven-eighths  of  the  importation  of  woollens  into 
the  port  of  New  York,  where  more  is  received  than  in  all 
the  other  ports  of  the  United  States  together,"  are  in  the 
hands  of  the  foreigner.  A  committee  of  the  late  tariff 
convention  charges  these  frauds  on  "  the  American  oppo- 
nents of  the  protective  system,  who  (they  say^  have  en- 
deavored to  render  that  law  as  odious  as  possible;  in  which 
they  have  received  material  aid  from  those  foreigners 
who  are  extensively  engaged  in  importing  from  the  agents 
of  foreign  manufacturers  in  this  city,"  viz.  New  York. 
I  am  little  disposed  to  bandy  words  with  the  American 
system  advocates;  but,  so  far  as  my  knowledge  extends, 
these  gentlemen  are  much  more  enjcaged  in  purchasing, 
importing,  and  vending  foreign  woollens,  tlian  the  oppo- 
nents of  the  high  tariff  It  is  believed  tlicre  is  not  in  tlie 
city  of  Boston  a  dealer  in  woollens,  interested  in  the  large 
woollen  manufactories,  who  does  not  sell  more  British  than 
American  clotlis.  Come  this  evil  from  what  source  it  majr, 
it  is  an  evil  that  must  exist  whenever  the  tax  on  impoiis  is 
so  high  as  to  be  oppressive^  To  the  other  calamities  of  the 
forcing  system,  we  may  add  its  demoralizing  effect  on  the 
whole  trading  community.  Such  enormous  duties  as  the 
tarifTon  woollens  imposes,  furnish  a  strong  temptation  to  an 
evasion  of  the  laws  by  false  sNvearing,  and  all  the  arts  of 
the  practised  smuggler.  The  evasions  at  New  York  arc 
not  the  worst  feature  in  this  odious  business.  Entire  car- 
goes of  British  goods  are  imported  by  way  of  the  river 
St.  Lawrence,  for  the  purpose  of  being  smuggled  into  the 
United  States;  and  I  state  what  I  do  know,  when  I  say  that 
professed  friends  of  the  American  system  in  my  section  of 
the  country*  are  deeply  engaged  in  this  Canada  trade.     I 
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know  it,  sir,  because  these  men  journey  to  and  from  Ca- 
nada several  times  in  a  year,  and  because  they  hate  and 
avoid  custom-house  officers  quite  as  much  as  men  of  the 
same  party  hated  and  avoided  custom-house  officers  du- 
ring the  late  war  with  Great  Britain. 

Permit  me,  sir,  to  read  an  extract  from  a  letter  I  re- 
ceived since  I  arrived  here,  dated  December  7, 1831,  from 
a  member  of  the  Legislature  of  New  Hampshire,  living 
in  tliat  part  of  the  State  bordering  on  the  Canada  line. 

«  At  the  time  our  Legislature  was  in  session  last  June, 
I  did  not  even  dream  that  a  great  part  of  the  broadcloths 
I  saw  in  the  stores,  &c.  were  smugeled  from  Canada;  but, 
sir,  I  have  no  doubt  ofthe  fact;  and  trom  circumstances  and 
facts  daily  coming  to  light,  there  is  a  gang  of  smugglers 
who  have  been  running  goods  through  this  country  to 
Boston,  Hartford,  Concord,  Portsmouth,  Portland,  8cc. 
for  eight  or  ten  months  past,  and  perhaps  twice  that 
length  of  time,  and  to  a  very  considerable  amount,  as  they 
convey  three  and  four  thousand  dollars  worth  of  cloths  and 
nutmegs  at  a  load,  and  frequently  two  and  three  loads  liave 
been  know  to  pass  this  place  in  a  night." 

Another  letter,  subscribed  by  five  gentlemen  of  veracity 
and  respectability,  living  in  a  town  more  central  in  New 
Hampshire,  under  date  of  December  13,  1831,  says: 

*•  Every  evidence  short  of  absolute  certainty  is  in  our 
possession  tliat  smuggled  goods  are  frequently,  and  to  a 
large  amount,  carried  through  this  village,  by  persons  long 
since  suspected,  and  now  almost  known  to  be  engaged  in 
that  illicit  traffic." 

These  letters,  which  furnish  no  new  information  to  me, 
were  written  at  a  time  when  the  winter  sleighing  had  set 
in,  affording  facilities  for  rapid  transport  to  and  from  Ca- 
nada. As  the  whole  frontier  lies  open,  those  who  have 
long  pursued  this  illegal  trade  know  well  how  to  avoid  the 
few  officers  of  the  customs  established  at  the  different 
points.  It  is  believed  that  not  one  case  in  a  hundred  is 
detected;  and  it  has  been  confidently  asserted  and  pub- 
lished, that  insurance  at  the  rate  of  fifteen  per  cent,  on 
the  original  cost  of  the  goods  is  readily  procured  against 
all  risk  of  their  arrest  while  on  the  way  from  Montreal 
to  the  shelves  of  the  woollen  dealer  in  the  United  States. 
The  old  offenders,  who  learned  their  trade  during  the 
war  with  Great  Britain,  in  which  they  were  then  protected 
by  some  of  the  State  authorities,  in  most  instances  prefer 
the  •*  protection"  which  their  own  shrewdness  and  ma- 
nagement will  give  their  goods,  ratlier  than  the  ••  protect- 
ing duty"  of  fifteen  per  cent,  paid  in  the  shape  of  insur- 
ance on  smuggling.  '  They  are  almost  to  a  man  strong 
advocates  for  the  American  system,  as  well  they  may  be; 
for  under  the  "protection"  which  this  system  affords 
them,  a  single  trip  to  Monti'eal  will  put  more  '*  money  in 
their  purse,"  at  the  expense  of  the  Government  and  of 
the  honest  manufacturer,  than  they  would  gun  in  a  whole 
year  from  any  honest  calling. 

Another  method  may  be  here  mentioned  of  evasion  of 
duties.  The  gentlemen  traders  who  have  intercourse  with 
Canada,  at  each  journey  tliey  take,  come  out  will)  one  or 
more  suits;  pantaloons,  vest,  coat,  surtout,  and  cloak,  ready 
made,  costing,  for  a  full  suit  of  the  best  broadcloth,  less 
than  a  hundred  dollars,  and  worth,  when  brought  in,  one 
hundred  and  fifty  to  two  hundred  dollars.  CircuUr  bills 
of  prices,  with  directions  how  to  take  the  measure,  to 
be  transmitted  through  the  post  office,  and  inviting  or- 
ders, and  engaging  that  entire  suits  of  clothing  shall  be 
forwarded  and  delivered—yes,  delivered,  at  the  Montreal 
prices,  have  been  seen  in  this  city. 

Were  it  possible  to  do  away  the  evils  of  fraudulent  in- 
voices at  New  York,  and  secure  the  whole  amount  of  duty 
at  the  real  value;  if  the  evil  be  as  great  as  is  represented 
by  the  friends  of  high  duties,  the  channel  of  fraud  will 
inevitably  take  a  worse  direction.  The  woollen  goods 
will  then  come  direct  from  the  British  provinces  by  water; 
and  armed  men  will  be  unable  to  keep  them  out.     Line 


the  whole  interior  frontier  with  a  cordon  of  armed  men, 
and  goods  will  come,  as  they  were  brought  during  the 
embargo  and  war,  from  depots  kept  up  at  Halifax,  St. 
John's,  and  St.  Andrews;  they  will  be  tliere  imported  from 
England  by  American  merchants,  the  professed  friends  of 
the  "system  and  the  whole  sytem;"  and  they  will  proba- 
bly find,  as  the  same  class  of  men  found  fifteen  and  twenty 
years  ago,  judges  who  will  wrest  the  goods  from  the  fangs 
of  your  law:  cerUin  they  will  never  wantable  lawycrs,ready 
to  mte  rpose  legal  quibbles  to  amerce  in  heavy  damages  those 
faithful  officers  who  honestly  aim  to  execute  tlie  laws. 

Since  I  came  into  the  Senate  this  morning,  my  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  memorial  yesterday  laid  on  your 
table  of  two  hundred  and  scventy-ax  journeymen  tailors 
of  Philadelphia— that  city  which  is  the  very  focus  of  the  pro- 
tective tariff.  The  facts  and  inferences  oftliis  memorial  arc 
so  apposite  to  my  present  object,  that  I  must  ask  Dberty  to 
read  a  few  paragraphs  from  it.  And  it  should  be  recol- 
lected that  mese  complaints  come  not  from  men  who  have 
frequently  been  in  the  habit  of  memorialixing  Congress, 
but  from  laboring  men,  in  humble  life,  who  surely  ought 
not,  on  that  account,  to  be  turned  off  without  a  bearing! 

After  giving  a  history  of  the  rise  and  progress,  from 
low  to  hifth  duties,  on  woollen  cloths,  and  the  effects  of 
these  high  duties  in  depressing  their  business,  the  memo- 
rialists say: 

"  The  facilities  of  smuggling  ready  made  clothes,  and 
the  immense  advantages  resulting  from  it  to  those  who  can 
avail  themselves  of  i^  hold  out  temptations  too  strong  to 
be  resisted  by  the  great  bulk  of  the  community;  and  many 
of  us  know  the  fact,  that  foreign  made  coats,  and  other 
garments,  are  now  worn  by  the  former  customers  of  our 
employers,  who  have  found  agents  of  foreign  tailors  wil- 
ling to  supply  them  at  a  trifle  more  than  tlie  European 
prices.  A  coat,  which  is  here  charged  at  $25,  can  be  had 
in  London  for  $15,  whilst  one,  for  which  our  employers  are 
obliged  to  charge  ^5^  can  be  had  for  £5  5,  or  $23  33. 
The  facility  and  cheapness  of  an  intercourse  with  Canada, 
and  the  imposability  of  closely  watching  the  crews  of  ves- 
sels and  passengers  who  come  from  Europe,  present 
insurmountable  barriers  to  any  efficient  sji^stem  for  pre- 
venting smuggling;  and  we  arc  fearful  that,  if  the  present 
high  duUea  are  persevered  in,  smuggling  will  be  so  well 
established,  that  not  even  a  reduction  of  duties  to  onclialf 
would  be  sufficient  to  break  it  up. 

«'  But  it  is  not  from  smuggling  alone  that  your  petition- 
ers anticipate  an  annual  decrease  of  tlieir  business,  under 
the  present  high  i-ates  of  duty  upon  woollen  clotlis.  Rea- 
dy made  clothmg,  of  particular  qualities,  viz.  that  which 
is  made  of  cloth  upon  which  the  highest  rates  of  duty  are 
charged,  can  be  imported  and  sold,  after  paying  the  duty 
of  finy  per  cent.,  cheaper  than  it  can  be  made  in  this  coun- 
try. The  inevitable  effect  of  this  must  be,  to  lead  to  ex- 
tensive importations  of  ready  made  clothing  from  Europe, 
where  labor  is  cheaper,  not  only  on  account  of  the  great 
competitiou  amongst  laborers,  but  on  account  of  the  >-ery 
low  prices  at  which  the  laborers  are  enabled  to  clothe 
themselves  and  families. 

"  In  thus  representing  our  grievances,  we  cannot  avoid 
bringing  into  view  of  your  honorable  bodies  the  condition 
of  a  very  extensive  and  worthy  class,  who,  from  their  sex, 
are  prevented  from  addressing  you.  "We  mean  the  tailor- 
esses  of  our  city,  who  perform  the  light  work  of  the  trade. 
For  several  years  past,  this  extensive  class  of  females 
have  felt  tlie  injury  resulting  from  diminished  employ- 
ment, and  are  now  in  a  state  of  extreme  suff'ering  in  con- 
sequence tliereof. 

"The  price  of  cloth  is  kept  up  by  the  high  duties,  so 
as  to  dimmish  the  number  of  g^arments  which  people  can 
afford  to  wear,  or  to  oblige  families  whose  means  are  li- 
mited to  make  them  up  themselves,  and  thus  deprive  of  a 
job  the  tailoresses  who  would  otherwise  have  been  em- 
ployed.    The  effect  of  high  prices  upon  the  demand  for 
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clothing  is  well  known  to  our  profession.  We  have  it  upon 
the  aothoritj  of  one  of  our  principal  merchant  tailors, 
vho  has  carried'on  business  in  this  city  for  upwards  of  forty 
years,  that»  between  the  ^ears  1790  and  1797,  when  a 
&shionable  oo^t  was  furnished  at  18  to  19  dollars,  that 
clas  of  customers  who  now  purchase  one  or  two  coats  in 
I  year,  used  then  to  purchase  from  two  to  four;  and 
there  cannot  be  a  doubt  that  a  reduction  of  the  duties  upon 
every  species  of  woollen  manufacture  would  greatly  in- 
crease the  demand  for  the  labor  of  journeymen  tutors  and 
tailoreaaes,  and,  at  the  same  time,  benefit  all  classes,  by 
diminishing  the  price  of  clothing. 

"  In  conclusion,  your  petitioners  are  fully  convinced 
that  a  perseverance  in  the  present  policy  will  make  their 
condition  wane  and  worse;  and  they  respectfully  solicit 
jmir  honorable  bodies  to  take  their  case  into  serious  consi- 
deration, and  reduce  the  duty  to  the  rate  at  which  it  stood 
by  the  law  of  1816,  that  is,  twenty-five  per  cent,  ad  valo- 
rem upon  woollen  cloths." 

The  coarse  of  my  remarks  has  led  to  a  digression  from 
the  direct  point  at  issue,  which  was,  that  the  tariff  laws  of 
1824  and  1828  had  been  of  no  essential  benefit  to  manu 
&etures. 

If  it  be  contended  that  the  present  flourishing^  state  of 
nanufttctures  is  owing  to  the  protection  of  these  tariff 
lavs,  I  answer  that  the  articles  produced  in  this  country, 
vfaich  have  been  protected  by  the  lowest  duties,  are  at 
this  time  in  quite  as  flourishing  and  prosperous  condition 
as  those  which  have  had  the  protection  of  the  highest  du- 
ties. Take  the  following,  all  of  which  are  taxed  at  a  duty 
of  30  per  cent.,  and  under,  down  to  12|,  viz.  buttons, 
hats,  cabinet  wares,  manufactures  of  wood,  clocks,  manu- 
ftctures  of  brass,  brass  in  plates,  earthen  and  stone  wares, 
gold  and  mlver  watches,  looking  glasses,  glass  knobs,  gilt 
wares,  jewelry  and  paste  work,  leather,  manufactures  of 
brass,  copper,  iron,  led,  pewter,  steel,  and  tin,  not  other- 
wise enumerated,  millinery  of  every  kind,  ready  made, 
nitre,  ^>ermaceti  oil,  whale  oil,  ochre,  painters'  colors, 
printing  types,  quills,  saddles  and  bridles,  silk  shoes,  lea- 
ther shoes,  snuffs,  ulks,  cotton  stockings,  twine.  The 
duties  on  these  articles  range,  as  I  have  said,  from  30 
down  to  12^  per  cent.  Many  of  them  are  successfully 
manufibctunKl  in  this  country,  and  have  been  for  years,  be- 
fore high  duties  existed.  If  the  duties  were  prospec- 
tiTely  reduced  on  all  of  them  down  to  20,  15,  and  10  per 
cent,  it  is  my  firm  belief— and  this  belief  is  confirmed  by 
past  experience — that  the  domestic  manu&cture  would 
not  at  all  be  interfered  with  b^  foreign  competition. 

As  a  contrast  to  the  foregoing  comparatively  moderate 
duties,  let  us  turn  to  the  duties  on  iron  in  an  unmanufac* 
tured  slate,  taxed  more  than  one  hundred  per  cent. ;  on 
▼ool,  and  manufactures  of  wool,  taxed  trom  fifty  to 
more  than  two  hundred  per  cent.,  and  see  wluit  are 
already,  and  what  inevitably  must  be,  the  effects  of  the 
enormous  duties  imposed  for  their  protection — rather 
ihould  I  have  said  for  their  destruction.  I  take  the  facts 
ind  illustrations  principally  from  an  '*  exposition  of  the 
unequal,  unjust  operation  off  the  present  tariff  system," 
compiled  by  a  committee  appointed  at  the  Free  Trade 
Convention  lately  held  at  Philadelphia. 

And  first  as  to  the  iron  duty.  Afitr  mentioning  that 
iron  was  manufactured  in  this  country  previous  to  the  re- 
TolutJon,  in  large  quantities,  furnishing,  besides  the  do- 
mestic supply,  more  than  7,000  tons  annually  for  export- 
adon,  the  expontion  proceeds : . 

"In  the  year  1784,  before  duties  were  hardly  known 
on  imports,  the  annual  production  of  iron  in  the  United 
States  was  extending  vigorously.  According  to  Mr.  Coxe, 
in  his  View  of  the  United  States,  published  in  1794,  there 
vere,  in  Massachusetts  alone,  seventy-six  iron  works;  Yir- 
^nia  made  above  5,300  tons  of  iron;  in  Pennsylvania 
there  were  sixteen  furnaces  and  thirty-seven  large  forges, 
besides  slitting  and  rolling  mills,  that  cut  and  rolled  1,500 


tons  of  iron;  in  New  Jersey  there  were  seventy-nine  forges 
and  eight  furnaces;  and  in  Maryland,  and  most  of  the 
other  States,  iron  works  were  very  numerous,  although 
the  detuls  were  not  so  well  known.  Mr.  Coxe  estimated 
the  quantity  of  iron  then  consumed  in  nuls  and  spikes  at 
4,000,000  pounds,  of  which  1,800,000  only  were  imported, 
the  remainder  being  made  at  home." 

Having  no  authentic  account  from  1794  to  1810,  when 
the  marshals  were  directed,  while  taking  the  cenaltLs,  to 
take  also  an  account  of  the  manufacturing  establbhments, 
these  returns,  although  imperfect,  are  next  given  in  the 
exposition: 

"According  to  these  returns,  there  were  in  the  United 
States,  in  the  year  1810,  one  hundred  and  fifty-three  iron 
furnaces,  and  three  hundred  and  thirty  forges;  the  former 
making  53,908  tons  of  metal,  and  the  latter  24,541  tons 
of  bar  iron.  As  it  required  36,811  tons  of  pig  metal,  or 
one-third  more,  to  make  the  24,541  tons  of  bar  iron,  tliere 
would  only  remain  17,697  tons  of  pigs  and  castings;  in 
other  words,  the  actual  production  of  iron,  both  wrought 
and  cast,  was  42,238  tons.  The  duties  imposed  on  all 
descriptions  of  impoKed  iron,  up  to  the  year  1810,  had 
not  got  beyond  fifteen  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  with  the 
exception  of  the  two  and  a  half  per  cent,  duty,  known  as 
the  Mediterranean  fund,  which  continued  during,  and  for 
some  time  subsequent  to,  the  war  with  Tripoli.  This 
increase  of  duties  had  been  progressive.  The  act  of  July 
4,  1789,  commenced  with  seven  and  a  half  per  cent,  ad 
valorem,  at  which  it  remained  until  1792;  it  was  then  in- 
creased to  ten  per  cent.  a:l  valorem.  Under  this  scale  of 
revenue  duties,  the  manufacture  of  American  iron  had 
grown  up  to  the  extent  stated;  and  the  capital  employed 
in  the  establishments  necessary  for  its  production,  it  is 
well  known,  yielded  fair  and  liberal  profits.  Some  of  the 
largest  fortunes  in  Pennsylvania,  Maryland,  and  New  Jer- 
sey, were  acquired  by  iron  masters  during  this  period." 

The  exposition  then  g^es  on  to  give  various  estimates 
of  the  quantity  of  iron  manufactured  at  the  present  time, 
and  presents,  as  nearest  the  truth,  the  following: 

"The  author  of  the  article  'Iron,'  in  the  Encyclopaedia 
Americana,  published  during  the  present  year,  expressly 
states  that  'the  total  annual  production  of  this  metal  in  the 
United  States  cannot  be  estimated  beyond  50,000  tons.*" 

Noticing  still  further  the  testimony  made  by  the  iron 
masters,  before  a  committee  of  Congress,  in  1828,  the 
exposition  says: 

"  Have  we  not  then  a  right  to  infer  from  this  analysis 
of  the  testimony  of  these  iron  masters,  that,  so  far  from 
there  having  been  any  very  great  increase  in  the  annual 
production  of  iron,  from  the  year  1818  to  the  year  1828, 
it  is  quite  doubtful  whether  as  much  iron  of  every  descrip- 
tion was  manufactured  during  the  latter  as  the  former 
period?" 

The  exposition  proceeds: 

«•  What  better  evidence  then  can  be  produced,  than 
the  statement  just  given  of  the  unequal  and  oppressive 
operation  of  the  present  high  duty  on  raw  iron,  when 
compared  with  that  imposed  on  the  importation  of  the 
various  foreign  manufactures  of  the  same  metal.  The 
effect  of  this  part  of  the  tariff  system  of  protection  has 
been  to  almost  put  a  stop  to  all  further  competition  be- 
tween the  domestic  and  foreign  manufactures  of  hardware 
and  ironmong^rv,  and  to  cause  many  other  aKicles  of  iron 
which  had  previously  thereto  been  made  at  home  by  our 
smiths,  to  be  manufiictu red  abroad;  and,  instead  of  encou- 
raging and  protecting  this  important  branch  of  domestic 
industry,  has  retarded  the  fair  and  natural  growth  of  every 
branch  of  the  smithing  business,  diminished  the  employ- 
ment, and  reduced  the  wages  and  profits  of  the  valuable 
class  of  the  American  artisans  actually  engaged  in,  and  de- 
pendent on  it  for  their  support." 

Referring  to  the  petition  of  the  blacksmiths  to  Congress, 
at  the  three  last  sessions,  the  author  says: 
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*'  Their  last  memorial  is  referred  to  as  containing  a  most 
able  and  conclusive  exposition  of  both  the  folly  and 
iniquity  of  those  provisions  of  the  tarijffs  of  1816, 1824,  and 
1828,  which  relate  to  iron  and  its  manufactures.  The 
statements  and  reasonings  of  this  document  have  not  been 
met  or  refuted  by  the  iron  masters  in  their  memorial  to 
Congress,  intended  as  a  reply  to  it;  and,  in  our  opinion, 
cannot  be  answered." 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey,  however,  has  attempted 
an  answer,  which,  I  must  confess,  was  not  very  clear  to 
me.  When  the  smitlis  in  England  can  procure  as  much 
iron  for  ^22  22,  as  will  cost  the  American  smitlis  $90; 
and  when  a  ton  of  fryingpans  can  be  imported  from  Eng- 
land for  $96  24,  while  a  ton  of  sheet  iron  from  which  they 
are  made,  in  consequence  of  the  duty,  cannot  be  imported 
for  less  than  $155,  it  must  be  a  sinister  argument  which 
can  prove  that  tlie  tariff'  protects  American  blacksmiths. 

The  argument  of  the  Senator  is  best  answered  by  the 
memorial  of  merchants,  manufacturers,  &c.  of  Boston, 
signed  by  an  honorable  Senator  from  Ma^achusetts,  and 
supported  by  him  in  a  speech  in  Faneuil  Hall,  in  the  year 
1820.    That  memorial  sap: 

**The  impost  on  iron  is  particularly  injurious  to  indus- 
try. The  article  b  required  for  the  machines  of  manu- 
factures themselves,  for  all  the  implements  of  agriculture, 
all  the  tools  of  the  mechanic  arts,  and  for  nails,  of  which 
6,000  tons  are  annually  made,  and  chiefly  from  foreign 
iron,  and  which  are  one  of  the  very  few  of  our  manufac- 
tures now  exported.  A  far  greater  number  of  men  are 
now  employed  in  converting  this  material  into  articles  of 
use,  than  in  extracting  it  from  the  ore;  and  surely  the 
interests  of  the  many  ought  not  to  be  sacrificed  by  that  of 
the  few." 

Since  1820,  (says  an  eminent  merchant  of  Boston,)  the 
ratio  of  taxation  by  the  increase  of  duty,  and  fall  of  iron 
abroad,  ha9  been  nearly  double. 

I  will  now  continue  the  quotations  from  the  exposition. 
Alluding  to  the  coking  process  of  manu&cturing  iron  in 
England,  for  which  charcoal  only  is  a  substitute  in  this 
country,  it  requiring  one  hundred  and  twenty  acres  of 
woodland  to  produce  the  same  iron  here,  that  in  England, 
by  the  coking  process,  may  be  obtained  from  less  than 
half  an  acre  ot*  Staffordshire  main  coal,  the  author  says: 

**  It  is  not  possible,  tlierefore,  bv  the  present  mode  of 
smelting  iron,  by  charcoal  and  tlie  nammer,  to  obtain  the 
supply  of  iron  required  by  the  United  States." 

**  The  old  process  of  charcoal,  and  the  hammer,  is  the 
only  one  known,  and  the  most  perfect  indifference  has 
prevailed  with  regard  to  ever}'  improvement;  and  we  have 
tlie  evidence  of  the  inm  roasters  themselves,  of  their  unwil- 
lingness to  enter  into  competition  with  any  econQmical  or 
more  perfect  form  of  making  iron,  in  their  recent  opposi- 
tion to  a  company  about  to  be  formed  in  Pennsylvania  to 
make  iron  by  the  coking  process.  It. may,  with  perfect  truth, 
be  asserted  thai  the  Uriffs  of  1824  and  1828,  so  far  from 
improving  the  manufacture  of  iron  in  the  United  States, 
have  only  had  the  effect,  by  removing  further  competi- 
tion, of  deadening  invention,  discouraging  ingenuity,  and 
actually  leaving  the  American  iron  masters  far  behind  their 
European  breuiren  in  the  same  branch  of  industry.  As 
long  as  they  are  secured  in  the  partial  possession  of  the 
Kime  market,  they  will  make  no  turther  efforts,  but  con- 
tinue the  same  rude  and  imperfect  machinery  and  process, 
which  liave  been  wholly  abandoned  in  Englana.  In  a 
word,  if  it  be  intended  to  advance  as  well  as  protect  Ame- 
rican industry,  restrictions  and  impositions  on  imported 
foreign  iron  must  be  given  up." 

In  relation  to  the  iron  masters  of  the  interior,  the  same 
author,  after  remarking  that  the  cost  of  transportation 
from  the  seaboard  to  Pittsburg  is  more  than  two  hundred 
per  cent,  on  the  first  cost  of  iron  imported  from  Great 
Britain,  says: 

**  The  iron  masters  of  the  interior  have  not  the  shadow 


of  a  claim  for  bounties  or  protection  of  any  kind;  tlieir^ 
enterprise  and  industry,  according  to  their  own  theory, 
require  no  stimulus  from  the  X^egislature  to  quicken  their 
development,  and;  give  them  permanence  and  stability. 
Tbev  can  have  no  foreign  competitors  in  the  markets  of 
the  interior;  and  to  bring  their  raw  iron  into  the  markets 
of  the  seaboard,  requires  much  greater  duties  than  even 
the  exorbitant  ones  now  imposed,  if  such  high  duties 
could  ever  prove  more  than  nominal. 

**  The  taxes  now  imposed  on  the  American  people,  as 
consumers  of  iron,  although  apparently  inconnderable  in 
reference  to  each  individual,  amount  to  more  Uian  four 
millions  of  dollars  per  annum.  This  is  undoubtedly  a 
heavy  burden;  but  it  is  not  the  only  evil  it  inflicts.  The 
tax,  at  the  same  time,  prevents  the  American  smith,  or 
other  worker  in  iron,  from  extending  his  business  and  in- 
creasing his  wages  and  profits  ^vd  denies  him  the  oppor- 
tunity of  a  fair  and  equal  competition  with  his  foreign 
rival  at  Birmingham  or  Sheffield;  for  it  deprives  the  former 
of  the  cheap  raw  material,  exclusively  possessed  by  the 
latter,  and  by  means  of  which  tlie  American  workman  could 
supp^  his  own  market  on  the  same  if  not  better  terms. 
By  throwing  the  market  onen  to  foreign  competition, 
the  consumption  of  iron  would  certainly  be  doubled,  per- 
haps quadrupled,  give  employment  to  one  hundred  and 
fifty  tiiousand  blacksmiths,  the  class  of  artisans  always 
most  wanted,  either  in  peace  or  war,  in  every  country, 
and,  if  done  by  the  hand,  transfer  the  labor  now  performed 
by  fifty  thousand  British  smitlis  to  our  own  fellow-citizens 
in  American  workshops.  For  such  is  the  disproportion  of 
the  duty  or  imported  hardware,  in  comparison  with  that 
imposed  on  raw  iron,  as  we  have  already  remarked,  that 
the  tariff  acts  of  the  United  States' afibrd  bounties  sufficient 
actually  to  give  employment  to  the  above  mentioned  num- 
ber of  smiths  in  Britain,  instead  of  the  same  number  of 
American  citizens. 

**  Such  is  the  ridiculous  effect  of  tlie  present  adjustment 
of  the  duty  between  hardware  and  bar  iron,  tluit  many 
descriptions  of  hardware,  subject  to  the  duty  of  twenty- 
five  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  are  actually  imported  at  a  lower 
cost  than  the  price  of  the  raw  iron  -from  which  Uie  same 
articles  are  manufactured." 

*<Ifthe  present  duties  be  not  speedily  reduced,  horse 
shoes  and  everv  other  article,  manufactui'ed  in  whole  or  in 
part,  not  specified  in  the  tariff  laws,  will,one  after  the  other, 
be  introduced.  The  blades  of  knives  and  prongs  of  forks 
are  actually  forged  in  England,  and  imported  to  be  finished 
here;  keys  to  have  the  wards  cutout  and  finislied,  and  parts 
of  shovels,  &c.  Wheel  tire  can  be  imported  for  forty- 
four  dollars  and  seventeen  cents  a  ton,  whilst  the  bar  iron 
of  which  it  is  made  costs,  in  this  market,  from  eighty  to 
ninety  dollars  a  ton.  A  ton  of  imported  knitting  needles 
costs  two  hundred  and  forty-six  dollars  and  thirty-seven 
cents;  a  ton  of  the  wire  from  which  they  are  made,  duty 
included,  three  hundred  and  eighty-nine  dollars." 

To  show  that  the  manufacture  of  iron  may  be  success- 
fully pursued  without  the  aid  of  heavy  duties,  1  read  from 
this  exposition  again: 

<<  Extensive  iron  works,  for  castings  of  all  descriptions, 
have  been  in  uninterrupted  and  successful  operation  at 
Trois  Rivieres,  and  otlier  places  in  Lower  Canada,  for  up- 
wards of  a  hundred  years.  Within  the  last  ten  years,  at 
and  near  Long  Point,  on  the  shore  of  I^ke  Erie,  in  U  p- 
per  Canada,  American  emigrants,  from  the  State  of  New 
York,  have  erected  large  furnaces  that  make  pig  iron, 
stoves,  machinery,  and  hollow  ware.  These  casting^  we 
are  informed  by  one  of  the  proprietors  of  these  establish- 
ments, amounted,  during  the  last  year,  ( 183 1,)  to  the  sum 
of  thirty  thousand  dollars,  and  yield  a  liandsome  profit, 
although  the  duty  on  pig  and  bar  iron,  imported  into  the 
])rovince  from  Britain,  is  only  seven  and  a  half  per  cent, 
ad  valorem,  according  to  the  Quebec  table  of  duties  now 
lying  before  us." 
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Take,  on  the  contrary,  another  foreign  sample,  as  the 
effect  of  high  duties,  furnished  by  a  Boston  merchant,  as 
eztActed  from  the  Edinburgh  Review: 

•*In  1790,  the  duty  on  the  importation  of  foreign  iron 
into  Prance  was  two  francs  twenty  centimes  per  quintal  of 
two  hundred  and  twenty  pounds,  equal  to  about  four  dol- 
lars per  ton.  In  1814,  it  was  raised,  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
tecthig  the  iron  roasters  against  the  cheaper  foreign  iron, 
to  fifVeeo  francs  per  quintal,  or  about  thirty  dollara  per 
ton.  This  not  being  sufficient  to  secure  the  iron  masters 
a  monopoly  of  home  market,  it  was  again  raised,  m  1822, 
to  twenty-nve  francs  the  quintal;  thus  carrying  the  duty 
up  to  fifty  dollars  a  ton.  These  excessive  duties,  ^nted 
in  quick  succession,  having  raised  the  prices  of  iron  at 
home,  and  reduced  the  importation  of  foreign  iron,  natu- 
irnQy  attracted  a  ^at  deal  of  capital  to  the  iron  trade,  and 
occaaoned  a  rapid  extension.  •  •  •  ^q^ 
withstanding  this  immense  duty,  some  foreign  iron  still 
continued  to  be  imported,  thus  evincing  that  the  protect- 
ing duty,  high  as  it  was,  operated  entirely  as  a  tax  on  the 
consumers  of  the  home  made  iron.  An  annual  premium 
of  one  hundred  and  twelve  and  a  half  dollars  per  head 
was  paid  by  the  nation,  to  keep  eighty  thousand  men  em- 
ployed, not  for  their  benefit,  (since  they  received  no  more 
wages  than  the  average  price  of  bbor,  which  they  would 
have  obtained  in  aiyr  other  occupation,)  but,  as  with  us, 
for  the  purpose  of  forcing  an  unprofitable  business." 

'« With  all  this  encouragement,  however,  to  the  iron  bun« 
ness  in  France,  it  was,  in  1830,  in  a  very  depressed  state; 
partly  owing  to  the  increased  price  of  fuel  in  the  iron  dis* 
trict^  and  partly  to  that  over-production  and  bad  manage- 
ment commonly  attendant  upon  a  branch  of  business  forced 
by  prohibitions  and  bounties:  and,  according  to  the  evi- 
dence taken  before  a  commission  of  inquiry,  the  produc- 
tion of  iron  was  not  more  profitable  than  it  had  been  un- 
der a  protecting  duty  of  about  half  what  it  then  enjoyed.*' 

So  much,  Mr.  President,  for  the  protection  which  the 
high  tariff  affords  to  the  important  article  of  iron.  I  will 
now  exhibit  a  few  further  illustrations,  to  show  what  has 
been,  and  what  will  be,  the  effect  of  the  enormously  high 
duty  upon  woollens. 

Prom  the  exposition  of  Mr.  Lee,  of  Boston,  one  of  the 
most  intelligent  merchants  in  the  United  States,  permit  me 
to  read  a  few  extracts.     He  says — 

'•The  duty  on  woollens  under  the  act  of  1789  was  five 
per  cent.  It  was  subsequently  advanced  to  seven,  to 
twelve  and  a  half,  and,  during  the  war,  to  'twenty-seven 
tad  a  half  per  cent,  wholly,  however,  for  revenue,  and 
for  no  other  purpose.  In  1816,  on  the  adjustment  of  the 
various  claims  that  were  put  forward  by  those  who  had  in- 
terests which  had  grown  up  under  the  war  prices,  it  was 
thought  just  to  give  to  the  manufacturers  of  woollens 
twenty-five  per  cent.,  to  fall,  however,  in  three  years  to 
twenty  per  cent.  But,  before  that  period  expired,  a 
further  time  of  seven  years  was  allowed  for  a  reduction 
of  thedutjr  to  twenty  per  cent.,  and,  during  that  interval, 
tbe  act  of  1824  was  passed,  by  which  the  duty  was  raised 
to  thirty-three  and  a  third  per  cent. 

"  The  roanufacturerSy  not  content  with  this  duty,  which, 
added  to  the  common  importing  charges,  g^ve  them  a  pro- 
tection against  the  foreign  fabric  of  at  least  fift^-five  per 
cent,  again  demanded  more  duties,  which  they  obtained 
by  the  wcX  of  1828,  granting  them  rates  of  forty-five  to 
one  hundred  and  fifty  per  cent.,  and  raiung  generally  on 
the  articles  in  proportion  to  their  coarseness;  thus  taxing 
the  people,  not  in  proportion  to  their  wealth,  but  to  their 
want  of  it— one  of  the  most  prominent  features  of  what  is 
denominated  the  American  system." 

The  author  of  the  exposition,  from  which  I  have  he- 
fore  quoted,  |^oea  into  an  elaborate  discussion  of  the  ef- 
fect of  the  mmimums  of  the  tariff  of  1828  on  woollens. 
He  Aom%  that  the  laborer  or  mechanic,  residing  in  the  in- 
terior in  this  country,  |Miya  for  the  coarser  cloth  which  be 
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wears  three  times  as  much  as  the  English  laborer  or  me- 
chanic pays — such  cloth  as  retails  from  two  dollars  and 
fifty  cents  to  three  dollars  and  fifty  cents  per  yard;  and  at 
the  same  rate  on  cloths  which  cost  from  four  dollars  to 
four  dollars  and  fifty  cents.  That  the  cloths  called  drabs, 
none  of  which  are  made  in  this  country,  costing  in  Eng- 
land two  shillings  and  six  pence  per  yard,  are  here  raised 
by  retail  to  one  dq|lar  and  seventy  cents  and  one  dollar 
and  eighty-seven  cents  per  yard.  That,  under  the  two  dol- 
lars aiid  fifty  cents  minimum,  cloths  which  the  English  con- 
sumer procures  at  two  dollars  and  fifty  cents  per  yard,  are 
here  sold  for  six  dollars  and  six  dollars  and  finy  cents  per 
yard,  and  large  importations  of  these  are  made — ^the  whole 
production  scarcely  beinr  sufficient  to  supply  the  wants  of 
the  inhabitants  of  one  of  our  principal  cities.  That  the 
cloths  denominated  *'fine  cloths,"  and  which  are  sold  at 
from  six  to  eight  dollars  per  yard — ^very  small  quantities  of 
which  are  manufactured  in  the  United  States — pay,  in  the 
shape  of  a  bounty  to  the  American  manufacturer,  at  the 
rate  of  eighty  to  ninety-five  per  cent.  But  that  of  tiie  finer 
clothsycosting  higher  than  eighteen  shillings  and  sixpence, 
the  maximum  of  the  two  dc&rs  and  fift^  cents  minimum, 
and  charg^  under  the  four  dollar  minimum,  only  a  few 
hundred  pieces  are  imported,  and  none  are  made  here  at 
these  prices;  and  that  no  cloths  are  imported  which  cost 
higher  prices  than  those  which  render  them  chargeable 
with  duties  under  the  four  dollar  minimum. 

He  shows,  that,  on  the  article  of  fiannels»  which  it  is  of 
vast  importance  that  consumers  should  obtain  at  the  least 
possible  price,  the  operation  of  the  tariff  of  1828  has  been 
peculiarly  severe;  that  this  duty,  amounting  to  a  prohibi- 
tion, makes  the  article  here  cost  twice  and  three  times  as 
mudi  as  it  costs  in  England;  and  that  tlie  coarser  flannels  pa^ 
the  higher  duties.  He  shows  that  baizes,  also  under  probubi- 
tion,are  so  little  manufactured  in  this  country  as  to  be  almost 
out  of  use,  costing  three  times  as  much  as  they  are  sold 
for  in  England,  ower  articles  being  substituted  for  them. 
As  to  the  effect  of  the  duty  on  carpeting,  forty  cents 
per  square  yard  of  the  common  kind,  amounting  almost 
to  a  prohibition,  he  shows  the  duty  on  coarse  wool  to  be 
so  exorbitant,  that  the  domestic  manufacturer  has  been 
unable,  even  with  a  protection  of  one  hundred  per  cent, 
to  furnish  anv  substitute.  That  what  of  this  article  is 
here  produced,  is  made  either  of  the  coarse  wool  of  South 
America,  or  from  yarn  imported  ft-om  England  already 
dyed  and  prepared  for  weavingf  and  that  this  weaving, 
which  is  almost  exclusively  performed  bv  workmen  from 
foreign  countries,  is  all  that  g^ves  it  a  claim  to  the  title  of 
American  g^oods. 
The  writer  says: 

"Considering  that  nine-tenths  of  th/e  people  of  the 
United  States  are  ignorant  of  the  real  duties  levied  by  the 
present  tariff,  and  that  none  but  practical  men  can  be  sup- 
posed to  have  accunUe  knowledge  upon  the  subject,  inas- 
much as  no  higher  rate  of  duty  than  forty-fiive  cent,  ad 
valorem  is  apparent  upon  the  face  of  a  law  which  exacts 
two  hundred  per  cent,  duty,  we  can  feel  no  hesitation  in 
pronouncing  the  system  of  minimum  valuation  to  be  a  com- 
plete deception  upon  the  people  of  the  United  States,  in 
reference  to  the  real  amount  of  duties  they  are  obliged  to 
pay  upon  their  woollen  clothing. 

'*  We  have  vainly  attempted,  by  means  of  hotbed  pro« 
tection,  to  compensate  for  the  disadvantages  of  a  sparse 
population,  high  price  of  labor,  want  of  skOlin  our  opera- 
tives, and  want  of  local  concentration  of  the  manufhctories; 
and,  above  all,  we  have  committed  an  em»  before  un- 
heard of  in  manufacturing  countries,  viz.  the  imposition 
of  enormous  duties  on  raw  materials.  In  Bnrland,  wool 
is  admitted  from  foreign  countries  at  a  duty  of  about  two 
cents  per  pound;  our  duty  upon  foreign  wool  is,  in  some 
instances,  above  thirtv  cents  per  pound." 

Yet,  sir,  with  this  high  duty  upon  wool,  the  manufac- 
turers have,  during  the  last  six  months,  imported  that  arti- 
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cle  in  such  quantities  as  has  caused  a  reduction  of  fbe 
prices  of  American  wool  twenty-five  per  cent,  in  the  bands 
of  the  purchasers  and  owners. 

"Nothing  (says  the  author  just  quoted)  is  more  perni- 
cious to  manufactures  than  hig^  duties  upon  the  raw  ma- 
terials they  consume;  tfnd  American  manufactures  have 
suffered  deeply  from  this  cause  almost  ever  since  the  com- 
mencement or  the  restrictive  system. V 

'<  As  an  evidence  of  the  precedin^^  positions,  we  need 
only  advert  to  the  well  known  fact,  that  such  of  our  manu- 
ftctures  as  have  been  the  least  encouraged  by  duties,  and 
have  also  enjoyed  to  a  g^eat  extent  the  privileges  of  un- 
taxed raw  materials,  have  uniformly  been  most  prosperous 
and  least  affected  by  change,  while  those  which  have  been 
forced  into  existence  by  high  duties,  and  have  been  obliged 
to  use  raw  materials  rendered  dear  by  taxation,  have  al- 
ways been  subject  to  the  greatest  losses  and  fluctuations. 

*'  The  numerious  manufactures  which  existed  in  g^eat 
abundance  in  and  about  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  long  be- 
fore the  rise  of  the  American  system,  may  be  cited  as  ex- 
amples of  natural  manufiu:tures." 

I  mig^t  add  the  extensive  manufacture  of  shoes  at  Lynn, 
Massachusetts,  which  has  Nourished  for  nearly  half  a  cen- 
tury, and  which  never  knocked  at  the  doors  of  Congress 
for  "more  protection." 

"  We  may  enumerate  the  various  manufactures  of  iron, 
tin,  copper,  brass,  and  pewter;  those  of  wood,  such  as 
coaches,  carts,  [chaises,  dearborn  wagpons,]  wheelbarrows, 
cabinet  ware,  chairs,  [pails,  and  other  wooden  vessels;]  lea- 
ther and  its  manufactures;  umbrellas,  [paper,  books,  print- 
ing types,  stereotype  plates,]  &c.,  the  duty  on  none  of  which 
has  ever  been  higher  then  thirty  per  cent.  Most  of  these 
grew  into  existence  as  investments  of  capital  naturally  pro- 
fitable, without  the  aid  of  bounties  or  protection.  On 
the  other  hand,  those  manufactures  which  have  been  pre- 
maturely forced  upon  the  country  by  continued  and  in- 
creasing tariffs,  have  been  subjected  to  the  most  distressing 
uncertainties  and  fluctuations." 

<*  It  must  be  borne  iq.  mind,  however,  that  the  manu- 
fiurture  of  cotton  commenced  in  this  country  under  a  five 
per  cent,  duty — ^that  it  steadily  progfressed,  and  yielded 
sufficient  profits  to  the  manufacturers,  to  enable  them  to 
amass  large  fortunes  under  a  rate  of  duty  never  exceeding 
fifteen  per  cent.,  and  it  would  unquestionably  have  con- 
tinued to  progress  in  such  fabrics  as  were  the  best  adapted 
to  our  powers  of  production,  if  the  duty  had  never  ex- 
ceeded that  amount." 

*<  It  is  a  common  artifice  of  the  advocates  of  hig^  duties, 
to  sum  up  the  entire  amount  of  the  domestic  manufactures 
of  the  United  States,  asserting  that  the  whole  of  them  owe 
their  existence  and  continued  support  to  the  restrictive 
system,  and  by  this  Tneans  to  endeavor  to  alarm  the  peo- 

Sle  by  the  idea  that  the  whole  of  the  manufacturing  in- 
ustry  of  the  countnr  is  dependent  upon  the  high  duties 
for  support,  and  would  cease  with  their  repeal :  whereas 
the  truth  is,  according  to  what  we  have  already  shown, 
that  most  of  them  had  a  vigt)rous  existence  before  the 
enactment  of  the  protective  tariffs,  and  are  now  injured 
and  stinted  in  their  real  CTOwth  and  prosperity  by  the 
high  duties  on  raw  materials,  and  the  increased  expense  of 
living,  to  which  all  artisans  engaeed  in  manufactures  are 
'  subject,  in  consequence  of  the  foreign  articles  they  con- 
sume being  so  enormously  taxed." 

The  farmers,  who  grow  wool,  will  be  astonished  that 
the  manufacturers  now  complain  they  are  deprived  of  a 
part  of  the  protection  they  are  supposed  to  enjoy  under 
the  present  high  tariff,  by  the  high  duty  levied  on  the 
raw  material,  which  composes  the  fabrics  they  manufac- 
ture. "It  must  be  remember^  that  the  diity  upon  wool 
forms  no  less  a  part  of  the  g^at  *  American  system,' 
than  the  duty  upon  cloth." 

<*But  no  sooner  had  the  law  taken  effect,  than  the  lat- 
ter (the  manufactnrer)    immediately  devise<l    measures 


to  take  from  the  former  (the  wool  grower)  their  share 
of  its  expected  profits.  By  means  of  combined  efforts, 
or  of  individual  exertions,  immense  amounts  of  foreign 
wool  have  been  brought  into  the  United  States  with- 
in the  last  two  years;  and  the  manufacturers,  not  con- 
tent even  with  this  palpable  violation  of  the  spirit  of 
the  American  system,  have  had  recourse  to  other  mea- 
sures still  more  prejudicial  to  the  rights  and  interests  of 
the  wool  grower.  They  discovered  that  by  importin|^ 
woollen  yarn,  which  is  admitted  into  this  country  at  a 
duty  of  thirty-three  per  cent.,  whilst  the  duty  upon  raw 
wool  18  four  cents  per  pound,  and  fifty  per  cent,  upon 
the  valuation,  they  cftuld  not  only  procure  foreign  wool, 
in  this  shape,  upon  '  lower  terms  than  they  could  obtain 
either  the  American  or  the  foreign  wool  in  its  raw  state, 
but,  by  thus  importing  it,  they  would  therebjr  avul  them- 
selves of  the  cheapness  of  English  spinning,  and  the 
superior  cheapness  and  excellency  of  the  English  dyes, 
whilst,  under  the  provisions  of  our  ill  arranged  tariff, 
they  would  be  permitted  to  exact  as  high  a  price  from 
the  consumer  for  this  semi-forei^  fabric,  as  though  it 
were  really  a  commodity  of  American  origin." 

"The  fall  in  the  price  of  wool,  which  has  taken  place 
within  six  months  past,  amounts  to  about  twenty-five  per 
cent.,  and  the  article  is  dull  at  the  present  nominal  prices, 
the  market  being  glutted,  and  few  sales  taking  place." 

Millions  of  woof  have  been  imported;  and  the  specula- 
tors in  wool  have  been  bitten  enougli  to  equal  all  their 
g^ins  of  the  previous  year. 

In  reference  to  this  importation  of  foreign  yama,  I  am 
myself  a  witness.  Visiting,  about  a  year  a^,  an  extensive 
carpet  factory,  I  was  astonished,  on  inquuy,  to  find  that 
the  material  used  was  spun,  colored,  and  prepared  in,  and 
imported  from,  England,  and  tliat  the  workmen  employed 
in  weaving  were  ful  foreigners,  a  stout,  able-bodied  man 
being  able  to  earn  in  the  severe  labor  of  weaving  Brusseb 
carpeting,  which  requires  a  skill  and  care  uncommon  to 
most  manufiicttires,  seventy-five  cents  to  a  dollar  a  day. 

So  much,  Mr.  President,  for  the  tariff  protection  of 
woollens  and  wool.  I  mi^ht  go  on,  and  show  the  dele- 
terious effect  on  domestic  industry  of  the  high  duties  on 
hemp  and  cordage.  The  duty  and  charges  on  a  ton  of 
Russian  hemp  amount  to  one  hundred  and  twenty-eight 
dollars — a  sum  greater  than  the  first  cost  of  purchase  in 
Russia.  This  duty  has  been  raised  since  1789,  from  twelve 
dollars  a  ton  to  sixty  dollars  a  ton.  But  "Ruwan  cord- 
age, (a  manufactured  article,)  subject  to  the  present  duty 
of  four  cents  fox  tarred,  and  five  cents  for  untarred,  ean 
be  imported  and  sold,  without  loss,  at  ten  cents  per  lb.— 
being  near  one  cent  per  pound  less  than  the  raw  material 
costs  the  manufacturer,  under  the  present  duty  of  aixty 
dollars  per  ton." 

What  must  be  the  consequence  of  this  enormous  tax 
on  the  raw  material  >  Will  it  not  be  the  destruction  of 
the  home  market  for  the  growers  of  hemp  ?  •*  Russian 
cordage  has,  already,  to  a  considerable  extent,  supplied 
the  place  of  the  manufactured  article;  and  our  sliips  en- 
gaged in  foreign  trade  to  all  parts  of  the  world,  can  and 
do  procure  supplies  abroad,  at  cheaper  rates  than  in  the 
United  SUtes." 

The  effect  of  the  high  duty  on  raw  hemp  has  been  the 
prostration  of  those  numerous  cordage  and  rope  manu- 
factories which  plied  so  busily  and  so  profitably  twent}--fiTe 
and  thirty  years  since,  in  the  vicmity  of  all  our  commer- 
cial towns. 

A  wealthy  gentleman  of  the  State  in  which  I  reside, 
now  an  ••  American  system,"  advocate,  because  he  owns 
some  fifty  to  seventy -five  Uiousand  dollars  in  a  woollen 
factory,  and  one  of  the  meeting  of  some  forty  or  fifty  per- 
sons which  elected  delegates  to  represent  the  whole  State  at 
the  Tariff  Convention  of  New  York,  is  also  engaged  exten- 
sively in  commerce,  and  is  Uie  owner  of  ships.  His  zekl 
for  Americsn  manufactures  which  is  new-born,  and  looks 
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back  only  to  the  time  when  he  subscrihed  for  his  manufac- 
turing'stock;  his  desire  to  protect  American  industry,  may 
be  estimated  from  the  fact,  that  he  lias,  during  the  last 
year,  imported  from  the  north  of  Europe  the  manufactur- 
ed corda^  necessary  to  fit  out  his  ships;  and  this,  too, 
when  the  l&borers  who  have  obtained  a  livehhood  in  the 
manufacture  of  cord.:  je,  living  in  his  place,  are  thrown 
otit  of  employ.  Instances  are  known,  where  ships,  own- 
ed by  advocates  of  the  American  system,  go  to  sea  with 
old  tackle  and  cables,  and  return  with  two,  and  sometimes 
three,  spare  sets  of  cables — e?a<Ung  entirely  the  Govern- 
ment duties  on  these  articles. 

By  the  facta  and  illustrations  which  I  have  presented,  in 
the  main  having  relation  to  three  principal  articles,  to  wit, 
iron,  woollens,  and  hemp,  and  claimed  to  be  protected  by 
the  American  system,  I  flatter  myself  I  have  succeeded  in 
establishing'  the  position  that  the  tariff  laws  of  1824  and 
1828  are  not,  and  have  not  been,  of  essential  benefit  to 
American  manufactures  and  American  uidustry. 

And  w^hat  does  the  resolution  of  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tiicky  propose,  but  drawing  closer  the  cord  of  restriction' 
What  does  it  propose  but  the  destruction  instead  of  the 
encouragement  of  American  industry.^  He  would  raise 
eighteen  millions  of  revenue  after  the  public  debt  is  dis- 
charged, when  not  more  than  ten,  and  at  most  twelve, 
millions  are  wanted  to  defray  all  proper  expenses  of  the 
Government;  he  would  continue  the  present  high  duties 
on  iron,  cottons,  woollens,  and  hemp;  he  would  not  abate 
a  whit  of  the  tax  on  salt,  brown  sug^r,  and  other  neces- 
sary articles;  he  would  take  off  the  entire  tax  from  many 
articles  of  husbandry  which  the  rich  man  consumes,  on  the 
absurd  and  mistaken  theory  that  high  duties  will  make 
cheap  goods. 

Whit  do  the  advocates  of  the  «*  system"  expect  will  be 
the  result,  should  their  proposition  become  a  law?  If  it 
affords  the  •*  protection'*  tney  anticipate,  would  not  its 
effect  be  to  deprive  the  Government  of  all  revenue,  inas- 
much as,  if  it  snail  protect, tit  must  shut  out  all  articles  on 
which  rerenue  depends?  Such,  however,  will  not  be  its 
effect.  The  revenue  still  derived  will  be  at  first  undoubt- 
edly greater  than  the  gentleman's  calculation;  industry 
of  all  kinds,  even  the  manufactures  themselves,  will  be 
prostrated;  commerce  will  duffer,  and  a  general  stag^a- 
ttoQ  will  ensue,  till,  last  of  all,  the  sources  of  revenue 
itself  will  be  exhausted. 

It  is  nid  that  the  system  of  protection  which  the  reso- 
lution proposes — rather  should  I  say  a  system  of  destruc- 
tk)a — b  as  old  as  the  Government  itself;  that  it  is  not  only 
the  system  adopted  by  all  other  enlightened  nations,  but 
that  it  is  the  system  of^  Washington.  . 

It  is  true,  sir,  that  in  the  early  days  of  the  constitution 
there  was  a  difference  of  opinion  between  the  statesmen 
of  that  time  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the  public  revenue 
should  be  collected.  The  roost  democratic  part  of  the  com- 
rnuoity  contended  for  free  and  unrestricted  trade  with  all 
natioos  in  amity  with  the  United  States,  and  that  the  re- 
venue should  be  collected  by  a  direct  tax  on  estates.  Had 
this  system  been  adopted,  every  one  must  admit  the  public 
burdena  would  have  been  more  just  and  eoual  than  they 
now  are.  Among  the  champions  for  this  tree  trade  8ys> 
tem  was  George  Log^n,  of  Pennsylvania,  the  man,  who, 
when  '*  the  public  mind  beinr  much  a^tated  on  account 
of  the  French  revolution,  and  the  violent  ascendancy  of 
party  spirit,  and  .the  nation  standing  on  the^rink  of  war 
With  France,  embarked  for  that  country  in  June,  1798, 
in  order  to  try  to  prevent  such  an  issue.  For  this  step, 
(ay  the  authors  of  the  Encyclopedia  Americana,^  he  was 
denounced  as  a  parricide  to  his  country,  and  loaded  with 
the  utmost  abuse.  But  he  succeeded  m  his  intentions;" 
he  succeeded,  after  the  Government  agents  had  failed,  and 
left  the  country,  "  in  convincing  the  Directory  of  the 
impolicy  of  the  measures  pursued  by  France  towards 
this  country,    and    finally   obtained    a  decree   raising 


the  embargo,  and  liberating  our  seamen,  and  giving, 
throiigh  the  American  consul  general,  assurances  to  our 
Government  that  they  desired  to  renew  their  former 
amity  and  friendship  with  the  United  States."  This 
George  Logan,  who  was  afterwards,  from  1801  to  1807, 
a  member  of  this  Senate,  was  the  advocate  for  an  entire 
free  trade  system.  In  a  series  of  numbers  addressed  to 
the  farmers  of  the  ^United  States,  and  published  in  the 
year  1791,  he  holds  the  following  language: 

"Every  unprejudiced  citizen  must  allow  that  the  total 
freedom  of  commerce,  without  any  restriction  whatever, 
will  be  one  of  the  principal  means  of  promoting  the 
prosperity  of  our  country.  In  this  g^reat  question  you 
should  take  a  decided  part;  and  as  you  wish  to  support  the 
general  interests  of  the  community,  you  should  exert 
yourselves  to  expose  and  suppress  the  false  principles  of 
those  men  who  wish  to  make  their  fortunes  by  monopoly 
and  intrigue;  and  whose  projects  of  opulence  are  ever 
founded  upon  the  ruin  of  the  people.*' 

Again,  he  says: 

"You  can  gain  no  possible  advantage  fi*om  indirect 
taxes  upon  articles  of  consumption;  but,  on  the  contrary, 
must  suffer  a  very  considerable  loss.  The  mechanic,  the 
manufacturer,  the  merchant,  and  every  other  class  of  citi- 
zens to  whom  you  have  occasion  to  pajr  wages,  will  make 
their  charges  in  proportion  to  the  duties  they  pay  to  the 
Government.  All  such  expenses  being  deducted  from 
the  gross  product  of  your  farms,  must  ouminiflh  that  sur- 
plus which  constitutes  your  wealth,  and  in  proportion'  to 
wliich  you  shoidd  pay  a  revenue  to  the  State  for  protec- 
tion. Such  changes  may  become  so  great  as  to  eat  up 
the  whole  product  of  your,  industry,  particularly  where 
the  soil  is  not  always  nch  and  fertile.  In  this  situation 
you  may  be  regarded  as  slaves  to  support  the  pageantiy 
of  Government,  but  cannot  be  esteemed  freemen  ac- 
quiring property  for  yourselves." 

*<  An  unjust  and  oppressive  tax  nmy  be  acquired  from 
a  free  people  without  much  difficulty,  bjr  laying  a  duty 
or  excise  upon  articles  of  consumption;  in  which  case', 
the  purchaser  thinks  he  is  only  paying  the  price  of  the 
commodity,  whilst  in  fact  he  is  paying  a  heavy  tax.  Such 
a  system  of  deception  may  be  well  calculated  for  an 
aristocracy,  where  a  few  haughty  and  deluded  men  are 
in  the  habit  of  violating  the  rights  of  their  fellow-citizens, 
and  hold  themselves  unaccountable  for  the  expenditure 
of  the  public  revenue.  But  is  it  safe  for  a  republic  of 
freemen  to  be  indifferent  with  respect  to  their  finances^" 

This  is  the  language  of  one  of  the  sages  of  Pennsyl- 
vania to  the  &rmers  of  that  patriotic  State.  Can  it  be 
possible  she  has  forgotten  it?  Yet  it  seems  a  different 
policy  of  revenue  was  adopted  by  the  Government.  They 
did  resort  to  duties  on  imports;  thg|r  took  up  with  what 
the  friends  of  a  high  tariff  call  the  «« protective  s^em." 
Was  it  such  as  is  now  contended  for?  If  so,  its  little  fin- 
ger is  heavier  than  its  parent's  loins;  If  so,  it  was  bat  m 
chastisement  with  whips,  and  its  tuccesior  does  indeed 
lay  on  with  scorpions.  There  was  no  duty  laid  by  Wash- 
mgton,  cither  in  1790  or  1794,  that  was  laid  for  protec- 
tion, as  contended  for  by  the  friends  of  the  resolution  on 
your  table.  The  duty  on  iron  was  then  fiye  per  cent. ;  it 
IS  now  one  hundred  per  cent.  The  duty  on  woollens  was 
then  five  per  cent. ;  it  is  now  from  fifty  to  two  hundred 
per  cent.  Wool  manufactured  was  then  free  of  dufy; 
It  is  now  taxed  one  hundred  per  cent.  The  doty  on  cot> 
ton  cloths  was  then  five  per  cent;  it  is  now  more  than  one 
hundred  per  cent 

Sir,  the  protection  to  American  industry,  afforded  by 
the  policy  of  Washington's  administration,  was  not  such  m 
protection  as  is  contemplated  by  the  resolution  on  the 
table;  nor  even  such  a  protection  as  the  present  ttfiff  laws 
intend  to  extend.  Why,  sh*,  the  strongest  enemies  of  the 
present  tariff  would  compound  fbr  a  ta^riff  that  should  im- 
pose twice  the  amount  of  duties  imposed  by  ^e  tariff  of  1790, 
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Sir,  I  will  not  deny  that  it  has  ever  been  the  policy  of 
our  GoTemment  to  protect  domestic  manufacturest  but  I 
do  deny  that  it  ever  was  the  policpr  of  Washington,  of  the 
first  AdamSfe  of  Jefferson,  or  Madison,  to  afford  a  greater 
protection  to  any  manufacturing  interests  than  the  legiti- 
mate purposes  of  revenue  afforded.  This,  as  I  trust  I 
have  shown,  was  enough;  it  was  the  best  protection  ever 
afforded  under  this  Government.  ^Thetner,  if  you  go 
beyond  this,  it  be  constitutional  or  unconstitutional,  it  is 
impolitic,  unjust,  and  unwise. 

The  extraordinary  spectacle  is  now  presented  by  the 
friends  of  the  "  American  system,"  of  grave  arguments  ad- 
dressed to  tlie  American  people,  intended  to  convince  them 
Aat  the  reduction  of  the  tax  of  twenty-five  cents  on  ^stry 
pound  of  gunpowder  tea,  twenty  cents  on  hyson,  fourteen 
on  hyson  skin,  and  thirteen  cents  on  all  inferior  teas,  two 
cents  per  pound  on  coffee,  and  ten  cents  a  bushel  on  salt, 
made  by  the  present  administration,  so  fiu*  from  being  a 
public  benefit,  has  actually  raised  the  price  of  all  those 
articles! 

I  may  be  permitted  here,  sir,  to  say  a  word  of  the  doc- 
trine of  internal  improvements  as  connected  with  the  tariff 
laws.  That  doctrine — I  mean  not,  sir,  the  doctrine  of 
making  for  ourselves  good  roads,  excellent  roads,  and  all 
the  canals  our  buaness  requires;  that  doctrine  was  repu- 
diated in  the  State  which  I  have  the  honor  in  part  to  re- 
present in  1822;  my  colleague  on  this  floor  then  endorsed 
the  unanimous  resolutioiis  passed  by  that  State  Legislature, 
denying  to  Congress  the  power  of  making  appropriations 
for  mere  objects  of  internal  improvements.  But  are  not 
these  appropriations  the  boon  that  to  this  hour  has  been 
held  out  to  the  West  to  reconcile  her  to  the  tariff?  She 
has  none,  or  very  few  large  manufacturing  establishments 
to  be  protected,  as  has  been  shown  by  the  Senator  fi'um 
South  Carolina.  What,  then,  induces  her  to  hold  on  to 
the  <*  American  system,"  but  that  splendid  part  of  it 
which  offers  to  them  millions  and  tens  of  nullions  to  be 
expended  on  roads  and  canals  running  in  every  direction? 
The  Senator  from  Kentucky  says,  «<  effectual  and  per- 
manent provision  should  be  made  for  such  internal  im- 
provements as  may  be  sanctioned  by  Congress;"  that  this 
18  *<  emphatically  due  to  the  West,"  and  that  she  will 
**not  be  satisfied  with  an  abandonment  of  the  policy." 
He  says  the  West  have  '*  no  direct  interest  in  the  expendi- 
tures for  the  navy,  the  fi)rtifications,  or  even  the  army.^' 
Have  they  not  as  much  interest  in  all  these  as  the  interior 
country  in  any  part  of  the  old  thirteen  States?  Particu- 
larly luive  not  the  army  and  its  expenditures,  since  the 
termination  of  the  war  of  the  revolution,  been  as  m^ich 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Western  as  of  the  Atlantic  States? 
Has  nut  our  gallant  oavy  protected  as  much  the  rights, 
and  honor,  and  Uie  property  of  every  Western  as  every 
Eastern  man?  Are  there  not  fortifications  as  expensive 
guarding  the  mouths  of  the  Mississippi,  and  the  whole 
commercial  property  of  the  West,  as  of  the  other  rivers 
and  harbors  of  our  country? 

But  the  Senator  supposes  something  more  is  due  to  the 
Western  than  to  the  other  States.  I  admit  they  deser\-e 
much  of  the  country;  their  valor  in  defending  it  when 
assailed  by  its  enemies,  their  enterprise  in  conveiting  the 
wilderness  into  fruitful  fields,  and  in  building  up  towns 
and  cities,  commends  them  to  our  admiration*  But,  inas- 
much as  tiie  Senator  himself  admits  it  would  be  injustice 
to  collect  money  from  one  portion  of  the  people  to  expend 
it  on  another,  can  Congress  legitimately  appropriate  more 
to  be  expended  on  internal  improvements  mthe  Western 
than  in  the  Atlantic  States?  At  least  let  not  this  device 
induce  the  West  to  support  the  <' American  system,"  that 
golden  eagles  may  come  back  to  them  in  the  shape  of  ap- 
propriations for  internal  improvements,  for  the  silver 
dollars  unnecessarily  paid  in  high  duties  to  protect  manu- 
factures in  distant  parts  of  the  Union. 
The  tariff  contemplated  by  the  resolution  will  bear 


scarcely  less  heavy  upon  the  West  than  upon  the  Souths 
and,  if  I  may  judge  of  the  signs  of  the  times,  the  people 
of  the  West  are  beginning  to  realize  the  fact.  "  A  voice 
from  Missouri,"  in  resolutions  just  passed  by  the  repre- 
sentatives  of  a  large  portion  of  her  citizens,  has  reached 
us;  that  voice  condemns  a  high  tariff.  The  yeomanry  of 
the  West  can  calculate  how  much  they  will  have  to  pay  in 
taxes,  and  how  much  Uiey  will  receive  in  appropriations 
for  internal  improvements;  a  contrast  will  show  that  the 
advantages  they  will  derive  from  the  "system"  will  not 
equal  the  disadvantages;  that,  while  they  pay  the  Louisi- 
ana planters  three  cents  bounty  on  every  pound  of  sugar, 
the  Louisianians  pay  no  bounty  for  their  flour,  corn,  and 
bacon;  that,  while  they  pay  a  profit  on  the  duties  them* 
selves,  proportionate  to  their  greater  distance  from  a. 
market,  that  gi*eater  distance  depreciates  the  value  of  their 
own  productions. 

My  worthy  friend,  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey,  has 
presented  us  an  elaborate  and  able  defence  of  what  he 
calls  the  protective  system.  I  shall  not  follow  that  gen- 
tleman tlirough  his  whole  discourse,  wrong  as  I  thinknim 
in  some  of  his  facts,  and  mistaken  as  I  believe  him  in  most 
of  his  inferences.  His  opinion  is,  that  the  protecting; 
system  does  not  operate  injuriously  to  any  interest  in  any 
section  of  the  country.  If  the  "system"  "was  what  the 
term  imports,  it  would  indeed  be  beneficial  every  where. 
Mv  difiiculty  lies  in  believing  that  hotbed  protection  is 
injurious,  not  only  to  all  otlier  interests  with  which  it  has 
any  near  or  remote  connexion^  but  to  the  very  interest  it 
would  protect.  < 

The  credit  which  the  friends  of  the  "system"  take  for  it^ 
is  like  that  which  the  wily  quack  takes  for  himself  when  the 
patient,  in  spite  of  dose  on  dose  of  deleterious  medicine  ad- 
ministered, is  kept  alive,  and  recovers  by  the  stamina  of  a 
good  constitution;  the  tricking  practitioner  claims  for  him- 
self the  credit  of  a  cure,  when  all  that  he  lias  done  is  to  lay 
the  foundation  for  employment;  so  long  as  the  patient  sliaU 
live,  more  medicine  must  be  administered  to  counteract 
the  effects  of  that  already  administered.  So  with  domes- 
tic manufactures;  when  once  bloated  by  the  unnatural 
protection  afforded  by  high  duties,  that  bloating  will  end,, 
like  other  intemperance,  in  delirium  tremens  and  death. 

Let  manufacturers  have  their  raw  materials  either  free 
or  at  low  duties,  and  this  benefit,  together  with  relief  fron^ 
the  general  taxation  imposed  by  the  restrictive  system, 
and  increased  demand  for  their  fabrics  consequent  upou 
tliis  relief  will  soon  place  them  in  that  safe  and  prosper- 
ous condition  where  tlie  fluctuations  of  foreign  trade  can- 
not materially  injure  them. 

The  Senator  says,  the  true  policy  of  the  nation  is  to 
bring  into  action  all  the  industry  of  the  country;  that  it  ia 
by  pushing  all  objects  of  industry  that  protection  is  afford- 
ed. If  the  Senator  can  admit  the  following  propositions* 
now  admitted  to  be  tlie  true  principles  of  political  econo- 
my, must  he  not  also  admit  tliat  his  policy  is  very  far  from 
bringing  into  action  all  tlie  industry  of  the  country? 

The  rise  of  price  always  diminishes  the  consumption  of 
a  product,  by  putting  it  out  of  the  reach  of  some  of  the 
consumers.  The  demand  then  diminishes,  and  the  price 
of  the  article  falls. 

A  tax  on  the  raw  material  raises  the  price  of  the  article 
manufactured;  the  ability  to  buy  being  less,  less  of  the 
article  is  required  to.  supply  the  demand. 

Taxes  destroy,  equal  to  their  amount^  the  products  of 
labor,  and  at  the  expense  of  tliose  who  are  unable  to  shift 
for  themselves. 

Taxes  on  imposts  are  not  on  the  article  itself,  but  on  the 
consumer  of  the  article. 

Revenue*  from  imposts  is  not  value  treated,  but  value 
transferred;  it  destroys  so  much  value  in  the  hands  of 
those  who  supply  it. 

When  a  particular  production  is  favored,  above  others^ 
by  legislative  protection,  this  is  evidence  that  such  pro- 
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duction  is  less  suitable  to  the  wants  of  the  natiop,  and  less 
lucrative,  because  such  production,  without  particular  en- 
couragement, is  not  able  to  support  itself. 

When  profits  are  raised  beyond  what  they  would  haye 
been  if  a  particular  manufacture  had  been  left  to  free  com- 
petition, that  which  the  producer  gives  is  an  excess  of 
price  lost  by  the  consumer;  it  is  not  a  value  created,  but 
displaced,  and  diminishes  riches  on  one  hand,  as  much  as 
it  increases  them  on  the  other. 

By  taxation  for  encouragement  of  manufactures,  large 
capitalists  are  induced  to  invest  their  money  in  them.  This 
encouragement  is  for  the  benefit  of  capital  $  thus  the  poor 
are  taxed  for  the  benefit  of  the  rich. 

A  superabundance  of  capital  will  seek  that  employment 
vhich  is  iQost  lucrative;  and.  When  thus  employed,  if  turn- 
ed to  agriculture,  to  manufactures,  to  the  search  of  the 
products  of  the  sea,  or  to  the  export  and  import  of  mcr- 
chandise»  gives  equal  employment  to  the  mdustry  and 
labor  of  a  nation. 

Sir,  ever  since  the  organization  of  our  Government,  the 
wealthy  capitalists  of  this  country  have  sought  for  and  ob- 
tained a  greater  protection  from  Congress  than  the  labor- 
ers and  men  of  small  capital.  While  capital  was  principally 
confined  to  commerce,  every  other  interest  must  be  sacri- 
ficed for  the  protection  of  commerce.  And  now  that  the 
hi^  capitalists  have  invested  millions  in  large  manufac- 
tunng  establbhments,  and  those  capitalists  boast  of  their 
ability  to  divide  their  fifteen,  twenty,  and  twenty-five  per 
cent,  per  annum,  while  property  in  the  soil  will  not  yield 
an  income  of  three  per  cent.,  Congress  is  called  on  to  in- 
crease the  burdens  of  the  hardy  tillers  of  the'  soil,  to 
increase  the  tax  on  necessary  articles  of  consumption,  that 
the  large  manuf.icturers  may  divide  still  higlicr  profits. 

Sir,  the  manufacture  of  cotton  cloth  in  the  joint  stock 
estabUahtnents  of  New  England  is  greater  in  amount  than 
the  manufacture  of  all  other  articles  in  all  other  joint 
stock  companies  in  the  country.  '  An  honorable  gentleman 
belonging  to  the  other  branch  of  the  Legislature,  whose 
income  from  his  manufacturing  stock  the  last  year  is  said 
to  have  exceeded  fifty  thousand  dollars,  emphatically 
declared  in  my  hearing,  and  in  the  face  of  the  public,  he 
was  "  ready  to  prove  that  a  pound  of  cotton  can  be  manu- 
iactured  into  cloth  for  less  money  here  than  in  Great  Bri- 
tain." Another  gentleman,  a  practical  manufacturer  of 
cotton,  who  has  gathered  a  large  fortune  from  the  profits 
of  cotton  establishments  in  New  Hampshire— who  was 
induced  to  come  as  a  delegate  to  a  late  convention  at  Bal- 
timore, being  taught  to  believe  that  the  objects  of  that 
convention  embraced  much  the  most  important  item  in  the 
"  American  system" — but  to  whom  I  can  cheerfully  award 
the  merit  of  being  much  more  practical  and  sound  in  his 
views  of  nuinufacturing  cottons  than  of  making  '*  Ameri- 
can system"  Presidents;  this  gentleman,  while  m  this  city, 
assured  me  that  the  business  of  manufiicturing  cottons  was 
too  good  to  last;  that  his  fears  were,  the  great  encourage- 
ment now  afforded  would  induce  so  many  to  rush  into  the 
business  as  to  make  it  good  for  nothing.  Let  that  rush 
take  place;  and  nothing^  now  prevents  it  but  the  general 
expectation  that  the  duties  will  be  reduced  at  the  present, 
or  the  next  session  of  Congress,  and  the  manufacturers 
will  within  three  ^ears  witness  another  revulsion  such  as 
they  experienced  m  1827-'28.  The  small  men  wiU  be  ruin- 
ed, and  the  large  and  rich  owners  will  carry  off  the  spoils— 
purchasing  up  the  establishments,  as  they  purchased  them 
before,  for  from  twelve  and  a  half  to  fifty  cents  ^n  the  dollar. 

It  is  the  opinidn  of  another  practical  manufacturer,  of 
my  acquaintance,  who  has  managed  a  cotton  establish- 
ment, and  made  it  profitable,  for  many  years,  that  the 
immediate  repeal  of  the  law  imposing  duties  on  cottons 
would  be  disastrous,  inasmuch  as  such  repeal  would  at 
first  invite  an  extraordinary  importation  of  foreign  cloths, 
by  which  importation  both  merchants  and  manuflieturers 
would  be  equally  losen:  at  the  same  time,  flaid  he,  and  I 


use  his  own  words,  taken  down  at  the  time,  «the  repeal 
of  all  duties,  after  ^e  importations  had  settled  down  to  no 
more  than  a  reguUr  supply,  could  not  materially  injure  the 
manufacture  oi  cotton  goods." 

Thus  it  will  be  seen,  from  the  opinions  of  the  manufac- 
turers themselves,  that  any  reduction  may  be  nuule  in  the 
duties  on  cottons  without  injury  to  the  manufacturers,  if 
that  reduction  shall  he  made  prospective  and  gradual. 

The  prosperous  business  of  the  last  year,  like  every 
thing  ebe  good,  is  set  down  to  the  credit  of  the  tariff. 
Its  friends  contend  that  the  protecting  duties  reduce 
prices,  while  in  the  same  breath  they  utter  their  feara 
that  prices  will  be  reduced  if  the  high  duties  shall  be  taken 
off.  The  prosperous  condition  of  trade  and  industry,  in 
my  belief,  owes  nothing  to  the  high  tariff,  except  the 
credit  of  having  been  retarded  l^  it.  A  greater  start  was 
g^ven  to  business  by  the  opening  of  the  West  India  ports, 
however  the  arrangement  by  which  that  trade  has  been 
secured  to  us  may  be  here  derided,  than  by  any  other 
event  that  has  transpired  during  the  last  ten  years.  The 
effect  of  opening  those  ports  was  immediate  in  my  sec- 
tion of  the  country :  the  rise  was  simultaneous  to  that  event, 
and  has  continued  from  that  time  to  the  present.  The 
demand  for  every  species  of  Northern  (and,  I  believe. 
Southern)  production,  ever  since  that  time,  has  exceeded 
the  supply;  and  this  demand  continues.  The  price  of  lum- 
ber has  been  raised  twenty-five  per  cent. :  our  shipping 
has  been  in  so  great  demand,  that  the  usual  supply  of  salt 
and  molasses,  which  had  been  brought  home  only  because 
it  was  better  than  to  bring  home  nothing,  has  failed,  from 
the  more  lucrative  employment  of  ships;  and  the  conse- 
quence is — a  consequence  that  can  be  only  momentary — 
that  the  prices  of  those  articles  have  not  been  reduced 
equal  to  the  reduction  of  the  duties. 

I  repeat,  Mr.  President,  that  it  is  not  to  the  high  tariff 
we  are  to  attribute  tlie  present  prosperity,  of  the  countiy. 
It  is  to  other  causes,  whicli  have  produced  an  equal  pros- 
perity to  the  neighboring  Britiali  provinces,  where  there 
are  no  protecting  duties  in  force,  and  where  the  taxes  on 
necessary  articles  are  scarcely  one-tenth  what  they  are  in 
the  United  States,  which  have  g^ven  an  impetus  to  trade 
and  commerce  throughout  the  civilized  world;  it  is  to  the 
opening  and  enlarging  the  channels  of  foreign  inter- 
course, not  exactly  on  the  restrictive  principle,  that  we 
may  give  credit  for  the  present  activity  in  business,  and 
the  demand  for  every  species  of  prdduction.  Among  the 
causes  for  the  cheapening  of  almost  every  kind  of  pro- 
duction, tlie  rapid  improvements  in  labor-saving  machinery 
may  be  mentioned. 

But,  sir,  let  it  be  supposed  that  I  am  mistaken  in  my 
views  in  relation  to  the  operation  of  the  tariff;  let  it  be 
supposed  that  particular  interests  haye  been,  and  may 
be,  benefited  by  high  protecting  duties — ^what  does  "equal 
and  exact  justice"  to  our  whole  country  require  at  the 
hands  of  its  Government? 

The  eloquent  Senator  from  South  Carolina  has  drawn 
a  picture — a  gloomy  picture^ — of  the  commercial  capital 
at  which  he  resides,  and  of  the  operation  of  the  severe 
duties  imposed  by  the  tariff  on  his  section  of  the  country, 
which  I  am  sure  must  have  operated  on  all  within  hearing 
of  his  voice.  His  was  not  the  language  of  menace,  or 
threat,  or  taunt;  it  was  a  strong  expresuon  of  the  sense 
of  injustice  operating  on  the  whole  peoplet  it  was 
what  we  may  well  conceive  to  be  the  utterance  of  well 
founded  complaint,  by  the  whole  people,  against  oppres- 
sion which  is  daily  becoming  more  aggravated,  because 
daily  deemed  less  necessary.  It  matters  not  to  me  whe- 
ther or  not  the  South,  and  South  Carolina  particularly,  be 
really  suffering  the  injuries  to  the  whole  extent  repre- 
sented; certain  it  is,  that  it  is  the  almost  unanimous  opinion 
of  tiie  Southern  people  that  they  do  thus  suffer.  I  much 
regretted  the  spirit  in  which  the  complaints  coming  from 
the  South  were  met  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey.  His 
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remarks,  although  I  can  readily  excuse  his  feelings  on  this 
subject,  surely  were  not  provoked  by  any  part  of  the 
speech  of  the  Senator  from  South  CaroUna.  In  this  in- 
stance, too,  had  it  not  been  better  he  should  have  recol- 
lected that  the  parties  stood  on  unequal  ground?  Even 
had  it  been  the  disposition  of  each  party  to  see  which 
could  do  the  other  the  most  harm — had  it  been  a  war  of 
extermination—how  cruel  is  it  for  the  strongest  party  to 
glory  in  his  advantage  ?  I  must  believe  that,  for  the  mo- 
ment, the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  had  forgotten  that  he 
possessed  this  advantage,  when,  speaking  of  the  intentions 
of  himself  and  his  friends,  he  uttered  \hit  very  significant 
words,  "yes,  we  will  die  in  the  last  ditch." 

I  speak  not  without  book,  Mr.  President,  when  I  say 
that  the  majority  of  the  people  of  my  State  would  not 
<*  sully  the  mighty  meed  of  their  large  honor  for  so  much 
trash  as  may  be  grasped  thus;"  that  they  would  not  take 
to  the  amount  of  a  cent,  much  less  to  the  amount  of  mil- 
lions, if  they  could  grasp  it,  to  enrich  themselves  at  the  ex- 
pense of  their  brethren  of  the  South.  Did  the  people  of 
the  North  pour  out  their  blood  hke  water  to  obtain  the 
lights  and  privileges  which  we  enjoy;  and  can  they,  in 
cool  blood,  deprive  their  brethren  of  the  same  rights  and 
privileges,  for  the  paltry  grains  which  such  an  assumption 
would  give?  No,  air,  there  is  still  left  a  phalanx  of  free- 
men at  die  North,  who  will  not  wittingly  and  willingly  goad 
tlieir  brethren  to  resistance  for  the  sake  of  filthy  lucre. 

Sir,  there  is  a  good  number  at  the  Nortli,  who,  for  their 
attachment  to  the  principles  which  have  animated  some  of 
tiie  best  men  of  the  country,  have  for  more  than  thirty  years 
been  accused  of  being,  first,  under  *<  Virginia  influence** — 
more  recently,  under  "  Southern  influence,  "and  who  have 
been  called  the  •<  white  shives  of  the  South."  These  men 
have  often,  in  New  England,  been  in  the  mmority,  and  they 
have  more  tlian  once  had  occasion  to  thank  their  South- 
em  brethren  that  their  voice  has  brought  back  the  Govern- 
ment,to  the  purity  of  first  principles.  Never  will  those 
men  of  the  Nortli  who  continue  to  stand  on  the  ground  of 
principle,  be  forgiven  by  their  adversaries.  Those  adver- 
saries nave  assumed  all  the  colors  of  the  chameleon,  that 
they  might  deceive  honest  men,  as  to  their  real  schemes 
and  purposes.  Long  have  the  patriots  of  the  Nortli  been 
reproached  for  their  fellow-feeling  with  the  patriots  of  the 
South,  as  being  partisans,  by  men  who,  when  they  are  the 
minority,  can  cir  out  in  derision,  "party,  party,  party;" 
but  who  themselves  never  performed  a  public  act,  or  ad- 
vocated a  public  measure,  where  party  was  not  at  the 
bottom.  Sir,  in  the  most  perilous  days  of  this  republic, 
when  the  '<  rich  nabobs"  of  the  East  withheld  their  money 
from  the  aid  of  their  bleeding  country;  when  the  Legisla- 
ture of  an  Eastern  State  resolved  it  was  unbecoming  a 
moral  and  religious  people  to  rejoice  in  the  success  of  Uie 
American  arms;  when  secession  from  the  Union  was  threat- 
ened, and  openly  advocated,  (he  patriotic  party  in  the 
States  of  New  England  had  the  physical  strength  sufficient 
to  master  the  factious  opposition,  and  a  knowledge  of  this 
&ct  prevented  a  resort  to  the  open  force  which  was^threat- 
ened.  llie  Union  was  then  preserved,  and  "  it  must  he 
preserved." 

Is  it  not  evident  tliat,  in  five  of  the  Southern  States, 
embracing  a  white  population  not  exceeded  by  any  other 
population  on  earth  for  magnanimity  and  patriotism — for 
chivalrous  attachment  to  principle,  and  for  a  readiness  lo 
sacrifice  interest  on  the  altar  of  public  good— is  it  not 
evident  that  these  five  States  are  nearly  unanimous  in  the 
opinion  that  the  high  tariff  of  duties  on  articles,  none  of 
which  they  manufacture,  but  all  of  which  they  consume, 
operates  to  their  injury,  without  returning  them  a  corre- 
sponding benefit.^  Whether  the  fact  shall  be  so  or  not,  ia 
there  not  evidence  of  a  deep  andsettled  conviction,  on  the 
part  of  that  people,  that  they  must  he  ruined  if  the  high 
duties  are  continued^  Will  they  take  it  as  a  matter  of 
favor  and  "  conciliation,"  if  you  now  repeal  Uie  taxes  on 


many  aricles  of  luxury  which  the  country  cannot  produce, 
and  continue  them  on  the  principal  articles  of  necessity, 
which,  not  they,  but  other  sections  of  the  country,  can 
produce?  Can  it  be  denied  that  the  contest  now  assumes 
this  appearance — that  if  one  interest  is  to  be  benefited, 
this  is  to  be  done  at  the  expense  of  other  interests,  and 
that  the  suffering  will  be  most  felt  in  that  section  of  the 
country  where  Uiere-is  no  pretence  that  any  interest  is  to 
be  protected?  Such,  at  least,  is  the  appearance  of  the 
"  system"  which  the  resolution  proposes.  Can  we  blame 
the  South  for  resisting  such  a  system?  Nay,  sir,  convinced 
as  we  must  believe  Uiem  to  be,  that  this  system  involves 
them  in  utter  ruin,  must  we  not  anticipate  consequences, 
such  as  may  root  up  the  very  foundation  of  this  Union? 

I  hope,  Mr.  President,  that  a  desire  to  increase  discon- 
tents, to  fan  the  flame  of  division  between  the  North  and 
the  South,  forms  no  part  of  the  policy  of  the  present  day. 
I  hope  there  is  no  unison  of  purpose  between  some  of  those 
politicians  who  urge  the  highest  duties  as  necessary  to  the 
vital  interests  of  the  country,  and  some  of  those  who  urge 
to  a  forcible  resistance  of  high  duties,  because  tliey  are 
oppressive.  If  there  be  any  such,  from  them  can  we  ex- 
pect no  compromise,  no  conciliation,  no  meeting  on  ground 
which  shall  satisfy  Ul  sections  of  the  countr}'.  1  trust 
there  is  a  majority  in  the  present  Congress  ready  and 
willing  to  embrace  the  glorious  opportunity  which  the 
present  crisis  presents,  so  to  reduce  the  taxes  on  imports 
— at  least  to  make  preparation  for  such  reduction — ^as  will 
satisfy  every  part  of  the  country,  restoring  that  harmony 
which  characterized  the  very  best  days  of  the  republic 

The  Senator  from  Maine  has  read  to  us  extracts  from 
Washington,  and  the  fathers  of  the  constitution,  to  prove 
it  was  their  opinion  a  protecting  tariff  is  constitutional.  I 
would  that  all  the  statesmen  of  the  present  day  would  go  no 
further  than  did  Washington  and  his  compatriots,  in  im- 
posing burdens  upon  the  people.  We  are  told  that  the 
protecting  system  should  be  adopted  by  us,  because  Great 
Britam  and  "  enlightened"  nations  have  adopted  it;  and 
yet  we  are  told  in  the  same  argument,  that  it  was  this  sys- 
tem of  British  protection  which  first  caused  the  resistance 
of  these  States  to  British  authority.  How  is  it  with  Great 
Britain  now  ?  She  does  not  tax  her  colonies  one -fourth 
the  amount  that  we  are  taxing  ourselves,  while  at  home 
the  simple  annual  interest  on  her  public  debt  is  eight  times 
the  amount  of  the  present  principal  of  ours. 

I  thank  the  Senator  from  Maine  for  quoting  Thomas 
Jefferson;  and  I  will  here  present  as  the  system  I  would 
choose,  that  part  of  Mr.  Jefferson's  "  report  on  the  privile- 
ges and  restrictions  on  the  commerce  of  the  United  States,'* 
made  in  1792,  which  that  Senator  did  not  see  fit  to  present. 
It  follows: 

"Instead  of  embarrassing  commerce  under  piles  of 
regulating  laws,  duties,  and  prohibitions;  could  it  be 
relieved  from  iX\  its  shackles,  in  allparts  of  the  world; 
could  evei-y  country  be  employed  in  producing  that 
which  nature  haa  best  fitted  it  to  produce,  and  each  be 
free  to  exchange  witli  otliers  mutual  surplusses  for  mutual 
wants,  the  g^reatest  mass  possible  would  then  be  produced 
of  those  tilings  which  contribute  to  human  life  and  hu- 
man happiness;  the  numbers  of  mankind  would  be  in- 
creased, and  their  condition  bettered. 

"Would  even  a  single  nation  begin  with  the  United 
States  this  system  of  free  commerce,  it  would  be  advisable 
to  begin  it  with  that  nation;  nnce  it  is  one,  by  one  only, 
that  it  can  be  extended  to  aU.  Where  the  circumstances 
of  either  psuiy  render  it  expedient  to  lay  a  revenue, 
by  way  of  impost  on  commerce,  its  freedom  might  be 
modified  in  that  particular,  by  mutual  and  equivalent 
measures,  preserving  it  entire  in  all  others. 

**  Some  nations,  not  yet  ripe  for  free  commerce  in  all 
its  extent,  might  still,  be  willing  to  modify  its  restrictions 
and  regulations  for  us,  in  proportion  to  the  advantages 
which  an  intercourse  with  us  might  offer.    Particularly 
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they  may  concur  with.us  in  reciprocating  the  duties  to  be 
levied  on  each  tide,  or  in  compensating  any  excess  of  duty 
by  equivalent  advantage  of  another  nature.  Our  com- 
merce is  certiunly  of  a  character  to  entitle  it  to  favor  in 
most  countries.  The  commodities  we  offer  are  eitlier  ne- 
cessaries of  life,  or  materials  for  manufacture,  or  con- 
venient subjects  of  revenue,  and  we  take  in  exchange 
either  manufactures,  when  they  receive  the  last  finish  of 
art  and  industry,  or  more  luxuries.  Such  customers  may 
reasonably  expect  welcome  and  friendly  treatment  at  every 
market.  Customers,  too,  whose  demands,  increasing  with 
their  wealth  and  population,  must  very  shortly  give  full 
employment  to  the  whole  industry  of  any  nation  what- 
ever, in  any  line  of  supply  they  may  gfet  into  the  habit  of 
cftlling  for  from  it." 

Is  the  Senator  from  Maine  willing  to  pursue  such  a  pro- 
tective system  as  is  here  proposed,  not  only  the  people 
of  his  State  and  mine,  but  the  people  of  the  South,  will 
accord  with  him  in  sentiment:  the  manufacturers  them- 
■elves  in  his  State,  who,  he  says,  have  been  forced  into 
the  business  much  against  their  wishes,  must  also  accord 
with  him,  since,  according  to  his  reasoning,  the  constant 
tendency  of  high  duties  has  been  to  lower  prices!  If  this 
be  protection,  well  may  they  exclaim — we  will  have  none 
of  it!  I  ask  the  Senator,  what  are  the  sentiments  of  his 
State  on  this  subject,  and  whether  I  am  correct  if  I  should 
ay  that  six  of  the  seven  Representatives  in  the  other 
branch,  fresh  firom  the  people,  are  at  odds  with  the  whole 
elaborate  argument  on  the  "  protecting  system?'*  I  shall 
leave  to  other  and  abler  hands  the  speech  of  that  gentle- 
man; and  content  myself  with  expressing  the  hope  that 
when,  in  the  great  jubilee  of  1833,  he  shall  make  his  tri- 
umphal entry  in  this  capital  of  the  republic  as  the  head 
of  a  department,  the  chagrin  of  those  he  may  displace 
will  not  prompt  them  in  this  body  to  institute  an  inquiry 
by  what  «•  practices  disreputable  to  the  national  Charac- 
ter" he  arrived  there. 

Sir,  on  Monday  the  veteran  Senator  from  Maryland, 
whose  eye  is  not  yet  dim,  nor  his  vigfor  unabated,  made 
such  a  moving  appeal  as  might  have  induced  all  on  this  oc- 
casion to  cast  sectional  jealousy  and  sectional  hostility  be- 
neath ottr  fect-*to  measure  out  to  others  who  believe  they 
are  unjustly  suffering,  that  equal  justice  wliich  we  would 
claim  for  ourselves  on  an  exchange  of  circumstances.  If 
we  win  not  regard  the  man  whose  head  is  silvered  with 
the  frosts  of  many  winters,  who  more  than  half  a  century 
since  fought  our  battles  and  helped  to  gain  the  liberty  we 
BOW  enjoy;  if  we  will  notfmake  some  sacrifices  to  avert 
the  calamity  of  disunion  which  he  deprecates;  if  we  will 
not  hearken  to  his  warning  voice,  who  stands  in  this  body 
ss  a  beacon  light,  directing.where  lie  the  dangerous  rocks 
on  which  our  bark  may  be  stranded;  neither  might  we  be 
moved  should  one  of  his  companions  break  the  cerements 
of  the  gnve,  come  forth  and  appear  among  us. 

Mr.  U.  having  concluded, 

Mr.  HOLMES  rose,  and  ssud,  Tregret,  sir,  tliat  the  Se- 
nator should  have  interlined,  in  fajs  written  speech  of  to- 
day, any  thing  that  I  produced  yesterday  in  debate,  with- 
out first  ascertaining  whether  it  was  correct.  If  the  letter 
from  my  friend,  which  I  read  to  the  Senate,  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  moral  and  religious  deportment  of  the  manu- 
facturers of  Great  Falls,  New  Hampshire,  imported  in 
the  least  that  religion  there  was  made  a  **  machinery"  for 
temporal  purposes,  or  individual  profit,  I  never  could  for- 
give mjrself  in  exposing  this  disclosure  of  my  friend  to  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States.  In  New  England,  every 
where,  a  pervernon  of  the  precepts  of  our  holy  religion 
to  objects  of  profit  would  be  pointedly  condemned  by 
the  moral  sense  of  the  community.  And  could  I  have 
supposed  that  the  letter  which  I  produced  disclosed  such 
a  practice  or  purpose,  for  the  sake  of  the  writer,  and  the 
community  where  he  resides,  I  could  never  have  exposed 
it.     I  will  read  the  part  which  relates  to  this  subject. 


'<  In  this  village  we  can  say,  wl&out  exaggeration,  that 
less  crime  or  misbehavior  of  any  kind  can  scarcely,  if 
ever,  be  met  with  in  any  community,  however  pure. 
Much  and  increasing  attention  is  bestowed  by  our  minis- 
ters of  each  persuasion  upon  the  moral  and  reli^ous 
instruction  of  those  composing  our  village;  and  the  num- 
ber who  constantly  attend  tlie  different  churches  and 
places  of  worship,  is  very  great  in  proportion  to  the 
population.  The  company  give  such  encouragement  to 
the  subject  as  they  with  propriety  can,  and  do  not  for  a 
moment  countenanee  any  improper  or  irreligious  conduct. 
Persons  of  this  latter  description  always  meet  with  a 
prompt  and  invariable  discbarge  from  the  premises." 

[Mr.  UILL^-Read  the  whole.] 

This  is  all,  sir,  said  BIr.  H.,  to  which  his  remarks  ap- 
plied, but  here  is  the  letter,  and  the  Senator  may  have  it 
until  to-morrow  morning  to  examine,  if  be  chooses.  And, 
sir,  is  the  encouragement  to  religious  worslup,  and  the 
discharge  from  employment  for  immoral  and  iireligioua 
conduct,  <*  machinery" — persecution?  Is  there  a  man  in 
New  England,  who  regards  his  character  at  all  for  reli- 
gion or  morals,  who  would  dare  to  condemn  such  an  ex- 
ample? Is  there,  indeed,  any  one  who  would  continue  to 
witlihold  his  approbation?  Sir,  I  trust  and  hope  that  it 
will  be  long,  very  long,  before  **  immoral  and  irreligious 
conduct"  will  cease  in  N«w  England  to  be  a  disqualifica- 
tion for  employment  or  office. 

The  Senator,  sir,  in  his  closing  remarks,  in  the  speech 
which  he  read,  very  gratuitously  alludes  to  a  resolution  of 
mine,  on  a  late  nomination,  the  fiite  of  which  must  have 
excited  his  sympathy,  and  seems  to  think  that  should  I  be 
hereafter  translated  to  some  future  cabinet,  I  should  not 
be  disposed  to  inquire,  by  what  <*  disgraceful  practices"  I 
obtained  my  place.  Sir,  I  assure  the  Senator  that  I  have 
not  the  remotest  expectation  of  such  a  promotion;  and 
should  I  ever  be  so  fortunate  as  to  succeed  to  the  place 
which  he  once  held,  and  be  presented  to  this  Senate  for 
their  advice  and  consent,  I  hope  and  trust  I  should  not  be 
rejected  for  the  **  practices"  imputed  to  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire.  The  Senator,  sir,  quite  as  gratuitously 
travelled  out  of  his  way  to  charge  me  with  inconsistency. 
It  is  true,  sir,  that  I  have  hitherto  objected  to  the  progress 
of  the  protection  of  domestic  manufactures.  But  I  have  yet 
to  learn  that  objection  on  the  ground  of  prematurity  was  an 
objection  to  the  principle.  What  would  have  been  prema- 
ture, and  conse<;^entIy  inexpedient,  in  1816,  may  be  very 
proper  and  expedient  now.  Suppose  that  a  person  should 
be  nominated  to  this  Senate  for  an  office,  having  no  other 
than  party  pretensions,  and,  upon  inquiry,  I  should  doubt 
whether  he  had  yet  done  enough  for  **the  party"  whose 
cause  he  had  recently  espoused,  or  whether  he  had  not, 
in  his  indiscreet  xeal,  injured  it,  I  might  very  properly 
reject  him  upon  the  prematurity  of  his  claims,  without 
deciding  upon  his  ultimate  merits. 

I  find,  sir,  tliat,  by  obtaining  this  letter  from  Great  Falls, 
in  New  Hampshire,  I  have  invaded  the  Senator's  province, 
and  overreached  upon  his  jurisdiction.  I  regret,  exceed- 
ingly, that  the  Senator's  jealousy  should  exclude  me  from 
obtaining  information  from  his  constituents.  I  assure  liim 
I  did  not  intend  an  invasion  of  his  dominions.  1  thought  it 
only  an  act  of  civiUty  reciprocated  for  his  kind  interfer- 
ences, not  only  to  seek  information  from  my  constituenti^ 
but  to  give  them  wholesome  counsel,  especially  on  the  eve 
of  an  election. 

As  to  consistency,  sir,  man  is  a  changeable  beingp— he 
is  in  perpetual  mutation;  so  much  so,  that  philosophers 
have  douDted  whether  there  are  or  not  more  gtanUna  tdtaB, 
some  principles  of  existence  which  remain  unchanged 
througn  all  the  various  revolutions  to  which  he  is  subject; 
and  equally  changeable  is  his  mind.  This  mutable  pro- 
pensity is  discoverable  in  all  New  England,  and  is  very 
common,  I  believe, in  the  Senator'sown  State;  indeed,  it  may 
be  found  in  the  Senator  himself.     I  have  had,  among  my 
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gapers,  something^  that  indicates  this  mutabilitj.  Yes, 
ere  it  is.  I  have  it  now—a  few  extracts  from  the  New 
Hampshire  Patriot,  edited  then,  and  probably  now,  by  that 
same  Senator. 

"  When  the  illustrious  Monroe  shall  retire,  we  believe  no 
individual  will  stand  more  conspicuous  for  the  Presidency 
than  Mr.  Adams.  The  only  obiectton  urg^d  against  him, 
so  far  from  beings  an  objection,  is  a  strongs  reason  why  tiie 
people  should  delight  to  honor  him.  It  is  that  he  has  not 
the  manners  of  a  courtier,  that  his  address  is  plun,  that  he 
does  not  make  all  the  parade  which  is  peculiar  to  the  great 
ones  of  the  earth."    Good! 

'•Who  will  be  the  republican  candidate,  is  not  so  cer- 
tain. It  will  Hndoubtcdly  be,  as  in  all  former  cases,  some 
man  who   «  noble  ends  by  noble  means  pursues;'  some 

{>er$on  who  is  the  antipode  of  Clinton.  If  we  were  to 
ook  for  such  a  character,  we  feel  a  perfect  confidence  in 
saying  that  no  roan  unites  more  of  the  qualities  of  the 
honest,  upright,  and  able  statesman,  than  John  Q.  Adams." 
Very  well! 

"  If  the  choice  of  President  was  to  depend  on  the  re- 
publican voters  of  New  Hampshire,  we  do  not  doubt  that, 
with  the  present  impresnons,  Mr.  Adams  would  be  the 
roan.  They  love  and  honor  him,  not  only  because  he  is  a 
son  of  New  England,  but  because  he  possesses  talents  of 
the  first  order,  and  because  those  talents,  in  times  of  peril,^ 
were  devoted  to  the  cause  of  his  country."  Better  still! 

Of  another  gentleman,  whose  name,  from  delicacy,  I 
will  suppress,  this  writer  says:  «•  Although  emphatically,  a 
republican,  in  the  party  sense  of  the  term,  no  man  who 
has  presided  in  the  Hall  of  Congress,  ever  commanded 
the  same  respect  of  all  parties,  as  did  this  gentleman—no 
man  ever  discharged  the  duties  of  Speaker  with  equal 
ability,  and  equal  impartiality.  Younger  than  Mr.  Adams 
or  Mr.  Crawford,  he  is,  perhaps,  not  inferior  to  either  in 
either  respect.  As  a  popuUr  orator,  there  is  probably  not 
his  equal  in  the  country;  and  for  ardor  of  attachment  to 
republican  principles,  he  is  behind  none  of  his  country- 
men."    Excellent! 

Since  these  adulations  and  eulogies,  the  Senator  himself 
must  have  undergone  considerable  mutation,  or,  from  pru- 
dential motives,  he  stifles  the  opinions  which  he  entertains. 

"  We  love  our  civil  righU  and  privileges  too  well  to 
place  Jackson  in  the  presidential  chair.  We  do  not  like 
to  be  hanged  without  rhyme  or  reason.  Let  Jackson 
command  our  armies,  but  let  some  other  man  rule  the 
nation." 

Mr.  HILL,  in  reply,  said,  he  barl  no  intention  to  sneer 
at  morality  or  religion;  he  respected  all  moral  and  religrious 
institutions  when  confined  to  their  appropriate  spheres. 
I'hese  had  been  abused  for  sinister  purposes;  and  if  the 
tenor  of  the  letter  could  not  be  understood  here,  he  be- 
lieved it  would  be  well  understood  near  the  place  where 
it  was  written.  Having  been  furnished  with  the  letter,  he 
read  from  it: 

"The  company  give  such  encouragement  to  this  subject 
[moral  and  religious  instruction]  as  they  with  propriety 
can,  and  do  not  for  a  moment  countenance  any  improper 
or  irrclig^us  conduct;  persons  of  this  latter  description 
always  meet  with  a  prompt  and  invariable  discharge  from 
the  premises.  •  •  •  •  A  large  majority  of  our  girls  have 
seriously  attached  themselves  to  one  or  otiier  of  the  reli- 
gious denominations,  (of  which  we  have  four  or  five,)  and 
will  not,  consistently  with  their  feelings,  work  or  associate 
in  any  manner  with  those  of  even  doubtful  character. 
This  at  once  brings  the  matter  to  our  ears,  and  we  larely 
hesitate."  [That  is,  the  females  who  unite  themselves  in 
membership  to  some  church,  (and  in  some  establishments 
there  is  one,  and  only  one  church,)  act  as  informers  against 
those  who  do  not  choose  tojoin;  these  last  are  of  "doubt- 
ful character;"  and  when  such  are  once  informed  agunst, 
they  are  dismissed  without  hesitation,  and  turned  on  the 
cold  charity  of  the  world.     Such  "irrcligion"  as  this  is 


attended  by  a  "prolnptand  invariable  discharge."  In- 
stances have  been* known  of  discharges  simply  where 
males  and  females,  attending  constantly  public  worship, 
chose  not  to  attend  at  the  place  and  denomination  pre- 
ferred by  a  factory  agent;  this  may  be  denominated  <*  per- 
secution for  opinion's  sake."] 

"  Excepting  at  the  bar  of  the  hotel,  the  company  do 
not  permit  any  liquor  to  be  sold  upon  their  premises;  and 
there  is  not  within  the  corporation  any  spirituous  liquors 
retailed,  except  at  the  hotel." 

Mr.  HILL  said  he  had  not  mistaken  the  spirit  of  tlie 
letter,  although  he  had  only  heard  it  read  hastily.  Taken 
in  connexion  with  other  cases  of  coercion  within  his  know- 
ledge, in  other  establishments,  his  first  impressions  of  this 
letter  were  unchan^d. 

As  to  the  quotation  from  the  New  Hampshire  Patriot, 
published  ten  or  fifteen  years  ago,  having  relation  to 
certain  men  who  have  been  conspicuous  before  the  people, 
Mr.  H.  said,  the  answer  he  would  make  was—*'  Men 
sometimes  change;  but  principles  never  change."  In 
reference  to  the  publications  quoted  by  the  Senator  from 
Maine  from  the  New  Hampshire  Patriot,  it  may  be  pro- 
per to  explain  further,  that,  up  to  that  time,  from  the  em- 
bargo, and  through  the  war,  both  Messrs.  Adams  and 
CUy  had  acted  with,  and  been  supported  by,  the  patriot 
party  of  the  country,  and  been  constantly  opposed  by  the 
men  of  the  Hartford  Convention;  under  this  state  of 
things,  the  New  Hampshire  Patriot  supported  tiiem.  But 
under  a  change  of  circumstances,  when  tiiese  gentlemen 
threw  themselves  upon  the  federal  party  for  support,  and 
when  Mr.  Cla^  himself  had  proscribed  the  New  Hamp- 
shire Patriot,  for  refusing  to  go  over  with  him  to  the 
federal  party,  must  not  the  Patriot  have  changed  too,  if  it 
had  continued  that  support?  Mr.  Clay  is  now  in  full 
communion  with  Mr.  Webster,  and  the  whole  federal 
party  of  the  East;  nay,  more,  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States,  be  has  made  a  violent  attack  on  Albert  Gallatin, 
whom  the  late  administration  appointed  minister  to  Eng- 
land, and  without  whose  aid  Mr.  Clay  could  never  have 
negotiated  tlie  treaty  of  Ghent,  and  accused  him  of  being 
a  heartless  foreigner,  who  never  had  one  American  feel- 
ing.    Is  tliis  no  evidence  that  Mr.  Clay  has  changed? 

Mr.  CLAY  then  rose,  and  expressed  a  wish  to  address 
the  Senate  ag^n  on  the  subject  under  debate,  but,  as  the 
hour  was  late,  moved  an  adjournment;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

TflvasDAT,  Febbujlbt  2. 

The  resolution  offered  yesterday  by  "Mr.  F&xlikobut- 
sxK,  respecting  the  observance  of  Indian  treaties,  being 
taken  up  in  course, 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN  observed  that  he  was  not  dis- 
posed to  interrupt  the  progress  of  the  debate  on  the  tariff, 
assigned  for  to-day,  and  he  would,  therefore,  move  to  lay 
the  resolution  on  the  table,  and  make  it  the- order  of  the 
day  for  Tuesday  next;  which  motion  was  adopted. 

THE  TARIFF. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  H  AVNE,  the  remaining  business  of 
the  morning  was  postponed,  and  the  resolution  of  Mr. 
Clat,  on  the  subject  of  tiie  tariff,  taken  up. 

Mr.  CLAY  being  entitled  to  the  floor,  was  about  to 
proceed;  when 

Mr.  HAYNE  rose,  and  said,  that  before  the  Senator  com- 
menced his  remarks,  it  was  due  to  him  that  he  [Mr.  H.] 
should  explain  the  course  he  intended  to  pursue.  He 
proposed,  before  the  question  was  taken,  to  call  for  a  di- 
vision of  it,  so  as  to  have  it  first  taken  on  striking  out  the 
resolution  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky — ^thus  calling 
upon  the  Senate  to  decide  on  the  isolated  question,  whether 
any  reduction  whatever  was  to  be  made  on  the  protected 
articles  durmg  the  present  session,  or  whether  the  reduc- 
tion was  to  be  confined  to  the  unprotected  articles,   and 
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should  extend  only  to  six  or  seven  millions  of  dollars  after 
the  extinction  of  the  public  debt.  If  the  resolution  of  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  should  prevail,  there  would  of 
eourse  be  an  end  of  the  whole  question.  But  if  the  Senate 
should  agree  to  strike  out,  his  amendment  would  then 
come  up  for  consderation,  and  would  be  open  to  any  mo- 
dification the  Senate  mis^ht  think  proper  to  adopt.  That 
Amendment  had  been  originally  intended  to  embrace  what 
he  understood  would  be  the  proposition  of  the  free  trade 
convention.  He  had  understood,  however,  since,  that  it 
raried  somewhat  from  that  proposition;  and  when  he 
should  be  made  acquainted  with  the  precise  character  of 
the  views  presented  in  the  memorial  of  that  convention, 
he  should  probably  modify  his  amendment  so  as  to  con- 
form to  them.  It  was  certainly  not  his  intention  to  in- 
crease the  taxes;  and  he  should  put  his  amendment  in 
9uch  a  shape  as  to  preclude  the  inference  that  duties  were 
to  be  imposed  on  articles  now  admitted  duty  free,  unless, 
on  a  full  examination  by  a  committee,  any  of  those  articles 
si)ould  appear  to  lie  fit  subjects  for  taxation.  Mr.  H.  went 
on  to  say,  that  while  he  was  up  he  would  notice  an  error 
into  which  he  had  fallen  in  the  course  of  his  remarks  on 
this  subject  on  a  former  occasion,  and  which  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  had  since  brought  to  his  view.  He  had, 
on  that  occasion,  quoted  from  an  "  Exposition  of  evi- 
dence in  support  of  a  memorial  to  Cong^ss  of  the  Free 
Trsde  Convention,  prepared  by  Henry  Lee,  of  Boston,"  a 
pasnge  to  be  found  in  a  note  in  which  certain  extracts 
from  Niles's  Register  were  referred  to  in  support  of  the 
views  of  the  writer.  The  Exposition  having  lust  been  put 
into  his  hands,  and  his  attention  being*  called  to  this  note, 
be  had  read  to  the  Senate  a  sentence  in  which  the  opinions 
of  Mr.  Niles  and  those  of  Mr.  Lee  were  so  connected  to- 
gether, ail  to  have  made  on  his  mind  the  impression,  for  the 
moment,  that  the  whole  sentence  had  proceeded  from 
Mr.  Nilcs.  The  error,  however,  was  corrected  in  the 
printed  speech,  which  assigns  to  Mr.  Nilcs  and  Mr.  Lee 
the  sentiments  entertained  by  those  gentlemen,  respect- 
ively, with  regard  to  the  character  of  the  tariff  of  1828. 

[Mr.  CLAY  said  he  was  glad  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  had  nmde  the  explanation,  which  was  alike  just- 
ly due  to  his  worthy  friend  Mr.  N.,  and  nnanly,  fimnk,  and 
honorable  on  the  part  of  the  gentleman  from  South  Caro- 
lina himself.] 

Mr.  CLAY  then  proceeded  to  address  the  Senate  in 
findication  of  his  resolution,  and  of  the  protecting^  system, 
II  foDows: 

In  one  sentiment,  Mr.  President,  expressed  by  the  hon- 
orable {gentleman  from  South^  Carolina,  [Mr.  iHatitx,] 
though,  perhaps,  not  in  the  sense  intended  by  him,  I  en- 
tirely concur.  I  agfree  yrith  him,  that  the  decision  on  the 
system  of  policy  embraced  in  this  debate  involves  the  fu- 
ture destiny  of  this  grovring  country.  One  way,  I  verily 
believe,  it  would  lea^  to  deep  and  general  distress,  general 
bankruptcy,  and  national  ruin,  without  benefit  to  any  part 
of  the  Union.  The  other,  the  existing  prosperity  will  be 
preserved  and  augmented,  and  the  nation  will  continue 
rapidly  to  advance  in  wealth,  power,  and  greatness,  with- 
out prejudice  to  any  section  of  the  confederacy. 

Thus  viewing  the  question,  1  stand  here  as  the  humble  but 
zealous  advocate,  not  of  the  interests  of  one  State,  or  seven 
States  only,  but  of  the  whole  Union.  And  never  before  have 
I  felt  more  intensely  the  overpowering  weight  of  that  share 
of  responsibility  which  belongs  to  me  m  these  deliberations. 
Never  before  have  I  had  more  occasion  than  I  now  have, 
to  lament  my  want  of  those  intellectual  powers,  the  posses- 
sion of  which  mig^t  enable  me  to  unfold  to  this  Senate, 
and  to  illustrate  to  this  people,  g^eat  truths  intimately  con- 
nected with  the  lasting  welfare  of  mv  country.  I  should, 
indeed,  sink,  overwhelmed  and  subdued,  beneath  the  ap- 
palling magnitude  of  the  task  which  lies  before  me,  if  I 
did  not  feel  myself  sustained  and  fortified  by  a  thorough 
consciousness  of  the  justness  of  the  cause  which  I  have 
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espousedy  and  by  a  persuasion,  I  hope  not  pre«miptnoua» 
that  it  has  the  approbation  of  that  Providence  who  has  so 
often  smiled  upon  these  United  States. 

Eight  years  ago,  it  was  my  painfuT  duty  to  pieaent  to 
the  other  House  of  Cong^reas  an  unexaggeraAed  picture  of 
the  general  distress  pervading  the  whole  land.  We  muak 
all  yet  remember  some  of  its  frightful  features.  We  all 
know  that  the  people  were  then  oppreswd  and  borne  down 
by  an  enormous  load  of  debt;  that  the  value  of  property 
was  at  the  lowest  point  of  depression;  that  ruinous  salea 
and  sacrifices  were  every  where  made  of  real  estate;  that 
stop  laws  and  relief  laws  and  paper  money  were  adopted 
to  save  the  people  from  impending  destruction;  that  a  de- 
ficit in  the  public  revenue  existed,  which  compelled  Go- 
vernment to  seixe  upon,  and  divert  from  its  legitimate 
object,  the  appropriation  to  the  sinking*  fbnd,  to  recteem 
the*  national  debt;  and  that  our  commerce  and  navigation 
were  threatened  with  a  complete  paralysis.  In  short»  nr» 
if  I  were  to  select  a»y  term  of  seven  years  since  the  adop* 
tion  of  the  present  constitution,  which  exhibited  a  scene 
of  tlie  most  wide-spread  dismay  and  desolation,  it  would; 
be  exactly  that  term  of  seven  years  which  immediately 
preceded  the  establishment  of  the  tariflT  of  1834. 

1  have  now  to  perform  the  more  pleasing^  task  of  exhi- 
bitinr  an  imperfect  sketch  of  the  existing^  state  of  the  iui« 
paralleled  prosperity  of  the  countiy.  On  a  jraieral  survey, 
we  behold  cultivation  -extended,  the  arts  noturidMig,  the 
faee  of  the  country  improved,  our  people  ftiUy  and  profit- 
ably employed,  and  ^e  public  eountenance  exhtbitini^ 
tranquilhty,  contentment,  and  happiness.  And,  if  we 
descend  into  particulars,  we  have  the  ag^raeable  contem- 
plation of  a  people  out  of  debt;  land  rising^  slowly  in  value, 
but  in  a  secure  and  salutary  degree;  a  ready,  thoug^h  not 
extravag^t  market  for  ail  the  surplus  procfaictiona  of  our 
industr}';  innumerable  flocks  ana  herds  browsing  and 
gambolling  on  ten  thousand  hills  and  plains,  covered  with 
rich  and  verdant  grasses;  our  cities  expanded,  and  whole 
villages  springing  up,  aa  it  were,  by  encbantment;  our  ex- 
ports and  imports  increased  and  increasing;  oar  tonnagfe, 
foreign  and  coastwise,  swellinr  and  fttUy  occupied;  the 
rivers  of  our  interior  animated  hy  the  perpetual  thunder 
and  lightnings  of  countless  steamboats;  the  currency  sound 
and  abundant;  the  public  debt  of  two  wars  nearly  redeem- 
ed; and,  to  crown  all,  the  public  treasury  overflowing*, 
embarrassing  Congress,  not  to  find  subjects  of  taxation, 
but  to  select  the  objects  which  shall  be  Hbentted  from  the 
impost.  If  the  term  of  seven  yean  were  to  be  selected  of 
the  greatest  prosperity  which  this  people  have  enjoyed 
since  the  establishment  of  their  present  constitution,  it 
would  be  exactly  that  period  of  seven  years  which  imme- 
diately followed  the  passage  of  the  tariff  of  1834. 

This  transformation  of  the  condition  of  the  country  from 
gloom  and  distress  to  brightnesf  and  prosperity,  has  been 
mainly  the  work  of  American  legislation,  fosterinr  Ame» 
rican  industry,  instead  of  allowing  it  to  be  contnuled  by 
foreign  le^alation,  cherishing  foreign  industry.  The  foea 
of  the  American  system,  in  1824,  with  great  boldness  ukd 
confidence,  predicted,  1st.  The  ruin  of  the  public  revenue, 
and  the  creation  of  a  necessity  to  resort  to  direct  taxation. 
The  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  [M^.  Hatvi,]  I  be- 
lieve, thought  titat  the  tariflT  of  1824  would  operate  a  re* 
duction  of  revenue  to  the  large  amount  of  eight  milliona 
of  dollars.  2d.  The  destruction  of  our  navigation.  3d. 
The  desolation  of  commercial  cities.  And  4u.  The  aug^ 
mentation  of  the  price  of  objects  of  conmmption,  and  fur- 
ther decline  in  that  of  the  articles  of  our  exports.  Eveiy 
prediction  which  they  made  has  failed^-utterly  (ailed. 
Instead  of  the  ruin  of  the  public  revenue,  with  which  they 
then  sought  to  deter  us  from  the  adoption  of  the  Ameri- 
can system,  we  are  now  threatened  with  its  subversion, 
by  the  vast  amount  of  the  public  revenue  produced  by  that 
system.  Every  branch  of  our  navigation  has  ii^reased. 
As  to  the  desohition  of  our  cities,  let  us  take,  as  an  exaift- 
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pie,  the  condition  of  the  large&t  and  most  commercial  of 
all  of  them,  the  §^reAt  Noraiern  capital.  I  hare  in  my 
hands  the  assessed  value  of  real  estate  in  the  city  of  New 
York,  from  1817  to  1831.  This  value  is  canvassed,  con- 
tested, scrutinized,  and  adjudged,  by  the  proper  sworn 
authorities.  It  is»  therefore,  entitled  to  full  credence. 
During  the  first  term,  commencing  with  1817,  and  ending 
in  the  year  of  the  passage  of  the  tariflT  of  1824,  the  amount 
of  the  value  of  real  estate  was,  the  first  year,  $57,799,435, 
and,  after  various  fluctuations  in  the  intermediate  period, 
it  settled  down  at  $52,019,730,  exhibiting  a  decrease,  in 
•even  years,  of  $5,779,705.  During  &e  first  year  of 
1825,  Mter  the  passage  of  the  tariff,  it  rose,  and,  gradually 
ascending  throughout  the  whole  of  the  latter  period  of 
seven  years,  it  finally,  in  1831,  reached  the  astonishing 
height  of  $95,716,485 !  Now,  if  it  be  said  that  this  rapid 
growth  of  the  city  of  New  York  was  the  effect  of  foreign 
eommereet  then  it  was  not  correctly  predicted,  in  1824,  that 
the  tariff  would  destroy  foreign  commerce,  and  desolate 
our  commercial  cities.  If,  on  the  contrary,  it  be  the  ef- 
fect of  internal  trade,  then  internal  trade  cannot  be  justly 
chargeable  with  the  evil  consequences  imputed  to  it.  The 
truth  is,  it  is  the  Joint  effect  of  both  principles,  the  domes- 
tic industry  nounahing  tlie  foreign  trade,  and  the  foreign 
oommerce,  in  turn,  nourishing  the  domestic  industry. 
Nowhere,  more  than  in  New  York,  is  the  combination  of 
both  principles  so  completely  developed.  In  the  progress 
of  my  argument  I  will  consider  the  effect  upon  the  price 
of  commodities,  produced  by  the  American  system,  and 
show  that  the  yery  reverse  of  the  prediction  of  its  foes,  in 
1824,  has  actually  happened. 

Whilst  we  thus  behold  the  enth*e  failure  of  all  that  was 
foretold  Agunst  the  system,  it  is  a  subject  of  just  felicita- 
tion to  its  friends,  that  all  their  anticipations  of  its  benefits 
have  been  fulfilled,  or  are  in  progress  of  fulfilment.  The 
honorable  gentleman  from  SouSi  Carolina  has  made  an 
allusion  to  a  speech  made  bjr  me,  in  1824,  in  the  other 
House,  in  support  of  the  tanff,  and  to  which,  otherwise, 
I  should  not  have  particularly  referred.  But  I  would  ask 
any  one,  who  could  now  command  the  courage  to  peruse 
that  lone  production,  what  principle  there  laid  down  is 
not  true?  what  prediction  then  made  has  been  falsified  by 
practical  experience  I 

It  is  now  proposed  to  abolish  the  system  to  which  we 
owe  so  much  of  the  public  prosperity,  and  it  is  urged  that 
the  arrival  of  the  period  of  the  redemption  of  the  public 
debt  has  been  confidently  looked  to  as  presenting  a  suitable 
occasion  to  rid  the  countrv  of  the  evils  with  which  the  sys- 
tem 18  alleged  to  be  fraugnt.  Not  an  inattentive  observer 
of  passing  events,  I  have  been  aware  that,  among  those 
who  were  most  eagerly  pressing*  the  payment  of  the  pub- 
lic debt,  and,  upon  that  ground,  were  opposing  appropri- 
ations to  other  g^reat  interests,  there  were  some  who  cared 
less  about  the  debt  than  the  accomplishment  of  other  ob- 
jects. But  the  people  of  the  United  States  have  not  cou- 
pled the  payment  oithar  public  debt  with  the  destruction 
of  the  protection  of  their  industry,  against  fordgn  laws 
and  foreign  industry.  They  have  been  accustomed  to  re- 
gard the  extinction  of  the  public  debt  as  relief  from  a  bur- 
den, and  not  as  the  infliction  of  a  curse.  If  it  is  to  be  at- 
tended or  followed  by  the  subversion  of  the  American 
system,  and  an  exposure  of  our  establishments  and  our 
productions  to  the  unguarded  consequences  of  the  selfish 
policy  of  foreign  Powers,  the  payment  of  the  public  debt 
will  be  the  bitterest  of  curses.  Its  fruit  will  be  like  the  fruit 

**  Of  that  fbrbidden  tree,  whoiie  mortal  laite 
**Brourht  d«ath  into  the  world,  and  all  our  wo, 
•<  With  \»»  of  ]£den.** 

If  the  system  of  protection  be  founded  on  principles  erro- 
neous in  theory,  pernicious  in  practice — above  all,  if  it  be 
unconstitutional,  as  is  alleged,  it  ought  to  be  forthwith  abo- 
lished, shd  not  a  vestige  ofit  suffered  to  remain.  But,  before 
we  nnction  this  sweeping  denunciation,  let  us  look  a  little 


at  this  system,  its  mi^itude,  its  ramifications,  its  duration, 
and  the  high  authorities  which  have  sustained  it.  We  shall 
see  that  its  foes  will  have  accomplished  comparatively  no- 
thing, af\er  having  achieved  their  present  aim  of  breaking 
down  our  iron  founderies,  our  woollen,  cotton,  and  hemp 
manufactories,  and  our  sugar  plantations.  The  destruc- 
tion  of  these,  would  undoubtedly  lead  to  the  sacrifice  of 
immense  capital,  the  ruin  of  many  thousands  of  our  fellow- 
citizens,  and  incalculable  loss  to  the  whole  community. 
But  their  prostration  would  not  disfig^ire,  nor  produce 
greater  effect  upon  the  whok  system  of  protection,  in  all 
its  branches,  than  tlie  destruction  of  the  beautiful  domes 
upon  the  Capitol  would  occasion  to  the  magnificent  edifice 
which  they  surmount.  Why,  sir,  there  is  scarcely  an  inte- 
rest, scarcely  a  vocation  in  society,  wluch  is  not  embraced 
by  the  beneficence  of  this  system. 

It  comprehends  our  coasting  tonnage  and  trade,  from 
which  all  foreign  tonnage  is  absolutely  excluded. 

It  includes  all  our  foreign  tonnage,  with  the  inconside- 
rable exception  made  by  treaties  of  reciprocity  with  a  few 
foreign  Powers. 

It  embraces  our  fisheries,  and  all  our  hardy  and  enter- 
prising fishermen. 

It  extends  to  almost  every  mechanic  art;  to  tanners^ 
cord wainers, tailors,  cabinet-makers,  hatters,  tinners,  brass- 
workers,  clock-makers,  coach-makers,  tallow-chandlers, 
trace-makers,  rope-makers,  cork-cutters,  tobacconists, 
whip-nuikers,  paper-makers,  umbrella-makers,  glass-blow- 
ers, stocking-weavers,  button-makers,  saddle  and  harness- 
makers,  cuUers,  brush-makers,  book-binders,  dair)'-men, 
milk-farmers,  black-smiths,  type-founders,  musical  instru- 
ment-makers, basket-makers,  milliners,  potters,  chocolate- 
makers,  floor-cloth-makers,  bonnet-makers,  hair-cloth- 
makers,  copper-smiths,  pencil-makers,  bellows-makers, 
pocket  book-makers,  card-makers,  glue-makers,  mustard- 
makers,  lumber-sawyers,  saw-makers,  scale-beam-makers, 
scythe-makers,  wood-saw-makers,  and  many  others.  The 
mechanics  enumerated  enjoy  a  measure  of  protection 
adapted  to  their  several  conaitions,  varying  from  twenty 
to  fifty  per  cent.  The  extent  and  importance  of  some  of 
these  artisans  may  be  estimated  by  a  few  particulars.  The 
tanners,  curriers,  boot  and  shoe-makers,  and  other  work- 
ers in  hides,  skins,  and  leather,  produce  an  ult'mate  value 
per  annum  of  forty  millions  of  dollars;  the  manufacturera 
of  hats  and  caps  produce  an  annual  value  of  fifteen  mil- 
lions; the  cabinet-makers,  twelve  millions;  the  manufactu- 
rers of  bonnets  and  hats  for  the  female  sex,  lace,  artificial 
flowers,  combs,  &c.,  seven  millions;  and  the  manufactu- 
rers of  glass,  five  millions. 

It  extends  to  all  lower  Louisiana,  the  Delta  of  which 
mig'ht  as  well  be  submerged  again  in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico, 
from  which  it  has  been  a  g^dual  conquest,  as  now  to  be 
deprived  of  the  protecting  duty  upon  its  great  staple. 

It  affects  the  cotton  planter*  himself,  and  the  tobacco 
planter,  both  of  whom  enjoy  protection. 

The  total  amount  of  the  capital  vested  in  sheep,  the  land 
to  sustain  them,  wool,  woollen  manufiu:tures,  and  wool- 
len fabrics,  and  the  subsistence  of  tlie  various  persons  di- 
rectly or  indirectly  employed  in  the  growth  and  manufac- 
ture of  the  article  of  wool,  is  estimated  at  one  hundred  and 
sixty-seven  millions  of  dollars,  and  the  number  of  persons 
at  one  hundred  and  fifty  thousand. 

The  value  of  iron,  considered  as  a  raw  material,  and  of 
its  manufactures,  is  estimated  at  twenty-six  millions  of  dol- 
lars per  annum.  Cotton  goods,  exclusive  of  the  capital 
vested  in  the  manufacture,  and  of  the  cost  of  the  raw  ma- 
terial, are  believed  to  amount,  annually,  to  about  twenty 
millions  of  dollars. 


•  To  lay  nolliinjf  of  cotton  pradocfd  in  other  foreign  countries,  th« 
cuUivatiuii  of  this  articl<r,  of  a  very  superior  qua  til  y,  U  cotiatauily  cx- 
(pfiding  in  the  adjacent  Mt  xican  proviiicts;  and,  but  for  the  diify.  pro- 
bably n  large  amount  would  be  inirudncrd  intotht*  United  State*,  down 
Red  rircr  and  along  the  coatl  of  the  Gulf  of  Meiieo. 
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These  estimates  have  been  carefully  made  by  practical 
men,  of  undoubted  character,  who  have  brought  together 
and  embodied  their  information.  Anxioua  to  avoid  the 
charge  of  exaggeration,  they  have  sometimes  placed  their 
estimates  below  what  was  believed  to  be  the  actual  amount 
of  tliese  interests.  With  regard  to  the  quantity  of  bar  and 
other  in>n  annually  produced,  it  is  derived' firom  the  known 
works  themselves^  and  I  know  some  in  Western  States 
which  they  have  omitted  in  their  calculations. 

Such  ci*e  some  of  the  items  of  this  vast  system  of  pro- 
tection, which  it  is  now  proposed  to  abandon.  We  might 
well  pause  and  contemplate,  if  human  imagination  could 
conceive  the  extent  of  mischief  and  ruin  from  its  total  over^ 
throw,  before  we  proceed  to  the  work  of  destruction.  Its 
duration  is  worthy,  also,  of  serious  consideration.  Not  to 
go  behind  the  constitution,  its  date  is  coeval  with  that  in- 
strument. It  began  on  the  ever  memorable  4th  day  of 
JuK'—the  4tfa  day  of  July,  1789.  The  second  act  which 
stands  recorded  in  the  statute  book,  bearing  the  illustrious 
sgnature  of  George  Washington,  laid  the  comer  stone  of 
the  whole  system.  That  there  might  be  no  miatake  about 
the  matter,  it  was  then  solemnly  proclaimed  to  the  Ame- 
rican people  and  to  the  world,  that  it  was  ntceisary  for 
"the  encouragement  and  proieeiion  of  manufactures," 
that  duties  should  be  laid.  It  is  in  vain  to  urge  the  small 
amount  of  the  measure  of  protection  then  extended.  The 
^reat  principle  was  then  established  by  the  fathers  of  the 
constitution,  with  the  father  of  liis  country  at  their  head. 
And  it  cannot  now  be  questioned,  that,  if  the  Government 
had  not  then  been  new  and  the  subject  untried,  a  greater 
measure  of  protection  would  have  been  applied,  if  it  had 
been  supposed  necessary.  Shortly  af^er,  the  masterminds 
of  JeiTenon  and  Hamilton  were  brought  to  act  on  this  in- 
tere^ng  subject.  Taking  views  of  it  appertaining  to  the 
deptrtments  of  foreign  affairs  and  of  the  treasury,  which 
they  respectively  filled,  they  presented,  severally,  reports 
which  yet  remain  monuments  of  their  profound  wisdom, 
and  came  to  the  same  conclusion  of  protection  to  Ameri- 
can industry.  Mr.  Jefferson  argued  that  foreign  restric- 
tions, foreign  prohibition^  and  foreign  high  duties,  ought 
to  be  met,  at  home,  by  American  restrictions,  American 
prohibitions,  and  American  high  duties.  Mr.  Hamilton, 
surveying  the  entire  ground,  and  looking  at  the  inherent 
mture  of  the  subject,  treated  it  with  an  ability  which,  if 
ever  equalled,  has  not  been  surpassed,  and  earnestly  re- 
commended protection. 

The  wars  of  the  French  revolution  commenced  about 
this  period,  and  streams  of  gold  poured  into  the  United 
States  through  a  thousand  channels,  opened  or  enlarged 
by  the  successful  commerce  which  our  neutrality  enabled 
us  to  prosecute.  We  forgot,  or  overlooked,  in  the  gene- 
Rd  prosperity,  the  necessity  of  encouraging  our  domestic 
manu&etures.  Then  came  the  edicts  of  Napoleon,  and 
the  British  orders  in  council;  and  our  embargo,  non-inter- 
course, non-importation,  and  war,  followed  in  rapid  suc- 
ceision.  These  national  measures,  amounting  to  a  total 
suspension,  for  the  period  of  their  duration,  of  our  foreign 
commerse,  afibrded  the  most  efficacious  encouragement 
to  American  manufactures;  and,  accordingly,  they  every 
where  sprung  up.  Whilst  these  measures  of  restriction 
and  this  state  of  war  continued,  tl^  manufacturers  were 
stimulated  in  their  enterprises  by  every  assurance  of  sup- 
i>ort,  by  public  sentiment,  and  by  legislative  r^olves.  It 
was  abwit  that  period  (1808)  that  South  Carolina  bore  her 
higli  testimony  to  the  wisdom  of  the  policy,  in  an  act  of 
her  Legislature,  the  preamble  of  which,  now  before  me, 
reads:  **  Whereas  the  establishment  and  encouragement  of 
domestic  manu&ctures  is  conducive  to  the  interest  of  a 
iitate,  by  adding  new  ineentiveg  to  indwitry^  and  as  being 
the  means  of  disposing^,  tQ.Advantage,  the  surplus  produc- 
tions of  the  agrioiliurist:  And  whereas,  in  the  present  un- 
exampled state  of  the  worid,  their  establishment  in  our 
countiy  is  not  only  expedient,  bat  politic,  in  rendering  us 


independent  of  foreign  nations."  The  Legislature,  not 
being  competent  to  ^ord  tlie  most  efficacious  aid,  by  im- 
posing duties  on  foreign  rival  articles,  proceeded  to  incor- 
porate a  company. 

Peace,  under  the  treaty  of  Ghent,  returned  in  1815, 
but  there  did  not  return  with  it  the  golden  days  which 
preceded  the  edicts  levelled  at  our  commerce  by  Great 
Britain  and  France.  It  found  all  Europe  tranquilly  re- 
suming the  arts  and  the  business  of  civil  life.  It  found 
Europe  no  longer  the  consumer  of  our  surplus,  and  the 
employer  of  our  navigation,  but  excluding,  or  heavily  bur- 
dening, almost  all  the  productions  of  our  agricultuire;  and 
our  rivals  in  manufactures,  in  navigation,  and  in  commerce. 
It  found  our  country,  in  short,  in  a  situation  totally  differ- 
ent from  all  the  past — new  and  untried.  It  became  ne- 
cessary to  adapt  our  laws,  and  especially  oar  laws  of  im- 
post, to  the  new  circumstances  in  which  we  found  ourselves* 
Accordingly,  that  eminent  and  lamented  citizen,  then  at 
the  head  of  the  treasury,  (Mr.  Dallas,)  was  reauired,  by  a 
resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  under  date  the 
23d  day  of  February,  1815,  to  prepare  and  report  to  the 
succeeding  session  of  Congress  a  system  of  revenue  con- 
formable with  the  actual  condition  of  the  country.  He  had 
the  circle  of  a  whole  year  to  perform  the  work,  consulted 
merchants,  manufacturers,  and  other  practical  men,  and 
opened  an  extensive  correspondence.  The  report  which 
he  made  at  the  session  of  1816,  was  the  result  of  his  in- 
quiries and  reflections,  and  embodies  the  principles  which 
he  thought  applicable  to  the  subject  It  has  been  said 
that  the  tariff'  of  1816  was  a  measure  of  mere  revenue;  and 
that  it  only  reduced  the  war  duties  to  a  peace  standard. 
It  is  true  that  the  question  then  was,  how  much,  and  in 
what  way,  should  the  double  duties  of  the  war  be  reduced^ 
Now,  also,  the  question  is,  on  wliat  articles  shall  the  du- 
ties be  reduced  so  as  to  subject  the  amount  of  the  future 
revenue  to  the  wants  of  the  Government.^  Then  it  was 
deemed  an  inquiry  of  the  first  importance,  as  it  should  be 
now,  how  the  reduction  should  be  made,  so  as  to  secure 
proper  encouragement  to  our  domestic  industry.  That 
this  was  a  leading  object  in  the  arrangement  of  the  tariff* 
of  1816, 1  well  remember,  and  it  is  demonstrated  by  the 
language  of  Mr.  Dallas.     He  says,  in  his  report,  **  There 

*  are  few,  if  any  Governments,  which  do  not  regpud  the 

*  establishment  of  domestic  manufiurtures  as  a  chief  object 

*  of  public  p<dicy.     The  United  States  have  akoay$  so  re- 

*  gamed  it.    *     *     *     *    The  demands  of  ^  country, 

*  while  the  acquisition  of  supplies  from  foreign  nations  was 
'  either  prohibited  w  impracticable,  may  have  afforded  a 
'  sufficient  inducement  lor  this  investment  of  capital,  and 

<  tliis  application  of  labor;  but  the  inducement,  in  its  ne- 
'  ceasary  extent,  must  fiul,  when  the  day  of  eonmetiUonTt- 

<  turns.  Upon  that  change  in  the  condition  or  the  coun- 
'  try,  the  preservation  of  the  manufibctures,  which  private 

*  citizens,  under  fiivorable  auspices,  have  constituted  the 

<  property  of  the  Aation,  becomes  a  consideration  of  gene- 

<  ral  policy,  to  be  resolved  by  a  recollection  of  past  em- 

*  barrassments;  by  the  certainty  of  an  increased  difficulty 

*  of  reinstating,  upon  any  emerp;ency,  the  manu&ctures 

<  wliich  shall  be  allowed  to  pensh  sad  pass  away,"  h.c. 
The  measure  of  protection  which  he  proposed  was  not 
adopted,  in  regard  to  some  leading  articles,  and  there  was 
g^eat  difficulty  in  ascertaining  what  it  ought  to  have  been. 
But  the  principle  was  then  distinctly  asserted,  and  fully 
sanctioned. 

The  subject  of  the  American  system  was  a^paui  brought 
up  in  1820,  by  the  bill  reported  by  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures,  now  a  member  of  the  bench 
of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  and  the  prin- 
ciple was  successfully  maintained  by  the  representatives 
of  the  people;  but  the  bill  which  thev  passed  was  defeated 
in  the  Senate.  It  was  revived  in  1834,  the  whole  ground 
carefiilly  and  dehberately  explored,  and  the  bill  then  in- 
troduced, receiving  all  the  sanctions  of  the  constitution. 
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became,  the  law  of  the  land.  An  amendment  of  the  sys- 
tem was  proposed  in  1828»  to  the  history  of  which  I  refer 
with  no  agreeable  recollections.  The  bill  of  that  year,  in 
some  of  its  provisions,  was  framed  on  principles  directly 
adverse  to  the  declared  wishes  of  the  friends  of  the  policy 
of  protection.  I  have  heard  (without  vouching*  for  the 
fact)  that  it  was  so  framed,  upon  the  advice  of  a  promi- 
nent citizen,  now  abroad,  with  the  view  of  ultimately  de- 
feating  the  bill,  and  with  assurances  that,  being  altogether 
unacceptable  to  the  friends  of  the  American  system,  the 
bill  would  be  lost.  Be  that  as  it  may,  the  most  exception- 
able features  of  the  bill  were  stamped  upon  it,  against  the 
earnest  remonstrances  of  the  friends  of  the  system,  by  the 
votes  of  Southern  members,  upon  a  principle,  I  think,  as 
unsound  in  legislation  us  it  is  reprehensible  in  ethics.  The 
bill  was  passed,  notwithstanding,  it  having  been  deemed 
better  to  take  the  bad  along  with  the  good  which  it  con- 
tained, than  reject  it  altogether.  Subsequent  legislation 
has  corrected  ver^  much  tl>e  error  then  perpetrated,  but 
still  that  measure  is  vehemently  denounced  by  gentlemen 
who  contributed  to  make  it  what  it  was. 

Thus,  sir,  has  this  great  83r8tem  of  protection  been  gra- 
dually built,  stone  upon  stone,  and  ste|>  by  step,  from  the 
4tli  July,  1789,  down  to  the  present  period.  In  every  stage 
of  its  progress  it  has  received  the  deliberate  sanction  of 
Congress.  A  vast  majority  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States  has  approved,  and  continues  to  approve  it.  Every 
Chief  Magistrate  of  the  United  States,  from  Washington 
to  the  present,  in  some  form  or  other,  has  given  to  it  the 
authority  of  his  name;  and,  however  the  opinions  of  the 
existing  President  are  interpreted  south  of  Mason  and 
l>ixon's  line,  on  the  north  they  are,  at  least,  understood 
to  favor  the  establishment  of  ^judidout  tariff. 

The  question,  therefore,  which  we  are  now  called  upon 
to  determine,  is  not  whether  we  shall  establish  a  new  and 
doubtful  system  of  policy,  jiut  proposed,  and  for  the  first 
time  prosented  to  our  consideration;  but  whether  we  Aai\ 
break  down  and  destroy  a  kmg  established  system,  pa* 
tiently  and  carefully  built  up,  and  sanctioned,  during  a 
aeries  of  ycar^  again  and  again,  by  the  nation  and  its  hig^ 
est  and  roost  revered  authorities.  And  are  we  not  bound 
^leliberately  to  consider  whether  we  can  proceed  to  this 
work  of  destruction  without  a  violation  of  the  public  fi&ith^ 
The  people  of  the  United  States  have  justly  supposed  that 
the  poli<^  of  protecting  their  industry,  agunst  foreign  \e- 
g^islation  and  foreign  industry,  was  fully  settled,  not  by  a 
single  apt,  but  by  repeated  and  deliberate  acts  of  Govem- 
meut«  perfornied«t  distant  and  frequent  intervals.  In  ftiU 
confidence  that  the  policy  was  firmly  and  unchangpeably 
fixed,  thousands  upon  thousands  have  invested  their  capi- 
tal, purchased  a  vast  amount  of  jeal  and  other  estate,  made 
permanent  establishments,  and  accommodated  their  indus- 
try. Can  we  expose  to  utter  and  irretrievable  ruin  this 
countless  multitude,  without  justly  incurring  the  reproach 
of  violating  the  national  faith? 

I  shall  not  discuss  the  constitutional  question.  Without 
meaning  any  disrespect  to  those  who  raise  it,  if  it  be  de- 
bauble,  it  has  been  sufficiently  debated.  The  gentle- 
man from  South  Caroliiui  suffered  it  to  fall  unnoticed  from 
his  budgeti  and  it  was  not  until  af^  he  had  closed  his 
speech  and  resumed  his  seat,  that  it  occurred  to  him  that 
he  had  forgotten  it,  when  he  again  addressed  the  Senate, 
and,  by  a  sort  of  protestation  against  any  conclusion  from 
his  silence,  put  forward  the  objection.  The  recent  Free 
Trade  Convention  at  Philadelphia,  it  is  well  known,  were 
divided  on  the  question;  and  although  the  topic  is  noticed 
in  their  address  to  the  public,  they  no  not  avow  their  own 
behefihatih^  American  system  is  unconstitutional,  butre- 
preamt  that  aueh  is  the  opinion  of  respectable  portions  of 
the  American  people.  Another  address  to  the  people  of 
the  United  States,  from  a  high  source,  during  the  past 
year,  treating  this  subject,  does  not  aster/  the  opinion  of 
the  distinguiahed  author,  but  tiates  that  of  others  to  be  that 


it  is  unconstitutional.     From  which  I  infer  that  he  did  not, 
himself,  believe  it  unconstitutional. 

[Here  the  Vies  PassiDExT  interposed,  and  remarked 
that  if  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  alluded  to  him,  he 
must  say  that  his  opinion  was,  that  the  measure  was  un- 
constitutional.] 

When,  sir,  said  Mr.  Clat,  I  contended  with  you,  side 
by  side,  and  with  perhaps  less  zeal  than  you  exhibited,  in 
1816,  1  did  not  undersUrtd  you  then  to  consider  tlie  policy 
forbidden  by  the  copstitution. 

[The  Vice  Pbssidsvt  again  interposed,  and  said  that 
the  constitutional  question  was  not  debated  at  that  time, 
and  that  he  had  never  expressed  an  opinion  contrary  to 
that  now  intimated.] 

I  give  way  with  pleasure,  said  Mr.  Clat,  to  tl)ese  ex- 
planations, which  I  hope  will  always  be  made  when  I  say 
any  thing  bearing  on  the  individual  opinions  of  the  chair. 
I  know  the  delicacy  of  the  position,  and  sympathize  with 
the  incumbent,  whoever  he  may  he.  It  is  true,  the  ques- 
tion was  not  debated  in  1816;  and  why  not?  Because  it 
was  not  debatable;  it  was  then  believed  not  fairly  to 
arise.  It  never  has  been  made,  as  a  distinct,  subsUntial* 
and  lea^ng  point  of  objection.  It  never  was  made  until 
the  discussion  of  the  tarifl*  of  1824,*  when  it  was  ratlicr 
hinted  at,  as  against  the  spirit  of  the  constitution,  than 
formally  announced,  as  being  contrary  to  the  provisions 
of  that  instrument.  What  was  not  dreamt  of  before,  or 
in,  1816,  and  scarcely  thought  of  in  1824,  is  now  made, 
by  excited  imaginations,  to  assume  the  imposing  form  of  a 
serious  coi^stitutional  barrier. 

Such  are  the  origin,  duration,  extent,  and  sanctions  of 
the  policy  which  we  are  now  called  upon  to  subvert.     Its 
beneficial  effects,  although  they  may  vary  in  degree,  have 
been  felt  in  aU  parts  of  the  Union.     To  none,  I  verily  be- 
lieve, has  it  been  prejudicial.  To  the  North,  every  where 
testimonies  are  borne  to  the  high  prosperity  which  it  has 
diffused.     There,  all  branches  of  industry  are  animated 
and  flourishing.     Commerce,  foreign  and  domestic,  ac- 
tive; cities  and  towns  springing  up,  enlarging  and  beauti- 
fying; navigation  fully  and  profitably  employed,  and  the 
whole  face  of  the  country  smiling  with  improvement, 
cheerfulness,  and  abundance.  The  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  has  supposed  that  we,  in  the  West,  derive  no  ad- 
vantages from  this  system.     He  is  mistaken.     Let  him 
visit  us,  and  he  will  find,  from  the  head  of  La  Belle  tti- 
viire,  at  Pittsburg,  to  America,  at  its  mouth,  the  most 
rapid  and  gratifying  advances.     He  will  behold  Pittsburg 
itself,  Wheeling,  Portsmouth,  Maysville,  Cincinnati,  Louis- 
ville, and  numerous  other  towns,  lining  and  ornamenting 
the  banks  of  that  noble  river,  daily  extending  their  limits, 
and  prosecuting,  with  the  greatest  spirit  and  profit,  nu- 
merous branches  of  the  manufacturing  and  mechanic  arts. 
If  he  will  go  into  the  interior,  in  the  State  of  Ohio,  he 
will  there  perceive  the  most  astonishing  progress  in  agri- 
culture, in  the  useful  arU,  and  in  all  the  improvements  to 
which  they  both  directly  conduce.     Then  let  him  cros& 
over  into  my  own,  my  favorite  State,  and  contemplate  the 
spectacle  which  is  there  exhibited.     He  will  perceive  nu- 
merous ^nllages,  not  large,  but  neat,  thriving,  and  some 
of  them  highly  ornamented;  many  manufactories  of  hemp, 
cotton,  wool,  and  other  articles.     In  various  parts  of  the 
country,  and  especially  in  the  Elkhorn  region,  an  endless 
succession  of  natural  parks;  the  forests  thinned;  fallen 
trees  and  undergrowth  cleai*ed  away;  large  herds  and 
flocks  feeding  on  luxuriant  grasses;  and  interspersed  with 
comfortable,  sometimes  elegant  mansions,  surrounded  by 
extensive  lawns.     The  honorable  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  says  that  a  profitable  trade  was  carried  on  from 
the  West,  through  the  Saluda  gap,  in  mules,  horses,  and 
other  live  stock,  which  has  been  checked  by  the  opera. 


•  Mr.  Clay  hw  been  since  remiiMlcd  that  theo'»jicii«m,  in  the  •niiK- 
way,  Mwa  fint  urged  in  the  debate  oi'  1820. 
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t'ton  of  the  tarifi*.  It  is  true  that  suoh  a  ti>ade  was  earried 
on  between  Kentuclcy  and  South  Carolina,  mutually  be- 
neficial to  both  parties;  but,  several  years  ago,  resolu- 
tions, at  popular  meetings,  in  Carolina,  were  adopted,  not 
to  purchase  the  produce  of  Kentucky,  by  way  of  punish- 
ment for  her  attachment  to  the  tariflT.  They  roust  have 
supposed  U8  as  stupid  as  the  sires  of  one  of  the  descrip- 
tions of  the  stock  of  which  tliat  trade  consisted,  if  they 
imagined  that  their  resolutions  would  affect  our  principles. 
Our  drovers  cracked  their  whips,  blew  their  horns,  and 
passed  the  Saluda  gap,  to  other  markets,  where  better 
humors  existed,  and  equal  or  |^reater  profits  were  made. 
I  have  heard  of  your  successor  in  the*  House  of  Represen- 
tatives, Mr.  President,  this  anecdote:  That  he  joined  in 
the  adoption  of  those  resolutions,  but  when,  about  Christ- 
mas, he  applied  to  one  of  his  South  Carolina  neighbors 
to  purchase  the  regular  supply  of  pork  for  tlie  ensuiiig 
3Fear,  he  found  tliat  he  liad  to  give  two  prices  for  it;  and 
he  declared  if  thai  were  the  patriotism  on  which  the  re- 
solutions were  based,  he  would  not  conform  to  them,  and, 
in  point  of  fact,  laid  in  his  annual  stock  of  pork  by  pur- 
chase from  the  fii-st  passing  Kentucky  drover.  That 
trade,  now  partially  resumed,  was  maintained  by  the  sale 
of  Western  productions  on  the  one  side,  and  Carolina 
'money  on  the  other.  From  that  condition  of  it,  the  gen- 
tleman from  Soutii  Carolina  might  have  drawn  this  con- 
dusaon^  that  an  advantageous  tnuie  may  exist,  altliough 
one  of  the  parties  to  it  pays  in  specie  for  the  productions 
vhich  he  purcliascs  from  tiie  other;  and,  consequently, 
that  it  docs  not  follow,  if  we  did  not  purcliase  British 
^rics,  that  it  might  not  be  the  interest  of  England  to 
purchase  our  raw  material  of  cotton.  The  Kentucky 
drover  received  the  South  Carolina  specie,  or,  taking  bills, 
or  the  evidences  of  deposite  in  the  banks,  carried  these 
home,  and  disposing  of  them  to  the  merchant,  he  brought 
out  goods,  of  foreign  or  domestic  manufacture,  in  return. 
Such  is  the  circuitous  uature  of  trade  and  remittance, 
which  no  nation  understands  better  than  Great  Britain. 

Nor  has  tlie  system,  which  lias  been  the  parent  source 
of  so  much  benefit  to  other  pai-ts  of  the  union,  proved 
injunous  lo  the  cotton  growing  country.  1  cannot  speak 
of  South  Caroluia  itself,  where  1  liave  nevei-  been,  with 
so  much  certainty;  but  of  other  portions  of  the  Union  in 
which  cotton  is  grown,  especially  those  bordering  on  the 
Uississippi,  I  can  confidently  speak.  If  cotton  planting 
is  less  profitable  than  it  was,  tliat  is  the  result  of  increased 
production;  but  I  beheve  it  to  bd  still  the  most  profitable 
investment  of  capital  of  any  branch  of  business  in  the 
t'oited  States.  And  if  a  committee  were  raised,  with 
power  to  send  for  persons  and  papers,  I  take  upon  myself 
to  say  tliat  such  would  be  tlie  result  of  the  inquiry.  In 
Kentucky,  I  know  many  individuals  who  have  their  cotton 
pbuitations  below,  and  retain  their  residence  in  that  State, 
where  they  remain  during  the  sickly  season;  and  tliey  are 
all,  I  believe,  without  exception,  doing  well.  Others, 
tempted  by  their  success,  are  constantly  engaging  in  the 
business,  whilst  scarcely  any  comes  from  the  cotton  region 
to  engage  in  Western  agriculture.  A  friend,  now  in  my 
e3r'e,  a  member  of  this  body,  upon  a  capital  of  less  than 
seventy  thousand  dolUu>s,  invested  in  a  plantation  and 
slaves,  made,  the  year  before  last,  sixteen  thousand  dol- 
lars. A  member  of  tiie  other  House,  I  understand,  who, 
witliout  removing  himself,  sent  some  of  his  slaves  to  Mi»- 
sissippiy  made,  last  year,  about  twenty  pel*  cent.  Two 
5ien<U  of  mine  in  the  latter  State,  whose  annual  income 
is  from  thirty  to  sixty  tlkousand  dollars,  being  desirous  to 
curtail  their  business,  have  offered  estates  for  sale,  which 
they  arc  willing  to  show,  by  regular  voucliers  of  receipt 
and  disbursement,  yield  eighteen  per  cent,  per  annun). 
One  of  my  most  opulent  acquaintances,  in  a  county  ad- 
joining to  that  in  which  1  reside,  having  married  in  Geor- 
gia, has  derived  a  large  portion  of  liis  wealth  from  a  cotton 
estate  there  situated. 


The  loss  of  the  tonnage  of  Charleston,  which  has  been 
dwelt  on,  does  not  proceed  from  the  tarifi*;  it  never  had  a 
very  large  amount,  and  it  has  not  been  able  to  retain  what 
it  had,  in  consequence  of  the  operation  of  the  principle  of 
free  trade  on  its  navigation.  Its  tonnage  has  gone  to  the 
more  enterprising  and  adventurous  tara  of  the  Northern 
States,  with  whom  those  of  the  city  of  Charleston  could 
not  maintain  a  successful  competition  in  the  freedom  of 
the  coasting  trade  existing  between  the  different  parts  of 
the  Union.  That  tliis  must  be  the  true  cause,  is  demon- 
strated by  the  fact,  that,  however  it  may  be  with  tlie  port 
of  Charleston,  our  coasting  tonnage,  generally,  is  con- 
stantly increasing.  As  to  the  foreign  tonnage,  about  one- 
half  of  that  which  is  engaged  in  tlie  direct  trade  between 
Cliarleston  and  Great  Britain  is  English;  proving  that  the 
tonnage  of  South  Carolina  cannotmaintain  itself  in  a  com- 
petition under  the  free  and  equal  navigation  secured  by 
our  treaty  with  tliat  Power. 

When  gentlemen  have  succeeded  in  their  design  of  an 
immediate  or  gradual  destruction  of  the  American  system, 
what  is  their  substitute?  Free  trade!  Free  trade!  The 
call  for  free  trade,  is  as  unavailing  as  the  cry  of  a  spoiled 
child,  in  its  nurse's  arms,  for  the  moon  or  the  stars  that  , 
glitter  in  the  firmament  of  heaven.  It  never  has  existed; 
it  never  will  exist.  Ti*adc  impUes  at  least  two  parties. 
To  be  free,  it  should  be  fair,  equal,  and  reciprocal.  But 
if  we  tlirow  our  points  wide  open  to  tlie  admission  of 
foreign  productions,  frG&  of  all  duty,  what  ports,  of  any 
other  foreign  nation,  shall  we  find  open  to  the  free  admis- 
sion of  our  surplus  produce?  We  may  break  down  all 
barriers  to  free  trade  on  our  part,  but  tlie  work  will  not 
be  complete  until  foreign  rowel's  shall  have  removed 
theirs.  Tliere  would  be  freedom  on  one  side,  and  restric- 
tions, prohibitions,  and  exclusions,  on  tlie  other.  I'he 
bolts,  aiKl  the  bars,  and  the  chains,  of  all  other  nations 
will  remain  undisturbed.  It  is,  indeed,  possible  that  oiu: 
industry  and  commerce  would  accommodate  themselves 
to  this  unequal  and  unjust  state  of  things:  for  sucli  is  the 
fiexibiUty  of  our  nature,  that  it  bends  itself  to  all  circum- 
stauces.  The  wretched  prisoner,  incarcerated  in  a  jail, 
afler  a  long  time,  becomes  reconciled  to  his  sohtude, 
and  regularly  notches  down  the  passuig  days  of  his  con- 
finement. 

G;;ntlemen  deceive  themselves.  It  is  not  free  trade  that 
they  are  recommending  to  our  acceptance.  It  is,  in  effect, 
the  British  colonial  system  that  we  are  invited  to  gdopt; 
and,  if  their  policy  prevail,  it  will  lead  substantially  to  the 
rccolonization  of  these  States,  under  the  commercial  do- 
minion of  Great  Britain.  And  whom  do  we  find  some  of. 
the  principal  supporters,  out  of  Congress,  of  this  forcigu 
system?  Mr.  President,  there  arc  some  foreigners  who 
always  remain  exotics,  and  never  become  naturalized  in 
our  country:  whiUt,  happily,  there  are  many  others  who 
readily  attach  themselves  to  our  principles  and  our  insti- 
tutions. Tlic  honest,  patient,  and  industrious  German 
readily  unites  with  our  people,  establishes  himself  upon 
some  of  our  fat  land,  fills  his  capacious  barn,  and  enjoys, 
in  tranquillity,  the  abundant  fmits  which  his  diligence 
gathers  around  him,  always  ready  to  fiy  to  tlie  standard 
of  his  adopted  country,  or  of  its  laws,  when  called  by  the 
duties  of  pati'iotism.  The  gay,  the  versatile,  the  philo- 
sophic Frenchman,  accommodating  himself  cheerfully  to 
all  the  vicissitudes  of  life,  incorporates  himself,  without 
difiiculty,  in  our  society.  But,  of  all  foreigners,  none 
amalgamate  themselves  so  quickly  with  our  people  as  the 
natives  of  the  Emerald  Isle.  In  some  of  the  visions  which 
have  passed  through  my  imagination,  1  have  supposed  thnt 
Ireland  was,  originally,  part  and  parcel  of  this  continent, 
and  that,  by  some  extraordinary  convulsion  of  nature,  it 
was  torn  from  America,  and,  drifting  across  the  ocean, 
was  ])laced  in  the  unfortunate  vicinity  of  Great  Britain. 
The  same  openheartedness;  the  s:ime  generous  hos|>itality; 
the   same  careless  and  uncalculating  indifference   about 
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human  life,  characterize  the  inhabitants  of  both  countries. 
Kentucky  has  been  sometimes  called  the  Ireland  of  Ame- 
rica. And  I  have  no  doubt  that,  if  the  current  of  emi- 
gration were  reversed,  and  set  from  America  upon  the 
shores  of  Europe,  instead  of  bearing  from  Europe  to 
America,  every  American  emigrant  to  Ireland  would  there 
find,  as  every  Irish  emigrant  here  finds,  a  hearty  welcome 
and  a  happy  home ! 

But,  sir,  the  gentleman  to  whom  I  am  about  to  allude, 
although  long  a  resident  of  this  country,  has  no  feelings, 
no  attachments,  no  sympathies,  no  principles,  in  common 
with  our  people.  Near  fifty  years  agfo,  Pennsylvanui  took 
him  to  her  bosom,  and  warmed,  and  cherished,  and  honor- 
ed him;  and  Kbw  does  he  manifest  his  gratitude?  By 
aiming  a  vital  blow  at  a  system  endeared  to  her  by  a 
thorough  conviction  that  it  is  indispensable  to  her  pros- 
perity. He  has  filled,  at  home  and  abroad,  some  of  the 
nighest  offices  under  this  Government,  during  thirty 
years,  and  he  is  still  at  hed.rt  an  alien.  The  authority  of 
his  name  has  been  invoked,  and  the  labors  of  his  pen,  in 
the  form  of  a  memorial  to  Congress,  have  been  engaged, 
to  overthrow  the  American  system,  and  to  substitute  the 
foreign.  Go  home  to  your  native  Europe,  and  there  in- 
culcate upon  her  sovereigns  your  Utopian  doctrines  of 
free  trade,  and  when  you  have  prevwled  upon  them  to 
unseal  their  ports,  and  freely  admit  the  produce  of  Penn- 
sylvania, and  other  States,  come  back,  and  we  shall  be 
prepared  to  become  converts,  and  to  adopt  your  faith. 

A  Mr.  Sarchet  also  makes  no  inconsiderable  figure  in 
the  common  attack  upon  our  system.  I  do  not  know  the 
man,  but  I  understand  he  is  an  unnaturalized  emigrant 
from  the  island  of  Guernsey,  situated  in  the  channel  which 
divides  France  and  England.  The  principal  business  of 
•  the  inhabitants  is  that  of  driving  a  contraband  trade  with 
the  opposite  shores,  and  Mr.  Sarchet,  educated  in  that 
school,  is,  I  have  been  told,  chiefly  engaged  in  employing 
his  wits  to  elude  the  operation  of  our  revenue  laws,  by 
introducing  articles  at  less  rates  of  duty  than  they  are 
justly  chargeable  with,  which  he  effects  by  varying  their 
denominations,  or  slightly  changing  their  forms.  This 
man,  at  a  former  session  of  the  Senate,  caused  to  be  pre- 
sented a  memorial  signed  by  some  one  hundred  andiifty  pre- 
tended workers  in  iron.  Of  these,  a  gentleman  made  a 
careful  inquiry  and  examination,  and  he  ascertained  that 
there  were  only  about  ten  of  the  denomination  represent- 
ed; tlic  rest  were  tavern  keepers,  porters,  merchants* 
clerks,  hackney  coachmen,  8tc.  I  have  the  most  respect- 
able authority,  in  black  and  white,  for  this  statement. 

[Here  Mr.  HAYNEasked,  who?  and  was  he  a  manufac- 
turer? Mr.  CLAY  replied.  Colonel  Murray,  of  New  York, 
a  gentleman  of  the  highest  standing  for  honor,  probity,  and 
veracity;  that  he  did  not  know  whether  he  was  a  manufac- 
turer or  not,  but  the  gentleman  might  take  him  as  one.*] 

Whether  Mr.  Sarchet  got  up  the  late  petition  presented 
to  the  Senate  from  the  journeymen  tailors  of  Philadel- 
phia, or  not,  I  do  not  know.  But  I  should  not  be  sur- 
prised if  it  were  a  movement  of  his,  and  if  we  should  find 
that  he  has  cabbaged  fronri  other  classes  of  society  to  swell 
out  the  number  of  signatures. 

To  the  facts  manufactured  by  Mr.  Sarchet,  and  the 
theories  by  Mr.  Gallatin,  there  was  yet  wanting  one  cir- 
cumstance to  recommend  them  to  favorable  consideration, 
and  that  was  the  authority  of  some  high  name.  There  was 
no  difficulty  in  obtaining  one  from  a  British  repositoi-y.  The 
lionorable  gentleman  has  cited  a  speech  of  my  Lord  Gode- 
rich,  addressed  to  the  British  Parliament,  in  favor  of  free 
trade,  and  full  of  deep  regret  that  old  England  couldnot  pos- 
sibly conform  her  practice  of  rigorous  restriction  and  exchi- 
sion  to  her  liberal  doctrines  of  unfettered  commerce,  so 
earnestly  recommended  to  foreign  Powers.     Sir,  said  Mr. 


*  Mr.  Clu)  jubH-qiu'iiil)  luxl'  ixoml  tbxt  Culuntl  Murnny  was  a  mer- 
chain. 


C.,  I  know  my  Lord  Goderich  very  well,  although  my 
acquaintance  with  him  was  prior  to  his  bein^  summoned 
to  the  British  Housf  of  Peers.  We  both  signed  the  con- 
vention between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  of 
1815.  He  is  an  honorable  man,  frank,  possessing*  busi- 
ness, but  ordinary  talents,  about  the  stature  and  com- 
plexion of  the  honorable  gentleman  from  South  Carolina, 
a  few  years  older  than  he,  and  every  drop  of  blood  run- 
ning in  his  veins  being  pure  and  unadulterated  Ang'lo- 
Saxon  blood.  If  he  were  to  live  to  the  age  of  Methuselah, 
he  could  not  make  a  speech  of  such  ability  and  eloquence 
as  that  which  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  recently 
delivered  to  the  Seriate;  and  there  would  be  much  more 
fitness  in  my  Lord  Goderich  making  quotations  from  the 
speech  of  the  honorable  gentleman,  than  his  quotings,  as 
authority,  the  theoretical  doctrines  of  my  Lord  Goderich- 
We  are  too  much  in  the  habit  of  looking  abroad,  not 
merely  for  manufactured  articles,  but  for  the  sanction  of 
high  names,  to  support  favorite  theories.  I  have  seen, 
and  closely  observed,  the  British  Parliament,  and,  without 
derogating  from  its  justly  elevated  character,  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  saying,  that  in  all  the  attributes  of  order, 
dignity,  patriotism,  and  eloquence,  the  American  Con- 
gress would  not  suffer,  in  the  smallest  degi*ee,  by  a  com- 
parison with  it. 

I  dislike  this  resort  to  authority,  and  especially  foreign 
and  inierexted  authority,  for  the  support  of  principles  of 
public  policy.  I  woufd  greatly  prefer  to  meet  gentlemen 
upon  the  broad  ground  of  fact,  of  experience,  and  of 
reason;  but,  since  they  will  appeal  to  British  names  and 
authority,  I  feel  myself  compelled  to  imitate  their  bad 
example.  Allow  me  to  quote  from  the  speech  of  a  mem- 
ber of  the  British  Parliament,  bearing  the  same  family 
name  with  my  Lord  Goderich,  but  whether  or  not  a  rela- 
tion of  his,  I  do  not  know.  The  member  alhided  to  was 
arguing  against  the  violation  of  the  treaty  of  Methucn — 
tliat  treaty,  not  less  fatal  to  the  interests  of  Portugal  than 
would  be  the  system  of  gentlemen  to  the  best  interests  of 
America — and  he  went  on  to  say: 

**  It  was  idle  fir  us  to  endeavor  to  persuade  other  nations 
to  join  with  us  in"  adopting  the  principles  of  what  was  eaU- 
ed  free  trade.*  Other  nations  knew,  as  well  as  the  nohit 
hra  opposite,  and  those  who  acted  with  him,  what  tec 
meant  by  *  free  trade,*  was  nothing  more  nor  less  than,  by:, 
means  of  the  great  advantages  we  enjoyed,  to  get  a  mono-  \ 
poly  of  all  their  markets  for  our  manujadures,  and  to  pre- 
vent taem,  one  and  all,  from  ever  becoming  manufacturing 
nations.  When  the  system  of  reciprocity  and  free  trade 
had  been  proposed  to  a  French  ambassador,  his  remark 
was,  that  the  plan  was  excellent  in  theory,  but,  to  make 
it  fair  in  practice,  it  would  be  necessary  to  defer  the  at- 
tempt to  put  it  in  execution  for  half  a  century,  until 
France  should  be  on  the  same  footing  with  Great  Bri- 
tain, in  marine,  in  manufactures,  in  capital,  and  the 
many  other  peculiar  advantages  which  it  now  enjoyed. 
The' policy  that  France  acted  on,  was  that  of  encourag-- 
ing  its  native  manufactures,  and  it  was  a  wise  policy; 
because,  if  it  were  freely  to  admit  our  manufactures,  it 
would  speedily  be  reduced  to  the  rank  of  an  agricultural 
nation i  and  therefore  a  poor  nation,  as  all  must  be  that 
depend  exclusively  upon  agriculture.  America  acted, 
too,  upon  the  same  principle  with  France.  America  le- 
gislated for  futurity — ^legislated  for  an  increasing  popu- 
lation. America,  too,  was  prosperous  under  this  sj'stem 
In  twenty  years,  America  would  be  independent  of  Knjf- 
land  for  manufactures  altogether.  *  .*  * 

But  since  the  peace,  France,  Germany,  America,  and 
all  the  other   countries  of  the  world,  had  proceeded 
upon  the  principle  of  encouraging  and  protecting  native 
manufactures." 
But  I  have  said  that  the  system  nominally  called  **  free 
trade,"  so  earnestly  and  eloquently  recommended  to  our 
adoption,  is  a  mere  revival  of  the  British  colonial  system. 
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forced  upon  us  by  Great  Britain  during  the  existence  of 
our  colonial  yasnlage.  The  whole  system  is  fuUj  ex- 
plained and  illustrated  in  a  work  pubUlhed  as  far  back  as 
the  3?ear  1750,  entitled  "The  trade  and  navigation  of 
Great  Britain  considered,  hy  Joshua  Gee,"  with  extracts 
from  which  I  have  been  furnished  by  the  diligent  re- 
searches of  a  iriend.  It  will  be  seen  from  these,  that  the 
South  Carolina  policy  now,  is  identical  with  the  long  che- 
riafaed  policy  of  Great  Britain,  which  remains  the  same  as 
it  was  when  the  thirteen  colonies  were  part  of  the  British 
empire.  In  that  work  the  author  contends — 
"1.    That  manufactures,  in  the  Americah  colonies, 

<  should  be  discouraged  or  prohibited. 

"  Great  Britain,  with  its  dependencies,  is  doubtless  as 

*  well  able  to  subsist  within  itself  as  any  nation  in  Europe. 

*  We  have  an  enterprising  people,  fit  for  all  the  arts  of 

*  peace  and  war.  We  have  provisions  in  abundance,  and 
'  those  of  the  best  sort,  and  are  able  to  raise  sufficient  for 

<  doable  the  number  of  inhabitants.    We  have  the  very 

<  best  materials  for  clothing,  and  want  nothing,  either  for 
'  use  or  even  for  luxury,  but  what  we  have  at  home,  or 

*  might  have  from  our  colonies:  so  that  we  mig^t  make 
'  iud&  an  intercourse  of  trade  among  ourselves,  or  be- 
'  tween  us  and  them,  as  would  maintain  a  vast  navigation. 

*  But  we  ought  always  to  keep  a  watchful  eye  over  our 

*  colonies,  to  restrain  them  from  setting  up  any  of  the 
'  numu&ctures  which  are  carried  on  in  Britain;  and  any 
'  such  attempts  should  be  crushed  in  the  beginning:  for  if 
'  they  are  suffered  to  grow  up  to  maturity,  it  will  be  diffi- 

<  cult  to  suppress  them." — Pages  177,  8,  9. 

"  Our  colonies  are  much  in  the  same  state  Ireland  was 
'  in,  when  they  began  the  woollen  manufactory,  and,  as 

*  their  numbers  increased,  will  fall  upon  manufactures  for 

*  clothing  themselves,  if  due  care  be  not  taken  to  find  em- 

*  ployment  for  them  in  raising  such  productions  as  may 

*  en^le  them  to  furnish  themselves  with  all  their  neeeeaor 

*  ria  from  us. " 

Then  it  was  the  object  of  this  British  economist  to  adapt 
the  means  or  wealth  of  the  colonists  to  the  euppfy  required 
by  their  necessities,  and  to  make  the  mother  country  the 
only  source  of  that  supply.  Now  it  seems  the  policy  is 
only  so  &r  to  be  reversed,  that  we  must  continue  to  import 
neetaaarieg  from  Great  Britain,  in  order  to  enabk  her  to 
purchase  raw  cotton  from  us. 

"  I  should,  therefore,  think  it  worthy  the  care  of  the 
'  Government  to  endeavor,  by  all  possible  means,  to  en- 

*  courage  them  in  raising  of  silk,  hemp,  flax,  iron,  [OC/'only 

*  pig,  to  be  hammered  in  England,]  pot  ash,  &c.  by  giv- 

*  iog  them  competent  bounties  in  the  beginning,  and  send- 
*ii>g  over  judicious  and  skilful  persons,  at  the  public 
(  charge,  to  assist  and  instruct  them  in  the  most  proper 

*  methods  of  management,  which,  in  my  apprehension, 
'  would  lay  a  foun<ution  for  establishing  the  most  profita- 
'  ble  trade  of  any  we  have.  And  considering  the  com- 
'  manding^  situation  of  our  colonies  along  the  seacoast^ 
'  the  great  convenience  of  navigable  rivers  in  all  of  them; 
'  the  cheapness  of  land,  and  the  easiness  of  raising  provi- 
'sions^  great  numbera  of  people  would  transport  them- 
'  selves  thither  to  settle  upon  such  improvements.     Now, 

*  as  people  have  been  filled  with  fears  that  the  colonics, 
'  if  encouraged  to  raise  rough  materials,  would  set  up  for 
'  tbemselves,.  a  little  regulation  would  remove  all  those 
'jealousies  out  of  the  way.  They  have' never  thrown  or 
'  wove  any  silk  as  yet  that  we  have  heard  of:  therefore, 

*  if  a  law  was  made  to  prohibit  the  use  of  every  throw- 
'  ster'ft  mill,  or  doubling  or  horsUng  silk  with  any  machine 

*  whatever,  they  would  then  send  it  ua  raw:  and,  as  they 
'  will  liave  the  providing  rough  materials  to  themselves, 
'  so  shall  we  have  the  manufacturing  of  them.  If  cncou- 
'  ragement  be  given  for  raising  hemp,  flax,  &c.  doubtless 
'  they  will  soon  begin  to  manu&cture,  if  not  prevented: 
'  therefore,  to  stop  ihe  prog^ss  of  any  such  manufiic- 

*  tore,  it  is  proposed  that  no  weaver  there  shall  have  liberty 


*  to  set  up  any  looms  without  first  registering,  at  an  office 

*  kept  f6r  that  purpose,  the  name  and  place  of  abode 

<  of  any  ioumeyman  that  shall  work  with  him.  But  if  any 

*  particular  inhabitant  shall  be  inclined  to  have  any  linen 
'  or  woollen  made  of  their  own  spinning,  they  should  not 
'  be  abriged  of  the  same  liberty  that  they  now  make  use 
'  of,  viz.  to  carry  to  a  weaver  (who  shall  be  Uceneed  by  the 
'  Governor)  and  have  it  wrought  up  for  the  use  of  the  fa- 
'  mily,  but  not  to  be  sold  to  any  person  in  a  private  man- 
'  ner,  nor  exposed  to  any  market  or  fair,  upon  pain  of 

*  forfeiture. 

"  And,  inasmuch  as  they  have  been  suppUed  with  all 

*  their  iron  manufactures  from  hence,  except  what  is  used 
'  in  the  building  of  ships  and  other  country  work,  one- 
'  half  of  our  exports  being  supposed  to  be  in  NAILS — a 
'  manufacture  which  they  allow  has  never  hitherto  been 

*  carried  on  among  them — ^it  is  proposed  they  shall,  for 
'  time  to  cofMy  never  erect  the  manufacture  of  any  under 

*  the  size  of  a  two  shilling  nail,  horse  nails  excepted;  that  all 
'slitting  mills,  and  engines  for  drawing  wire,  or  weaving 

*  stockings,  be  put  down!  and  that  every  smith  who  keeps 

<  a  common  forg^  or  'shop  j  shall  register  his  name  and 

<  place  of  abode,  and  the  name  of  every  aervant  which  he 

*  shall  employ,  which  license  shall  be  renewed  once  every 
'  year,  and  pay  for  the  liberty  of  working  at  such  trade. 

*  That  all  negroes  shall  be  prohibited  from  weaving  either 

*  linen  or  womlen,  or  spinningor  combing  of  wool,  or  work- 

*  ing  at  any  manufacture  of  iron,  further  than  making  it 

*  into  pig  or  bar  iron.     That  they  also  be  prohibited  from 

<  manufacturing  hats,  stockings,  or  leather^  of  any  kind. 

*  This  limitation  will  not  abridge  the  planters  of  any  pri- 

*  vilege  they  now  enjoy.     On  the  contrary,  it  will  turn 

<  their  industry  to  promoting  and  raising  those  rough  ma- 
« terials." 

The  author  then  proposes  that  the  Board  of  Trade  and 
Plantations  should  be  furnished  with  statistical  accounts  of 
the  various  permitted  manufactures,* to  enable  them  to  en- 
courage or  repress  the  industry  of  the  colonists,  and  pre- 
vent the  danger  of  interference  with  British  industry. 

<*  It  is  hoped  that  this  method  would  allay  the  heat  that 
'  aomepeopk  have  shown  for  destroying  the  iron  works  on 

*  the  plantations,  and  pulling  down  all  their  forges;  taking 

*  away,  in  a  violent  manner,  their  estates  and  properties; 
'  preventing  the  husbandmen  from  getting  their  plough- 

*  shares,  carts,  and  other  utensils,  mended;  destroying  the 

<  manufacture  of  ship-building,  by  depriving  them  of  the 

*  liberty  of  makinap  bolts,  spikes,  and  other  things  proper 

*  for  carrying  on  that  work;  by  which  article,  returns  are 
'  made  for  purchasing  our  woollen  manufactures.*' — Pag^s 
87,  88,  89. 

Such  is  the  picture  of  colonists  dependent  upon  the 
mother  country  for  their  necessary  supplies,  drawn  by  a 
writer  who  was  not  among  the  number  of  those  who  de- 
sired to  debar  them  the  means  of  bmlding  a  vessel,  erect- 
ing a  forge,  or  mending  a  ploughshare,  but  who  was  wil- 
ling to  promote  their  growth  and  property,  as  fhr  as  was 
consistent  with  the  paramount  interests  of  the  manufac- 
turing or  parent  State. 

<'2.  The  advantages  to  Great  Britain  from  keeping  the 

*  colonists  dependent  on  her  for  their  essential  supplies. 

**  If  we  examine  into  the  circumstances  of  the  mhabit- 

*  ants  of  our  plantations  and  our  own,  it  will  appear  that 

<  not  one-fourth  part  of  their  product  redounds  to  their 
'  own  profit:  fbr,  out  of  all  that  comes  here,  they  only 
'  carry  back  clothing  and  other  accommodations  forUheir 
'  families;  all  of  which  is  of  the  merchandise  and  manu- 

*  facture  of  this  kingdom." 

After  showing  how  this  system  tends  to  concentrate  all 
the  surplus  of  acquisition  over  absolute  expenditure,  in 
England,  he  says: 

**  All  these  advantages  we  receive  by  the  plantations, 

<  besides  the  mortgages  on  the  plantera'  estates,  and  the 
«  high  interest  they  pay  us,  which  is  very  considerable; 
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*  and  therefore  very  «*eat  care  ought  to  be  taken,  inre- 

*  gulatlng*  all  afTairs  of  the  colonists,  that  the  planters  be 
'  not  put  under  too  many  difficulties^  but  encouraged  to  go 

*  on  cheerfully. 

"New  England^  and  the  nortliern  eolonies,  have  not 

*  commodities  and  products  enough  to  send  us  in  return 

*  for  piu*chasini^  their  necessary  clothing,  but  are  under 

*  very  great  diificulties;  and,  therefore,  any  ordinary  sort 

*  sell  with  them.     And  when  tljey  have   grown  out  of 

*  fashion  with  us,  they  are  new  fashioned  enough  there." 

Sir,  I  cannot  go  on  witli  this  disgusting  detail.  Their 
refuse  goods;  their  old  siiopkcepers;  their  cast  off  clothes, 
good  enough  for  us!  Was  there  evei^a  scheme  more  art- 
fully devised,  by  which  the  energies  and  faculties  of  one 
people  should  be  kept  down  and  rendered  subservient  to 
the  pride,  and  the  pomp,  and  the  power  of  another! 
The  system  then  proposed  difters  only  from  tliat  which  is 
now  recommended,  in  one  particular — that  was  intended 
to  be  enforced  by  power,  this  would  not  be  less  efVectu- 
ally  executed  by  the  force  of  circumstances.  A  gentleman 
in  Boston,  (Mr^  Lee,)  the  agent  of  the  Free  Trade  Conven- 
tion, froT^  whose  exhaustless  mint  there  is  a  constant  issue 
of  reports,  seems  to  envy  the  blessed  condition  of  depend- 
ent Canada,  when  compared  to  the  oppressed  state  of  this 
Union;  and  it  is  a  fair  inference  from  tlie  view  which  he 
presents,  that  he  would  have  us  to  hasten  back  to  the 
golden  days  of  tliat  colonial  bondage,  which  is  so  well  de- 
picted in  the  work  from  which  I  have  been  quoting.  Mr. 
Lee  exhibits  two  tabular  statements,  in  one  of  which  he 
presents  the  high  duties  which  he  represents  to  be  paid  in 
the  ports  of  the  United  States,  and,  in  the  other,  those 
which  are  paid  in  Canada,  generally  about  two  per  cent, 
ad  valorem.  But  did  it  not  occur  to  him  that  the  duties 
levied  in  Canada  are  paid  chiefly  on  British  manufactures, 
or  on  ailicles  passing  from  one  to  another  paH  of  a  com- 
mon empire;  and  that,  to  present  a  parallel  case,  in  the 
United  States,  he  ought  to  have  shown  that  importations 
made  into  one  State  from  another,  which  are  now  free, 
are  subject  to  the  same  or  higher  duties  than  are  paid  in 
Canada? 

I  will  now,  Mr.  President,  proceed  to  a  more  particular 
consideration  of  the  arguments  urged  against  the  protect- 
ive system,  and  an  inquiry  into  its  practical  operation, 
especially  on  the  cotton-growing  countr}'.  And,  as  1  wish 
to  state  and  meet  the  argument  fairly,  I  invite  correction 
of  my  statement  of  it,  if  necessary.  It  is  alleged  that  the 
system  operates  prejudicially  to  the  cotton  planter,  by  di- 
minishing the  foreign  demand  for  his  staple-,  that  we  can- 
not sell  to  Great  Britain,  unless  we  buy  from  her;  that  the 
import  duty  is  equivalent  to  an  export  duty,  and  falls  upon 
the  cotton  grower;  that  S«uth  Carolina  pays  a  dispropor- 
tionate quota  of  the  public  revenue;  that  an  abandonment 
of  the  protective  policy  would  lead  to  an  augmentation  of 
our  exports  of  an  amount  not  less  than  one  hundred  and 
fifty  millions  of  dollars;  and,  finally,  that  the  South  cannot 
partake  of  the  advantages  of  manufacturing,  if  there  be 
any.  Let  us  examine  these  various  propositions,  in  detail. 
1.  That  the  foreign  demand  for  cotton  is  diminished;  and 
that  we  cannot  sell  to  Great  Britain  unless  we  buy  from 
her.  The  demand  of  both  our  great  foreign  customers  is 
constantly  and  annually  increasing.  It  is  true  that  the 
ratio  of  the  increase  may  not  be  equal  to  that  of  produc- 
tion; but  this  is  owing  to  the  fact  that  the  power  of  pro- 
ducing the  raw  material  is  much  greater,  and  is  therefore 
constantly  in  the  advance  of  the  power  of  consumption. 
A  single  fact  will  illustrate.  The  average  produce  of  la- 
borers engaged  in  the  cultivation  of  cotton  may  be  esti- 
mated at  five  bales,  or  fifteen  hundred  weight  to  the  hand. 
Supposing  the  annual  average  consumption  of  each  indi- 
vidual who  uses  cotton  cluth  to  be  five  pounds,  one  hand 
can  produce  enough  of  the  raw  material  to  clothe  three 
hundred. 

The  argument  comprehends  two  errors,  one  of  fact  and 


the  other  of  principle.  It  assumes  that  we  do  not  in  fact 
purchase  of  Great  Britain.  What  is  the  true  state  of  the 
case }  There  are  certain,  but  very  few  articles  which  it  is 
thought  sound  policy  requires  that  we  should  manufacture 
at  home,  and  on  these  the  tariff  operates.  But,  with  re- 
spect to  all  the  rest,  and  much  the  larger  number  of  ai'ti- 
cles  of  taste,  fashion,  or  utility,  they  are  subject  to  no 
other  than  revenue  duties,  and  are  n'eely  introduced.  I 
have  before  me,  from  the  treasury,  a  statement  of  our  im- 
ports from  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  including  ten 
years  preceding  the  last,  and  tliree  quarters  of  the  last 
year,  from  which  it  will  appear  that,  altliough  there  are 
some  fluctuations  in  the  amount  of  the  different  years,  the 
largest  amount  imported  in  any  one  year  has  been  since 
the  tariff  of  1824,  and  that  the  last  year's  importation, 
when  the  returns  of  the  fourth  quarter  shall  be  reccivetl, 
will  probably  be  tlie  greatest  in  the  whole  term  of  eleven 
years. 

Now,  if  it  be  admitted  that  there  is  a  less  amount  of  the 
protected  articles  imported  from  Great  Britain,  she  may 
be,  and  probably  is,  compensated  for  the  deficiency,  by 
the  increased  consumption  in  America  of  the  articles  of 
her  industry  not  falling  within  the  scope  of  tlic  policy 
of  our  protection.  The  establishment  of  manufactures 
among  us  excites  the  creation  of  wealth,  and  this  gives 
new  powers  <^  consumption,  which  are  gratified  by  the 
purchase  of  foreign  objects.  A  poor  nation  can  never  be 
a  great  consuming  nation.  Its  poverty  will  limit  its  con- 
sumption to  bare  subsistence. 

The  erroneous  principle  which  the  argfument  includes, 
is,  that  it  devolves  on  us  the  duty  of  taking  care  that  Great 
Britain  shall  be  enabled  to  purchase  from  us,  without  ex- 
acting from  Great  Britain  tlie  corresponding  duty.  If  it 
be  true,  on  one  side,  that  nations  are  bound  to  sliape  their 
policy  in  reference  to  Uie  ability  of  foreign  Powers,  it 
must  be  true  on  both  sides  of  the  Atlantic.  And  this  re- 
ciprocal obligation  ought  to  be  emphatically  regarded 
towards  the  nation  supplying  the  raw  material,  by  the 
manufacturing  nation,  because  the  industry  of  the  latter 
gives  four  or  five  values  to  what  had  been  produced  by 
tlie  industry  of  the  former. 

But,  does  Great  Britain  practise  towards  us  upon  the 
principles  which  we  are  now  required  to  observe  in  re- 
gard to  her?  The  exports  to  the  United  Kingfdom,  as  ap- 
pears foom  the  same  treasury  statement  just  adverted  to, 
during  eleven  years,  from  1831  to  1831,  and  exclusive  of 
the  fourth  quarter  of  the  bst  year,  fall  short  of  the  amount 
of  imports  by  upwards  of  forty-six  millions  of  dollars,  luicl 
the  total  amount,  when  the  returns  of  that  quarter  are 
received,  will  exceed  fifty  millions  of  dollars!  It  b  sur- 
prising how  we  have  been  able  to  sustain,  for  so  long*  a 
time,  a  trade  so  very  unequal.  We  must  have  been  abso- 
lutely ruined  by  it,  if  the  unfavorable  balance  had  not 
been  neutralized  by  more  profitable  commerce  with  otlier 
parts  of  the  world.  Of  all  nations  Great  Britain  has  the 
least  cause  to  complain  of  the  trade  between  the  two 
countries.  Our  imports  from  that  single  Power  are  nearly 
one-third  of  the  entire  amount  oY  our  importations  from 
all  foreign  countries  together.  Great  Britain  constantly 
acts  on  the  maxim  of  buying  only  what  she  wants  and 
cannot  produce,  and  selling  to  foreign  nations  the  utmost 
amount  she  can.  In  conformity  with  this  maxim,  she  ex- 
cludes articles  of  prime  necessity  produced  by  us — equa.1* 
ly  if  not  more  necessary  tlian  any  of  her  industry  whieh 
we  tax,  although  the  admission  of  those  articles  would 
increase  our  ability  to  purchase  from  her,  according  to  tJio 
arguraient  of  gentlemen. 

If  we  purchased  still  less  from  Great  Britain  than  we  do, 
and  our  conditions  were  reversed,  so  tliat  the  value  of  licr 
imports  from  this  country  exceeded  that  of  her  exports^  to 
it,  she  would  only  then  be  compelled  to  do  what  we  have 
so  long  done,  and  what  South  Carolina  does,  in  her  tr^de 
with  Kentucky — make  up  for  the  unfavorable  balance  b\- 
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trade  with  other  places  and  countries.  How  does  she 
now  dispose  of  the  one  hundred  and  sixty  millions  of  dol- 
lars worth  of  cotton  fabrics,  which  she  annually  sells? 
Of  thiU  amount  the  United  States  do  not  purcliase  five  per 
cent.  What  becomes  of  the  other  ninety-five  per  cent. } 
Is  it  not  sold  to  other  Powers,  and  would,  not  their  mar« 
kets  remain  if  ours  were  totally  shut?  Would  she  not 
coDtinucy  as  she  now  finds  it  her  interest,  to  purchase  the 
raw  material  from  us,  to  supply  those  markets?  Would 
she  be  ST^ilty  of  the  folly  of  depriving  herself  of  markets 
to  the  amount  of  upwards  of  $150,000,000,  because  we 
refused  her  a  market  for  some  eight  or  ten  millions? 

But  if  there  were  a  diminution  of  the  British  demand 
for  cotton,  equal  to  the  loss  of  a  market  for  the  few  Bri- 
tish Imbrics  wlMCh  are  within  the  scope  of  our  protective 
policy,  the  question  would  Still  remain,  whether  the  cotton 
planter  is  not  amply  indemnified  by  the  creation  of  addi- 
tional deinand  elsewhere.     With  respect  to  the  cotton 
rrowcr,  it  is  the  iotidi^  of  the  demana,  and  not  its  dUtri- 
lu/wit,  which  affects  his  interests.  If  any  system  of  policpr 
will  augment  tlie  aggregate  of  the  demand,  that  system  is 
&vorable  to  his  interests,  although  its  tendency  may  be  to 
Tary^  the  theatre  of  the  demand.     Tt  could  not,  for  exam- 
ple, be  injurious  to  him,  if,  instead  of  Great  Britain  con- 
tinuing to  receive  the  entire  quantity  of  cotton  which  she 
now  does,  two  or  three  hundred  thousandbalesof  it  were 
taken  to  the  other  side  of  the  channel,  and  increased,  to  that 
extent,  the  French  demand.  It  would  be  better  for  him,  be- 
cause it  is  always  better  to  have  several  markets  than 
one.   Now,  if,  instead  of  a  transfer  to  the  oprposite  side  of 
the  channel  of  those  two  or  three  hundred  tliousand  bales, 
(hey  are  transported  to  the  Northern  States,  can  that  be 
injurious  to  the  cotton  g^wer?    Is  it  not  better  for  him? 
Is  it  not  better  to  have  a  market  at  home,  unaffected  by 
war  or  other  foreign  causes,  for  that  amount  of  his  staple? 
If  the  establishment  of  American  manufiu:tures,  there- 
fore, had  the  sole  effect  of  creating  a  new,  and  an  Ameri- 
can, demand  fur  cotton,  exactly  to  the  same  extent  in  which 
it  lessened  the  British  demand,  there  would  be  no  just 
cause  of  complaint  against  the  tariff.     The  gain  in  one 
place  would  precisely  equal  the  loss  in  the  other.   But  the 
true  state  of  the  matter  is  much  more  favorable  to  the  cot^ 
ton  grower.    It  is  calcukted  that  the  cotton  manufactories 
of  the  United  States  absorb  at  least  two  hundred  thousand 
bales  of  cotton  annually.    I  believe  it  to  be  more.     The 
two  ports  of  Boston  and  Providence  alone  received,  during 
the  last  year,  near  one  iiundrcd  and  ten  thousand  bales. 
The  amount  is  annually  increasing.     The  raw  material  of 
that  two  hundred  thousand  bales  is  worth  six  millions,  and 
there  is  an  additional  value  conferred'by  the  manufiicturer, 
of  eighteen  millions;  it  being  generally  calculated  that,  in 
such  cotton  '^fabrics  as  we  are  in  the  habit  of  making,  the 
manufacture  constitutes  three-fourths  of  the  value  of  the 
article.     If,  therefore,  these  twenty-four  millions  worth 
of  cotton  fabrics  were  not  made  in  the  United  States,  but 
were  manufactured  in  Great  ^Britain,  in  order  to  obtun 
them,  we  should  have  to  a^d  to  the  already  enormous  dis- 
proportion between  the  amount  of  our  imports  and  ex- 
ports, ip  the  trade  with  Great  Britain,  the  further  sum  of 
tventv-four  millions,  or,  deducting  the  price  of  the  raw  mar 
terial.'ciglUeen  millions!  And  will  gentlemen  tell  me  how 
it  would  be  possible  for  this  country  to  sustain  such  a  ruin- 
ous traded     From  all  that  portion  of  the  United  States 
lying  north  and  east  of  James  river,  and  west  of  the  nuHin- 
tains  Great  Britain  receives  comparatively  nothing.    How 
would  it  be  possible  for  the  inhabitants  of  that  largest  por- 
tion  of  our  territory  to  supply  thenjselves  with  cotton  fiir 
brics,if  they  were  brou^t*from  England  excluMvely? 
They  could  not  do  it.     But  for  the  existence  of  the  Ame- 
rican manufacture,  they  would  be  compelled  greatly  to  cur- 
tail their  supplies,  if  not  absolutely  to  suffer  in  their  com- 
forts.   By  its  existence  at  home,  the  circle  of  those  ex- 
changes is  created,  which  reciprocally  diffuses  among  all 
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who  are  embraced  within  it  the  productions  of  their  re- 
spective industry.  The  cotton  g^rower  sells  the  raw  ma- 
terial to  the  manufiusturer;  he  buys  the  iron,  the  bread,  the 
meal,  the  coal,  and  the  countless  number  of  objects  of  hia 
consumption,  from  his  fellow-citizens,  and  they,  in  turn, 
purchase  his  fabrics.  Putting  it  upon  the  ground  merely 
of  supplying  those  with  necessary  articles,  who  could  not 
otherwise  obtain  them,  oufffat  there  to  be,  from  any  quar- 
ter, an  objection  to  the  only  system  by  which  that  object 
can  be  accomplished?  But  can  there  be  any  doubt,  with 
those  who  wal  reflect,  that  the  actual  amount  of  cotton 
consumed  is  increased  by  the  home  manufacture?  The 
main  argument  of  gentlemen  is  founded  upon  the  idea  of 
mutual  ability  resulting  from  mutual  exchanges.  7%ey 
would  furnish  an  ability  to  foreign  nations  by  purchasing 
from  than,  and  /,  to  our  own  people,  by  exchan^s  at 
home,  if  the  American  manufiicture  were  discontinued^ 
and  that  of  England  were  to  take  its  place,  how  would  she 
sell  the  additional  quantity  of  twenty-tour  millions  of  cotton 
goods  which  we  now  make  ?  To  us  ?  That  has  been  shown 
to  be  impracticable.  To  other  foreign  nations?  She  has 
already  pushed  her  supplies  to  them  to  the  utmost  extent. 
The  tutimate  consequence  would,  then,  be  to  diminish 
the  total  consumption  of  cotton,  to  say  nothing  now  of  the 
reduction  of  price  that  would  take  place  bv  throwing  into 
the  ports  of  Great  Britun  the  two  hundred  thousand  bales 
which,  no  longer  being  manufiustured  in  the  United  States, 
would  Ko  thither. 

2.  Tnat  the  import  duty  is  equivalent  to  an  export  duty, 
and  falls  on  the  producer  of  cotton. 

[Here  Mr.  HAYNE  explained,  and  said  that  he  never 
contended  that  an  import  duty  was  equivalent  to  an  export 
duty,  under  all^circumstanbes;  he  had  explained  in  his 
speech  his  ideas  of  the  precise  operation  of  the  existing  sjrs* 
tem.  To  which  Mr.  CLAY,  replied  that  he  had  seen,  the 
argument  so  stated  in  some*of  the  ingenious  essays  from 
the  South  Carolina  press,  and  would  therefore  answer  it.] 

The  framers  of  our  constitution,  by  granting  ^e  power 
to  Cong^ress  to  lay  import,  and  prohibiting  that  of  layw 
ing  an  expert  duty,  manifested  that  they  d»  not  regara 
them  as  equivalent.  Nor  does  the  common  sense  of  man- 
kind. An  export  fiistens  upon,  and  incorporates  its^ 
with,  the  article  on  which  it  is  hud.  The  article  cannot 
escape  from  it-*it  pursues  and  follows  it  wherever  the  ar- 
ticle goes;  and  if,  in  the  foreign  ^market,  the  supply  is 
above  or  just  equal  to  the  demand,  the  amount  of  the  ex- 
port duty  will  be  a  clear  deduction  to  the  exporter  from 
the  price  of  the  article.  But  an  import  duty  on  a  foreign 
article  leaves  the  exporter  of  the  domestic  article  iree,  Ist, 
to  import  specie;  2(dly,  goods  which  are  free  from  the 
protecting  duty;  or,  3dly,  such  goods  as,  being  charge- 
able with  the  protecting  duty,  he  can  sell  at  home,  and 
throw  the  duty  on  the  consumer. 

But  it  is  confidently  argued  that  the  import  duty  foils 
upon  the  grower  of  cotton;  and  the  case  has  been  put  in 
debate,  and  again  and  again,  in  conversation,  of  the  South 
Carolina  planter,  who  exports  one  hundred  bales  of  cotton 
to  Liverpool,  exchanges  them  for  one  hundred  bales  of 
merchandise,  and,  when  he  brings  them  home,  being  com- 
pelled to  leave  at  the  custom-house  forty  bales  in  the  form 
of  duties.  The  argument  is  founded  on  the  assumption  that 
a  duty  of  forty  per  cent,  amounts  to  a  subtraction  of  forty 
from  the  hundred  bales  of  merchandise.  The  first  objec- 
tion ^o  it  is,  that  it  supposes  a  case  of  barter  which  never 
occurs.  If  it  be  replied  that  it,  nevertheless,  occurs  hi 
the  operations  of  commerce,  the  answer  would  be,  that, 
since  the  export  of  Carolina  cotton  is  chiefly  made  by 
New  Yorkw  fordgn  merchants,  the  loss  stated,  if  it  really 
accrued,  would  foil  upon  them,  and  not  upon  the  planter. 
But,  to  test  the  correctness  of  the  hypottietical  case,  let 
us  suppose  that  the  duty,  instead  of  forty  per  cent.,  skoukl 
be  one  hundred  and  fifty,  which  is  asserted  to  be  the  duty 
in  some  cases.   Then,  the  pbmter  would  not  only  lose  the 
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whole  handred  bales  of  merchandise  which  he  had  gotten 
for  his  hundred  bales  of  cotton,  but  he  would  have  to  pur- 
chase, with  other  means,  an  additional  fifty  bales,  in  order 
to  enable  him  to  pay  the  duties  accruing^  on  the  proceeds 
of  the  cotton.  Another  answer  is,  that  if  the  producer 
of  cotton  in  America,  exchanged  against  English  fabrics, 
pays  the  duty,  the  producer  of  those  &brics  also  pays  it, 
and  tlien  it  is  twice  paid.  Such  must  be  the  consequence, 
unless  the  principle  is  true  on  one  side  of  the  Atlantic, 
and  false  on  the  other.  The  true  answer  is,  that  the  ex- 
porter of  an  article,  if  he  invests  its  proceeds  in  a  foreign 
market,  takes  care  to  make  the  investment  in  such  roer^ 
chandise  as,  when  brousht  home,  he  can  sell  with  a  ftiir 
profit;  and,  consequently,  the  consumer  would  pay  the 
original  cost  and  charges  and  profit. 

3.  The  next  objection  to  the  American  systen^  is,  that 
it  subjects  South  Carolina  to  the  payment  of  an  undue 
proportion  of  the  public  revenue.  The  basis  of  this  ob- 
jection is  the  assumption,  shown  to  have  been  erroneous^ 
that  the  producer  of  the  exports  from  this  countrv  pays 
the  duty  on  its  imports,  instead  of  the  consumer  of  those 
imports.  The  amount  which  South  Carolina  really  con- 
trioutes  to  the  public  revenue,  no  more  than  that  of  any 
other  State,  can  be  precisely  ascertained,  ft  depends 
upon  her  consumption  of  articles  paying  duties,  and  we 
may  make  an  approximation  sufiicient  for  all  practical  pur- 
poses. The  cotton  planters  of  the  valley  of  the  Missis- 
sippi, with  which  I  am  acquainted,  gfenerally  expend  about 
one-third  of  their  income  in  the  support  of  their  families 
and  plantations.  On  this  subject,  I  hoM  in  my  hands  a 
statement  from  a  friend  of  mine,  of  great  accuracy,  and  a 
member  of  the  Senate.  According  to  this  statement,  in 
a  crop  of  ten  thousand  dollarS,  the  expcMes  may  fluctuate 
between  two  thousand  eight  hundred  dollars  and  three 
thousand  two  hundred  doUa^.  Of  this  sum,  about  one- 
fourth,  from  sev^n  to  eight  hundred  dollars,  may  be  laid 
out  in  articles  ^paying  the  protecting,  duty;  the  residue  is 
disbursed  for  provisions,  mutes,  horses,  oxen,  wag^s  of 
overseer,  &c.  Bstimatin?  the  exports  of  South  Carolina 
at  eight  millions,  one-third  is  two  million  'six  hundred  and 
nxty-six  thousand  six  hundred  and  sixty-six  dollars;  of' 
which,  one-fourth  will  be  six  hundred  and  sixty-six  thousand 
six  hundred  and  sixty-six  and  two-thirds  dollars.  Now, 
supposing  the  protecting  duty  to  be  fiAy  per  cent.,  and 
that  it  all  enters  into  the  price  of  the  article,  the  amount 
paid  by  South  Carolina  would  only  be  three  hundred  and 
thirty-three  thousand  three  bundled  and  thirty-three  and 
ODe-third  dollars.  But  the  total  revenue  of  the  United 
States  may  be  stated  at  twenty-five  millions^  of  which,  the 
proportion  of  South  Carolina,  whatever  standard,  whether 
of  wealth  or  population^  be  adopted,  would  be  about  one 
million.  Of  course,  on  this  view  of  the  subject,  she  actually 
pays  only  about  one-third  of  her  fair  and  legitimate  share. 
I  repeat,  tliat  I  have  no  personal  knowledge  of  the  habits 
of  actual  expenditure  in  South  Carolina;  they  may  be 
g^reater  than  I  have  stated,  in  respect  to  other  parts  of  the 
cotton  country,  but,  if  they  are,  that  fitct  does  not  arise 
from  any  defect  in  the  ^stem  of  public  policy. 

4.  An  abandonment  of  the  American  system,  it  is 
urged,  would  lead  to  an  addition  to  our  exports  of  one 
hundred  and  -fifty  millions  of  dollars.  l*he  amount  of  one 
hundred  and  fifty  millions  of  cotton,  in  the  raw  state, 
would  produce  four  hundred  and  fifty  millions  in  the  ma- 
nufactured state,  st^>posing  no  greater  measure  of  %*alue 
to  be  communicated,  in  the  manufactured  form,  than  that 
which  our  industry  imparts.  Nov,  sir,  where  would 
markets  be  found  for  this  vast  addition  to  the  supply? 
Not  m  the  United  States,  certainly,  nor  in  any  other 
quarter  of  the  globe,  England  having  already  every  where 
pressed  her  cotton  manufactures  to  the  utmost  point  of 
repletion.  We  must  look  out  for  new  worlds,  seek  for 
new  and  unknown  races  of  mortals,  to  consume  this  im- 
mense increase  of  cotton  fabrics. 


[Mr.  H  AYNE  said  that  he  did  not  mean  that  the  increase 
of  one  hundred  and  fifty  millions  to  the  amount  of  our 
exports,  would  be  of  cotton  alone,  but  of  other  articles.  1 

What  other  artides?  Agricultural  produce — breaa 
stuflTs^— beef  and  pork?  &c.  Where  shall  we  find  markets 
for  them?  Whiiher  shall  we  go?  To  what  country,  whose 
ports  are  not  hermetically  sealed  against  their  admission  ^ 
Break  down  the  home  market,  aim  you  are  without  re- 
source. Destroy  all  other  interests  in  the  country,  for 
the  imaginary  purpose  of  advancing  the  cotton-plantingf 
interest,  and  you  inflict  a  positive  injury,  without  the 
smallest  practical  benefit  to  the  cotton  planter.  Could 
Charleston,  or  the  whole  South,  when  all  other  markets 
are  prostrated,  or  shut  against  the  reception  of  the  surplus 
of  our  farmers,  receive  that  surplus?  Would  they  buy 
more  than  tliey  might  want  fbr  their  own  consumption  ^ 
Could  they  find  markets  which  other  parts  of  the  Union 
could  not?  Would  gentlemen  force  the  freemen  of  all, 
north  of  James  river,  east  and  west,  like  the  misera- 
ble slave,  on  the  Sabbath  day,  to  repair  to  Charleston, 
with  a  turkey  under  his  arm,  or  a  pack  upon  his  back, 
and  beg  the  clerk  of  &ome  English  or  Scotch  merchant, 
living  in  his  gorgeous  palace,  or  rolling  in  his  splendid 
coach  in  the  streets,  to  exchange  his  **  trucks*  for  a  bit  of 
flannel  to  cover  his  naked  wife  and  children!  Nof  I  am 
sure  that  I  do  no  more  than  justice  to  their  hearts,  when 
I  believe  that  they  would  reject  what  I  believe  to  be  the 
Inevitable  effects  of  their  policy. 

5.  But  it  is  contended,  in  the  last  place,  that  the  South 
cannot,  from  physical  and  other  causes,  engage  in  the 
manufacturing  arts.  I  deny  the  premises,  and  I  deny  the 
conclusion.  I  deny  the  fact  of  inability,  and,  if  it  existed, 
I  deny  the  conclusion  that  we  must,  therefi)re,  break 
down  o«r  manufactures,  and  nourish  those  of  foreign 
countries.  The  South  possesses,  in  an  extraordinary  de- 
gree, two  of  the  most  important  elements  of  manufactur- 
ing industry— -water  power  and  labor.  The  former  gives 
to  our  whole  country  a  most  decided  advantage  over  Great 
Britain.  But  a  single  experiment,  stated  by  the  gentle- 
man from  South  Carolina,  in  which  a  faithless  slave  put 
the  torch  to  a  manufacturing  establishment,  has  discourag*. 
ed  similar  enterprises.  We  have,  in  Kentucky,  the  same 
description  of  population,  and  we  employ  them,  and  almost 
exclusively  employ  them,  in  many  of  our  hemp  manufac- 
tories. A  neighbor  of  mine,  one  of  our  most  opulent  and 
respectable  citizens,  has  had  one,  two,  if  not  three,  ma- 
nufactories burnt  by  incendiaries^  but  he  persevered,  and 
his  perseverance  has  been  rewarded  with  wealth.  We 
found  that  it  was  less  expensive  to  keep  ni^t  watches,  than 
to  pay  premiums  for  insurance,  and  we  employed  them. 

Let  it  be  supposed,  however,  that  the  South  cannot 
manufiu^ture;  must  those  parts  of  the  Union  which  can, 
be  therefore  prevented?  Must  we  support  those  of  foreign 
countries?  I  am  sure  that  injustice  would  be  done  to  the 
gcenerous  and  patriotic  nature  of  South  Carolina,  if  it  were 
believed  that  she  envied  or  repined  at  the  success  of  other 
portions  of  the  Union  in  branches  of  industry  to  which  slie 
might  happen  not  to  be  adapted.  Throughout  her  whole 
career  she  has  been  liberal,  national,  high-minded. 

The  friends  of  the  American  system  have  been  remind- 
ed, by  the  honorable  gentleman  from  Maryland,  [Mr. 
Smith,]  that  they  are  the  majority,  and  he  has  admonished 
them  to  exercise  their  power  in  moderation.  The  majority 
ought  never  to  trample  upon  the  feelings,  or  violate  the 
just  rights  of  the  minority.  They  ought  never  to  triumph 
over  the  fallen,  nor  to  make  any  but  a  temperate  and 
equitable  use  of  their  power.  But  these  counsels  come 
with  an  ill  grace  from  the  gentleman  from  Maryland.  He, 
too,  is  a  member  of  a  nu^ority — a  political  majority.  And 
how  has  the  administration  of  that  majority  exercised  their 
power  in  tliis  country  ?  Recall  to  your  recollection  the 
4tb  of  March,  1829,  when  the  lank,  lean,  famished  forms 
from  fen  and  forest,  and  the  four  quarters  of  the  Union, 
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gstbered  tof^ther  in  the  halls  of  patronage,  or  stealing, 
hy  evening's  twili^t,  into  the  apartments  of  the  Presi- 
dent's mansion,  cried  out,  with  ghastly  faces,  and  in 
sepulchrml  tones,  Give  us  hread!  Give  us  treasury  pap! 
Give  us  our  reward!  England's  bard  was  mistaken;  ghosts 
will  sometimes  come,  called  or  uncalled.  Go  to  the  fami- 
lies who  were  driven  from  the  employments  on  which 
they  were  dependent  for  subsistence,  in  consequence  of 
their  exercise  of  the  dearest  right  of  freemen.  Go  to 
mothers,  whilst  hugging  to  their  bosoms  their  starviitg 
children.  Cto  to  fathers,  who,  after  being  disqualified,  by 
long  public  service,  fiir  any  other  business,  were  stripped 
of  their  humble  places,  and  then  sought,  by  the  minions  of 
authority,  to  be  stripped  of  all  that  was  left  them— their 
rood  names — and  ask, what  mercy  was  shown  to  them!  As 
for  myself,  bom  in  the  midst  of  the  revolutsoo,  the  first 
air  that  1  ever  breathed  on  my  native  soil  of  Virginia  hav- 
ing been  that  of  liberty  and  independence,  I  never  ex- 
pected justice  nor  desired  mercy  at  their  liands;  and 
scorn  the  wrath,  and  defy  the  oppression  of  power! 

I  regret,  Mr.  President,  that  one  topic  has,  I  think  un- 
necessarily, been  introduced  into  this  det>ate.  I  allude  to 
the  charge  brought  against  the  manu&cturing  system,  as 
fiivoring  the  growth  of  aristocracy.  If  it  were  true,  would 
gentlemen  prefer  supporting  foreign  accumulations  of 
wealth,  by  that  description  of  industry,  rather  than  their 
own  country^  But  is  it  correct?  The  joint  stock  com- 
panies of  tile  North,  as  I  understand  Lhem,  are  nothing 
more  thsm  associationa,  sometimes  of  hundreds,  by  means 
of  which  the  small  earnings  of  many  are  brought  into  a 
coraHMm  stockf  and  the  associates,  obtaining  corporate 
privileges,  are  enabled  to  prosecute,  under  opie  superin- 
tending head,  their  business  to  better  advantage.  Nothing 
can  be  more  esientially  democratic,  or  better  devised  to 
co«it0}KMe  the  influence  of  individual  wealth.  In  Ken- 
tucky, almoat  every  manufactory  known  to  me  is  in  the 
hands  of  ^terprising  self-made  men,  who  have  acauired 
whatever  wealth  the^  possess  by  patient  and  diligent  labor. 
Coraparisoos  are  odious,  and,  but  in  defence,  would  not 
be  node  by  me.  But  is  there  more  tendency  to  aristo- 
cracy in  a  manu£ictory,  supporting  hundreds  of  freemen, 
or  in  a  cotton  plantation,  with  its  not  less  numerous  slaves, 
•ostaining,  perliaps,  only  two  wliite  families — ^that  of  the 
master  and  the  overseer? 

I  pass,  with  pleasure,  from  this  disac^eable  topic  to 
two  general  propositions  which  cover  the  entire  ground 
of  debate.  The  first  is,  that,  under  the  operation  of  the 
American  system,  the  objects  which  it  protects  and  fosters 
are  brought  to  tlie  consumer  at  cheaper  prices  than  they 
commanded  prior  to  its  introduction,  or  than  they  would 
command  if  it  did  not  exist.  If  that  be  true,  ought  not 
the  country  to  be  contented  and  satisfied  with  the  system, 
unless  the  second  proposition,  which  I  mean  presently 
also  to  consider,  is  unfounded?  Apd  that  is,  that  the  ten- 
dency of  the  system  is  to  sustain,  and  that  it  has  upheld, 
tbe  prices  of  all  our  agricultural  and  other  produce,  in- 
cluding cotton. 

And  is  the  hicX  not  indisputabhs,  that  all  essential  objects 
of  coRMimption,  affected  by  the  tariff,  are  cheaper  and 
better,  since  the  act  of  1824,  than  they  were  for  several 
years  prior  to  that  law?  I  appeal,  for  its  truth,  to  com- 
mon observation  and  to  all  practical  men.  I  appeal  to 
the  &rmer  of  the  countrj!,  whether  he  does  not  purchase, 
on  better  terms,  his  iron,  salt,  brown  sugar,  cotton  goods, 
and  wooHens,  for  his  laboring  people.  And  I  a&  the 
cotton  planter  if  he  has  not  been  better  and  more  cheaply 
sopphed  with  his  cotton  bagging.  In  regfard  to  this  latter 
article,  the  gentleman  fr^mi  South  CaroUna  was  mistaken 
in  supporing  that  I  complained  that,  under  the  existing 
duty,  the  Kentucky  manufacturer  could  not  compete  with 
dfie  Scotch.  The  Kentuckian  ftimishes  a  more  substan- 
tial and  a  cheaper  article  and  at  a  more  uniform  and  re- 
gular price.    But  it  was  the  frauds,  the  violations  of  law, 


of  which  I  did  complain;  not  smuggling,  in  the  con^mon 
sense  of  that  practice,  which  has  something  bold,  daring, 
and  enterprisii)g  in  it,  but  mean,  barefaced  cheating  by 
fraudulent  invoices  and  false  denomination. 

I  plant  myself  upon  this  FACT  of  cheapness  and  supe- 
riority, as  upon  impregnable  g^und.     Gentlemen  may 
tax  their  ingenuity,  and  produce  a  thousand  speculative 
solutions  of  the  fact,  but  the  fact  itself  will  remain  undis- 
turbed.    Let  us  look  into  some  particulars.     The  total 
consumption  of  bar  iron  in  the  United  States  is  supposed 
to  be  about  one  hundred  and  furty-six  thousand  tons,  of 
which  one  hundred  and  twelve  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  sixty-six  tons  are  made  witliin  the  country,  and  the 
residue  imported.     The  number  of  men  employed  in  the 
manufacture  is  Estimated  at  twenty-nine  thousand  two 
hundred  and  fifty-four,  and  the  total  number  of  persons 
subsisted  by  it  at  one  hundred  and   forty-six  thousand 
two  hundred  and  seventy-three.     The  measure  of  protec- 
tion extended  to  this  necessary  article  was  never  fully 
adequate  until  the  passage  of  the  act  of  1828;  and  what 
has  been  the  consequence?     The  annual  increase    of 
quantity,  since  that  period,  has  been  in  a  ratio  of  near 
twenty-five  per  cent,  and  the  wholesale  price  of  bar 
iron  in  the  Northern  cities  was,  in  1828,  one  hundred 
and  five  dollara  per  ton;  in  1829,  one  hundred  dollars; 
in  1830,   ninety  dollars;  and  in  1831,  from  eighty-five 
to  seventy-five  dollars — constantly  diminishing.     We  im- 
port very  little  English  iron,  and  that  which  we  do  is 
very  inferior,  and  only  adapted  to  a  few  purposes.     In 
instituting  a  comparison  between  that  inferior  article  and 
our  superior  iron,  subjects,  entii*ely  difierent,  are  com- 
pared.    They  .are  made  by  different  processes.  The  Eng- 
lish cannot  make  iron  of  equal  quality  to  ours,  at  a  less 
price  than  we  do.    They  have  three  dasses>  best-best, 
and  best,  and  ordinary.    It  is  the  latter  which  is  imported. 
Of  the  whole  amount  imported,  there  is  only  about  four 
thousand  tons  of  foreign  iron  that  pays  the  high  duty; 
the  residue  paving  only  a  duty  of  about  thirUr  per  cent., 
estimated  on  the  prices  of  the  importation  of  1829.    Our 
iron  ore  is  superior  to  that  of  Great  Britain,  yielding  often 
from  sixty  to  eighty  per  cent.,  whilst  theirs  produces  only 
about  twenty-five^     This  fiict  is  so  well  known,  that  I 
have  heard  of  recent  exportations  of  iron  ore  to  England. 

It  has  been  alleged  that  bar  iron,  being  a  raw  material, 
ought  to  be  admitted  free,  or  with  low  duties,  for  the  sake 
of  the  manu&cturers  themselves.  Bu^  I  take  this  to  be 
the  true  principle,  that,  if  our  country  is  producing  a  raw 
material  of  prime  necesnty,  and,  with  reasonable  protec-  . 
tion,  can  produce  it  in  sufficient  quantity  to.  supply  our 
wants,  that  raw  material  ought  to  be  protected,  although 
it  may  be  proper  to  protect  the  article  also  out  of  which 
it  is  manuifactured.  The  tailor  will  ask  protection  for 
himself,  but  wishes  it  denied  to  the  grower  of  wool  and 
the  manufiu:tiirer  of  broadcloth.  The  cotton  planter  en- 
joys protection  for  the  raw  material,  but  does  not  desire 
it  to  be  extended  to  the  cotton  manufacturer.  The  ship- 
builder will  ask  protection  for  navintion,  but  doea  not 
wish  it  extended  to  the  essential  articles  which  enter  into 
the  construction  of  his  ship*  Each,  in  his  proper  voc»> 
tion,  soMcits  protection,  but  would  have  it  denied  to  all 
other  interests  which  are  supposed  to  come  into  collisioa 
wj^h  his.  Now,  the  duty  or  the  statesman  is,  to  elfevate 
himself  Above  these  petty  conflicts;  calmly  to  survey  all 
the  various  interests,  and  deliberately  to  proportion  the 
measure  of  protection  to  each,  according  to  its  nature 
and  to  the  general  wants  of  society.  It  is  quite  possible 
that,  in  the  degree  of  protection  which  has  been  afforded 
to  the  various  workers  in  iron,  there  may  ht  soine  error 
committed,  although  I  have  lately  read  an  argument  of 
much  ability,  proving  that  no  ii^ustice  has  r^lly  been 
done  to  them.    If  there  be,  it  ought  to  be  remedied. 

The  next  article  to  which  1  wouki  call  the  attention  of 
the  Senate^  is  that  of  cotton  fabrics.    The  sueceas  of  our 
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manufacture  of  coarse  cottons  is  g'enerally  admitted.     It 
is  .demonstrated  by  the  fact  that  they  meet  tlie  cotton 
fabrics  of  other  countries  in  foreign  markets,  and  main- 
tain a  successful  competition  with  them.     There  has  been 
a  g^dual  increase  of  the  export  of  this  article,  which  is 
sent  to  Mexico  and  the  South  American  republics,  to  the 
Mediterranean,  and  even  to  Asia.     The  remarkable  fact 
was  lately  communicated  to  me,  that  the  same  individual 
who,  twenty-five  years  ago,  was  engaged  in  the  importa- 
tion of  cotton  cloth  from  Asia,  for  American  consumption, 
18  now  engaeed  in  the  exportation  of  coarse  American 
cottons  to  Asia,  for  Asiatic  consumption!     And  my  honor- 
able fHend   from  Massachusetts,  now  in  my  eye,  [Mr. 
SiLSBEB,]  informed  me  that,  on  his  departure  from  home, 
among  the  last  orders  which  he  g»ve,  one  was  for  the  ex- 
portation of  coarse  cottons  to  Sumatra,  in  the  vicinity  of 
Calcutti^!  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  statement,  derived  from  the 
most  authentic  source,  showing  that  the  identical  descrip- 
tion of  cotton  cloth,  which  sold,  in  1817,  at  twenty-nine  cents 
per  yard,  was  sold,  in  181 9,  at  twenty-one  cents;  in  1821,  at 
nineteen  imda  half  cents^  in  1823,  at  seventeen  cents;  and 
in  1825,  at  fburteen  and  a  half  cents;  in  1827,  at  thirteen 
cents;  in  1829,  at  nine  cents;  in  1830,  at  nine  and  a  half 
cents;  and  in  1 831 ,  at  from  ten  and  a  half  to  eleven.  Such  is 
the  wonderful  effect  of  protection,  competition,  and  im- 
provement in  skill,  combined!   The  ye«r  1829  was  one  of 
some  suffering  to  this  branch  of  industry,  probablv  owing 
to  the  principle  of  competition  being  pushed  too  far;  and 
hence  we  observe  a  smadl  rise  in  the  article  the  next  two 
years.     The  introduction  of  calico  printing  into  the  Unit- 
ed States  constitutes  an  important  era  in  our  manufactur- 
ing industry.    It  commenced  about  the  year  1Q25,  and 
has  since  made  such  astonishing  advances,  that  the  whole 
quantity  now  annually  printed  is  but  little  short  of  forty 
millions  of  yards— about  two-thirds  of  our  whole  con- 
sumption.    It  is  a  beautiful  manufacture,  combining  great 
mecnanical  skill  with  scientific  discoveries  in  chemistry. 
The  engraved  cylinders  for  making  the  impression  re- 
quire much  taste,  and  put  in  requisition  the  genius  of  the 
fine  acts  of  design  and  engraving.    Are  the  fine  graceful 
foorms  of  our  fur  countrywomen  less  lovely  when  envelop- 
ed in  the  chihtzes  and  calicoes  produced  by  native  indua- 
try»  than  when  clothed  in  the  tinsel  of  foreign  drapery.^ 

Gentlemen  are,  no  doubt,  surprised  at  these  facts. 
They  should  not  underfate  Uic  energies,  the  enterprise, 
and  the  skill  of  our  fellow-citizens.  I  have  no  doubt 
they  are  every  way  competent  to  accomplish  whatever 
can  be  effected  by  any  other  people,  if  encouraged  and 
protected  by  the  fostering  care  of  our  own  Government. 
Will  gentlemen  believe  the  fact,  which  1  am  autboriaed 


of  the  Lord  thy  God."  Accordingly,  we  behold  them, 
on  that  sacred  day,  assembled  together  in  His  temples, 
and,  in  devotional  attitudes  and  with  pious  countenances, 
ofFerini;'  their  prayers  to  Heaven  for  all  its  blessings,  of 
which  it  is  not  the  least  that  a  system  of  policy  has  been 
adopted  by  their  country,  whicn  admits  of  their  obtain^ 
ing  comfortable  subsistence.  Manu&ctures  have  brought 
into  profitable  employment  a  vast  amount  of  female  labor, 
which,  without  them,  would  be  lost  to  the  countr}'. 

In  respect  to  woollens^  cvei^  gentleman's  own  observa- 
tion and  experience  will  citable  him  to  judge  of  the  great 
reduction  of  price  which  has  taken  place  in  most  of  these 
articles  since  the  tariff  of  1824.  It  would  have  been  still 
ereater,  but  for  the  high  duty  on  the  raw  material  imposed 
for  the  particular  benefit  of  the  farming  interest.  But,  with- 
out g^ing  into  particular  details,  I  shall  limit  myself  to  in- 
viting the  attention  of  tlie  Senate  to  a  single  article  of  gene- 
ral and  necessary  use.  The  protection  given  to  flannels 
in  1828  was  fully  adequate.  It  has  enabled  the  American 
manufacturer  to  obtain  complete  possession  of  tlie  Ameri- 
can market;  and  now  let  us  look  at  the  eflTect.  I  have 
before  roe  a  statement  from  a  highly  respectable  mercan- 
tile house,  showing  the  price  of  four  descriptions  of  flan- 
nel, during  six  year4.  The  average  price  of  them,  in 
1826,  was  thirty-eight  and  three-quarter  cents;  in  1827» 
thirty-ei^ht;  in  1828,  (the  year  of  the  tariff,^  forty-«x;  im 
1829,  thirty-six;  in  1830,  (notwithstanding  the  advance  in 
the  price  of  wool,)  thirty-two;  and  in  1831,  thirty-two 
and  one-quarter.  These  facts  require  no  comments.  I 
have  before  me  another  statement,  of  a  practical  and  re- 
spectable man,  well  versed  in  the  flannel  manufacture  in 
America  and  England,  demonstrating  that  the  cost  of 
manufacture  is  precisely  the  same  in  both  countries;  and 
tliat,  although  a  yard  of  flannel,  which  would  sell  in  Bug- 
land  at  fifleen  cents,  would  command  here  tweaty-two»  the 
difference  of  seven  cents  is  the  exact  difference  between 
the  cost  in  the  two  countries  of  the  six  ounces  of  wool  con- 
tained in  a  yard  of  flannel. 

Brown  sugar,  during  ten  years,  from  1792  to  1802,  with  a 
duty  of  one  and  a  half  cents  per  pound,  averaged  fourteen 
cents  per  pound.  The  same  article,  during  ten  years,  from 
1820  to  1830,  with  a  duty  of  three  cents,  has  averaged 
only  eight  cents  per  pouDcl.  Nails,  with  a  duty  of  five 
cents  per  pound,  are  selling  at  six  cents.  Window  glaas^ 
ei^ht  by  ten,  prior  to  the  tariff  of  1824»  sold  at  twelve  or 
thirteen  doUars  per  hundred  feet;  it  now  sells  for  three 
dollars  and  seventy-five  cents. 

The  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  sensible  of  the  in- 
contestable fact  of  the  very  great  reduction  in  the  prices 
of  the  necessaries  of  life,  protected  by  the  American  ayt 


now  to  state,  that  the  United  States,  at  this  time,  manu-  tem,  has  felt  the  full  force  of  it,  and  has  presented  various 


fkcture  one  half  the  quantity  of  cotton  which  Great  Bri 
tMn  did  in  1S16}  We  possess  three  great  advantages: 
First.  The  raw  materia).  Second.  Water  power  instead 
of  that  of  steam,  generally  used  in  England.  And  third. 
The  cheaper  labor  of  females.    In  England,  males  spin 


explanations  of  the  causes  to  which  he  ascribes  it.  The 
first  is  the  diminished  production  of  the  precious  met&ls» 
in  consequence  of  the  di6ti*es5ed  state  of  the  countries  in 
which  they  are  extracted,  and  the  consequent  increase  of 
their  value  relative  to  tluit  of  tlie  commodities  for  which 


with  the  mule,  and  weave;  in  this  country,  women  and  I  they  are  exchanged.     But  if  this  be  the  true  cause  of  the 
girls  spin  with  the  throstle,  and  superintend  the  power  reduction  of  price,  its  operation  ought  to  have  been  gene- 


loom.  And  can  there  be  any  employment  more  appro- 
priated Who  has  not  been  delighted  with  contemplating 
the  clock-work  regukrity  of  a  large  cotton  manufactory! 
I  have  often  visited  them,  at  Cincinnati  and  other  places, 
and  always  with  increased  admiration.  The  women,  sepa- 
rated from  the  other  sex,  work  in  apartments,  large,  airy, 
well  warmed,  and  spacious.  Neatly  dressed,  wiSi  ruddy 
complexions,  and  happy  countenances,  they  watch  the 
work  before  them,  mend  the  broken  threads,  and  re- 
^aee  the  exhausted  balls  or  broaches.  At  stated  hours 
they  are  called  to  their  meals,  and  go  and  return  with  Ught 
and  cheerful  step.  At  night  they  separate,  and  repair  to 
tlieir  respective  houses,  under  the  care  of  a  mother, 
guardian,  or  friend.  '*Six  days  shalt  thou  labor  and  do 
all  that  thcra  hait  to  do,  but  the  seventh  day  is  the  Sabbath 


ral  on  all  objects,  and  of  course  upon  cotton  among  the 
rest.     And,  in  point  of  fact,  the  diminished  price  of  that 
staple  is  not  greater  than  the  diminution  of  the  value  of 
otlier  staples  of  our  agriculture.    Flour,  which  commands 
ed,  some  years  ago,  ten  or  twelve  dolkrs  per  barrel,  is 
now  sold  for  five*    The  fall  of  tobacco  has  been  stiU  more. 
The  Kitefoot  of  Maryland,  which  sold  at  from  »xteen  to 
twenty  dollars  per  hundred,  now  produces  only  four  or 
five.     That  of  Virginia  has  sustained  an  equal  decline. 
Beef,  pork,  every  article,  ahnosty  produced  by  the  farmer* 
has  decreased  in  value.     Ought  not  South  Carolina  then 
to  submit  quietly  to  a  state  of  things  which  is  general,  and 
proceeds  from  an  uncontrollable  cause  ?     Ought  she  to  as  - 
cribe  to  the  "  accursed"  tariff  w^at results  from  the  calami- 
ties of  civil  and  foreign  war,irag^ng  in  mai^  countries? 
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But,  air,  1  do  not  sabacrlbe  to  tlua  doctrine  implicitly.  |  upon  an  article,  it  then  becomea  hwtr  instead  of  higher, 
I  do  not  believe  that  the  diminished  production  of  the  pre-  This  could  not  probably  liappen  where  the  supply  of  the 


doua  metab,  if  that  be  the  fact,  aatiafactorily  accounts  for 
the  fall  in  pricea.  For  I  think  that  the  augmentation  of 
the  cunrency  of  the  world,  by  means  of  banks,  public 
itocks,  and  other  fiicilitiea  arising  out  of  exchange  and  cce> 
djt,  has  more  than  supplied  any  deficiency  in  th.*  amount 
of  the  precioas  metak. 

It  is  further  urged  that  the  restoratron  of  peace  in  £u* 
rope,  aftet  the  battle  of  Waterloo,  and  the  consequent 
return  to  peaceful  pursuits  of  large  masses  of  its  popula- 
tion»  by  g^really  increasing  the  aggregate  amount  of  effect* 
ive  labor,  bad  a  tendency  to  lower  prices^  and  undoubt- 
edly such  ouglit  to  have  been  its  natural  tendency.  The 
aoae  cause,  however,  must  also  httve  operated  to  reduce 
the  price  of  our  agricultoxal  furoduce,  for  which  there  was 
00  longer  the  same  demand  in  peace  as  in  war^— «nd  it  did 
90  operate.  Bat  its  influence  on  the  price  of  the  manufac- 
tured articles,  between  the  general  peace  of  Europe  in 
•1815,  and  the  adoption  of  our  tariflT  in  1824^  was  leas  sen- 
ably  lelt,  because  perhaps  a  much  larger  portion  of  the 
hbor,  liberated  by  the  disbandment  of  armies,  was  ah- 
lofhed  by  manu&cturet  than  by  agriculture.  It  is  also 
contended  that  the  invention  and  improvement  of  labor* 
ttfing  machinery  haive  tended  to  lessen  the  prices  of  manu- 
fiictured  objects  of  consumption;  and  undoubtedly  this 
cause  has  had  some  effect.  Ought  not  America  to  oon- 
tiibate  her  quota  of  this  cause,  and  has  she  not,  by  her 
ikill  and  extraordinary  adaptation  to  the  arts,  in  truth, 
hrgely  contributed  to  it? 

This  brings  me  to  consider  what  I  apprehend  to  have 
been  the  most  efficient  of  all  the  causes  in  the  reduction 
of  the  prices  of  oianulmetured  articles;  and  that  is,  Coxps- 
TiTioF.  By  competition,  the  total  amount  of  the  supply 
is  increased,  and  by  increase  of  the  supply  a  competi- 
tion in  the  sale  ensues,  and  this  enables  the  consumer 
to  buy  at  lower  rates.  Of  all  human  powers  operating 
on  the  affairs  of  mankind,  none  is  greater  than  that  of 
competition.  It  is  action  and  reaction.  It  operates  be- 
tveen  individuids  in  the  same  nation,  and  between  differ- 
ent nations.  It  resembles  th*e  meeting  of  the  mountain 
torrent,  grooving,  by  its  precipitous  motion,  its  own  chan- 
nel, and  ocean's  tide.  Unopposed,  it  sweeps  every  thing 
before  it;  but,  counterpoised,  the  waters  become  calm, 
nfe,  and  regular.  It  is  like  the  segments  of  a  circle  or  an 
arch;  taken  separately,  each  is  nothing;  but,  in  their  com- 
lunsiion,  they  produce  efficiency,  symmetry,  and  perfec- 
tion. By  the  American  system  this  vast  power  has  been 
excited  in  America,  and  brought  into  being  to  act  in  co- 
operation or  coUitton  with  European  industry.  Europe 
acts  within  itself^  and  with  America;  and  America  acts 
vithin  itself,  and  with  Europe.  Th6  consequence  is  the 
reduction  of  prices  in  both  hemispheres.  Nor  is  it  fair  to 
vgue,  from  the  reduction  of  prices  in  Europe,  to  her  ovm 
presumed  skill  and  labor,  exclusively.  We  affect  heflprices, 
sod  she  affects  ours.  This  must  always  be  the  case,  at 
least  in  reference  to  any  articles  as  to  which  there  is  not  a 
total  non-intercourse;  and  if  our  industry,  by  diminishing 
the  demand  for  her  supplies,  should  produce  a  diminution 
in  the  price  of  those  supplies,  it  would  be  veir  unfair  to  as- 
cribe that  redaction  to  her  ingenuity,  instead  of  placing  it 
to  the  credit  of  our  own  skill  and  excited  industry. 

Practical  men  understand  very  well  this  state  of  the 
case,  whether  they  do  or  do  not  comprehend  the  causes 
which  produce  it.  I  have  in  my  possession  a  letter  from 
a  respectable  merclnint,  well  known  to  me,  in  which  he 
says,  after  compliuning  of  the  operation  of  the  tariff  of 
1B28  on  the  articleB  to  w^ich  it  applies,  some  of  which  he 
had  imported,  and  that' his  purchases  haring  been  made 
in  England  before  the  passage  of  that  tariflT  was  known, 
H  produced  such  an  eflect  upon!  the  English  market,  that 
the  articles  could  not  be  re-sold  without  loss;  he  adds: 
for  rtaliy  it  appearr  that,  when  additional  duties  are  hud 


•« 


foreign  article  did  not  exceed  the  home  demand,  unless 
upon  the  supposition  of  the  increased  duty  having  excited 
or  etimtUated  the  measure  of  the  home  production. 

The  great  law  of  price  is  determined  by  supply  and  de- 
mand. Whatever  ufects  either,  affects  the  price.  If  the 
supply  is  increased,  the  demand  remaining  the  ssme,  the 
price  declines;  if  the  demand  is  increased,  tlie  supply  re- 
maimus'  the  same,  the  price  advances;  if  both  supply  and 
demana  are  undiminished,  the  price  is  stationary,  and  the 
price  is  influenced  exactly  in  proportion  to  the  degree 
of  disturbance  to  the  demand  or  supply.  It  is  there- 
fore a  great  error  to  suppose  that  an  existing  or  new  duty 
neotBBarily  becomes  a  component  element,  to  its  exact 
amount,  of  price.  If  the  proportions  of  demand  and  sup- 
ply are  varied  b^  the  duty,  either  in  augmenting  the  sup- 
ply, or  diminishing  the  demand,  or  vice  versa,  price  is 
aflected,  to  the  extent  of  that  variation.  But  the  duty 
never  becomes  an  integral  part  of  the  price,  except  in  the 
instances  where  the  demand  and  the  supply  remain,  af^er 
the  duty  is  imposed,  precisely  what  they  were  before,  or 
the  demand  is  increased,  and  the  supply  remains  stationary. 

Competition,  therefore,  wherever  existing,  whether  at 
home  or  abroad,  is  the  parent  cause  of  cheapness.  If  a 
high  duty  excites  production  at  home,  and  the  quantity 
of  the  domestic  article  exceeds  the  amount  which  had 
been  previously  imported,  the  price  will  fall.  This  ac- 
counts for  an  extraordinary  fact  stated  by  a  Senator  from 
Missouri.  Three  cents  were  laid  as  a  duty  upon  a  pound 
of  lead,  by  the  act  of  1828.  The  price  at  Galena  and 
the  other  lead  mines  afterwards  fell  to  one  and  a  half 
cents  per  pound.  Now  it  is  obvious  that  the  duty  did 
not,  in  this  case,  enter  into  the  price:  for  it  was  twice  the 
amount  of  the  price.  What  produced  the  fall?  It  wass/i- 
mi/^aUd  production  at  home,  exerted  by  the  temptation 
of  the  exchisive  possession  of  the  home  market.  This 
state  of  things  could  not  last.  Men  would  not  continue 
an  unprofitable  pursuit;  some  abandoned  the  business,  or 
the  total  quantity  produced  was  diminished,  and  living 
prices  have  been  the  consequence.  But,  break  down  the 
domestic  supply;  place  us  again  in  a  state  of  dependence 
on  the  foreign  source;  and  can  it  be  doubted  that  we 
should,  ultimately,  have  to  supply  ourselves  at  dearer 
rates.^  It  is  not  ntir  to  credit  tlie  foreigfn  market  wiUi  the 
depression  of  prices,  produced  there  by  the  influence  of 
our  competition.  Let  the  competition  be  withdrawn,  and 
their  prices  would  instantly  rise.  On  this  subject,  great 
mistakes  are  committed.  I  have  seen  some  most  errone- 
ous reasoning,  in  a  late  report  of  Mr.  I.ee,  of  the  Free 
Tfftde  Conventk>n,  in  regard  to  the  article  of  sugar.  He, 
calculates  the  total  amount  of  brown  sugar  produced  in' 
the  world,  and  then  states  that  what  is  made  in  Lou- 
isiana is  .not  more  than  two  and  a  half  per  cent,  of  that 
total.  Although  his  data  may  be  questioned,  let  us  as- 
sume their  truth,  and  what  might  be  the  result.^  Price 
beVng  determined  by  the  proportions  of  supply  and  de- 
mand, it  is  erident  that,  when  the  supply  exceeds  the  de- 
mand, the  price  will  fall.  And  the  fall  is  not  always  re- 
gulated by  the  amount  of  that  excess.  If  the  market,  at 
a  given  price,  required  five  or  fifty  millions  of  hogsheads 
of  sugar,  a  surplus  of  only  a  few  hundred  might  materially 
influence  the  price,  and  diffuse  itself  throughout  the  whole 
mass.  Add,  therefore,  the  eighty  or  one  hundred  thou- 
sand hogsheads  of  Louisiana  sugar  to  the  entire  mass  pro- 
duced in  other  parts  of  the  world,  and  it  cannot  be  doubt- 
ed that  a  material  reduction  of  the  price  of  the  article, 
throu^out  Europe  and  America,  would  take  place.  The 
Louisiana  sugar  substituting  foreign  suear,  in  the  home 
market,  to  the  amount  of  its  annual  produce,  would  force 
an  equal  amount  of  foreign  sugar  into  other  markets, 
which  being  glutted,  the  price  would  necessarily  decline, 
and  this  decline  of  price  would  press  portions  of  the  fo- 
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reig^  sugar  into  competition,  in  the  United  States,  with 
Louisiana  sugar,  the  price  of  which  would  also  be  brought 
down.  The  fact  has  been  in  exact  conformity  with  this 
theory.  But  now  let  us  suppose  the  Louisiana  sugar  to 
be  entirely  withdrawn  from  the  general  consumption, 
what  then  would  happen?  A  new  demand  would  be  cre- 
ated in  America  for  foreign  sugar,  to  the  extent  of  the 
eighty  or  one  hundred  thousand  hogsheads  made  in  Lou- 
isiana; a  less  amount,  by  that  quantity,  would  be  sent  to 
the  European  markets;  and  the  price  would,  consequently, 
every  where  rise.  It  is  not,  therefore,  those  who,  by  keep- 
ing on  duties,  keep  down  prices,  that  tax  the  people;  but 
those  who,  by  repealing  duties,  would  raise  prices,  that 
really  im|)ose  burdens  upon  the  people. 

But  it  is  argued  that  if,  by  the  skill,  experience,  and 
perfection  which  we  hare  acquired  in  certain  branches 
of  manufacture,  they  can  be  made  as  cheap  as  similar  arti- 
cles abroad,  and  enter  fairly  into  competition  with  them, 
why  not  repeal  the  duties  as  to  those  articles?  And  why 
should  we  ?  Assuming  (he  truth  of  the  supposition,  the 
foreign  article  would  not  be  introduced  in  a  reguiar  course 
of  trade,  but  would  remain  excluded  by  the  possession  of 
the  home  market  which  the  domestic  article  had  ob- 
tained. The  repeal,  tlierefore,  would  have  no  legitimate 
effect.  But,  might  not  the  foreign  article  be  imported  in 
vast  quantities,  to  glut  our  markets,  break  down  our  es- 
tablishments, and,  ultimately,  to  ei^ble  the  foreigner  to 
monopolize  the  supply  of  our  consumption?  America  is 
the  greatest  foreie'n  market  for  European  manufactures. 
.It  is  that  to  which  European  attention  is  constantly  di- 
rected. If  a  great  house  becomes  bankrupt  there,  its 
storehouses  are  emptied,  and  the  goods  are  shipped  to 
America,  where,  in  consequence  of  our  auctions,  and  our 
custom-house  credits,  the  ^^reatest  facilities  are  afforded 
in  the  sale  of  them.  Combinations  among  manufacturers 
might  take  place,  or  even  the  operations  of  foreign  Go- 
vernments might  be  directed  to  the  destruction  of«pur  es- 
tablishments. A  repeal,  therefore,  of  one  protecting 
duty,  from  some  one  or  aU  of  these  causes,  would  be  fot 
lowed  by  flooding  the  country  with  the  foreign  fabric, 
surcharging  the  market,  reducing  the  price,  and  a  com- 
plete prostration  of  our  manufactories;  after  which,  the 
foreigner  would  leisurely  look  about  to  indemnify  himself 
in  the  increased  prices  which  he  would  be  enabled  to 
command  by  his  monopoly  of  the  supply  of  our  consump- 
tion. What  American  citizen,  after  the  Government  had 
displayed  this  vacillating  policy,  would  be  again  tempted 
to  place  the  smallest  confidence  in  the  pubuc  faith,  and 
adventure,  once  more,  in  this  branch  of  industry? 

Gentlemen  have  allowed  to  the  manufacturing  portions 
of  the  community  no  peflce;  they  have  been  constantly 
threatened  with  the  overthrow  of  tlie  American  system. 
From  the  year  1820,  if  not  from  1816,  down  to  this  time, 
they  have  been  held  in  a  condition  of  constant  alarm  and 
insecurity.  Nothing  is  more  prejudicial  to  the  great  in- 
terests ofa  nation  than  unsettled  and  varying  policy.  Al- 
though every  appeal  to  the  National  Legislature  has  been 
responded  to,  in  conformity  with  the  wishes  and  senti- 
ments of  the  great  majority  of  the  people,  measures  of 
|>rotection  have  only  been  carried  by  such  small  majori- 
ties, as  to  excite  hopes  on  the  one  hand,  and  fears  on  the 
other.  Let  the  country  breathe;  let  its  vast  resources  be 
developed;  let  its  energies  be  fully  put  forth;  let  it  have 
tranquillity;  and,  my  word  for  it,  the  degree  of  perfec- 
tion in  the  arts  wtiich  it  will  exhibit  will  be  greater  than 
that  which  has  been  presented,  astonishing  as  our  pro- 
gress has  been.  Although  some  branches  of  our  manu- 
factures might,  and,  in  foreign  marke^ts,  now  do,  fearlessly 
contend  with  similar  foreign  fabrics,  there  are  many 
others,  yet  in  their  infancy,  struggling  with  the  difficul- 
ties which  encompass  them.  We  should  look  at  the 
whok  system,  and  recollect  tliat  time,  when  we  contem- 
plate the  great  movements  of  a  nation,  is  yery  different 


from  the  short  period  which  is  allotted  for  the  duration  of 
individual  life.  The  honorable  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  well  and  eloquently  said,  in  1824^  «  No  great 

*  interest  of  any  coimtiy  ever  vet  grew  up  in  a  day;  no 
'  new  branch  of  industry  can  become  firmly  and  profita- 

*  bly  established,  but  in  a  long  course  of  years;  every  thing*, 

*  indeed,  great  or  good,  is  matured  by  slow  degrees;  that 

*  which  attains  a  speedy  maturity  is  of  small  vJue,  and  i» 
«  destined  to  a  brief  existence.  It  is  the  order  of  Provi- 
'  didence  that  powers  gradualij^  developed  shall  alone  at- 
<  tain  permanency  and  perfection.     Thus  must  it  be  with 

*  our  national  institutions,  and  national  character  itself." 

I  feel,  most  sensibly,  Mr.  President,  bow  much  I  have 
trespassed  upon  the  Senate.  My  apol<^  is,  a  deep  and 
deliberate  conviction  that  the  great  cause  under  debate 
involves  the  prosperity  and  the  destiny  of  the  Union. 
But  the  best  requital  I  can  make  for  the  friendly  indulg*- 
ence  which  has  been  extended  to  me  by  the  Senate,  and 
for  which  I  shall  ever  retain  sentiments  of  lasting  grati- 
tude, is,  to  proceed,  with  as  little  delay  as  practicable,  to 
the  conclusion  of  a  discourse  which  has  not  been  more  te- 
dious to  the  Senate  tlian  exhausting  to  me.  I  have  now 
to  consider  the  remaining  of  the  two  propositions  which 
I  have  already  announced.     That  is^ 

2dly.  That,  under  the  operation  of  the  American  sys- 
tem, the  products  of  our  agriculture  command  a  higher 
price  than  they  would  do  without  it,  by  the  creation  of  a 
home  market;  and,  by  the  augmentation  of  wealth  pro* 
^uced  by  manufacturing  indostir,  which  enlarges  our 
powers  of  consumption,  both  of  domestic  and  fbreigi& 
articles.  The  importance  of  the  home  market  is  amonr 
the  established  maxims  which  are  universally  recognised 
by  all  writers  and  sJl  men.  However  some  may  ditf*er  mb 
to  the  relative  advantages  of  the  foreign  and  the  home 
market,  none  deny  to  the  latter  great  vidue  and  his  h  oon* 
sideration.  It  is  nearer  to  u«a  beyond  the  control  of  fb- 
vei^  legislation,  uid  undisturbed  by  those  vicissitudes  to 
which  all  international  intercourse  is  more  or  less  expos- 
ed. The  most  stupid  are  sensible  of  the  benefit  of  a  resi- 
dence in  the  vicinity  of  a  luve  manufiictory*  or  a  market 
town,  of  a  ipod  road<^r  of  a  navigable  stream,  which 
connects  their  farms  with  some  g^eat  capital.  If  the  pur- 
suits of  all  men  were  perfectly  the  same,  although  they 
would  be  in  possession  of  the  greatest  abundance  of  the 
particular  produoe  of  their  industry,  they  might,  at  the 
same  time,  be  in  extreme  want  of  other  necessary  articles 
of  human  subsistence.  The  uniformity  of  the  general  oc- 
cupation would  preclude  all  exchanp;es~all  commerce. 
It  IS  only  in  tlie  diversity  of  the  vocations  of  the  members 
of  a  community  that  the  means  can  be  found  for  those 
salutary  exchanges  which  conduce  to  the  general  pro»- 
perity;  and  the  ^eater  that  diversity,  the  more  extensive 
and  the  more  animating  is  the  circle  of  exchange.  Even 
if  foreign  markets  wcae  freely  and  widely  open  to  the  re- 
ceptio^of  our  agricultural  produce,  from  its  bulky  nature, 
and  the  distance  of  the  interior,  and  the  dangers  of  the 
ocean,  large  portions  of  it  could  never  profitably  reach 
the  fcNTcign  market.  But  let  us  quit  this  field  of  theory, 
clear  as  it  is,  and  look  at  the  practical  operation  of  the 
system  of  protection,  beginning  with  the  most  valuable 
staple  of  our  agriculture. 

In  considering  this  staple,  the  first  cirsumstance  that 
excites  our  surprise  is  the  rapidity  with  which  the  amount 
of  it  has  annually  increased.  Does  not  this  fact,  however, 
demonstrate  that  the  cultivation  of  it  could  not  have  been 
so  veiy  unprofitable?  If  the  business  were  ruinous,  would 
more  and  m<xvt  have  annually  toeaged  in  it?  The  quan- 
tity in  1816  was  eighty-one  millions  of  pounds;  in  1826, 
two  hundred  and  four  millions;  and,  in  1830,  near  three 
hundred  millions!  The  g(iH>und  of  greatest  surprise  is, 
that  it  has  been  able  to  sustain  even  its  present  price  with 
such  an  enormous  augmentation  of  quantity.  It  could 
not  have  done  it  but  for  the  combined  operation  of  three 
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caiues,  bjT  wiuch  the  consumption  of  cotton  fabrics  has 
been  greatly  extended,  in  consequence  of  their  reduced 
prices:  1st,  competition  $  3d,  the  improTement  of  labor- 
ttving  machinery  {  and  3dly,  the  low  price  of  the  raw  ma- 
terial. The  crop  of  1819,  amounting  to  ei^hty-eight  mil- 
lions of  pounds,  produced  twenty-one  millions  o( dollars; 
the  crop  of  1823,  when  the  amount  was  swelled  to  one 
hundred  and  seventy-four  n^ons,  (almost  double  that  of 
1819,)  produced  a  leas  sum,  by  more  than  half  a  million  of 
dollars;  and  the  crop  of  1824,  amounting  to  thirty  millions 
of  pounds  less  than  that  of  the  precediiiug^  year,  produced 
a  million  and  a  half  of  dollars  more. 

If  there  be  any  foundation  for  the  established  law  of 
price,  supply,  and  demand,  ought  not  the  Iket  of  this 
{rest  increase  of  the  supply  to  account,  satisfactorily,  for. 
the  alleged  low  price  of  cotton?  Is  it  necessary  to  look 
be/Mid  that  tingk  fact  to  the  tariff— to  the  diminished 
produce  of  the  mines  furnishing  the  precious  metals,  or 
to  any  other  cause,  for  the  solution?  This  subject  is  well 
oodentood  in  the  Sooth  {  and,  although  I  cannot  approve 
the  practice  which  has  been  introduced,  of  quoting  autho- 
rity, andstill  less  the  authority  of  newspapers,  for  favorite 
theories^  I  must  ask  permission  of  the  Senate  to  read  an 
article  from  a  Southern  newspaper.  [Here  Mr.  HAYNE 
requested  Mr.  ClatT  to  give  the  name  of  the  authority, 
that  it  ought  appear  whether  it  was  not  some  other 
than  a  Southern  paper  expressing  Soutlum  sentiments. 
Mr.  CLAT  sUted  that  it  was  from  the  Charleston  City 
Gazette,  one,  he  believed,  of  the  oldest  and  most  respect- 
able  prints  in  that  city,  although  he  was  not  sure  what 
might  be  its  sentiments  on  the  question  which  at  present 
divides  the  people  of  South  Carolina.]  The  article  com- 
prises a  full  exphmation  of  the  low  price  of  cotton,  and 
asaigns  to  it  its  true  cause— increased  production^ . 
Mr.  C.  read  the  article  as  follows; 

From  the  CharleBton  City  Gazette^  copied  into  the  New  Or- 
leant  Emporium^  January  4. 

<*  IsL  The  greatest  fluctuation  in  the  price  of  cotton  was 
<  hefare  the  tariff  of  1824. 

"2d.  Cotton,  like  every  other  article  of  merchandise,  has 
'its fixed  price,  not  in  America,  but  in  the  market  of  the 
*workl,  and  depends  upon  the  proportion  between  de- 
'  mand  and  supply,  just  as  com,  which,  when  it  is  scarce, 
'aeUs  high,  ana  when  plenty  sells  low. 

"To  illustrate  how  perfectly  the  price  depends  on  the 
'demand,  it  is  stated  that  the  crop  of  1819,  amounting  to 
*eig;hty-eight  millions  of  pounds,  sold  for  twenty-one  niil- 

*  lions  of  dolhurs;  while  the  crop  of  1823,  amounting  to 

*  one  hundred  and  seventy  millions  of  pounds,  was  sold  for 

*  only  twen^  millions  of  dollars !  And  this  before  the  light 


<<  To  seek  refief  from  this  depressed  price  of  cotton, 
<by  repealing  the  tariff  law,   is  a  most  inconsiderate 


'  tariff  of  1824.  The  cause  of  this  difference  in  the  price 
'  of  cotton  is  found  in  the  state  of  the  markets,  which 
'  were  hungry  in  1819,  and  had  not  a  great  supply,  but 

*  were  overfed  in  1823,  and  could  hardly  digest  the  crop  of 

*  that  year. 

**  The  price  of  cotton  fluctuated  before  the  present 

*  tariff:  and,  if  the  same  causes  of  fluctuation  exist,  they 
'  viU  produce  the  same  effects,  i^ependent  of  the  tariff. 
Mtts  true  cotton  has  come  to  be  sold  at  ten  cents  per 
'  pound,  that  used  to  bring  twenty  cents.  In  this  reduc^ 
<tion  of  his  profits,  the  cotton  planter  only  shares  the 

*  same  with  the  wheat  grower.  Flour  is  sold  at  five  dollars 

*  per  barrel,  which  formerly  brought  eight  and  ten  dol- 
<Iars;  and  the  products  of  the  earth  generally  are  low, 

*  because  tliey  are  very  abundant. 

'*  With  respect  to  cotton,  this  is  to  be  said  further.  No 
'  mode  of  investing  money  in  agricultural  pursuits,  this 

*  ade  of  the  sugar  plantations,  huu  afforded  so  great  an 
'  income  as  the  culture  of  cotton.  So  that  has  happened 
'  to  the  cotton  planter,  which  happens  to  all,  viz.  a  diminu- 
'tion  of  his  income,  from  the  multitudes  of  those  who 
'  adopted  bis  lucrative  business. 


« step:  for  the  tariff  not  only  creates  a  new  market  for  raw 

*  cotton,  but  it  also  converts  s^me  of  the  finest  country 

*  for  growing  cotton  into  sugar  plantations.     The  tariff, 

*  by  protecting  domestic  sugars,  enables  the  Louisianian 

<  to  raise  sugar.  Remove  the  tariff  from  sugars,  and  the 
'  Louisianian  cannot  compete  with  the  West  Indian.  Cot- 
'  ton  he  can  raise  to  better  advantage  than  the  Carolinian. 

<  So  the  relief  of  the  cotton  planter,  sought  by  the  repeal 
«  of  the  protecting  tariff,  would  multiply  cotton  growers, 

*  and  cut  off  the  Northeastern  market  atone  and  the  same 

*  blow.  What  a  stroke  of  nullifying  policy  Ihat  would  be! 
**  The  price  of  any  thing  in  market  is  governed  by  the 

**stock  in  market;  if  that  is  great,  the  price  is  low;  if  small, 

*  the  price  is  high.  Whatever  has  a  tendency  to  consume 
'the  stock,  increases  the  price;  and  whatever  has  a  ten- 
'dency  to  increase  the  stock,  diminishes  the  price  of  that 

*  article  in  the  market. 
*<  The  terrible  manufactures  at  the  North  do  not  add  to 

<  the  stock  of  cotton;  they  diminish  the  stock,  and  raise 

*  the  price  in  the  market  of  the  world.  They  consume  vast 
'quantities  of  cotton,  and  clear  the  market  of  what  might 

*  otherwise  become  a  drug.  A  repeal  of  the  tariff  law 
•would  wind  up  the  Northern  factories.  When  these 
'  cease*  to  be  consumers,  the  price  of  cotton  must  fall 

*  lower  than  it  now  is." 
Let  us  suppose  that  the  home  demand  for  cotton,  which 

has  been  created  by  the  American  system,  were  to  cease, 
and  that  the  200,000*  bales,  that  the  home  market  now 
absorbs,  were  thrown  into  the  e-Iutted  markets  of  foreign 
countries,  would  not  the  effect  mevitably  be  to  produce  a 
further  and  great  reduction  in  the  price  of  the  article  ? 
If  there  be  any  truth  in  the  facts  and  principles  which  I 
have  before  stated,  and  endeavored  to  illustrate,  it  cannot 
be  doubted  that  the  existence  of  American  manufactures 
has  tended  to  increase  the  demand,  and  extend  the  con- 
sumption of  the  raw  material;  and  that,  but  for  this  in- 
creased demand,   the  price  of  the  article  would  have 
fallen,  possibly  one-half,  lower  than  it  now  is.     The  error 
of  the  opposite  argument  is,   in  assuming  one  thing, 
which,  being  denied,  the  whole  fails;  that  is,  it  'assumes 
that  the  whole  labor  of  the  United  States  would  be  pro- 
fitably employed,  without  manufactures.     Now,  the  truth 
is,  that  the  system  exeiiea  and  ereatee  labor,  and  this  labor 
creates  wealth,  and  this  new  wealth  communicates  addi- 
tional ability  to  consume,  which  acts  on  all  the  objects  con- 
tributing to  human  comfort  and  enjoyment.     The  amount 
of  cotton  imported  into  the  two  ports  of  Boston  and  Provi- 
dence alone,  (during  the  last  year,  and  it  was  imported 
exclusively  for  the  home  manufacture,)  was  109, 517  bales. 
On  passing  from  that  article  to  others  of  our  agricul- 
tural productions,  we  shall  find  not  less  gratifying  facts. 
The  total  quantity  of  flour  imported  into  Boston  during 
the  same  year  wsys  284,504  barrels,  and  3,955  half  barrels; 
of  which,  there  were  from  Virginia,  Georgetown,  and 
Alexandria,   114,222  barrels;  of  Indian  corn,  581,131 
bushels;  of  oats,  239,809  bushels;  of  rye,  about  50,000 
bushels;  and  of  shorts,  33,489  bushels.     Into  the  port  of 
Providence,  71,369  barrels  of  flour,  216,662  bushels  of 
Indian  corn,  and  7,772  bushels  of  rye.      And  there  were 
discharged  at  the  port  of  Philadelphia  420,353  bushels  of 
Indian  corn,  201,878  bushels  of  wheat,  and  110,557  bush- 
els of  rye  and  barley.    There  were  slaughtered  in  Boston 


•Mr.  CLAY  lUtedthai  he  aatvmed  ihe  quantiiy  which  was  g^nerallj 
compuu-d,  but  he  believrd  il  much  grvater,  and  aubatrqaeiit  infbrma- 
liun  juftifie*  hit  belief.  It  appears,  from  the  report  of  the  Cotton 
Committer,  appointed  by  the  New  York  Convention,  that  partial  re- 
lunuahow  a  voiitumptfon  of  upward*  uf  S50,000  bale«;  that  theeotton 
manufacture  tmplovs  near  40,000  ffmair*,  and  about  5,000  chtl- 
dren;  that  the  total  deftendentt  on  it  are  131,480;  that  the  wntiual 
«a|ret  paid  are  12,1«J,7S3;  the  annual  valucof  its  product*.  32,036,7^ 
dullarv;  the  capital,  44,014,084  dollan;  the  number  of  mfiW  795;  of 
spindlea,  1,240,503;  and  of  cloth  made,  200,401,990  yard*.  Thit  *tatc- 
neni doet  not  compn-henil  the  Weittern  munuMetuns. 
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during  the  same  year,  1831,  (the  only  Northern  city  from 
which  I  have  obtained  returns,)  33,922  beef  cattle,  15,400 
stores,  84,453  sheep,  and  26,871  swine.  It  is  confidently 
believed  that  there  is  not  a  less  quantity  of  Southern  flour 
consumed  at  the  North  than  800,000  barrels — a  greater 
amount,  probably,  than  is  shipped  to  all  the  foreign  mar- 
kets in  the  world  together. 

What  would  be  the  condition  of  the  farming  country  of 
the  United  States — of  all  that  portion  wliich  lies  noi'th, 
east,  and  west  of  James  river,  including  a  laj*ge  part  ot 
North  Carolina,  if  a  home  market  did  not  exist  for  this 
immense  amount  of  agricultural  produce  f  Without  tliat 
market,  where  could  it  be  sold?  In  foreign  markets?  If 
their, restrictive  laws  did  not  exist,  their  copoct/y  would 
not  enable  them  to  purchase  and  consume  this  vast  addition 
to  their  present  supplies,  which  must  be  thrown  in,  or 
thrown  away,  but  lor  the  home  market.  But  their  laws 
exclude  us  from  their  markets.  I  slmll  content  ro}  self 
by  calling  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  Great  Britain  only. 
The  duties,  in  the  ports  of  the  United  Kingdom,  on  bread 
stufls,  are  prohibitory,  excent  in  times  of  dearth.  On 
rice,  tlie  duty  is  fifteen  shillings  sterling  per  hundred 
weigiit,  being  more  than  one  hundred  per  cent.  On  manu- 
factured tobacco,  it  is  nine  shillings  sterling  per  pound,  or 
about  two  thousand  per  cent.  On  leaf  tobacco,  three 
shillings  per  pound,  or  one  thousand  two  hundred  per  cent. 
On  lumber  and  some  other  articles,  tliey  are  from  four 
hundred  to  one  thousand  five  hundred  per  cent,  more  than 
on  similar  articles  imported  from  British  colonies.  In  the 
British  West  Indies,  the  duty  on  beef,  pork,  hams,  and 
bacon,  is  twelve  shillings  sterling  per  hundred,  more  than 
one  hundred  per  cent,  on  the  first  cost  of  beef  and  pork 
in  the  Western  States.  And  yet  GreatBritain  is  the  Power 
in  whose  belialf  we  are  called  upon  to  legislate,  so  that  wi 
may  enable  her  to  purchase  our  cotton!  Great  Britain, 
that  thinks  only  of  herself  in  her  own  legislation!  Whon 
have  we  experienced  justice,  much  less  favor,  at  her 
bauds?  When  did  she  shape  her  legislation  m  reference 
to  the  interests  of  any  foreign  Power  ^  She  is  a  g^at, 
opulent,  and  powerful  nation  $  but  hsugbty,  arrogant,  and 
supercilious.  Not  more  separated  from  the  rest  of  the 
worjd  by  the  sea  that  girts  her  island,  than  she  is  separated 
in  feeUng,  sympathy,  or  friendly  consideration  of  their 
welfare.  Gentlemen,  in  supposing  it  impracticable  that 
we  should  successfully  compete  with  her  in  manufactures, 
do  injustice  to  the  skill  and  enterprise  of  their  own  coun- 
try. Gallant  as  Great  Britain  undoubtedly  is,  we  have 
gloriously  contended  with  her,  man  to  man,  gun  to  gun, 
ship  to  ship,  fleet  to  fleet,  and  army  to  army.  And  I  have 
no  doubt  we  are  destined  to  achieve  equal  success  in  the 
more  useful,  if  not  nobler  contest,  for  superiority  in  the 
arts  of  civil  life. 

I  could  extend  and  dwell  on  the  long  list  of  articles— 
the  hemp,  iron,  lead,  coal,  and  otlier  items,  for  which  a 
demand  is  created  in  the  home  market,  by  the  operation 
of  the  American  system^  but  I  should  exhaust  the  patience 
of  the  Senate.  WkarCt  wherCj  should  we  find  a  market 
for  all  these  articles,  if  it  did  not  exist  at  home?  What 
would  be  the  condition  of  the  largest  portion  of  our  peo- 
ple and  of  the  territory,  if  this  home  market  were  anni- 
nilatcd?  How  could  they  be  supplied  with  objects  of 
prime  necessity?  What  would  not  be  the  certain  and  in- 
evitable decline  in  the  price  of  all  these  articles,  but  for 
the  home  market?  And  allow  me,  Mr.  President,  to  say, 
that,  of  all  the  agricultural  parts  of  the  United  States 
which  are  benefited  by  the  operation  of  this  system,  none 
arc  equally  so  with  those  which  border  the  Chesapeake 
bay,  tlie  lower  parts  of  North  Carolina,  Virginia,  and  the 
two  shores  of  Maryland.  Their  facilities  of  transportation 
and  proximity  to  the  North  give  them  decided  advantages. 

But  if  all  this  reasoning  were  totally  f^dlacious — if  the 
price  of  manufactured  articles  were  really  higher  under 
the  American  systtm,  than  without  it,  I  should  still  argue 


tliat  high  or  low  prices  were  themselves  reUtive^^relative 
to  the  ability  to  pay  them.     It  is  in  vain  to  tempt,  to 
tantalize  us  with  the  lower  prices  of  European  fabrics 
than  our  own,  if  we  have  nothing  wherewith  to  purchase 
them.     If,  by  the  home  exchanges,  we  can  be  supplied 
with  ne^ssary,  even  if  they  are  dearer  and  wone,  articlea 
of  American  production  than  the  foreign,  it  is  better  than 
not  to  be  supplied  at  all.     And  how  would  the  large  por- 
tion of  our  country  which  I  have  deaeribed,  be  supptied, 
but  for  the  home  exchanges?    A  poor  people,  destitute 
of  wealth  or  of  exchangeable  commodities,  liaa  notliing 
to  purchase  foreign  fabrics.     To  them  they  are  equally 
beyond  their  reach,  whether  their  cost  be  a  dollar  or  a 
g^nea.  It  is  in  this  view  of  the  matter  that  Great  Britain, 
by  her  vast  wealth — ^her  exerted  and  protected  industry — is 
enabled  to  bear  a  burden  of  taxation  which,  when  com* 
pared  to  that  of  other  nations,  appears  enormous;  but 
which,  when  her  immense  riehes  are  compared  to  theirs, 
is  light  and  trivial.     The  g^entleman  from  South  Carolina 
has  drawn  a  lively  and  flattering  picture  of  our  coasts, 
bajrs,  rivers,  and  harbors;  and  he  argues  that  these  pro- 
churned  the  design  of  Providence  that  we  shoidd  be  a 
commercial  people.     I  agree  with  him.     We  differ  only 
as  to  the  means.     He  would  cherish  the  foreign,  and  neg- 
lect  the  internal  trade.     I  would  foster  both.     What  is 
navigation  without  ships,  or  ships  without  cargoes?     By 
penetrating  the  bosoms  of  our  mountains,  and  extracting 
from  them  their  precious  treasures;  by  cultivating  the 
earth,  and  eecuring  a  home  market  for  its  rich  and  abun- 
dant products;  by  employing  the  water  power  with  which 
we  are  blessed;  by  stimulating  and  protecting  our  native 
industry,  in  all  its  forms;  we  shall  but  nourish  and  promote 
the  prosperity  of  commerce,  foreign  and  domestic. 

I  have  hitherto  considered  the  question  in  reference 
only  to  a  state  of  peace;  but  a  season  of  war  ought  not  to 
be  entirely  overlooked.  We  have  enjoyed  near  twenty 
years  of  peace;  but  who  can  tell  when  the  storm  of  war 
shall  again  break  forth?  Have  we  forgotten,  so  soon,  the 
pri\'ation8  to  which  not  merely  our  brave  soldiers  and 
our 'gallant  tars  were  subjected,  but  the  whole  community, 
during  the  last  war,  for  the  want  of  absolute  necessaries? 
To  what  an  enormous  price  they  rose?  And  how  inade- 
quate the  supply  was,  at  any  price?  The  statesman,  who 
justly  elevates  his  views,  will  look  behind  as  well  as 
forward,  and  at  the  existing  state  of  things;  and  he  wiU 
graduate  the  policy  which  he  recommends,  to  all  the  pro- 
bable exigencies  which  may  arise  in  the  republic.  Taking 
this  comprehensive  range,  it  would  be  eas^  to  show  that 
the  higher  prices  of  peace,  if  prices  were  higher  in  peace, 
were  more  than  compensated  by  the  lower  prices  of  war, 
during  which  supplies  of  all  essential  articles  are  indis- 
pensable to  its  vigorous,  effectual,  and  glorious  prosecu- 
tion. I  conclude  Uiis  part  of  the  argument  with  the  hope 
that  my  bumble  exertions  have  not  been  altogether  unsuc- 
cessful in  showing-— 

1.  That  the  policy  which  we  have  been  considering 
ought  to  continue  to  be  regarded  as  the  genuine  American 
system. 

2.  That  the  free  trad^  system,  which  is  proposed  as  its 
substitute,  ought  really  to  be  considered  as  the  British 
colonial  system. 

3.  That  the  American  system  is  beneficial  to  all  parts 
of  the  Union,  and  absolutely  necessary  to  much  the  larger 
portion. 

4.  That  the  price  of  the  great  staple  of  cotton,  and  of 
all  our  chief  productions  of  agriculture,  has  been  sustain- 
ed and  upheld,  and  a  decline  averted  by  tlie  protective 
system. 

5.  That,  if  the  foreign  demand  for  cotton  has  been  at 
all  diminished  by  the  operation  of  that  system,  the  dimi- 
nution has  been  more  than  compensated  in  the  additional 
demand  created  at  home. 

6.  That  the  constant  tendency  of  the  system,  by  creat- 
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^  competition  araonir  ourselvea,  and  between  American 
and  European  industr}%  reciprocally  acting  upon  each 
other*  is  to  reduce  prices  of  manufactured  objects. 

7.  That,  in  point  of  fact,  objects  within  the  scope  of 
the  policy  of  protection  have  greatly  fallen  in  price. 

B.  That  if,  in  a  season  of  peace,,  tlicse  benefits  are  ex- 
perienced in  a  season  of  war,  when  the  foreign  supply 
might  be  cut  off,  they  would  be  much  more  extensively  felt. 

9.  And,  finally,  that  the  substitution  of  the  British  colo- 
nial system  for  the  American  system,  without  benefiting 
aiiy  section  of  the  Union,  by  subjecting  us  to  a  foreign 
legislation,  regulated  by  foreign  mterests,  would  lead  to 
the  prostration  of  our  manufactures,  general  impoverish' 
■eat,  and  ultimate  niin. 

And  now,  Mr.  President,  I  have  to  make  a  few  observa- 
tkms  on  a  delicate  subject,  which  I  approach  with  all  the 
respect  that  is  due  to  its  serious  and  grave  nature.  They 
have  not,  indeed,  bean  rendered  necessaiy  by  the  speeca 
of  the  ^ntleman  from  South  Carolina,  whose  forbearance 
to  notice  the  topic  was  commendable,  as  his  argument 
tbroughcHit  was  characterized  by  an  ability  and  dignity 
worthy  of  him  and  of  the  Senate.  Tlie  gentleman  made 
one  declaration,  which  might  possibly  be  misinterpreted* 
and  I  submit  to  him  whether  an  explanation  of  it  be  not 
proper.  The  declaration,  as  reported  in  his  printed 
speech,  is,  **  the  instinct  of  self  interest  might  have  tauglit 
*usan  easier  way  of  relieving  ourselves  from  this  oppres- 
*  sion.  It  wanted  but  the  will  to  have  supplied  ourselves 
'with  every  article  embraced  in  the  protective  system, 
*free  of  duty,  without  any  other  participation  on  our  part 
'than  a  simple  consent  to  receive  them.'*  [Here  Mr. 
H AYNE  rose,  and  reraarked^that  the  passages,  which  im- 
mediately preceded  and  followed  the  paragraph  cited,  he 
thought,  plainly  indicated  his  meaning,  which  related  to 
evasions  of  the  system,  by  illicit  introduction  of  goods, 
whicb  they  were  not  disposed  to  countenance  in  South 
Carolina.]  I  am  happy  to  hear  this  explanation^  But, 
«ir,  it  is  impossible  to  conceal  from  our  view  the  facts  that 
there  is  great  excitement  in  South  Carolina;  that  the  pro- 
tective system  is  openly  and  violently  denounced  in  popu- 
lar meetings;  and  that  the  Legislature  itself  has  declared 
its  purpose  of  resorting  to  counteracting  measures — a 
suspension  of  which  has  only  been  submitted  to,  for  the 
purpose  of  allowing  Congress  time  to  riiraee  its  steps. 
With  respect  to  this  Union,  Mr.  President,  the  truth  can- 
t>ot  be  too  gnenerally  proclaimed,  nor  too  strongly  inculcat- 
ed, that  it  ia  necessary  to  the  tvhok  and  to  all  the  parU-^ 
oecessary  to  those  parts,  indeed,  iA  different  degrees,  but 
ritUly  neceawry  to  taeh;  and  that  threats  to  disturb  or 
dissolve  it,  coming  from  any  of  the  parts,  \ix>uld  be  quite 
as  indiscreet  and  improper,  as  would  be  threats  from  the 
residue  to  exclude  those  parts  from  the  pale  of  its  benefits. 
Hie  gjeat  principle,  which  lies  at  the  foundation  of  all 
fixe  Government,  is,  that  the  majority  must  govern;  from 
which  there  is  or  can  be  no  appeal  but  to  the  sword. 
That  majority  ought  to  nivem  wisely,  equitably,  mode- 
rately, and  constitutionally,  but  govern  U  mwi^  subject 
only  to  that  terrible  appeal.  If  ever  one,  or  several 
States,  being  a  minority,  can^  by  menacing  a  dissolution  of 
the  Union,  succeed  in  forming  an  abandonment  of  great 
mea^ires  deemed  essential  to  the  interests  and  prosperity 
of  the  whole,  the  Union,  from  that  moment,  is  practically 
gone.  It  may  linger  on,  in  form  and  name,  but  its  vital 
spirit  has  fied  forever!  Entertaining  these  deliberate 
opinions,  I  would  entreat  tlie  patriotic  people  of  South 
Carolina — the  land  of  Marion,  Snmpter,  and  Pickens— of 
Rutledge,  Laurens,  the  Pinckneys,  and  Lowndcs-^of  Itv- 
ini^  and  present  names,  which  I  would  mention  if  they 
aerc  not  living  or  present — ^to  pause,  solemnly  pause!  and 
contemplate  the  frightful  precipice  which  lies  directly 
before  them.  To  retreat  may  be  painful  and  mortifying 
to  their  gallantry  and  pride,  but  it  is  to  retreat  to  the  Union, 
to  safety,  and  to  those  bretliren,  with  whom,  or  «Htb| 
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whose  ancestors,  they,  or  their  ancestors,  have  won,  on 
fields  of  glory,  imperisliable  renown.     To  advance,  is  to    ^ 
rush  on  certain  and  inevitable  disgrace  and  destruction. 

We  have  been  told  of  deserted  castles,  of  uninhabited 
halls,  ancl  of  mansions,  once  the  seats  of  opulence  and  hos- 
pitality, now  abandoned  and  mouldering  in  ruins.  I  never 
had  the  honor  of  being  in  South  Carolina;  but  I  have 
heard  and  read  of  the  stories  of  its  chivalry,  and  of  its 
generous  and  openhearted  liberality.  I  have  heard,  too, 
of  the  struggles  for  power  between  the  lower  and  upper 
country.  The  same  causes  which  existed  in  Virginia, 
with  which  I  have  been  acquainted,  I  presume,  have  had 
their  influence  in  Carolina.  *  In  whose  hands  now  are  the 
once  proud  seats  of  Westover,  Curies,  Maycocks^  Shirley,** 
and  (^ers,  on  James  river,  and  in  lower  Virginia^  Under 
the  operation  of  laws  abolishing  the  principle  of  primo- 
gfeniture,  and  providing  the  equitable  rule  of  an  equal  dis- 
tribution of  estates  among  those  in  equal  degree  of  con- 
sang^iinity,  they  have  passed  into  other  and  stranger  hands. 
Some  of  the  descendants  of  illustrious  families  have  gone 
to  the  fiir  West,  whilst  others,  lingering  behind,  have  con- 
trasted their  present  condition  wi&i  that  of  their  venerated 
ancestors.  They  behold  themselves  excluded  from  their 
fatliers'  houses,  now  in  the  hands  of  those  who  were  once 
their  fiithers'  overseers,  or  sinking  into  decay;  thtir  ima- 
ginations paint  ancient  renown,  the  fading  honors  of  their 
name,  glories  gone  by;  too  poor  to  live,  too  proud  to 
work,  too  high-minded  and  honorable  to  retort  to  ignoble 
means  of  acquisition,  brave,  daring,  chivalrous,  what  can 
be  the  cause  of  their  present  unhappy  stated  The  <<  ac- 
cursed tariff  presents  itself  to  their  excited  imaginations, 
and  they  blindly  rush  into  the  ranks  of  those  who,  unfiirl- 
ing  the  banner  of  nullification,  would  place  a  State  upon 
its  sovereignty! 

The  danger  to  our  Union  does  not  lie  on  the  side  of  per- 
sistance  in  the  American  system,  but  on  that  of  its  aban- 
donment. If,  as  I  have  supposed  and  believe,  the  inhabit- 
ants of  all  north  and  east  oi  James  rivef,  and  all  west  of 
the  mountains,  including  Louisiana,  are  deeply  interested 
in  the  preservation  of  that  system,  would  they  be  recon- 
ciled to  its  overthrow }  Can  it  be  expected  that  two-thirds, 
if  not  three-fourths,  of  the  people  of  tlie  United  States 
would  consent  to  the  destruction  of  a  poli^  believed  to 
be  indispensably  necessary  to  their  prosperity?  When, 
too,  this  sacrifice  is  made  at  the  instance  of  a  single  inte- 
rest, which  they  verily  believe  will  not  be  pr6moted  by  it? 
In  estimating  the  degree  of  peril  which  may  be  incident  to 
two  opposite  courses  of  human  policy,  the  statesman  would 
be  short-sighted  who  should  content  hinwelf  with  viewing 
only  the  evils,  real  or  imaginary,  which  belone  to  that 
course  which  is  in  practical  opcra^ion.  He  should  lift  hinif- 
self  up  to  the  contemplation  of  those  greater  and  more 
certain  dangers  which  might  inevitably  attend  the  adop- 
tion of  the  alternative  course.  What  would  be  the  condi- 
tion of  tliis  Union,  if  Pennsylvania  and  Mew  York,  those 
mammoth  members  of  our  confederacy,  were  firmly  per- 
suaded that  their  industry  was  paralyzed,  and  their  pros- 
perity blighted,  by  the  enforcement  of  the  British  colonial 
system,  under  the  delusive  name  of  free  trade?  They  are 
now  tranquil,  and  happy,  and  contented,  conscious  of  their 
welfare,  and  feeling  a  salutary  and  rapid  circulation  of  the 
products  of  home  manufactures  and  home  industry  through- 
out ail  their  g^at  arteries.  But  let  that  be  checked,  let 
them  feel  that  a  foreign  system  is  to  predominste,  and 
the  sources  'of  their  subsistence  and  comfort  dried  up; 
let  New  England  and  the  W^est,  and  the  Middle  States,  all 
feel  that  they  too  are  the  victims  of  a  mistaken  policy,  and 
let  these  vast  portions  of  our  country  despair  or  any  &vor- 
able  change,  and  then,  indeed,  might  we  tremble  for  the 
continuance  and  safety  of  this  Union! 

*  A*  to  Shirley,  Mr.  Clay  acknowledge*  liia  mUuke,  nuule  in  Ike 
warmth  of  debate.  It  u  ytrt  ihe  abode  of  the  mpeetablc  and  ko«pj- 
tabic  dvtcendaiitt  oT  it>  former  opulent  propriefor. 
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And  need  I  remind  you,  sir,  that  this  dereliction  of  the 
duty  of  protecting  our  domestic  industry,  and  abandon- 
ment of  It  to  the  rate  of  foreign  legislation,  would  be  di- 
rectly at  war  witli  leading  considerations  which  prompted 
the  adoption  of  tbe  present  constitution?  The  States,  re- 
spectively, surrendered  to  the  General  Government  the 
whole  power  of  layinr  imposts  on  ibreign  goods.  They 
stripped  themselves  of  all  power  tp  protect  their  own  ma* 
nufacturesy  by  the  most  efficacious  means  of  encourage- 
ment— ^the  imposition  of  duties  on  rival  foreign  fabrics. 
Did  they  create  that  great  trust?  Did  they  voluntarily  sub- 
ject themselves  to  this  self-restriction,  that  the  power 
should  remain  in  the  Federal  Government,  inactive,  un- 
executed, and  lifeless?  Mr.  Madison,  at  tiie  commence- 
ment of  the  Government,  told  you  otherwise.  In  dis- 
cussing, at  tliat  early  period,  this  very  subject,  he  declar- 
ed that  a  failure  to  exercise  this  power  would  be  a 
**  fraud?*  upon  the  Northern  States,  to  which  may  now  be 
added  the  Middle  and  Western  States. 

(Mr.  MILLER  asked  to  what  expression  of  Mr.  Madi- 
son's opinion  &fr.  Ci.at  referred;  and  Mr.  C.  replied,  hi;) 
opinion,  expressed  in  the  House  of  Representatives,  in 
1789,  as  repoKed  In  Lloyd's  Congressional  Debates.  ] 

Gentlemen  are  greatly  deceived  as  to  the  hold  which  this 
system  has  in  the  affections  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States.  They  represent  that  it  is  the  policy  of  New  Eng- 
land, and  that  she  is  most  benefited  by  it.  If  there  be 
any  part  of  this  Union  which  has  been  most  steady,  most 
unanimous,  and  most  determined  in  its  support,  it  is  Penn- 
sylvania. Why  is  not  that  powerful  State  attacked?  Why 
pass  her  over,  and  aim  the  blow  at  New  England?  New 
England  came,  reluctantly,  into  the  policy.  In  1824,  a 
majority  of  her  delegation  was  opposed  to  it.  From  the 
largest  State  of  New  England  there  was  but  a  solitary 
vote  in  favor  of  the  bill.  That  enterprising  people  can 
readily  accommodate  their  industry  to  any  policy,  provid- 
ed it  be  aettkd'  They  supposed  this  was  nxed,  and  they 
submitted  to  the  decrees  of  Government.  And  the  pro- 
gress of  public  opinion  has  kept  pace  witli  the  develop- 
ment of  the  benefits  of  the  ^stem.  Now,  all  New  Eng- 
land, at  least  in  this  House,  (with  the  exception  of  one 
Btnail,  »HU  voice,)  [Mr.  Hill,  of  New  Hampshire,]  is  in 
favor  of  the  system.  In  1824,  all  Maryland  was  against  it; 
now,  the  majority  is  for  it.  Then,  Louisiana,  with  one 
exception,  was  opposed  to  it;  now,  without  any  excep- 
tion, she  is  in  favor  of  it.  The  march  of  public  sentiment 
is  to  the  South.  Virginia  will  be  tbe  next  convert;  and, 
in  less  than  seven  years,  if  there  be  no  obstacles  from  po- 
litical causes,  or  prejudices  industriously  instilled,  the 
majority  of  Eastern  Virginia  will  be,  as  Uie  majority  of 
Western  Virginia  now  is,  in  favor  of  the  American  system. 
North  Carolina  wiU  follow  later,  but  not  less  certainly. 
Eastern  Tennessee  is  now  in  favor  of  the  system.  And, 
finally,  its  doctrines  will  pervade  the  whole  Union,  and  the 
wonder  will  be  that  they  ever  should  have  been  opposed. 

I  have  now  to  proceed  to  notice  some  objections  which 
have  been  urged  ag^nst  the  resolution  under  considera- 
tion. With  respect  to  the  amendment  which  the  gentle- 
man from  South  Carolina  had  offered,  as  he  has  intimated 
his  purpose  to  modify  it,  I  sliall  forbear,  for  the  present,  to 
comment  upon  it.  It  is  contended  that  the  resolution 
proposes  the  repeal  of  duties  on  luxuries,  leaving  those  on 
necessaries  to  remain,  and  that  it  will,  therefore,  relieve 
the  rich,  without  lessening  the  burdens  of  the  poor.  And 
the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  has  carefully  selected, 
for  ludicrous  effect,  a  number  of  the  unprotected  articles; 
cosmetics,  perfumes,  oranges,  &c.  I  must  say  that  this 
exhibition  of  the  gentleman  is  not  in  keeping  with  the 
candor  which  he  has  ^nerally  displayed;  that  he  knows 
veiy  well  that  the  duties  upon  these  articles  are  trifling. 


luxuries.  The  Senate  knows  that  the  unprotected  arti- 
cles which  yield  the  principal  part  of  the  revenue,  with 
which  this  measure  would  dispense,  are  coffee,  tea,  spices, 
wines,  and  silks.  Of  all  these  articles,  wines  and  silks 
alone  can  be  pronounced  to  be  luxuries;  and  as  to  wines, 
we  liave  already  ratified  a  treaty,  not  yet  promulgated,  by 
which  the  duties  on  them  are  to  be  considerably  reduced. 
If  the  universality  of  the  use  of  objects  of  consumption  de- 
termines their  classification,  coffee,  tea,  and  spices^  in  the 
present  condition  of  civilized  society,  may  be  considered 
necessaries.  Even  if  they  were  luxuries,  why  shoidd  not 
the  poor,  by  cheapening  their  prices,  if  that  can  be  effect- 
ed, oe  allowed  to  use  them?  Wiiy  should  not  a  poor  man 
be  allowed  to  tie  a  silk  handkerchief  on  his  neck,  occa- 
sionally regale  himself  with  a  glass  of  cheap  French  wine, 
or  present  his  wife  or  daughter  with  a  silk  gown,  to  be 
worn  oh  Sabbath  or  gala  days?  I  am  quite  sure  that  I  do 
not  misconstrue  the  feelings  of  the  ^ntleman's  heart,  in 
supposing  that  he  would  be  happy  to  see  the  poor,  as  well 
as  the  rich,  moderately  indulgi'ng  themselves  in  these  in- 
nocent  gratifications.  For  one,  I  am  delighted  to  sec  the 
condition  of  the  poor  attracting  the  consideration  of  the 
opponents  of  the  tariff.  It  is  for  tbe  great  body  of  the 
people,  and  especially  for  the  poor,  tliat  I  have  ever  sup- 
ported the  American  8)*stem.  It  affords  them  profitable 
employment,  and  supplies  the  means  of  corafortebVe  sub- 
sistence. It  necures  to  them,  certainly,  necessaries  of  life, 
manufactured  at  home,  and  places  within  their  reach,  and 
enables  them  to  acquire,  a  reasonable  share  of  foreign  lux- 
uries ^  whilst  the  system  of  gentlemen  promiua  them  ne- 
cessaries made  in  foreign  countries,  and  which  are  beygnd 
their  power,  and  denies  to  them  luxuries  which  they 
would  possess  no  means  to  purcliasc. 

The  constant  complaint  of  South  Carolina  against  the 
tariff,  is,  that  it  checks  importations,  and  disables  foreign 
Powers  fi*om  purchasing  the  agricultural  productions  of 
the  United  States.  The  effect  of  the  resolution  will  be  to 
increase  importations,  not  so  much,  it  is  true,  from  Great 
Britain,  as  from  other  Powers,  but  not  the  less  acceptable 
on  that  account.  It  is  a  misfortune  that  so  large  a  portion 
of  our  foreign  commerce  concentrates  in  one  nation;  it 
subjects  us  too  much  to  the  legislation  and  the  policy  of 
that  nation,  and  exposes  us  to  the  influence  of  her  nume- 
rous agents,  factors,  and  merchants.  And  it  is  not  among 
the  smallest  recommendations  of  the  measure  before  the 
Senate,  that  its  tendency  will  be  to  expand  our  commerce 
with  France— our  great  revolutionary  ally^-the  land  of 
our  Lafayette.  There 'b  much  greater  probability,  aIso» 
of  an  enlargement  of  the  present  demand  for  cotton,  in 
France,  than  in  Great  Britain.  France  engaged  later  in 
the  manufacture  of  cotton,  and  lias  made^  therefore,  less 
progress.  She  has,  moreover,  no  colonies  producing  the 
article  in  abundance,  whose  industry  she  might  be  tempted 
to  encourage. 

The  iionorable  gentleman  from  Maryland,  [Mr.  Smith,] 
by  his  reply  to  a  speech,  which,  on  the  opening  of  the  sub- 
ject of  tliis  resolution,  I  hadoccanon  to  make,  has  rendered 
it  necessar)"  that  I  sliould  take  some  notice  of  his  observa- 
tions. The  honorable  gentleman  stated  that  he  had  been  ac- 
eused  of  partiality  to  the  manufacturi  ng  interest.  Never  was 
there  a  more  g^undless  and  malicious  charge  preferred 
against  a  calumniated  man.  Since  this  question  lias  been 
agitated  in  the  public  councils,  althougli  1  luive  often  heard 
from  him  professions  of  attachment  to  this  branch  of  indus- 
try, I  have  never  known  any  member  a  more  uniform,  de- 
termined, and  uncompromising  opponent  of  them,  than  the 
honorable  Senator  has  invariably  been.  And  if,  hereafter, 
the  calumny  should  be  repeated,  of  his  friendship  to  the 
American  system,  I  shall  be  ready  to  furnish  to  him,  in  the 
most  solemn  manner,  my  testimony  to  his  innocence.  The 


pealed  or  retained.     Both  systems,  the  American  and  the 
foreign,  comprehend  some  articles  which  may  be  deemed 


and  that  it  is  of  little  consequence  whether  they  are  re-  honorable  gentleman  supposed  that  I  had  advanced  the 


idea  that  the  permanent  revenue  of  this  country  should 
be  fixed  at  eighteen  millions  of  dollars.     Certainly  I  had 
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BO  intention  to  announce  such  an  opinion,  nor  do  my  ex- 
pressions, fairly  interpreted,  imply  it.  I  stated,  on  the 
occasion  referred  to,  that,  estimating'  the  ordinary  rerenue 
of  the  country  at  twenty-five  miUions,  and  the  amount  of 
the  duties  on  the  unprotected  articles  proposed  to  be  re- 
pealed by  the  resolution,  at  seven  millions,  the  latter  sum 
taken  from  the  former  would  leave  eig:hteen.  But  I  did 
not  intimate  any  belief  that  the  revenue  of  the  country 
ought,  for  the  future,  to  be  permanently  fixed  at  that  or 
any  other  precise  sum.  I  stated  that,  af^er  having  effected 
so  great  a  reduction,  we  mi^ht  pause,  cautiously  survey 


measure*  of  reduction,  some  of  which  I  in^cated.  And 
I  now  say,  preserve  the  protective  system  in  full  vigfor, 
give  U9  the  proceeds  of  the  public  domain  for  internal 
improveraents,  or,  if  you  please,  partly  for  tliat  object, 
and  partly  for  the  removal  of  the  free  blacks,  with  their 
own  consent,  from  the  United  States;  and,  for  one,  I  have 
no  objection  to  the  reduction  of  the  public  revenue  to 
fifteen,  to  thirteen,  or  even  to  nine  millions  of  dollars. 

In  regard  to  the  scheme  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
stirr  for  paying*  off  the  whole  of  the  remaining  public 
debt  by  the  4tTi  day  of  March,  1833,  including  the  three 
per  cent.,  and,  for  that  purpose,  selling  the  bank  stock,  I 
had  remarked  that,  with  the  exception  of  the  three  per 
cent.,  there  was  not  more  than  about  four  millions  of  dol- 
lars of  the  debt  due  anff  payable  within  this  year;  that,  to 
meet  this,  the  Secretary  had  stated,  in  his  annual  report, 
that  the  treasor}'  would  have,  from  the  receipts  of  this  year, 
fourteen  millions  of  dollars,  applicahje  to  the  principal  of 
the  debt;  that  I  did  not  perceive  any  urgency  for  paying 
off  the  three  per  cent,  by  the  precise  day  sug^gested;  and 
that'there  was  no  necessity,  according  to  the  plans  of  the 
treasury,  assuming'  them  to  be  expedient  and  proper,  to 
postpone  the  repod  of  the  duties  on  unprotected  articles. 
The  gentleman  from  Marj-land  imputed  to  me  ignorance 
of  the  act  of  the  24th  April,  1830,  according  to  which,  in  his 
opinion,  tlie  Secretary  was  obliged  to  purchase  the  three 
per  cent.     On  what  ground  the  Senator  supposed  I  was 
taitmuni  of  that  act,  he  has  not  stated.     Although,  when 
it  passed,  I  was  at  Ashland,  I  assure  him  that  I  was  not 
there  altogether  uninformed  of  what  was  passing  in  the 
world.     1  regularly  received  the  Register  of  my  excellent 
friend  Mr.  Niles,  publisftied  in  Baltimore,  the  National 
Intelligencer,  and  other  papers.     There  are  two  errors  to 
which  gentlemen  are  sometimes  liable:  one  b  to  magnify 
the  amount  of  knowledge  which  they  possess  themscuves, 
aiMl  the  second  is  to  depreciate  that  which  others  have 
acquired.      And  will  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  excuse 
me  lor  thinking  that  no  man  is  more  prone  to  commit 
both  errors  than  himself?    I  will  not  say  tliat  he  is  igno' 
rani  of  the  true  meaning  of  the  act  of  1830,  but  1  cer- 
tainly place  a  different  construction  upon  it  from  what  he 
does.     It  does  not  oblige  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
or  rather  the  Commissioners  of  the  Sinking  Fund,  to  ap- 
ply the  surplus  of  any  year  to  the  purchase  of  the  tliree 
per  cent,  stock  particularly,  but  leaves  them  at  liberty 
*'  to  apply  such  surplus  to  the  purchase  of  anv  portion  of 
tlic  public  debt,  at  such  rates  as,  in  their  opinion,  mav  be 
advantageous  to  the  United  States."    This  vests  a  dtecre- 
tionary  authority,  to  be  exercised  under  official  respon- 
sibility.    And  if  any  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  when  he 
had  the  option  of  purchasing  a  portion  of  the  debt,  bear- 
ing a  higher  rate  of  interest,  at  par  or  about  par,  were  to 
execute  the  act  by  purcliasing  the  three  per  cent,  at  its 
present  price,  he  would  merit  impeachment.  Undoubtedly  a 
itate  of  fiu:ts  may  exist,  such  as  there  being  no  public  debt 
remaining  to  be  paid  but  the  three  per  cent,  stock,  w^ith 
a  surplus  in  the  treasury,  idle  and  unproductive,  in  which 
It  might  be  expedient  to  apply  that  surplus  to  the  reim- 
bursement of  the  three  per  cents.     But,  whilst  the  inte- 
rest of  money  is  at  a  greater  rate  than  three  per  cent.,  it 
would  not,  I  think,  be  wise  to  produce  an  accumulation 


of  public  treasure  for  such  a  purpose.  The  postpone- 
ment of  any  reduction  of  the  amount  of  the  revenue,  at 
this  session,  must  however  give  rise  to  that  very  accumu- 
lation; and  it  is,  therefore,  that  I  cannot  perceive  the 
utility  of  the  postponement. 

We  are  told  by  the  gentleman  from  Maryland,  that 
oflTers  have  been  made  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
to  exchange  three  per  cents,  at  their  market  price  of 
ninety-six  per  c«int.  for  the  bank  stock  of  the  Government 
at  its  market  price,  which  is  about  one  hundred  and  twen- 
ty-six; and  he  thinks  it  would  be  wise  to  accept  them. 


the  whole  ground,  and  deliberately  determine  upon  other  If  the  charter  of  the  bank  is  renewed,  that  stock  will  be 

'     fi  -•    ^.    -    .       .    ,   probably  worth  much  more  than  its  present  price;  if  not 

renewed,  much  less.  Would  it  be  fair  in  Government, 
whilst  the  question  is  pending  and  undecided,  to  make 
such  an  exchange?  The  difference  in  value  between  a 
stock  bearing  three  per  cent,  and  one  bearing  seven  per 
cent.,  must  be  really  much  g^reater  than  the  difference 
between  ninety-six  and  one  hundred  and  twenty-six  per 
cent.  Supposing  them  to  be  perpetual  annuities,  tb^  one 
would  be  worth  more  than  twice  the  value  of  the  other. 
But  my  objection  to  the  treasury  plan  is,  that  it  is  not  ne- 
cessary to  execute  it — ^to  contmue  these  duties,  as  the 
Secretary  proposes.  The  Secretary  has  a  debt  of  twenty- 
four  millions  to  pay;  he  has,  from  the  accruing  receipts 
of  this  year,  fourteen  millions;  and  we  are  now  told  by 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  that  this  sum  of  fourteen  mil- 
lions is  exclusive  of  any  of  tlte  duties  accruing  this  year. 
He  proposes  to  raise  eight  millions  by  a  sale  of  the  bank 
stock,  and  to  anticipate,  from  the  revenues  receivable 
next  year,  two  nullions  more.  These  three  items,  then, 
of  fourteen  millions,  eight  millions,  and  two  millions,  make 
up  the  sum  required  of  twenty-four  millions,  without  the 
aid  of  the  duties  to  which  the  resolution  relates. 

The  gentleman  from  Maryland  insists  that  the  General 
Government  has  been  liberal  towards  the  West  in  its  ap- 
propriations of  public  lands  for  internal  improvements; 
and,  as  to  fortifications,  he  contends  that  the  expenditures 
near  the  mouth  pf  the  Mipsissippi  are  for  its  especial  bene- 
fit. The  appropriations  of  land  to  the  States  of  Ohio, 
Indiana,  Ilhnois,  and  Alabama,  have  been  liberal;  but  it 
is  not  to  be  overlooked,  that  the  General  Government  ia 
itself  the  greatest  proprietor  of  land,  and  that  a  tendency 
of  the  improvements,  which  these  appropriations  were  to 
effect,  is  to  increase  the  value  of  the  unsold  public  domain. 
The  erection  of  the  fortifications  for  the  defence  of  Lou- 
iffiana  was  highly  proper;  but  the  gentleman  might  as 
well  place  to  the  account  of  the  West,  the  disbursements 
for  the  fortifications  intended  to  defend  Baltimore,  Phtla- 
delphia,  and  New  York,  to  all  which  capitals  Western 
produce  is  sent,  and  in  security  of  all  of  which  the  West- 
ern people  feel  a  lively  interest.  They  do  not  object  to 
expenditures  for  the  army,  for  the  navy,  for  fortifications, 
or  for  any  other  defensive  or  commercial  object  on  the 
Atlantic,  but  they  do  think  that  their  condition  ought 
also  to  receive  friendly  attention  from  the  General  Go- 
vernment. With  respect  to  the  State  of  Kentucky,  not 
one  cent  of  money,  or  one  acre  of  land,  has  been  applied 
to  any  object  of  mternal  improvement  within  her  limits. 
The  subscription  to  the  stock  of  the  canal  at  Louisville 
was  for  an  object  in  which  many  States  were  interested. 
The  Senator  from  Maryland  complains  -that  he  has  been 
unable  to  obtain  any  aid  for  the  railroad  which  the  enter- 
prise of  Baltimore  has  projected,  and,  in  part,  executed. 
That  was  a  great  work,  the  conception  of  which  was  bold 
and  highly  honorable,  and  it  deserves  national  encourage- 
ment. But  how  lias  the  Committee  of  Roads  and  Canals, 
at  this  session,  been  constituted?  The  Senator  from  Mary- 
land possessed  a  brief  autl^ority  to  organize  it,  and,  if  I 
am  not  misinformed,  a  majority  of  the  members  composing 
it,  appointed  by  him,  are  opposed  both  to  the  constitu- 
tionality of  the  power  and  the  expediency  of  exercising  it. 

And  now,  sir,  I  would  address  a  few  words  to  the  frienda 
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of  the  American  system  in  the  Senate.  The  revenue 
must,  ought  to  be  reduced.  The  country  will  not,  after, 
by  the  payment  of  the  public  debt,  ten  or  twelve  millions 
of  dollars  become  unnecessary,  bear  such  an  annual  sur- 
plus. Its  distribution  would  form  a  subject  of  perpetual 
contention.  Some  of  the  opponents  of  the  system  under- 
stand the  stratagem  by  which  to  attack  it,  and  are  shaping 
their  course  accordingly.  It  is  to  crush  the  system  by  the 
accumulation  of  revenue,  and  by  the  effort  to  persuade 
the  people  that  they  are  unnecessarily  taxed,  whilst  those 
would  really  tax  them  who  would  break  up  the  native 
sources  of  supply,  and  render  them  dependent  upon  the 
foreign.  But  the  revenue  ought  to  be  reduced,  so  as  to 
accommodate  it  to  the  fact  or  the  payment  of  the  public 
debt.  And  the  alternative  is,  or  may  be,  to  preserve  the 
protecting  system,  and  repeal  the  duties  on  the  unprotected 
articles,  or  to  preserve  the  duties  on  unprotected  articles, 
and  endanger,  if  not  destrey^  the  system.  Let  us  then 
adopt  the  measure  before  us,  which  will  benefit  all  classes: 
the  farmer,  the  prbfessional  man,  the  merdiant,  the  ma- 
nu&cturer,  the  mechanic,  and  the  cotton  planter  more 
than  all.  A  few  months  ago,  there  was  no  diversity 
of  opinion  aa  to  the  expediency  of  this  measure.  All, 
then,  seemed  to  unite  in  the  selection  of  these  obiects, 
for  a  repeal  of  duties  which  were  not  produced  withm  the 
country.  Such  a  repeal  did  not  touch  our  domestic  indus- 
try, violated  no  principle,  offended  no  prejudice. 

Can  we  not  all,  whatever  may  be  our  favorite  tlieories, 
cordially  unite  on  this  neutral  ground?  When  that  is  oc- 
cupied, let  us  look  beyond  it,  and  see  if  any  thing  can  be 
done,  in  the  field  of  protection,  to  modify,  to  improve  it, 
or  to  satisfy  those  who  are  opposed  to  the  system.  Our 
Southern  brethren  believe  that  it  is  injurious  to  them,  and 
ask  its  repeal.  We  believe  that  its  abandonment  will  be 
prejudicial  to  them,  and  rmnous  to  every  other  section  of 
the  Union.  However  strong  their  convictions  may  be, 
they  are  not  stronger  than  ours.  Between  the  points  of 
the  preservation  of  the  system  and  its  absolute  repeal, 
there  is  no  principle  of  union.  If  it  can  be  shoum  to  ope- 
rate immoderately  on  any  quarter;  if  the  measure  of  pro- 
tection to  any  article  can  be  demonstrated  to  be  undue 
and  inordinate,  it  would  be  the  duty  of  Congress  to  inter- 
pose  and  apply  a  remedy.  And  none  will  co-operate  more 
heartily  than  I  shall,  in  the  performance  of  that  duty.  It  is 
quite  probable  that  beneficial  modifications  of  the  system 
may  be  made,  without  impairing  its  efficacy^  But,  to 
make  it  fulfil  the  purposes  of  its  institutioa,  the  meAsure 
of  protection  ought  to  be  adequate.  If  it  be  not,  all  in- 
terests will  be  injuriously  affected.  The  manufacturer, 
crippled  in  his  exertions,  will  produce  less  perfect  and 
dearer  fidbrics,  and  the  consumer  will  feel  the  consequence. 
This  is  the  spirit,  and  these  are  the  principles  only,  on 
which  it  seems  to  me  that  a  settlement  of  diis  g^reat  ques- 
tion can  be  made  satisfactorily  to  all  parts  of  our  Union. 

[The  delivery  of  the  above  speech  of  Mr.  Clay  oc- 
cupied portions  of  three  several  days;  but  the  whole  is 
embodied  here,  unbroken.] 


FBIDAT,  FXBnUABY  3. 

THE  TARIFF. 

After  the  disposal  of  some  morning  business. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  Mr.  C lay's 
resolution  on  the  subject  of  the  tariff. 

Mr.  CLAY  resumed  his  argument,  (as  given  above,)  and 
spoke  till  three  o'clock;  when,  being  much  exhausted,  he 
asked,  very  reluctantly,  he  said,  the  further  indulgence 
of  the  Senate;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  Monday. 

MOKDAY,  FSBBUABY  6. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CHAMBERS,  the  joint  resolution 
from  the  House  for  the  appointment  of  a  committee  to 


make  arrangements  for  the  celebration  of  the  centennial 
birthday  of  Washington,  was  taken  up,  and  agreed  to. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CHAMBERS,  the  Chair  waa  directed 
to  appoint  the  committee. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  moved  thirteen  as  the  number  of  the 
committee,  Mr.  RUGGLES,  twenty-four,  and  Mr.  WEB- 
STER, five.     The  last  number  was  adopted. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolu- 
tion offered  by  Mr.  Clay,  for  the  modification  of  the  tariff. 

Mr.  CLAY  rose,  and,  in  a  speech  of  about  three  hours, 
concluded  his  argument  (as  given  above)  in  support  of 
the  resolution. 

Mr.  SMITH  tlien  rose,  and  said  he  was  sorry  to  find 
that  he  had  unintentionally  offended  the  honorable  gentle- 
man from  Kentucky.     In  referring  to  the  vigorous  age  he 
himself  enjoyed,  he  liad  not  supposed  he  should  give  ot- 
fence  to  others  who  compUuned  of  the  infirmities  of  age. 
The  gentlemali  from  Kentucky  was  the  last  who  should 
take  the  remark  as  disparaging  to  his  vigt^r  and  personal 
appearance;  for,  when  that  gentleman  spoke  to  us  of  hia 
ag?,  he  heard  a  young  lady  near  him  exclaim — '*  Old,  why 
I  think  he  is  mighty  pretty."     The  honorable  gentleman, 
on  Friday  last,  made  a  similitude  where  none  existed.    1, 
said  Mr.  S.,  had  suggested  the  necessity  of  mutual  for- 
bearance in  settling  the  tariff,  jnd,  thereupon,  the  gen- 
tleman vociferated  loudly  and  angrily  about  removals  from 
office.     He  said  I  was  a  leader  in  the  system.    I  deny  the 
fasX.    I  never  exercised  tlie  least  infiuence  in  effecting^  a 
removal,  and,  on  the  contrary,  I  interfered,  successfully, 
to  prevent  the  removal  of  two  g^tlemen  in  office.     I  am 
charged  with  making  a  committee  on  roads  and  canals,  ad- 
verse to  internal  improvement.  If  this  be  so,  it  is  by  mistake. 
I  certainly  supposed  every  gentleman  named  on  that  com- 
mittee but  one  to  be  fbiendly  to  internal  improvement.    To 
the  Committee  on  Manufactures  I  assigned  four  out  of  five 
who  were  known  to  be  friendly  to  the  protective  system. 
The  rights  of  the  minority,  he  had  endeavored,  also,  in  ar- 
ranging the  committees,  to  secure.  I'he  appointment  of  the 
committees  he  had  found  one  of  the  most  difficult  and  oner- 
ous tasks  he  had  ever  undertaken.  One-third  of  the  House 
were  lawyers,  all  of  \\'hom  wanted  to  be  put  upon  some 
important  committee.     The  oath  which  tlie  Senator  had 
tendered,  he  hoped  he  would  not  take.  In  the  year  1795, 
Mr.  S.  said,  he  had  sustained  a  protective  duty  against  the 
opposition  of  a  member  from  Pittsburg.     Previous  to  the 
year  1822,  he  had  always  g^ven  incidental  support  to  ma- 
nufactures, in  fixing  the  tariff.     He  was  a  warm  friend  to 
tlie  tariff  of  1816,  which  he  stilt  regarded  as  a  wise  and 
beneficial  law.     He  hoped,  tlien,  the  gentleman  would 
not  take  his  oath. 

Mr.  CLAY  placed,  he  said,  a  high  value  on  the  compli- 
ment of  which  the  honorable  Senator  was  the  channel  of 
communication;  and  he  the  more  valued  it,  inasmuch  as  he 
did  not  recollect  more  than  once  before,  in  his  life,  to  have 
received  a  similar  compliment.  He  was  happy  to  find 
that  the  honorable  gentleman  disclaimed  the  system  of 
proscription;  and  he  should,  with  his  approbation,  here- 
after cite  his  authority  in  opposition  to  it.  The  Committee 
on  Roads  and  Canals,  whatever  were  the  gentleman's  in- 
tentions in  constructing  it,  had  a  majority  of  members, 
whose  votes  and  speeches  against  internal  improvements 
were  matter  of  notoriety.  The  gentleman's  appeal  to  his 
acts  in  '95,  is  perfectly  safe;  for,  old  as  I  am,  my  know- 
ledge of  his  course  does  not  extend  back  that  far.  He 
would  take  the  period  which  the  gentleman  named,  since 
1822.  It  comes,  then,  to  this:  The  honorable  gentleman 
was  in  favor  of  protecting  manufactures;  but  he  had  turn- 
ed— I  need  not  use  the  word — he  has  abandoned  manu- 
factures.    Thus 

"Old  politicitmf  chew  on  witdom  past, 
"  And  Mter  on  in  bU4iii«v«  to  the  l«9t.** 
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Mr.  SMITH.  The  last  allusion  is  unworthy  of  the  gen- 
tleman. Totter,  ar,  I  totter.  Though  some  twenty  years 
older  than  the  gentleman,  1  can  yet  stand  firm,  and  am 
yet  able  to  correct  his  errors.  I  could  take  a  view  of  the 
gentleman's  course,  which  would  show  how  inconsistent 
he  has  been.  [Mr.  CLAY  exclaimed:  "  Take  it,  sir,  take 
it— I  dare  you."  [Cries  of  "  order."]  No,  sir,  said  Mr. 
S.,  I  will  not  take  it.  1  will  not  so  far  disregard  what  is 
due  to  the  dignity  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

TuxsDAT,  Febbuart  7. 

[Tlie  following  members  were  announced  as  having 
been  appointed  by  the  Chair  on  the  joint  committee  for 
makii^  arrangements  for  celebrating  the  centennial  birth- 
day or  Washington,  pursuant  to  the  order  of  yesterday, 
viz.  Mr.  Tasbwbll,  Mr.  Sxitb,  Bfr.  Clat,  Mr.  Wib- 
sTXB,  and  Mr.  Tbovp. 
The  journal  having  been  read, 

Mr.  TAZEWELX.  rose,  and  said  that  he  perceived  in 
the  journal  of  ]resterday's  proceedings  his  name  on  the 
committee  appointed  in  conjunction  with  the  committee 
of  the  other  House,  for  the  purpose  of  making  arfange- 
ments  for  the  celebration  of  the  centennial  birthday  of 
the  first  President  of  the  United  States.     It  would  be  re- 
coUected  that  the  condition  of  the  Senate  was  such,  at 
the  time  of  the  passage  of  the  joint  resolution,  under 
which  the  committee  was  appointed,  thlt  it  was  impossi- 
ble for  Its  presiding  officer  to  distinguish  the  dissenting 
vote  given  by  himself  and  two  other  Senators  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  measure.     Although  opposed  to  serving  on  the 
Gommittee,  he  would  not  have  troubled  the  Senate  with 
the  application  he  was  about  to  make,  did  he  not  feel  it 
his  duly  to  announce  decidedly  his  sentiments  in  relation 
to  the  purpose  for  which  the  committee  was  instituted. 
Were  it  one  of  the  ordinary  committees  that  he  was  then 
called  upon  to  serve  in,  he  should  not,  however  irksome 
the  service,  have  asked  to  be  ezcu&ed;  but  when  a  depu- 
tation of  that  body  was  appointed  to  meet  a  committee  of 
the  other  House,  that  deputation  should  express  a  unani- 
mous opinion  in  relation  to  the  business  on  which  they 
were  to  act;  and  he,  therefore,   entertaining  different 
views  frc»n  those  inteUded  by  tiie  resolution,  was  com- 
pelled to  ask  the  Senate  to  excuse  him  from  serving. 
Thoo^,  on  ordinary  occasions,  he  was  disposed  to  make 
a  ournfice  of  his  own  feeling  his  own  wishes,  and  his 
own  convenience,  yet,  on  thw,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  op- 
pose, in  the  most  decisive  manner,  the  consummation  of 
1  purpose,  to  the  inception  and  concoction  of  which  he 
had  been  equally  opposed.     Man-worship,   how  great 
soever  the  man,  Mr.  T.  said  he  would  ever  oppose.     For 
^^me  reasons,  he  hoped  the  Senate  would  appoint,  in  his 
place,  some  other  gentleman,  whose  sentiments  and  feel- 
inga  better  qualified  him  to  serve  on  the  committee. 
Mr.  T.  was  then  excused. 

Mr.  TROUP  also  asked  to  be  excused  from  serving  on 
the  committee.  Mr.  T.  spoke  in  so  low  a  tone  of  voice 
» to  be  scarcely  audible  in  the  reporter's  seat;  but  he 
vas  understood  to  give  the  same  reasons  for  wishing  to  be 
excused  as  were  given  by  Mr.  Tazbwxll. 

Mr.  WHITE,  at  a  subsequent  part  of  the  day,  also 
isktd  to  be  excused.  He  said  that  precisely  the  same 
reasons  assigned  by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  dis- 
qualified him  from  serving.  He,  too,  was  opposed  to  the 
resolution,  and  had  voted  against  it. 
.  Mr.  W.  was  likewise  exqused. 

/  Mr.  SMITH  also  requested  to  be  excused,  in  conse- 

qaence  of  ill  health.  He  had  been  indisposed  in  conse- 
quence of  ioining  in  celebrating  the  8th  of  January,  and 
was  compeUed  to  confine  himself  within  doors  when  not 
engaged  in  duty  at  the  Senate,  especially  in  the  evening. 
Mr.  S.  was  accordingly  excused. 


THE   TARIFF. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolution 
proposed  by  Mr.  Clat  for  the  modification  of  the  tariff. 

Mr.  HILL,  of  New  Hampshire,  again  rose.  He  said, 
that  I  may  be  distinctly  understood  as  not  being  opposed 
to  any  manufacturing  interest  worthy  of  protection,  I  will 
g^ve  notice  of  my  intention  to  propose  a  substitute  for  the 
resolution  which  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  has 
moved  to  strike  out.  This  substitute  is  an  outline  for 
such  a  "judicious  tariff"  as  will  amply  protect  our  manu- 
fiictures,  and  at  the  same  time  not  do  violent  injustice  to 
the  other  great  interests  of  the  country.  It  off*ers  a  pro- 
tection much  grater  than  any  law  passed,  or  recommend- 
ed to  be  passed,  by  Washington,  Adams,  or  Jefferson.  It 
meets  restriction  from  abroad  with  ample  restriction  at 
home;  at  the  same  time,  it  invites^foreign  nations  to  be 
more  liberal  to  us.  With  the  consent  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina,  I  will  offer  this,  should'  the  resolution 
under  consideration  be  rejected;  and  will  be  willing  so  to 
modify  it  as  may  suit  the  views  of  any  Senator  w)io  would 
yield  something  for  conciliation  on  this  momentous  .subject. 

My  propositions  are  as  follow: 

1.  That  any  amount  of  imposts  above  twenty-five  per 
cent,  (that  being  tantamount  to  a  protection  of  thirty -seven 
and  a  half  per  cent,  to  the  manufacturer)  on  the  first  cost 
of  foreign  importations,  is  not  necessary  for  the  perma- 
nent protection  of  American  industry  and  the  full  and 
profitable  employment  of  American  capital. 

2.  That,  for  the  better  protection  of  American  manu- 
factures, all  imposts  on  foreign  raw  materials  (iron  and 
wool  for  the  present  excepted)  ought  to  be  abolished. 

3.  That,  for  the  more  ample  security  of  the  trading 
and  mercantile^  as  well  as  the  agricultural  and  manufac- 
turing interests,  the  present  tariff*  of  duties  ought  not  to 
be  materially  reduced  by  law  to  take  effect  sooner  tlian 
the  1st  of  January,  1833. 

4.  That  the  duty  on  raw  wool  (with  the  exception  of 
the  coarser  kinds  not  produced  in  this  country,  which 
should  be  entirely  free  of  duty)  shall  be  reduced  ^gra- 
dually, say  five  per  cent,  at  the  end  of  each  year,  until  it 
falls  to  fifteen  per  cent. 

5.  That  the  duties  on  unmanufactured  iron  and  steel 
be  at  first  reduced  to  a  rate  that  shall  protect  American 
manufactures  of  iron,  taking  into  view  the  duties  on 
foreign  manufactures  of  iron  and  steel  now.  existing;  and 
afterwards  be  gradually  further  reduced  to  a  rate  not  ex- 
ceeding fifteen  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

6.  That  the  minimums  of  duties  on  woollens  and  cot- 
tons be  abolished  from  and  after  the  1st  of  January, 
1833;  that  an  ad  valorem  duty  not  exceeding  forty  per 
cent,  be  then  laid,  to  be  annually  reduced  five  per  cent, 
until  it  shall  not  exceed  twenty-five  per  cent. 

7.  That  the  duties  on  all  other  roanuffictured  articles  in 
common  use,  exceeding  by  the  present  tariff*  twenty-five 
per  cent,  ad  valorem,  be  reduced,  from  and  after  said  1st 
day  of  January,  1833,  five  per  cent,  per  annum,  until  they 
shall  not  exceed  twenty-five  per  cet^t. 

8.  That  the  duty  on  salt  be  further  reduced  five  cents 
on  a  bushel;  on  teas,  one-half  of  the  present  amount  of 
duties;  on  coffee,  to  one  cent  per  pound;  on  brown  su- 
gar, at  the  rate  of  half  a  cent  per  pound  per  annum,  until 
the  dutv  falls  to  one  cent  per  pound. 

9.  Tnat  the  duties  on  foreign  articles  of  luxury  ought 
in  no  instance  to  be  reduced  in  a  ratio  greater  tban  the 
duties  on  any  article  of  necessity  which  is  in  general  use. 

Educated,  Mr.  President,  as  a  plain,  practical  man,  with 
no  pretensions  at  all  to  play  the  orator,  my  constituents 
did  not  send  me  here  with  any  expectation  that  I  should 
participate  in 

*»  Th*-  popithir  liarann^e,  the  tart  reply. 
The  logie  aud  thr  wi«dumRiid  the  wit," 

of  men  whose  fives  have  been  almost  spent  in  the  forum 
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of  debate,  and  who  have  abundance  of  ability  to  majce 
tlte  *<  worse  appear  the  better  cause."  1  cannot  speak 
before  I  know  what  I  have  to  say;  and  when  I  have  said 
that,  I  am  done. 

Sir,  I  am  pleased  that  the  "still,  small  voice  from  the 
East"  was  loud  enough  to  be  felt.  That  "still,  small 
voice"  tenders  its  acknowledgments  to  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky,  whose  aptness  at  **  all  trades"  is  equally  appa- 
rent, whether  it  be  in  applying  terms  honorable  to  his 
own,  and  dishonorable  to  the  **  hungry  brood"  w^ho  differ 
from  him,  or  in  grasping  for  his  own  all  that  is  good,  and 
turning  over  to  the  "ghosts"  that  seem  to  haunt  his 
imagination  all  that  is  unwelcome. 

Of  the  "lean  kine"  and  "starvelings,"  the  "ill  favor- 
ed" and  **pale  faced,"  so  vividly  described  by  tlic  Sena- 
tor— and  it  may  be  added,  of  the  sturdier  gentlemen,  too, 
"  with  fat  round  capon  lined,"  who,  since  the  4th  of 
March,  1829,  have  hung  on  their  sleeves,  and  besieged 
and  begged  the  President  and  heads  of  departments  for 
office  and  for  treasury  pap — it  may  be  well  to  remember 
that  at  least  the  one-half^ of  them  either  were,  in  the  election 
of  1828,  or  are  now,  in  the  ranks  of  the  "  American  sys- 
tem" men,  and  opposed  to  the  present  administration  and 
its  head. 

If  the  "still,  small  voice"  be  only  as  one  of  twelve  in 
this  honorable  body  from  the  six  New  England  States,  the 
Senator  need  not  be  informed,  such  is  the  progress  of  op- 
position to  "his  system,"  that  any  election  since  1828 
would  here  present  them  as  good  as  fout-  to  eight. 

The  Senator  claims  the  tariff"  law  of  1816  as  part  and 
parcel  of  his  own  great  "system;"  and  yet  he  tells  you 
that  this  country  never  saw  seven  years  of  such  intense 
pecuniary  suffering  and  distress  as  between  1816  and 
1824!  The  Senator  must  have  forgotten.  1827,  *28,  and 
*29,  when  there  were  more  failures,  more  ruin  among  the 
manufacturers  of  New  England  [and  this  distress  was  not 
confined  to  them — it  was  general]  than  all  that  had  taken 
place  in  all  other  years  since  the  adoption  of  the  constitution. 
Why,  sir,  in  the  course  of  a  few  weeks,  nearly  the  whole 
of  tlie  little  State  of  Rhode  Island  was  supposed  to  be 
involved  in  irretrievable  ruin.  Her  excellent  working 
man,  Samuel  Slater,  one  of  the  foreigners  tliat  are  so  ob- 
noxious to  the  Senator's  displeasure,  the  father  of  the 
manufacturers  in  New  England,  was  paralyzed,  and  could 
not  meet  his  payments,  altliough  worth  more  than  twelve 
hundred  thousand  dollars  in  manufacturing  establish- 
ments, which  then  could  avail  him  nothing.  Had  he  not 
*  been  relieved  by  the  generosity  and  capital  of  other 
wealthy  men  at  the  moment,  the  whole  manufacturing 
industiy  of  Rhode  Island,  embracing  many  millions  of 
dollars,  must  have  been  prostrated.  This,  however,  was 
a  business  on  a  "small"  scale,  and  probably  never  at- 
tracted the  attention  of  the  honorable  Senator. 

Sir,  to  prove  to  you  that  my  motives  are  not  selfish,  I 
may  be  permitted  to  state  that  I  am  myself  interested  in  a 
cotton  manufactory  to  the  amount  of  some  fifteen  thousand 
dollars;  this  is  a  small  sum,  but  it  is  more  to  me  than  a 
hundred  thousand  are  to  other  owners.  Now,  I  do  not 
believe — ^and  the  establishment  has  been  well  managed — 
that  the  tariff  law  of  1828  has  benefited  my  interest  one 
cent  So  tar  from  it,  during  the  whole  of  1 829,  if  I  had 
wanted  the  money,  I  could  not  raise  a  dollar  on  the  secu- 
rity which  this  stock  afforded,  and  even  in  1830  I  could 
not  have  sold  it  for  fifty  cents  on  the  dollar.  If  you  will 
repeal  imnecessary  taxes  on  necessary  articles  of  con- 
sumption— ^reduce  them  on  foi*eign  iron,  several  tons  of 
Avhich  were  used  for  this  establishment  last  year— on 
woollens,  flannels,  baizes,  many  yards  of  which  are  used 
and  worn  by  persons  employed;  on  salt,  on  brown  sugar, 
and  on  various  other  articles  necessary  to  be  used;  and 
even  reduce  them  on  calicoes,  ginghams,  and  other  cot- 
ton cloths;  I  will  consider  it  as  doing  me  a  favor  even  in 
relation  to  my  interest  in  the  cotton  establishment. 


Sir,  honorable  Senators  know,  if  all  the  people  cannot 
realize  it,  that  in  our  highest  councils  the  "still,  small 
voice"  of  truth  sometimes  prevails  against  all  tlie  efforts 
of  hatred,  envy,  revenge,  andmadnes.  The  *<  still,  small 
voice"  of  reason,  operating  on  a  thinking,  virtuous  people, 
brings  about  such  results  as  have  often  astonislied,  if  not 
(Usappointed,  the  Honorable  Senator  himself.  The  "still, 
small  voice"  of  conscience  is  often  whispering  to  unhal- 
lowed ambition  to  pause  in  its  career;  but  some  there  arc 
so  reckless,  that  neither  the  warnings  of  conscience  nor 
the  premonitions  of  religion  can  arrest  their  course.  The 
"still,  small  voice"  of  conscious  rectitude,  whether  sneer- 
ed at,  pointed  at,  or  threatened,  stands  as  the  unmoved 
rock. 

The  "  still,  small  voice"  of  patriotism  turns  with  disgust 
from  such  reproaches  as  have,  in  this  debate,  been  cast  on 
that  American  citizen  who  has  been  called,  a  "  heartless 
foreigner,"  that  "never  possessed  one  American  feel- 
ing!" 1  say  American  citizen,  for  he  is  an  older  Ameri- 
can citizen  than  your  present  constitution,  and  carried 
arms  to  fight  for  our  liberties  in  the  war  of  the  revolution. 
That  man  who,  in  the  halls  of  your  legislature,  and  else- 
where, successfully  grappled  with  and  prostrated  the  po- 
liticians that,  for  a  season,  had  fixed  on  the  people  the 
odious  alien  and  sedition  laws;  that  man  who,  with  Tho- 
mas Jefferson  and  James  Madison,  and  other  patriots, 
assisted,  in  1801,  to  bring  back  the  Government  to  first 
principles;  that  man  who,  for  twelve  years,  administered 
the  financial  deifWrtment  of  your  Government  with  unri- 
valled ability,  and  brought  order  out  of  chaos;  that  man 
who  was  the  first  to  bring  the  system  of  revenue  to  a  scale 
that  prevented  a  continued  resort  to  loans  and  direct  taxes, 
and  also  the  first  to  commence  a  rapid  discharge  of  tlie 
great  public  debt,  contracted  by  the  war  of  the  revolu- 
tion; that  man  who  labored  assiduously  in  negotiating'  the 
treaty  of^  Ghent,  while,  if  report  speak  true,  at  least  one 
of  his  colleagues  was  enjoying  pleasures  to  which  his  un- 
tiring industry  was  a  stranger;  that  man  who  was  thouglit 
fit,  even  by  tlie  last  administration,  to  conduct  the  most 
important  negotiations  with  Great  Britain; — ^this  statesman 
and  patriot  will  not  be  cast  off — will  not  be  branded  by 
the  American  people  as  unworthy  the  American  name. 

Sir,  since  tlie  sitting  of  yesterday,  I  have  read  the  me- 
morial of  the  Free  Trade  Convention,  addressed  to  this 
Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives,  written  and 
signed  by  Albert  Gallatin;  nor  can  I  much  wonder,  when, 
considering  his  attachment  for  that  darling  child,  the 
"American  system,"  that  the  Senator'^  wratli  was  enkin- 
dled. "  The  pitcher  has  been  broken  at  the  fountain, 
and  the  mourners  g^  about  the  streets;"  the  dear,  the  only 
child  has  been  buried  at  the  bottom  of  the  garden,  anil 
there  is  ••  no  hope  of  a  tree  that  is  cut  down."  The 
"  American  system"  has  been  murdered — has  breath  r<i 
its  last,  while^  yet  struggling  for  life  under  the  unmerci- 
ful blows  inflicted  by  Sie  man  who  has  been  set  down  as 
a  "heartless  foreigner."  The  Senator  will  not  soon  for- 
get or  forgive  cither  Albert  (^latin,  or  the  venerable 
Senator  from  Mar)-land,  farthest  at  my  left.  The  one 
has  demonstrated  that  the  "American  system"  is  all  a 
cheat  and  a  delusion,  attempted  to  be  practised  on  tlie 
American  people;  and  the  other  has  leh  the  American 
nation  to  infer  that  their  Department  of  State  was,  a  great 
part  of  tlie  time,  without  any  competent  head  at  home, 
to  attend  to  its  foreign  relations,  during  the  last  adminis^ 
tration! 

Sir,  more  tlian  thirty  years  ago  tliere  lived,  in  Virginia, 
a  man  who  was  imbued  with  a  genius  and  with  principles 
worthy  of  Patrick  Henry;  that  man  was  John  lliompsoii, 
of  Petersburg.  Although  he  did  not  live  to  complete  his 
twenty-third  year,  (says  his  biographer,)  "his  virtues, 
his  talents f  his  unrivalled  eloquence,  his  enthu^astic  de- 
votion to  the  cause  of  republicanism,  gave  to  his  charae- 
tcr,  throughout  Virginia,  a  celebrity  which  no  man,  at  Iii2» 
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»g«,  had  eyer  before  attained.  His  application  to  study 
was  unremitted,  and  the  progress  which  he  had  made  was 
rapid  and  great.  He  seemed  to  acquire  knowledge  al- 
most by  intuition;  and  what  he  once  learned,  he  never 
forgot"  This  gentleman,  in  the  latter  part  of  1798,  wrote 
and  published  the  letters  of  Curtius,  in  the  Petersburg 
Gazette,  which  are  republished  in  the  volume  which  I 
iioM  in  my  liand.  In  these  letters,  is  truly  and  faithfully 
delineated  the  character  of  Albert  Gallatin:  if  the  author 
had  been  endowed  with  the  gift  of  prescience,  he  could 
not  have  furnished  matter  more  apposite  to  the  present 
occasion  tlian  what  I  shall,  with  the  permission  of  the  Se- 
nate, read  to  you.  He  says: 
"Nicholas,  [Wilson  Cary  Nicholas,  of  Virginia,]  Li- 

*  fingston,  [the  same  Edward  Livingston,  whose  nomina- 

*  tkm,  lately  suspended  in  this  body  for  weeks,  under  im- 

*  putations  now  no  longer  disgraceful  to  him,  was  passed 

*  by  unanimous  consent,]  and  Gallatin,  were  the  most  con- 
*spicuous  opponents  of  the  alien  and   sedition   bills. 

*  These  enlightened  patriots  have  long  been  objects  of 

*  abhorrence  and  terror  to  all  the  enemies  of  our  consti- 

*  tution  and  Tiberty.  The  splendid  ability  with  which  they 
'  have  defended  the  interests  and  vindicated  the  rights  of 
'  the  people,  has  endeared  them  to  every  admirer  of  ge- 

*  nius,  eloquence,  and  virtue,  whilst  it  has  rendered  them 

*  eminently  obnoxious  to  all  the  partisans  of  usurpation 
'  and  monarchy.     l*he  noble  exertions  of  these  illustrious 

*  men  will  never  be  forgotten  whilst  patriotism  and  talents 

*  are  adnured  in  the  world.  Their  names  will  descend 
'  with  renown  to  posterity,  when  their  enemies  and  slan- 

*  derers  will  be  consigned  to  oblivion'^  deepest  grave. 

'*  When  I  select  the  names  of  Gallatin,  Livingston,  and 

*  Nicholas,  I  am  not  unmindful  of  the  merits  and  talents 
'  of  many  other  gentlemen.      I  have  selected  them  be- 

*  cause  they  have  been  exposed  to  the  most  cruel  oblo- 

*  quies  of  your  party.     Mr.  Gallatin  has  been  persecuted 

*  with  all  the  detestable  rancor  of  envy  and  maJtce.     7'he 

*  accuracy  of  his  information,  the  extent  of  his  knowledge, 

*  the  perspicuity  of  his  style,  the  moderation  of  his  tem- 
■  per,  and  the  irresistible  energy  of  his  reasoning  pow- 

*  ers,  render  him  the  ablest  advocate  that  ever  appeared 
'  in  the  cause  of  truth  and  liberty.  ^Patient  and  persever- 
'  ing,  temperate  and  firm,  no  error  escapes  bis  vigilance, 

*  no  calumny    provokes  bis  passions.      To  expose   the 

*  blunders  and  absurdities  of  his  adversaries,  is  the  only 
'  revenge  which  he  will  condescend  to  take  for  their  in- 

*  Solent  invectives.  Serene  in  the  midst  of  clamors,  he 
'  exhibits  the  arguments  of  his  opponents  in  their  genuine 

*  colors;  he  divests  them  of  the  tinsel  of  declamation  and 
'  the  cobwebs  of  sophistry;  he  detects  the  most  plausible 
'  errors;  be  exposes  the  most  latent  absiu^ities;  he  holds 
'  the  •  mirror  up*  to  folly,  and  reasons-upon  every  subiect 

*  vith  the  readiness  of  mtuition,  and  the  certainty  of  de- 
'  roonstration.     Elevated  above  the  intrigues  of  parties, 

*  and  the  weakn'esses  of  the  passions,  he  is  never  trans- 

*  ported  into  any  excess  by  the  zeal  of  his  friends,  or  the 

*  virulence  of  has  enemies.     His  object  is,  the  happiness 

*  of  the  people — ^his  means,  economy,  liberty,  and  peace 
' — h|9  guide,  the  constitution.  The  sympathies  which 
'  &5cinate  the  heart,  and  mislead  the  understanding,  have 
'  never  allured  him  from  the  arduous  pursuit  of  truth, 
'  through  her  most  intricate  mazes.     Never  animated  by 

*  the  turbulent  and  impetuous  feelings  which  agitate  po- 
'  puiar  assemblies,  he  preserves,  in  the  midst  of  contend- 
'  ing  factions,  that  coolness  of  temper  and  that  accuracy 
'  of  thought  which  philosophy  has  hitherto  claimed  as  the 
'  peculiar  attribute  of  her  closet  meditations.  He  unites 
'  to  the  energy  of  eloquence  and  the  confidence  of  inte- 
'  gnty,  the  precision  of  mathematics,  the  method  of  logic, 
'  and  the  treasures  of  experience.  His  opponents  slander 
'  him  and  admire  him;  they  assail  him  with  ignorant  im- 
'  pertinence  and  pitiless  malice,  and  yet  they  feel  that  he 
'  is  the  darling  of  philosophy,  the  apostle  of  truth,  and  the 


<  favorite  votary  of  liberty.     Their  hatred,  like  the  rebel- 

<  lion  of  Satan,  proceeds  from  the  impatience  of  any  su- 
'  periority.  There  is  a  daily  beauty  in  hb  life,  which 
*■  makes  them  ugly.  Instead  of  imitating  his  excellence, 
'  they  attempt  to  conceal  it  bv  a  mass  of  obloquy;  instead 

*  of  reverencing  his  unparalleled  wisdom  and  virtue,  they 

<  sharpen  the  dagger  of  falsehood,  and  prepare  the  poi- 

*  soned  arrows  of  envy. 

"  The  conduct  of  Mr.  Grallatin  is  his  best  vindication. 
'  This /breigner  has  defended  the  constitution  against  the 

*  attacks  of  naiivt  Americans,  and  has  displayed  a  noble 

<  ardor  in  the  defence  of  his  adopted  countrjr,  whilst  many 

*  of  her  sons  repose  in  inglorious  apathy,  and  whilst  others 
'  assail  her  with  detestable  treachery  and  unnatural  ha- 

*  trcd." 

Mr.  President,  such  has  been,  so  continues  to  be,  Al- 
bert Gallatin.  The  late  censure,  the  wholesale  denun- 
ciation of  his  good  name,  is  totally  unmerited,  and  will 
be  as  scornfiilly  repudiated  by  the  American  people,  as 
were  other  similar  denunciations  of  the  same  individual  by 
the  amiable  and  inflexible  Virginian  who  indited  those 
letters.  When  I  heard  the  i^eproaches,  methought,  for 
the  moment,  that  the  dynasty  of  1798  had  indeed  returned, 
and  that  this  Senate  was  about  to  become  the  theatre  for 
the  ostracism  of  tlie  nation's  best  defenders  and  bene- 
factors. 

Mr.  MANGUM,  of  North  Carolina,  next  rose,  and  said, 
it  was  with  unfeigned  reluctance  that  he  had  determined 
to  participate  in  this  debate — a  reluctance  which  derived 
strength  from  the  conviction  tliat  scarcely  any  useful, 
practical  result  could  be  attained  by  the  discussion  of  a 
mere  abstract  proposition.  For  legislation  to  be  wise,  it 
was  not  sufHcient  that  it  be  right  in  tlie  abstract  merely, 
but  it  was  also  necessary  that  it  should  be  adapted  to  the 
condition  of  those  upon  whom  it  was  to  operate.  Their 
interests,  habits,  -  feelings,  sentiments,  and  even  preju- 
dices, demanded  the  most  calm  and  respectful  considera- 
tion. 

The  resolution  upon  the  table,  said  Mi*.  M.,  contains 
matter  of  high  and  g^eat  hnport.  It  involves  principles 
mingling  in  deep  and  dangerous  connexion  with  the  inte- 
rests and  passions  of  great  masses  of  this  confederacy.  It 
involves  a  final  decision  upon  this  tariff  policy,  now  pre- 
sented in  a  naked,  unmitigated — ay,  aggravated  form. 
I  cannot  but  regard  it  as  the  most  momentous  question 
which  has  ever  been  submitted  to  any  deliberative  assem- 
bly in  this  country,  since  the  adoption  of  the  federal  con- 
stitution— as,  indeed,  the  most  fearfully  momentous  tluit 
has  ever  occurred  in  the  whole  history  of  the  American 
people,  with  the  single  exception  of  the  declaration  of 
American  independence. 

This  policy,  m  its  inception  and  in  its  progress,  has  been 
marked  with  struggles,  keen,  fierce,  and  resolved.  In 
some  portions  of  the  Union  all  the  elements  of  discontent 
are  stirring  and  heaving  in  frightful  agitation.  The  pas- 
sions are  thronging  to  the  contest.  It  is  no  longer  dis- 
cussed as  a  question  of  political  economy,  but  as  a  naked 
question  of  liberty.  Shall  this  course  of  things  endure 
longer?  Is  there  any  lover  of  his  country  who  can  con- 
template it  without  deep  and  painful  reflections?  Shall 
this  beautiful  fabric  of  our  liberties  be  perilled  in  a  con- 
test of  mei*e  selfish  interests,  uncalled  for  by  the  exigencies 
of  the  country,  and  unredeemed  by  any  high,  noble,  and 
patriotic  considerations? 

Sir,  said  Mr.  M.,  the  State  from  which  I  come  regards 
this  struggle  with  deep  solicitude,  and  the  most  patriotic 
anxfety.  No  State  in  this  confederacy  looks  to  this  Union 
with  more  loyalty  of  affection  than  North  Carolma.  Mo- 
derate in  her  views,  just  in  her  purposes,  and  proud  of 
the  glory  of  our  common  country,  she  contemplates  with 
pain  any  system  of  policy  which  tends  to  weaken  the  af- 
fections of  this  gp*eat  brotherhood  of  the  American  peo- 
ple.    She  deprecates  the  present  system  of  taxation  as 
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essentially  sectional  and  sefishj  and  as  gradually,  but  sure- 
ly, undermining  the  fabric  of  our  noble  instituUons. 
She  has  hitherto  acquiesced  in  this  policy  with  a  dignified 
moderation,  looking  to  the  extinguishment  of  the  public 
debt  as  a  period  favorable  to  the  alleviation  of  her  bur- 
dens, and  a  rectification  of  the  system. 

We  are  now  upon  the  eve  of  that  era — so  glorious  in 
modern  annals — the  public  faith  redeemed,  and  the  pub- 
lic engagements  all  fulfilled,  in  this  new  state  of  things 
it  becomes  us  to  survey  our  position,  and  accommodate 
our  policy  to  our  actual  condition  and  the  exigencies  of 
the  Government. 

That  position  is  both  difficult  and  delicate.  The  occa- 
.sion  imperiously  demands  a  great  reduction  of  the  revenue 
— a  reduction  to  the  actual  necessities  of  the  Government. 
Wisdom,  prudence,  and  justice  require  that  it  shall  be 
effected  with  as  little  injury  as  possible  to  the  manufacturing 
establishments,  built  up  in  a  different  state  of  things . 

This  question  has  been  argued  by  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat,]  upon  the  assumption  that  a  large 
portion  of  this  country  are  laboring  for  an  entire  de- 
molition of  those  establishments;  and  appeals  have  been 
made  to  excite  eVery  motive  of  interest,  and  arouse  every 
selfish  principle,  to  rally  around  this  tariff  system,  and 
protect  it  from  the  assaults  of  its  ruthless  assailants. 

Sir,  these  appeals  have  been  made  with  admirable  sa- 
gacity— with  a  deep  conviction  that  the  system  can  be 
nuiintained  onlv  by  arousing  the  passions,  and  excluding 
the  lights  of  calm  and  sober  reason.  But,  sir,  has  this  as- 
sumption any  foundation  in  fact?  Is  there  any  party  in 
this  country  that  seeks  to  demolish  the  manufacturing 
establishments?  Is  there  any  which  is  not  deeply  impress- 
ed with  the  difficult  and  delicate  responsibility  of  reor- 
ganizing our  system  of  imposts,  and  adjusting  the  duties, 
with  a  due  regard  to  all  the  g^eat  interests  of  the  country? 
If  there  be  any  such  party,  it  is  unknown  to  me.  Sir,  the 
great  object  of  those  whom  I  represent,  and  with  whom 
I  associate,  is  to  adjust  this  system  so  as  to  approximate,  as 
near  as  ma^  be,  an  equal  participation  in  the  burdens  and 
benefits  of  the  Government. 

Equality  imder  the  present  system  of  taxation  is  wholly 
unattainable.  The  agricultural  and  planting  States  will 
of  necessity  pay  more  than  their  equal  proportion  of  the 
revenue.  This  proposition  is  obvious  and  incontroverti- 
ble. The  Southern  States  have  never  compladned  of  that 
inequality,  while  the  revenue  power  was  fairly  exercised, 
and  with  reference  to  the  necessities  of  the  Government. 
In  war,  as  well  ^  in  peace,  they  have  borne  the  necessary 
burdens  witliout  a  murmur.  But  now,  in  a  time  of  pro- 
found peace — the  public  debt  being  paid — ^they  are  un- 
willing to  be  taxed,  not  for  the  benefit  of  the  Government, 
but  for  the  benefit  of  large,  wealthy,  and  flourishing 
capitalists.  A  system  so  unequal  and  so  unjust  cannot  be 
endured.  As  a  permanent  system,  it  will  not,  as  it  onght 
not  to  be  endured. 

What  is  the  effect  of  the  resolution  upon  the  table  ?  It 
is  to  aggravate  the  evil.  It  is  to  tax  the  necessaries  of  the 
poor  man,  while  the  rich  may  revel  in  luxuries  as  free 
from  taxation  as  the  air  he  breathes.  It  is  to  increase  the 
extravagant  bounties  already  enjoyed  by  the  rich  capitalist, 
by  diminishing  the  cost  of  many  of  the  articles  which  en- 
ter into  the  consumption  of  his  establishment.  The  duties 
in  the  shape  of  protection  remain  the  same  nominally, 
while  in  fact  they  are  enhanced  to  the  whole  amount  of 
deduction  from  the  prices  of  articles  consumed  by  the 
manufacturer  and  his  laborers. 

The  only  feature  of  mitigation  is  to  be  found  in  the  re- 
duction of  the  amount  of  revenue.  This,  however,  is 
more  than  cotmterbalanced  by  the  increased  inequality  in 
the  action  of  the  system.  But  if  a  system  of  imposts  shall 
be  adopted  in  pursuance  of  the  policy  of  the  resolution, 
what  will  be  the  extent  of  the  reduction  of  the  revenue  ? 
The  Senator  from  Kentucky  estimates  it  at  seven  millions 


of  dollars;  others  are  of  opinion  that  it  would  be  between 
five  and  six;  suppose  it  to  be  seven  millions,  we  should 
then  have  an  annual  revenue  varying  between  eighteen 
and  twenty-three  millions  of  dollars,  when  the  actual  ne- 
cessities of  the  Government  would  not,  and  ought  not  to 
require  more  than  ten  millions  to  be  raised  by  revenue. 
The  people  are  then  to  be  taxed  from  eight  to  twelve 
and  even  fifteen  millions  of  dollars  annually,  more  than 
the  actual  wants  of  the  Government,  if  tlie  policy  indi- 
cated by  this  resolution  sliall  ultimately  prevail.  Su*,  can 
this  policy  soothe  the  discontents  of  the  public  mind,  and 
restore  harmony  to  the  distracted  councils  of  this  country  ? 
Can  it  heal  those  divisions  that  have  so  extensively  and 
fearfully  impaired  tlie  confidence  and  sundered  the  affec- 
tions of  distant  and  important  parts  of  this  confederacy' 
Sir,  it  cannot.  The  whtile  South  will  regard  it  with  dxed 
aversion.  They  will  view  it  as  a  proof  that  our  distant 
brethren  have  but  little  respect  for  our  feelings;  that  they 
turn  a  deaf  ear  to  our  friendly  remonstrances,  and  heed 
not  the  narrative  of  our  violated  rights  and  multiplied 
wrong^.  Sir,  it  does  violence  to  every  conception  of  a 
free  Government.  It  is  subversive  of  every  maxim  of  an 
enlightened  political  economy,  and  it  is  utterly  reg^ardless 
of  that  confiden^^e  and  affection  cemented  by  mutual  in- 
terest, which  constitute  the  broad  basis — and  the  only 
ba»s — upon  which  rests  the  noble  structure  of  our  free 
institutions.  Is  it  the  part  of  wisdom,  taking  broad  and 
statesman-like  views,  and  looking  afar  off,  to  persevere  in 
a  policy  which,  by  six  or  sey^n  contiguous  States  in  the 
Union,  is  believed  to  bring  to  them  nothing  but  pure,  un- 
mixed evil,  and  which  aiarg^  majority  of  the  people  of 
that  region  believe  to  be  in  violation  of  the  spirit  and  prin- 
ciples of  the  constitution? 

Sir,  it  formed  no  part  of  my  purpose,  when  I  first  de- 
termined to  offer  my  views  on  this  resolution,  to  touch 
tlie  constitutional  question.  Repeated  expositions  of  the 
opinions  of  the  South  bad  gt>ne  forth,  some  of  which  bad 
slept  their  moment  on  your  table,  and  thence  been  con- 
signed to  the  lumber  rooms  of  tliis  capitol,  where  they 
stdl  sleep  unrespected,  unregarded,  ana  forgotten.  I  had 
long  since  learned  the  utter  mutility  of  discussing  consti- 
tutional points.  I  had  seen  the  little  fiivor  with  which  such 
discussions  are  entertained  by  Congress.  Many  in  this 
enlightened  age  seem  to  have  grown  wiser  than  the  con- 
stitution. And  as  it  is  now  weU  ni^h  ridiculous  to  discuss 
gravely  a  constitutional  point,  so,  m  the  progress  of  our 
^igh  destinies,  it  may  be  made  a  point  of  order  to  touch  a 
topic  so  stale  and  hackneyed. 

But  as  several  Senators,  and  especially  the  Senator  from 
Maine,  [Mr.  Holvks,]  favored  the  Senate  with  long,  la- 
bored, and  subtle  arguments  in  favor  of  the  constitution- 
ality of  the  protective  system,  I  trust  I  shall  be  pardoned 
for  stating,  as  succinctly  as  I  may,  the  views  which  1  en- 
tertain on  this  subject.  It  is  not  pretended  by  the  advo- 
cates of  this  policy,  that  an^  direct  and  express  power  is 
to  be  found  in  the  constitution,  to  protect  manufactures. 
But  they  insist  that  tlie  power  is  fairly  derived  from  that 
part  of  the  8th  section  of  the  1st  article  of  the  constitu- 
tion, which  confers  on  Congress  the  power  **  to  reg^ulate 
commerce  with  foreign  nations,  and  among  the  several 
States,  and  with  the  Indian  tribes."  The  whole  argument 
rests  upon  the  construction  to  be  placed  on  the  words 
**to  regulate  commerce  with  fnreig^i  nations;"  and  it  is 
conceded  on  all  hands  that  if  the  power  to  protect  manufac- 
tures cannot  be  derived  from  these  words,  it  cannot  be  found 
elsewhere,  and  consequently  does  not  exist.  What  is  a  pro- 
tecting duty?  It  is  a  duty  laid  to  restrain  the  importation 
of  a  foreign  article  similar  to  a  domestic  article;  and  the 
duty  is  eftectual  or  not,  precisely  in  the  proportion  as  it 
affects  the  importation  of  the  foreign  article.  If  the  duty 
partially  restrains  importation,  it  is  only  partial  or  incom- 
plete protection.  To  give  the  protective  principle  com- 
plete effect,  it  is  necessary  to  increase  the  duty  so  as  to 
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restnia  entirely  tbe  importation.  Hence,  from  the  words 
"  to  regulate  commerce  with  foreign  nations,"  you  de- 
rive tbe  power  to  destroy,  to  annihilate,  commerce  with 
foreign  nations.  ▲  regulation  truly !  An  obvious  perver- 
iioo  of  the  plain  meaning  of  words! 

Tbe  argument  necessarily  comes  to  this  conclusion. 
For  if  you  have  the  power  to  ••regulate  commerce,"  for 
the  purpose  of  protecting  doipestic  manufactures,  you 
have  tbe  whole  unrestrained  power  for  that  purpose;  and 
to  effectual  that  purpose  completely,  you  must  push  the 
power  of  regulation  to-— extinction. 

Could  this  have  been  the  meaning  of  the  framers  of  the 
constitution?  By.looking  into  the  history  of  those  times, 
I  think  it  will  be  apparent  that  it  was  not.  Under  the 
old  confederation.  Congress  had  the  power,  with  the  con- 
sent of  nine  States,  to  exercise  some  of  the  highest  at- 
tributes of  sovereignty — the  power  of  making  peace  and 
war;  to  coin  money;  regulate  its  value;  to  grafit  letters 
of  marque  and  reprisal  in  time  of  peace<  to  enter  into 
treaties  and  alliances;  besides  many  other  Important  pow- 
ers; but  Congress  had  no  power  to  lay  taxes.  The  sword 
was  placed  in  the  hands  of  Congress;  but  the  arm  was 
nerveless,  so  long  as  the  States  retained  the  purse.  At 
tbe  close  of  the  revolutionary  war,  tlie  confederacy  was 
not  unlike  a  young  giant — victorious,  but  exhausted  and 
powerless.  The  public  debt  accumulated,  the  public 
credit  annihilated,  the  precious  metals  vanished,  the  ctr- 
cuiatjn^  medium — the  paper  money — depreciated  and 
worthless,  public  confidence  and  private  faith  mere  terms 
of  mockery — so  that  the  universal  distress,  confusion,  and 
calamity  of  peace,  were  more  sorely  felt  and  more  appal- 
lin,^  than  all  the  horrors  of  the  war. 

Every  intelligent  man  referred  much  of  the  general 
suifcring  to  the  true  cause»-the  want  of  power  in  the  old 
Confess  to  ••regulate,"  to  improve,  to  give  unity  and 
stabibty  to  our  foreign  commerce,  and  to  raise  a  revenue 
to  redeem  our  pledged  faith,  and  fulfil  our  public  engage- 
ments.    Repeated  applications  were  made  to  the  States  to 
confer  upon  Congress  the  power  to  lay  duties  and  collect 
a  revenue.     Every  eye  was  turned  on  commerce,  as  be- 
ing the  most  convenient,  and  the*only  fit  and  ainple  source  of 
raising  a  revenue  adequate  to  the  necessities  or  the  Govern- 
ment.    The  respective  States  had  the  entire  control  over 
the  whole  subject  of  foreign  commerce;  and  it  was  only 
by  surrendering  that  control  to  Congress,  that  an  effident 
&ystem  of  revenue  could  be  organized.     This  view  was 
urged  upon  the  States  with  zeal  and  ability.     The  States 
regarded  these  overtures  with  a  cold,  scrupulous,  and 
jc^ous  caution.    The  able  men  of  that  day  took  the  deep- 
est interest  in  tliis  subject.     Every  topic  was  pressed 
which  could  convince  the  understanding,  kindle  the  pa- 
triotism, or  conciliate  the  confidence  of  the  States. 

They  were  told  of  violated  fiiith,  unredeemed  pledges, 
national  dishonor,  paralyzed  commerce,  approaching  an- 
archy—the entire  absence  of  power  to  combine  and  con- 
tral  our  resources,  and  to  countervail  the  injurious  com- 
mercial regulations  of  foreign  countries.  But  in  no 
document  of  that  day,  notwidistanding  the  numerous  and 
powerful  inducements  held  out  to  the  States  to  confer 
upon  Congress  the  power  to  ••  regulate  commerce,"  do  I 
find  a  single  wonl  said  in  favor  of  conferring  that  power, 
as  the  means  or  as  an  instrument  to  protect  dolnestic  ma- 
nufactures. Revenue,  and  revenue  alone,  was  tixe  great 
kading  legitimate  object.  All  these  efforts  failed— the 
evils  became  more  obvious,  and  the  public  necessities 
more  urgent.  Mr.  Bfadison  took  up  this  subject  in  the 
Virginia  Legislature  in  1785;  and  resolutions  passed  the 
House  of  Delegates,  instructing  the  delegates  then  repre- 
senting that  commonwealth  in  Congress,  to  propose  to  the 
other  States  to  authorize  that  assembly  to  reguiate  the  fo- 
reign commerce.  This  movement  failed  in  the  Senate, 
It  was  revived  during  the  same  session  in  a  different  form; 
and  fimdly,*in  January,  1786,  a  resolution  was  adopted, 
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appointing  commissioners  to  meet  such  commissioners  as 
might  be  appointed  by  the  other  States,  to  take  into  con- 
sideration the  trade  of  the  United  States,  and  to  devise 
some  uniform  system  of  commercial  reguUtions.  In  pur- 
suance of  this  resolution,  a  mee^ng  was  held  in  Annapolis, 
in  September,  1786.  Five  States  only  being  represented, 
the  commissioners  declined  doing  more  than  making  a  re- 
port to  the  Legislatures  of  their  States,  and  transmitting 
copies  to  the  United  States  in  Congress. 

Congress  took  up  this  report  in  February,  1787,  wliich 
led  to  the  convention  of  May,  of  the  same  year,  in  Phila- 
delphia, that  formed  the  present  constitution.  Did  the 
protection  of  domestic  manufactures  enter  into  the  con- 
templation of  Mr.  Madison,  when  he  moved  his  resolu- 
tions in  the  Virginia  Legislature?  Did  it  enter  into  the 
conception  of  any  public  man  of  that  day }  Where  is  the 
memoijal  of  such  a  motive?  In  what  speech  is  it  to  be 
found?  In  what  document  is  it  indicatea?  What  manu- 
facturing establishment  existed  in  Virginia  at  that  day, 
requiring  the  fostering  hand  of  protection^  Where  were 
then  the  conventions  of  manu&cturers  to  excite  into  active 
and  vigorous  co-operation  the  best  ability  of  tixe  Ancient 
Dominion?  Sir,  the  idea  is  preposterous — no  such  esta^ 
blishments  existed — no  such  motive  was  conceived.  But 
suppose  such  establishments  did^exist,  and  protection  was 
the  object,  had  not  each  State  the  ample  power,  and  the 
exclusive  power,  to  encourage  and  protect?  Was  any  new 
power  necessary  >  Sir,  in  the  whole  annals  of  legislation^ 
1  do  -not  believe  there  can  be  found  a  more  gross  perver- 
sion of  .the  plain  import  of  language,  than  that  which 
seeks  to'convert  ••  the  power  to  regulate  conunerce"  into  a 
power  to  protect  domestic  manu&ctures;  by  which  protec- 
tion, when^mplete,  "the  power  to  regulate  commerce" 
is  resolved  mto  an  annihilation  of  conmierce.  Sir,  I  re- 
peat, the  great  object  was  commerce;  the  great  evils  were 
the  wsnt  of  punctuality  on  tbe  part  of  the  States^  in  com- 
plying with  the  requisitions  of  Congress;  the  want  of  uni- 
formity in  commercial  regulations  among  the  difierent 
States;  and  the  want  of  power,  lodged  somewhere,  to  make 
commercial  treaties  with  foreign  Powers. 

But,  sir,  in  the  annual  message  of  the  President,  in  De- 
cember, 1830,  the  argument  in  favor  of  the  constitution- 
ality of  the  protective  principle  is  placed  in  a  new,  and, 
in  my  opinion,  the  strongest  light  in  which  it  can  be  pre- 
sented.    It  is  stated  as  foUows: 

••  The  power  to  impose  duties  on  imports  originally  be- 

•  longed  to  the  several  States.  The  right  to  adjust  those 
<  duties  with  a  view  to  the  encouragement  of  domestic 

•  branches  of  industry,  is  so  complete^  incidental  to  that 
•power,  that  it  is  difficult  to  suppose  the  existence  of  tbo 
'  one  witiiout  the  other.     The  States  have  delegated  their 

•  whole  authority  over  imports  to  the  General  Gc^emment, 

•  without  limitation  or  restriction,  saving  the  very  inconai- 
•derable  reservation  relating  to  their  inspection  law*. 

•  This  authority  having  thus  entirely  passed  from  the  States, 
'  the  right  to  exercise  it,  for  the  purpose  of  protectionp 

•  does  not  exist  in  them;  and,  consequently,  if  it  be  not  pos- 
•sessed  by  the  General  Government,  it  must  be  extinct." 

With  due  respect,  I  think  this  whole  ar^^ument  is  vitia- 
ted by  a  sophism.  The  fallacy  consists  m  supposing  a 
power  in  the  States  over  a  subject  which  might  have  been 
exercised  without  Umitation  or  restriction,  when  granted 
to  the  General  Govemihent  for  a  particular  purpose,  may, 
by  that  Government,  be  exercised  without  limitation  or 
restriction,  without  refpard  to  that  particular  purpose,  and 
to  the  extent  of  an  entire  perveruon  or  destruction  of  that 
purpose. 

The  particular  purpose  for  granting  the  power  to  the 
General  Government  was  to  raise  revenue,  by  giving  uni- 
^Yf  vigor,  and  stability  to  our  foreigti  commerce.  It  was 
conservative,  and  cannot  be  rightfully  exercised  but  as  a 
conservative  power. 

Permit  roe  to  test  the  logic  of  the  message,  and  exhibit 
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the  conclusions  to  which  it  leads.  The  States,  respect- 
ively, before  the  adoption  of  the  constitution,  had  the 
power  to  interdict  all  foreign  commerce  indefinitely,  to 
annihilate  it  forever,  at  their  sovereign  will  and  pleasure; 
but  the  States  have  granted  all  power  over  it  to  the  Gene- 
ral Government}  therefore  the  General  Government  has 
power  to  interdict  it  indefinitely  { to  lay  a  perpetual  embar- 
go; to  annihilate  it  forever^  at  ita  sovereigfn  will  and  plea- 
sure. This  conclusion,  absurd  as  it  may  seem,  inevitably 
results  from  the  argument  of  the  message.  Yet  no  intel- 
ligent man  can  be  found  who  will  advocate  the  proposi- 
tion that  Congress,  by  a  sweeping  enactment,  can  cut  off 
forever  all  foreign  commerce.  The  act  laying  the  embar- 
go, in  ISO?,  not  indicating  upon  its  face  the  period  of  its] 
limitation,  was  gravely  questioned,  in  a  certain  quarter, 
in  respect  to  its  constitutionality,  by  many  of  the  most 
eminent  lawyers  and  statesmen.  And  yet  an  embargo  is 
a  mere  temporary  suspension  of  commerce,  designed  to 
correct  some  evil,  pernicious  to  its  prosperitv;  or  as  a  pre- 
cautionary measure,  preliminary  to  some  ulterior  move- 
ment that  might  expose  it  to  hazard  or  injury.  In  both 
cases  it  has  for  its  oojectthe  benefit  of  commerce;  to  place* 
it  on  a  better  and  more  permanent  footing,  or  to  shelter 
it  from  impending  evil.  It  is  a  temporary  evil,  resorted 
to  for  the  attainment  of  a  durable  good.  It  is  a  consei*va- 
tive  power,  and  in  that  aspect  only  is  it  rightfully  exer- 
cisable; and  in  that  aspect  it  is  strongly  contradistinguish- 
ed from  the  protective  principle,  which  tends  to  the 
annihilation  and  not  the  conservation  of  foreign  comn^ercc. 

Again:  The  argument  is  inaccurate,  in  supposing  the 
terms  "  to  regulate  foreign  commerce"  and  to  •*  protect 
domestic  manufactures,"  strictly  correlative;  whereas,  to 
regulate  commerce  is  one  thing,  and  to  protect  domestic 
manufactures  is  another.  The  error  consists  in  supposing 
an  indissoluble  connexion— a  fixed  dependence,  to  exist 
between  them:  whereas,  connexion  and  dependence  are 
incidental  to  one  mode  of  existence  only,  and  in  fact  the 
Government  may  exert  a  high  and  efficacious  action  upon 
one,  without  affecting  the  other.  For  example,  if,  in  the 
regulation  of  commerce,  you  burden  it  with  duties  upon 
imports,  a  connexion  instantly  springs  up,  through  the 
incidental  advantage  conferred  upon  the  domestic  article 
in  a  competition  with  the  foreign  coming  into  the  same 
market  burdened  with  those  duties.  But  if,  in  the  regula- 
tion of  commerce,  it  is  designed  to  infuse  into  it  the  ut- 
most vigor,  that  is  attainable  only  by  conferring  upon  it 
perfect  freedom.  In  this  mode  of  existence,  then,  the 
most  natural  and  most  perfect,  all  connexion  is  dissolved, 
and  all  dependence  is  annihilated. 

Again:  The  argument  is  inaccurate,  in  assuming  that 
the  power  of  protection  has  entirely  passed  from  the 
States,  and  that  it  exists  in  the  General  Government,  or 
must  be  extinct.  To  elucidate  this  part  of  the  case,  it  is 
necessary  to  look  into  the  constitution;  and  also  into  the 
proceedings  of  the  convention  which  formed  it.  You  will 
bear  in  mind,  sir,  that  the  g^iit  object  of  tliat  convention 
was  to  give  to  Congress  the  control  of  tliose  general  in- 
terests which  were  tiecessary  to  all,  and  common  to  all. 
Mere  local  interests  were  de.<dgned  to  be  left  to  the  care 
of  the  local  Governments.  This  view  liccords  with  the 
^exposition  g^ven  in  the  Federalist:  *•  The  powers  dele- 
'  gr&ted  to  the  General  Government  are  few  and  defined. 

•  Those  which  remain  to  the  State  Governments  are  nu- 
'merous  and  undefined.  The  former  will  be  exercised 
'on  external   objects,  as    war,  peace,  negotiation,  and 

*  foi*eign  commerce,  with  which  last  the  power  of  taxa- 

*  tion  will,  for  the  nu>st  pai't,  be  connected.  The  powers 
<  reserved  to  the  States  extend  to  all  the  objects  which, 
<in  the  ordinary  course  of  affairs,  concern  the  lives,  liber- 
*■  ties,  and  properties  of  the  people,  and  the  internal  order, 

•  improvement,  and  prosperity  of  the  State." 

You  will  also  bear  in  mind  that  the  two  great  local  in- 
terests of  that  day  were  the  agricultural  and  planting  in- 


terest of  the  Middle  and  South,  and  the  navigating  interest 
of  the  North  and  East:  for  the  manufacturing  interest 
bad  not  then  risen  into  scarcely  any  consequence.    Yet, 
it  was  foreseen  that  it  would  become  a  distinct  and  import- 
ant interest.     The  States  had  then  the  power  <^  fostering 
and  protecting  manufiictures.     It  could  be  done  by  giving 
premiums,  pecuniM'y  bounties,  or  by  laying  prohibitory 
duties.     But  of  all  the  modes  of  encouragement,  that  by 
restraining  or  prohibitory  duties  was  most  convenient  and 
most  efiectuaU     Bat  as  the  whole  power  over  foreign 
commei'ce  was  about  to  be  given  to  Congress  with  a  view 
to.  raising  the  necessary  revenue,  it  was  foreseen  that  the 
States  were  about  to  be  deprived  of  the  most  convenient 
and  efficient  instrument  fat  the  protection  of  domestic 
manufactures.     Efforts  were  therefore  made,  either  to 
confer  upon  Congress  a  direct  power  for  the  encourage- 
ment and  promotion  of  manufactures,  or  to  retain  thit 
power  in  the  States,  in  some  modified  but  efficient  form. 
&y  looking  through  the  journal  of  the  federal  convention, 
it  will  be  found  that  the  first  mention  made  of  manufac- 
tures is  on  the  18th  of  August.     Among  a  series  of  pro- 
positions referred  to  the  committee,  appears  the  following: 
**To  establish  public  institutions,  rewai-ds,  and  immunities 
'for  the  promotion  of  ag^culture,  commerce,  trades, 
*and  manufactures.''    On  the  20th   of  August,  another 
series  of  propositions  was  referred  to  the  committee. 
Among  them  is  one  to  this  effect:    **  There  shall  be  a  Se- 

*  cretary  of  Domestic  AflTairs.     It  shall  be  his  du^  to  at- 

*  tend  to  matters  of  general  police,  the  state  of  agriculture 
'  and  manufactures,  &c." 

The  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  above  pro- 
positions, with  divers  others,  made  a  report  on  the  23d 
August,  proposing  to  add  at  tii«  end  of  the  sixteenth  clause 
of  the  second  section  the  power  *<  to  provide,  as  may  be- 

<  come  necessary  from  time  to  time,  for  the  weU  managing 
*and  securing  of  the  common  property  and  general  inte- 

<  rests  and  welfare  of  the  United  States,  in  such  manner  as 

<  shall  not  interfere  with  the  Governments  of  individual 

*  States,  in  matters  which  respect  only  tlieir  internal  police, 

<  and  for  which  their  individual  authorities  may  be  compe- 

*  tent."  This  report  is  exceedingly  indefinite  in  its  terms, 
and  wholly  incompatible  with  the  idea  of  a  Government 
of  delegated  and  specific  powers.  It  was,  therefore,  very 
properly,  not  acted  on.  The  next  trace  we  find  of  this 
subject,  is  on  the  31st  of  August,  when  it  was  moved  **to 

*  refer  such  parts  of  the  constitution  as  h^^ve  been  post- 
'poned,   and  such  parts  of  reports  as  have  not  been 

*  acted  on,  to  a  committee  of  a  member  of  each  State.'* 
Which  passed  in  the  affirmative.  On  the  Ist  of  Septem- 
ber, Mr.  Breai'ly,  from  this  grand  committee,  reported 
partially,  but  said  nothing  of  manufactures.  Again:  on 
the  4th  September,  the  same  gentleman  reported  ps^ 
tially:  still  silent  as  to  manufiictures.  On  the  5th,  be 
made  a  further  and  final  report,  proposing  several  altera- 
tions and  additions,  which  were  finally  adopted  with  slight 
modifications.      Among  them  is  the  following:     "f^ 

*  promote  tlie  progress  of  science  i^nd  useful  arts,  by 

*  securing,   for  limited  times,  to  authors  and  invcntom 

*  the  exclusive  right  to  their  respective  writings  and  dis- 
♦coverics."  It 'is  now  apparent  that,  after  repeated  re- 
ferences of  the  subject  of  "arts,  manufactures,"  &c.,  and 
aftet*  full  deliberation,  the  committee  refused  to  make  any 
report  conferring  a  substantive  power  on  Congress  to 
foster  and  protect  particular  avocations^  and  that  they,  in 
fact,  whittled  down  all  these  sweeping*  propositions  to  the 
slender  powte  of  "securing  to  authors  and  inventors,  for 
a  limited  time,"  the  exclusive  enjoyment  of  the  fruits  of 
their  genius.  I  take  this,  sir,  to  be  a  decisive  expression 
of  the  sense  of  the  convention  against  conferring  upon 
Congress  the  power  to  give  to  manufactures  any  other 
encouragement  than  that  which  they  incidentally  derive 
from  a  revenue  system  of  duties. 

It  being  perceived  tliat  no  substantive  power  would  be 
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canferred  on  Congreas  to  protect  domestic  manufactures, 
and  that  the  States  were  about  to  be  deprived  of  the 
power  of  doing  it  by  duties,  a  struggle  was  commenced 
on  the  28tl»  August,  which  was  continued  at  intervals  to 
the  15th  September,  within  two  days  of  the  adjournment 
of  the  convention.     This  struggle  caUed  forth  some  of 
the  ablest  men  in  tliat  illustrious  body,  among  whom  Lu- 
ther Hartin  was  particularly  distinguished  in  opposition  to 
the  principle  proliibiting  tiie  States  to  lay  imposts  or  ex- 
port duties  without  the  consent  of  Congress.     The  dis- 
cussion turned  mainly  upon  the  interests  of  manufactures, 
and  the  object  was  to  retain  in  the  States  a  concurrent 
power  with  Congress.     On  the  15th  of  September,  the 
clause  was  adopted,  which  now  forms  a  part  of  the  tenth 
section  oi  the  first  article.  By  that  clause  the  States  may, 
without  the  consent  of  Congress  previously  obtained,  lay 
such  imposts  or  duties  as  nuiy  be  absolutely  necessary  for 
executing  the  inspection  laws;  and,  with  the  consent  of 
Congress,  may  lay  such  imposts  or  duties  upon  imports  or 
exports  as  may  be  necessary  to  protect  their  manufac- 
tures, upon  the  proviso  of  paying  the  duties  into  the  pub- 
lic treaaury.     If  this  latter  power  is  not  retained  in  the 
States  to  protect  manufactures,  for  what  is  it  retained^ 
a  cannot  be  for  revenue,  for  that  is  to  go  into  the  public 
treasury.    H  then,  it  is  not  wholly  nugatory,  it  can  be  for 
nothing  elae  than  to  enable  the  States  to  encourage  the 
interests  of  manufactures. 

But,  air,  we  are  not  left  to  grope  in  the  dark  for  the 
true  meaning  of  this  clause.  Luther  Martin,  in  his 
speech  to  the  Maryland  Le^lature,  presents  the  whole 
ground.  He  had  borne  a  distinguished  part  in  the  con- 
vention at  Philadelphia.  Jft^ith  an  eye  that  watched  every 
movement^  and  a  nund  that  comprehended  every  prin- 
ciple, no  man  better  understood,  or  was  more  able  to  ex- 
pound, the  views  of  that  Body.  In  speaking  of  this  ckuse, 
he  says  that— "Every  State  is  also  prohibited  from  lay* 
•  ing  any  imposts  or  duties  on  imports  or  exports,  with- 
out the  permission  of  the  General  Government.  It  was 
urged  that,  as  almost  all  sources  of  taxation  were  given 
to  Congress,  it  would  be  but  ressonable  to  leave  the 
States  the  power  of  bringing  revenue  into  their  trea- 
suries, by  toying  a  duty  upon  exports,  if  they  should 
think  proper,  which  migiit  be  so  light  as  not  to  injure 
or  discourage  Industry,  and  yet  might  be  productive 
of  considerable  revenue;  also,  that, there  might  be 
cases  in  which  it  would  be  proper,  for  the  purpose  of 
cncoura^ng  manufactures,  to  lay  duties  to  prohibit  the 
exportaUon  of  the  raw  materials;  and  even,  in  addition 
to  the  duties  laid  by  Congress  on  imports,  for  the  sake 
of  rerenue,  to  lay  a  duty  to  discoqrage  the  importation 
of  particuUur  articles  into  a  State,  or  to  enable  a  manu- 
fiu:turer  here  to  supply  us  on  as  good  terms  as  they 
could  be  obtained  from  a  foreign  market.  However,  the 
most  we  could  obtain  was,  that  this  power  might  be  exer- 
cised by  the  States,  with,  and  only  with,  the  consent  of 
Congress." 

From  all  of  which  the  following  conclunons,  I  think, 
inevitably  result:  First,  that  the  power  to  protect  do- 
mestic manufactures  is  not  extinct;  secondly,  that  it  is 
not  possessed  exclusively  either  by  the  General  Govern- 
ment or  by  the  States,  respectively;  but,  thirdly,  that  the 
power  does  in  fact  exist,  and  may  be  put  into  efficient  ac- 
tion by  any  SUte,  with  the  consent  of  the  General  Go- 
remment. 

Bat,  nr.  Senators  turn  to  the  act  of  July,  1789,  and,  with 
an  sir  of  exultation  and  anticipated  triumph,  proclaim  the 
annunciation  of  the  principle  of  protection  in  the  second 
act  of  the  Government.  That  the  preamble  of  that  act-~ 
yes,  sir,  that  preamble  which  has  been  tattered  and 
mouthed  by  every  advocate  of  the  system,  from  its  ablest 
champion  down  to  the  humblest  hammer  that  plies  tiie 
hobnail — is  the  key  to  open  into  this  magnificent  and 
gorgeous  temple  of  the  American  system.    Yes,  sir,  it 


has  been  emphatically  said  by  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky, "that  the  great  pillars  of  this  splendid  edifice 
were  tlien  raised  from  the  dust.*'  It  is  true,  sir — and  it  is 
also  true  that  the  modest  architects  of  tliat  day  aimed  fit 
nothing  more  than  Doric  simplicity  and  Doric  strength — 
they  were  plain,  practical  men,  and  I  think  it  may  be 
gravely  questioned  whether  any  one  of  them,  while  he 
was  proposing  five  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  ever  thou^t  or 
dreamed  of  "g^eat  pillars,"  gorgeous  temples,  magnificent 
edifices,  or  any  of  that  splendid  phantasmagoria  which 
haunt  the  imaginations  of  the  master  workmen  of  our  mo- 
dern President-making  American  system. 

Sir,  what  is  the  meaning  of  that  preamble?  Did  it  mean 
protection,  in  the  sense  now  used)  What  roanufiictui^a 
were  to  be  protected?  The  duties  by  that  act  ranged 
from  five  to  fifteen  per  cent,  ad  valorem.  And  this  is 
called  protection  to  infant  manufactui^es,  scarce  straggling 
into  existence?  When  now,  after  forty  years  of  sturdy 
growth,  these  same  manufactures  implore  and  demand  a 
protection  of  from  forty  to  two  hundred  and  fifty  per  cent, 
ad  valorem — to  save  them  from  destruction — from  utter  an- 
nihilation! 

Sir,  that  revenue  was  the  object,  is  palpable;  the  histo- 
ry of  the  times  shows  it,  and  manufactures  were  no  other- 
wise thought  of  than  as  they  might  be  incidently  bene- 
fited. The  people  were  then  to  be  first  called  on  to  bear 
ta);i^tion  in  that  form;  and,  to  a  people  jealous  of  their 
rights,  and  averse  to  public  burdens,  it  was  natural  that 
every  benefit,  direct  and  incidental,  that  could  flow  from 
the  act,  should  be  enumerated  in  tiie  preamble.  This  pre- 
amble has  been  repudiated  in  all  subsequent  enactments, 
and  the  law  to  which  it  is  prefixed  was  repealed  in  little 
more  than  a  year. 

In  the  jrear  1790,  another  act  was  passed,  reciting  the 
aforementioned  act,  and  with  this  preamble,  to  wit:  *<  And 

<  whereas  the  support  of  Government  and  the  -discharge 

<  of  said  debts  render  it  necessary  to  increase  the  said  du- 
'  ties,  j&e  it  madedy*'  &c.  Nor  is  there  any  trace  to  be 
found  in  the  statute  boo]|,  since  that  time,  of  a  law  passed 
— indicating  the  fiict  upon  its  face — ^for  the  encouragement 
and  protection  of  manufiicturcs.  So  far  firom  that  being 
the  doctrine  of  the  avowed  friends  of  the  system,  it  must 
be  in  the  recollection  of  many  Senators,  that,  upon  the 
motion  to  amend  the  tiUe  of  the  tariff  act  of  1828,  so  as  to 
read  "  for  the  protection  of  domestic  manufactures,"  the 
whole  body  of  its  friends  rallied  to  the  rescue,  and  nega- 
tived the  amendment.  That  vote  indicated  most  unequi- 
vocally the  want  of  confidence—-!  will  not  say  in  the  con- 
stitutionality of  the  measure,  for  that  would  be  to  impeach 
integrity  of^motive-^but  I  may  say,  the  want  of  confidence 
in  the  judicial  tribunals  of  the  country. 

Mr.  President:  It  is  said  by  the  Senator  firom  New  Jer- 
sey, [Mr.  DicKXBsoir,]  that  the  policy  of  protection  was 
avowed  and  cherished  m  the  early  periods  of  the  Govern- 
ment, not  only  with  reference  to  manufkctures,  but  was 
also  extended  to  the  interests  of  navigation. 

As  regards  the  discriminating  duties  fixed  by  the  act  of 
1790,  securing  the  coasting  trade,  they  were  wholly  tin- 
necessary.  It  is  held  and  ei^oyed  by  our  ship  owners, 
not  by  virtue  of  law,  but  by  their  vigor,  enterprise,  and 
economy.  The  most  of  them  at  home,  at  one  end  of  the 
voyage,  and  having  many  facilities  in  effecting  repairs  and 
procuring  supplies,  beyond  the  reach  of  foreigners,  and 
at  a  cheaper  rate,  might  defy,  as  they  would  certainly  ex- 
clude, all  foreign  competition,  without  the  aid  oS  Congress. 
But,  in  reference  to  the  shipping  engaged  in  foreign  com- 
merce, the  amunent  is  bottomed  upon  an  erroneous  as- 
sumption of  tact;  to  wit,  that  the  discriminating  duties 
were  liud  for  protection  against  foreign  competition.  Sir, 
nothing  can  be  more  erroneous.  The  whole  history  of  our 
Government  negatives  the  assumption. 

The  discriminating  duties,  on  our  part,  were  to  counter- 
rail  discriminations  elsewhere.    They  were  granted,  not 
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to  protect  our  shipping',  but  to  put  it  on  an  equal  footing- 
witn  the  foreign — ^not  to  destroy  foreign  competition,  but 
to  restore  freedom.  They  were  resorted  to  as  temporary 
expedients,  and  for  purposes  of  policy,  to  be  abolished 
on  our  part,  as  they  nave  uniformly  been  abolished,  when 
a  corresponding  disposition  has  been  evinced  by  any  fo- 
reign nation. 

But,  sir,  suppose  the  ar^ment  is  riglit,  and  that  the 
Government  gfives  protection  to  the  uiipping*  interest. 
That  protection  is  defensible  upon  strict  constitutional 
pounds,  although  a  local  interest,  and  it  is  the  only  local 
mterest  which  can  be  constitutionally  protected. 

It  appears  by  reference  to  the  Journal  of  the  Federal 
Convention,  and  Yates's  Debates,  that,  in  the  reported 
draught  of  the  constitution,  it  was  deemed  expedient  to  re 
strain  the  generality  of  the  phrase  '*  to  regulate  com- 
merce," lest  it  might  be  abused  in  favor  of  the  Eastern 
States,  to  the  oppression  of  the  staple  or  plantation 
States.  To  effect  that,  the  following  was  reported,  to  wit : 
*'No  navigation  acts  shall  be  passed  without  the  assent  of 
two-thirds  of  the  members  present  in  each  House."  This 
clause  produced  a  lively  sensibility  in  the  navigating  States. 
A  difficulty  arose  in  relation  to  )the  longer  continuance  of 
the  slave  trade — ^the  staple  States  favoring,  and  the  East- 
ern States  opposing  it  Both  were  subjects  of  magnitude 
and  difficulty.  They  were  referred  to  a  larg^  committee, 
consisting  of  one  member  from  each  State.  The  difficul- 
ty was  finally  adjusted:  The  importation  of  such  persons 
as  any  of  the  States  might  admits  was  nut  to  be  prohibited 
before  1808,  and  the  restrictive  clause  in  regard  to  navi- 
gation acts  was  omitted.  Hence  it  seems  to  be  clearly  the 
sense  of  the  convention,  that  navigation  might  be  encou- 
ra|[ed  and  protected  by  Congress.  And,  sir,  who  can  re- 
gret this  preference — this  proud  distinction  conferred 
upon  our  navigating  interest^  Is  it  a  mere  selfish,  pecu- 
niary, local  interest?  Is  it  not  intimately  connected  with 
our  national  glory  and  national  greatness?  Is  it  not  the 
nursery  of  that  perseverance  and  enterprise  which  have 
whitened  every  sea  with  our  commerce,  jriven  vigor  to  our 
rigiit  arm  in  the  day  of  battie,  and  won  £>r  our  gallant  lit- 
tle navy  imperishable  renown  ?  Sir,  I  regard  it  as  a  highly 
meritorious  interest.  It  has  won,  as  it  deserved  to  win^ 
the  public  confidence  and  the  public  respect.  It  has  been 
heavily  burdened  and  greatly  depressed  by  the  unjust  ex- 
actions of  this  selfish  and  remorseless  American  system. 
And  in  my  place  here,  sir,  with  unqualified  good  will  and 
an  open  hand,  I  would  extend  to  it  a  liberal  and  an  ample 
encouragement.  Then,  sir,  whether  we  look  to  the  lan- 
l^age  of  the  constitution  itself,  to  the  motives  to  its  adop- 
tion, as  disclosed  in  the  history  of  the  times,  or  to  the 
avowed  practice  of  tiie  Government  under  it,  we  shall  be 
equally  unsuccessful  in  finding  any  constitutional  wah-ant 
for  the  exercise  of  the  power  claimed  by  the  friends  of  the 
protective  system. 

But,  sir,  suppose  that  I  am  wrong  in  all  my  views  on 
this  subject,  and  that  there  exist  no  constitutional  impe- 
diments— ^stiU  the  injustice,  and  thb  flagrant  inequality  of 
the  action  of  the  system,  are  denounced  by  all  the  princi- 
ples of  an  enlightened  political  philosophy.  The  inequa- 
lity of  its  operation  upon  the  different  avocations  of  the 
same  community,  is  flagrantly  unjust;  but  it  is  upon  the 
great  sections  of  the  confederacy,  considered  with  refer- 
ence to  the  grand  geographical  divisions  of  the  country, 
that  the  inequality,  rapacity,  and  oppression  of  the  system, 
are  most  manifest  and  most  ruinous. 

It  is  built  up  by  selfish  interests,  associated  together  for 
selfish  purposes,  with  no  principle  of  cohesion  but  a  mean, 
base  passion  for  money,  unredeemed  by  any  great  public 
and  patriotic  fruits,  and  unmitigated  by  the  slightest  for- 
bearance in  the  plunder  of  all  other  pursuits  of  industry, 
for  the  benefit  of  the  protected  classes.  Yes,  sir,  this 
structure,  so  huge  and  gigantic,  is  reared  by  the  aggrega- 
tion of  the  roost  disaimiur  materiala$  here  the  polished  Pa- 


rian marble,  there  the  rough  misshapen  rock,  piled  upon 
each  other  in  perfect  contempt  of  symmetry,  beauty,  and 
general  utility.  Sir,  it  is  money — nothing  but  money — 
and  money  exacted  from  others,  without  ec^uivalent,  that 
holds  together  this  system.  These  bandit  interests  have 
been  rauied  to  its  support  by  a  thirst  for  rapine^  and  they 
battle  in  its  defence,  with  a  vigor  proportioned  to  the  mag- 
nitude and  enormity  of  its  exactions. 

Sir,  upon  what  principle  of  justice  is  it  that  the  people 
of  this  country  are  taxed  four  millions  of  dollars  upon  the 
single  article  of  sugar?    Upon  tiiis  necessary  of  life,  uni- 
versally in  use  among  the  poor  as  well  as  the  rich?    It  is 
seen  that  this  tax  is  not  needed  for  revenue.     How,  then, 
can  this  Government  justify  itself  before  the  people,  in 
levyingupon  them  thi-ee  million  nine  hundred  thousand 
dollars,  for  the  protection  of  the  sugar  planters,  of  which 
two  million  two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars  go 
into  theii*  private  pockets?    That  this  is  the  fact,  is  incon- 
testably  proved  by  the  statistics  before  me,  and  which  are, 
or  ou^ht  to  be,  on  the  table  of  every  Senator.     The  case 
then  IS,  thatthirteen  millions  of  American  people  are  com- 
pelled, by  this  tariff  system,  to  pa^  to  seven  or  eight  hun- 
dred rich  sugar  planters  in  Louisiana  two  and  a  quarter 
millions  of  dollars  more  for  the  sugar  that  they  consume, 
than  they  would  have  to  pay  were  this  tariff  repealed. 
Where  is  the  justice  of  taxing  millions  of  the  poor,  to  swell 
the  already  overgrown  wealth  of  a  few  hundred  sugar 
planters  of  Louisiana?    What  right,  in  the  eye  of  Heaven, 
or  the  sight  of  man,  have  these  eight  hundred  proprietors* 
cultivating  the  most  fertile  lands  on  this  continent,  in  the 
most  fruittiil  climate,  to  exact  from  those  who  toil  in  a  more 
reluctant,  and  often  worn  out  ami,  more  than  two  millions 
of  dollars,  to  go  into  their  private  pockets?    Sir,  it  is  a 
stupendous*  and  monstrous  system  of  injustice.     Nothing 
can  maintain  it,  short  of  keeping  the  people  in  ignorance, 
[s  there  a  Senator  present  who  believes  that  if  this  tax  of 
tiie  many  for  the  benefit  of  the  few,  instead  of  being  rais- 
ed indirectly,  so  that  the  people  do  not  perceive  its  opera- 
tion, was  levied  by  direct  taxation,  with  the  avowal  that 
it  was  laid  to  give  it  away,  in  bounties,  to  eight  hundred 
sugar  planters,  to  nuuntain  and  support  their  business — I 
ask,  b  there  any  Senator  present  who  believes  that  the 
people  would  bear  it  for  a  single  year?    Would  they  not, 
with  honest  indignation,  hurl  from  their  high  places  all 
the  functionaries  of  this  Government  who  had  dared  to 
participate  in  a  scheme  of  such  outrageous  oppression  ^ 
And  yet,  sir,  this  tariff,  in  effect,  operates  precisely  in  this 
way,  and  to  this  extent;  and  it  is  borne  only  because  it  is 
not  understood.     Are  there  any  considerations  of  a  na- 
tional character  that  justify  this  immense  tax  for  the  pro- 
tection of  American  sugar  ?    ft  is  wholly  unconnected  with 
the  policy  that  looks  to  national  defence,  national  safety, 
or  national  glory,  either  in  peace  or  in  war.     The  encou- 
ragement is  not  necessary  to  secure  an  ample  supply.     It 
is  not  pretended  that  the  supply  is  ever  likely  to  be  stint- 
ed or  insufficient.   The  largest  domestic  supply,  in  any  one 
year,  was  about  88,000,000  pounds,  or  87,900  hogsheads. 
That  supply  is  only  about  two  percent,  of  the  whole  pro- 
duction of  the  sugar  regions  in  the  world.     The  produc- 
tion abroad,  and  in  much  finer  climates  than  Louisiana, 
can  be  almost  indefinitely  extended — ^and  we  are  within 
a  few  days*  sail  of  the  finest  sugar  countries  in  the  world. 
In  time  of  peace,  the  supply  from  abroad  will  be  both 
cheap  and  abundant.     Our  peculiar  position  on  the  globe, 
and  the  pacific  character  of  >our  people  and  institutions, 
justify  the  expectation  of  many  years  of  peace:  most  prO' 
bably  for  a  century  to  come  we  shall  have  none,  or   but 
few  years  of  war.     Our  legislation,  therefore,  to  be  wise, 
should  be  adapted  to  that  state  which  is  not  only  the»  na- 
tural, but  likely,  by  the  blessing  of  God,  to .  be  die  most 
durable^     But,  in  time  of  war — ^putting  out  of  view  other 
means  of  supply — our  commercial  marine,  to  which  an 
opposite  policy  would  give  rapid  growth  and  development. 
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under  cover*  of  our  gallant  navy,  would  supply  all  our 
wants.  But,  »r,  ia  it  wise,  is  it  just,  to  inflict  a  certain 
eril  upon  the  whole  people'for  the  benefit  of  a  few,  to  the 
extent  of  a  tax  of  near  two  and  a  half  millions  of  dollars 
yearly,  to  guard  against  the  contingency  of  a  war  which 
is  not  likely  to  happen,  but  which,  if  it  come,  can  bring 
with  it,  in  this  respect,  but  very  slight  and  temporary  evils' 
Sir,  look  to  the  tariff  upon  this  single  article,  and  the  ef- 
fects which  will  be  proauced  by  twenty-five  years'  perse- 
Terance.  In  twenty-five  years,  at  the  present  and  neoes- 
Bkrily  in<;reasng  rates,  the  people  of  the  United  States  will 
hare  paid  to  the  sugar  planters  of  Louisiana  more  than 
eighty  millions  of  dollars — a  sum  nearly  equal  to  the  debt 
of  the  revolution— the  price  of  our  liberties;  and  for  what 
benefit?  Will  they  be  able  to  purchase  domestic  sugar 
cheaper  afler  having  paid  this  tax  for  twenty-five  years? 
Ko,  sir.  nor  as  cheap  as  the  foreign.  The  cost  of  produc- 
tion will  be  necessarily  greater  in  Louisiana  tlian  in  the 
finer  climates.  Then,  sir,  how  are  the  people  to  be  in- 
demnified for  paying  this  eighty  millions  of  aoUars  to  the 
fugar  planter?  No  one  has  told,  and  no  one  can  tell. 
Then,  air,  where  is  the  benefit?  The  direct  benefit  goes 
exduavely  to  the  sugar  planters — ^the  recipients  of  the  tax; 
hut  an  indirect  benefit  arisen  to  the  other  bandit  inte- 
rests, by  securing  the  vote  of  Louisiana,  to  enable  them 
to  make  similar  exactions  from  the  great  planting  interest 
of  the  country.  Sir,  is  there  any  intelligent  man  who  be- 
lieves that  if  the  sug^.  planters  were  the  only  persons  in 
the  countiT  seeking  protection  from  Congress,  ten  votes, 
ay,  a  single  vote,  could  be  obtained  beyond  the  limits  of 
Louisiana,  in  favor  of  an  imposition  of  an  annual  tax  of  four 
millions  of  dollars  for  their  benefit?    No  man  believes  it. 

If,  then»  this  subject  has  nothing  intrinsic  to  justify  this 
tax,  how  does  it  acquire  any  additional  merit  by  its  con- 
nexion with  other  protected  interests^    Sir,  this  tax  has 
no  merit,  and  ought  instantly  to  be  reduced  to  a  mere  re- 
venue tax.     Even  then  it  would  be  more  encouraged  tlian 
all  the  other  planting  interests.     Sir,  I  shall  not  stop  to 
refute  the  allegation,  so  often  put  forth,  that  the  home 
competition  has  reduced  the  price  of  sugar.     I  will  offer 
one  illustration,  however.     It  has  been  seen  that  the  whole 
domestic  proportion  bears  about  the  same  proportion  to 
the  whole  quantity  of  foreign  sug^r,  as  two  or  two  and  a 
half  does  to  one  hundred.     How  can  stfch  an  immense 
mass  of  the  foreign  article  be  essentially  affected  in  its 
price  by  an  addition  to  the  whole  quantity  of  only  two  per 
cent  ?    Suppose  a  merchant  has  on  hand  ninety-eight  hogs- 
beads  of  sugar,  each  worth  one  hundred  dollars,  but  ano- 
ther merchant  brings  into  the  same  market  two  hogsheads, 
matdng  the  supply  greater  than  the  demand — in  3iat  case 
the  price  must  tall;  but  how  much?    Certainly  not  to  an 
extent  exceeding  the  whole  value  of  the  two  hogsheads. 
Why  not?     Because,  rather  than  let  the  price  go  lower, 
so  as  to  affect  the  ninety-eight  hogsheads,  the  owner  of 
them  would  find  it  his  interest  to  buy  up  the  two  hogs 
headsy  or,  what  is  equivalent,  would  withhold  from  the 
market  two  of  his  own.     Now  how  stands  the  case  ?    The 
oincty-eight  hogsheads  are  worth  nine  thousand  eight  hun- 
dred dolurs;   but  two  hogsheads  come  into  nmrket,  and 
are  about  to  reduce  the  price:  two  hogsheads  of  the  nine- 
ty-eight are  withheld,  and  the  price  renuiins  firm,  and  the 
ninety  six  brought  into  market  are  worth  nine  thousand 
iix  hundred  dollars:  and  so  it  b  demona^trated  that  if  the 
two  hogsheads  reserved  are  entirely  lost,  which,  in  prac- 
tice, would  not  be  the  fiict,  yet  the  loss,  by  the  increased 
Hipplv  of  two  per  c^t.  is  only  one  hundred  and  ninety- 
six  dollars,  equal  to  two  per  cent,  upon  the  value  of  the 
whole. 

Apply  these  principles  to  the  price  of  the  whole  sup- 
ply in  all  the  markets  of  the  world,  and  the  results  will 
be  similar,  in  truth,  identical — that  is  to  say,  as  our  whole 
domestic  produce  is  only  two  or  two  and  a  half  per  cent, 
of  the  whole  supply  of  the  article,  so  the  introduction  of 


ours  into  the  markets  of  the  world  could  lower  the  price 
at  most  only  two  or  two  and  a  half  per  cent.  And  yet 
we  see,  by  reference  to  the  prices,  that  brown  sug^r, 
which,  in  IS  1 6,  was  worth  from  twelve  to  sixteen,  is  now 
worth  only  from  six  to  eight  cents;  and,  in  Cuba,  the 
qualities  which,  in  1816  and  1817,  were  worth  from  six  to 
ei^ht  cents,  are  now  selling  at  from  two  to  three  cents. 
The  allegation,  therefore,  seems  to  me,  as  I  think  it  must 
seem  to  all  impartial  persons,  as  utterly  preposterous,  in 
the  sense,  and  to  the  extent,  put  forth.  The  causes  of 
the  reduction  of  prices,  which  have  alike  affected  protect- 
ed and  unprotected  articles,  lie  much  deeper  than  the  tariff 
laws  of  1818, 1824,  and  1828.  I  will  not  now  stop  to  in- 
vestigate them. 

Sir,  the  views  which  I  have  presented  in  relation  to  the 
article  of  sugar,  with  others  which  might  be  suggested  to 
enhance  our  detestation  of  the  inecjuality,  injustice,  and 
profligacy  of  this  system,  apply  with  equal,  or  nearly 
equal  force  to  all  the  other  protected  articles;  to  iron, 
hemp,  wool,  coarse  woollens,  &c.  These  favored  classes 
of  industry  are  bountied  and  thrive,  while  all  other  classes 
bear  the  burden  and  dwindle.  Agriculture,  the  g^eat 
paramount  interest,  is  taxed  to  exhaustion;  he  who  toils  in 
the  earth,  and  he  who  ploughs  the  main,  are  plundered, 
under  color  of  law,  of  their  legitimate  profits,  to  sustain 
a  band  of  monopolists,  who»  by  contrivance  and  concert, 
have  drawn  into  their  views  a  majority  of  the  coimtry, 
and  affect  to  g^ve  law  to  political  parties,  and  have  long 
since  assumed  a  tone  of  dictation  to  Congress  and  the 
Executive.  Is  it  possible,  sir,  that  this  state  of  things  can 
endure?  Is  it  possible  that  the  people,  an  overwhelming 
majority  of  v^hom  are  laborers,  and  derive  their  support 
from  the  cultivation  of  the  earth,  can  be  much  longer 
gulled  into  acquiescence,  or  dragooned  into  submission — 
that  they  will  sustun  a  policy,  the  effect  of  which  is  to 
make  the  rich  richer,  and  the  poor  poorer? 

The  g^eat  difficulty,  and  the  only  difficulty,  consists  in 
opening  the  eyes  of  Uie  people  to  their  true  condition. 
The  most  of  them  have  been  too  much  engaged  in  their 
necessary  avocations  to  study  and  to  comprehend  this 
multifarious  subject.  It  is  the  interest  of  monopolists,  of 
capitalists— of  all  tliose  who  consume  more  of  the  fruits 
of  the  earth,  than  they  produce  by  the  sweat  of  their 
brow — to  disseminate  false  opinions,  to  league  together  in 
appropriating  to  themselves  the  bounties  conferred  bytiie 
Government,  or  in  speculating  upon  the  distresses  occa- 
sioned by  this  ruinous  and  accursed  policy. 

Sir,  I  rec^d  the  adoption  of  the  present  mode  of  taxa- 
tion as  the  deepest  and  most  unfortunate  error  of  the 
sages  who  formed  and  adopted  the  constitution.  It  is  so 
artfully  disguised  that  it  may  insinuate  itself  into  the  com- 
munity, reach  every  class  and  condition  of  society,  di- 
minish the  profits  of  labor,  and  impair  the  springs  of 
industry,  unseen,  and  almost  unsuspected.  It  enhances 
the  price  of  almost  every  thing— of  the  salt  that  seasons 
the  poor  man's  dish,  the  iron  that  points  his  plough,  the 
woollen  that  covers  his  body,  the  ^lass  that  lights  his 
dwelling,  the  beverage  that  slakes  lus  thirst;  it  burdens 
almost  ail  the  comforts  and  enjoyments  of  his  hfe,  in 
eating,  in  drinking,  in  his  raiment,  in  walking,  in  riding, 
and  in  sleeping;  and,  in  articulo  mortis^  it  clings  to  the 
coffin  that  receives  his  mortal  remains,  and  the  spade  that 
prepares  his  last  home,  where  he  may  sleep  with  his 
fathers,  and  mingle  with  mother  earth.  Sir,  this  indirect 
taxation  has  operated  as  a  withering  blight  upon  all  the 
fruits  of  Soutnem  industiy — ^it  is  converting  the  finest 
region  of  the  earth  into  hopeless  sterility  and  comparative 
desolation. 

Look,  sir,  at  the  relative  condition  of  the  grand  divi- 
sions of  this  confederacy  at  the  adoption  of  the  constitu- 
tion. The  North  and  East  were  not  only  comparatively 
but  positively  poor:  the  South,  with  a  renial  climate  and 
a  kindly  soil,  was  teeming  with  the  rich  fruits  of  the  earth. 
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and  rejoicing  in  the  midst  of  abundance.  The  export  of 
the  raw  material  of  the  plantation  States  gaye  employment 
to  the  principal  part  of  our  foreign  tonnage  t  and  atreaniB 
of  wealth  were  pouring  in  from  every  quarter  of  the 
globe,  upon  that  delightful  region.     But,  mr,  the  first 

great  act  under  the  new  Government — ^the  funding  of  the 
ebt  of  the  revolution — ^laid  the  foundation  of  a  system  of 
poHcy,  and  gave  efficiency  to  a  mode  of  taxation,  which 
have  enriched  re^ons  naturally  poor,  and  impoverished 
regions  naturally  nch. 

How  has  this  strange,  and,  at  the  first  view,  almost 
incredible  result  been  effected.'  It  has  ^wn  out  of  the 
diversity  of  pursuits  in  these  g^at  sections,  acted  upon 
by  a  mode  of  taxation  onerous  to  one  and  beneficial  to  the 
other. 

In  the  early  period  of  the  Government,  the  whole  war 
debt  of  the  rev<^ution  was  funded:  a  lai^  portion  of  it 
belonged  to  the  Northern  and  Eastern  States,  and  their 
citizens  became  purchasers  of  much  the  largest  portion  of 
the  residue;  that- is  to  say,  the  whole  debt  of  the  United 
States,  contracted  by  the  old  Congress,  and  the  war  debt 
of  the  several  States,  were  made  the  debt  of  the  new 
Government.  It  issued  certificates,  subject  to  be  trans- 
ferred, which  were  held  by  the  creditors,  and  the  interest 
was  regularly  paid,  in  like  manner  as  shares  are  held  in  a 
bank,  and  interest  paid  to  the  stockholders. 

The  people  to  the  South,  then  unburdened  by  excessive 
taxation,  could  make  larger  profits  upon  a  capital  invested 
in  land  and  slaves  than  the  interest  upon  the  public  funds. 
They,  therefore,  instead  of  purchaaiDg,  were  anxious  to 
sell  their  Government  stock,  and  invest  the  proceeds  in 
the  pUnting  business.  In  the  North  and  East,  agricultural 
labor  bein?  less  productive,  the  people  there  were  anxious 
to  invest  uieir  means  in  Government  stock.  The  interest, 
therefore,  upon  the  whole  public  debt  was  flowing  regu- 
larly to  the  North  and  Bast;  and  when  we  reflect  that  at 
least  tlirce-fourths  of  the  taxes  raised  for  the  payment  of 
principal  and  interest,  were  levied  upon  the  South,  and 
uie  whole  amount  disbursed  in  the  North  and  East,  in  the 
extinguishment  of  the  principal  and  interest  of  the  debt; 
and  when  we  reflect  that  this  combined  operation  has 
beeif  applied  to  the  debt  of  the  revolutionary  war;  that 
for  the  purchase  of  Louisiana;  the  immense  i»'ar  debt  of 
1812,  *15;  and  that  for  the  purchase  of  Florida! — we  shall 
begin  to  discern  some  of  the  g^eat  causes  which  have 
forced  the  profits  of  labor  to  flow  from  the  South  to  the 
North  and  East,  in  a  deep,  strong,  and  steady  current, 
not  wholly  unlike  the  g^eat  gulf  stream  of  the  ocean.  It 
is  in  this  way  that  the  unequal  action  of  the  Government 
has  more  than  counterbalanced  the  bounties  of  Providence; 
that  those  delightful  regions  of  the  South,  upon  which 
Heaven  seemed  to  have  smiled  with  beneficence,  are 
silently  passing  into  decay  and  sterility,  while  the  fVozen 
North  is  unlocking  its  arifts  to  receive  the  fruits  of  our 
industry,  and  is  every  where  exhibiting  evidences  of  pros- 
perity, and  monuments  of  wealth  and  greatness.  This 
view  of  the  subject  sug^sts  a  train  of  melancholy  reflec- 
tions. It  exhibits,  in  the  strongest  light,  the  diverse  and 
conflicting  interests  of  g^at  sections  of  the  country,  and 
confirms  the  conviction  that  this  indirect  taxation,  through 
the  medium  of  imposts,  reduce  it  as  you  may,  even  to  the 
minimum  of  the  necessities  of  the  Government,  will  still 
operate  as  a  perpetual  drain  upon  the  profits  of  Southern 
labor — upon  the  exporting  States— ana  transfer  its  bene- 
fits to  the  North  and  East,  or  non-exporting  States.  It  also 
affords  a  solution  of  the  fact  of  the  constant  and  steady 
opposition  of  the  plantation  States  to  high  taxes  and  pro- 
digal expenditures;  and  the  equally  steady  and  persever- 
ing efforts  of  other  great  sections  of  the  confederacy  to 
augment  the  revenue,  and  squander  the  surplus  in  appro- 
priations to  all  sorts  of  objects.  It  enables  us  also  to  com- 
prehend, in  some  measure,  that  political  paradox — which, 
to  a  simple  and  pbun  man,  involves  a  perversion  of  lan- 


guage and  confusion  of  ideas—**  that  a  national  debt  is  a 
public  blessing.'*  Sir,  it  has  been  a  blessing  to  that  great 
section  of  this  country  which  has  been  cheered  and  invi- 
gorated by  its  refreshing  streams^  but  a  positive  evil  upon 
the  whole  region  of  the  South.  It  enables  us  also  to  un- 
derstand something  of  the  motives  of  that  ridicule  and  de- 
nunciation which  have  been  levelled  at  the  present  Chief 
Magistrate,  for  Ids  avowed  anxiety  to  extinguish  that  debt, 
and  relieve  the  people  from  a  portion  of  their  burdens. 

Sir,  the  extinguishment  of  the  national  debt  will  be  felt 
as  an  evil  by  the  monopolists  and  capitalists  of  the  North 
and  East)  ihasmuch  as  an  annual  flow  of  ten  or  t»  elve  mil. 
lions  of  dollars,  in  that  direction,  will  be  discontinued;  and 
inasmuch  aa  longer  necessity  fbr  high  taxes  ceasing,  aa 
apprehension  of  reduction,  at  the  moment  when  so  much 
capital  is  let  loose,  will  be^et  difficulty  and  anxiety  in 
making  investments  in  pursuits  highly  profitable  or  exor- 
bitantiv  bountied.  Sir,  this  part  of  the  subject  awakens 
painful  reminiscences  of  the  tendency  of  Govemmenta  in 
other  countries  and  other  times— of  the  humiliating  fact, 
illustrated  upon  almost  every  page  of  history,  that  all  Go- 
vernments have  been  so  cunningly  devised  and  curiously 
constructed,  as  to  burden  the  many  and  benefit  the  few — 
to  increase  the  strength  of  the  powerful,  and  perpetuate 
the  feebleness  of  the  weak.  We  had  believed  that  our 
revolution,  which  was  achieved  for  the  sake  of  principle, 
and  not  to  escape  from  practical  oppression,  had  opened 
upon  the  world  brighter  hopes.  We  had  hoped  that  our 
constitution,  which  rests  upon  the  immutable  rights  of  main, 
and  the  principles  of  eternal  justice,  would  gfuaranty  to 
feebleness  support  and  protection,  and  impose  upon  the 

Eowerful  wholesome  and   efficient  restraints.     Sir,   we 
ave  long  enjoyed  this  pleasing  delusion;  but  is  it  not  de- 
lusion? 

To  a  superficial  observer,  ours  seems  to  be,  in  hct,  what 
it  is  in  theory,  a  Government  of  the  many  for  tiie  benefit 
of  the  many.  A  closer  investigation  discloses  the  truth, 
that  it  is, 'practically,  a  Government  of  the  smallest  possible 
majority  over  the  largest  possible  minority — that  the 
largest  minority  is  laid  under  contribution  to  augment  the 
aggregate  of  exactions,  and  the  majority  is  let  down  to  the 
lowest  safe  point,  to  enhance  the  value  of  the  dividends; 
and  that  this  majority,  thus  small  and  effective,  is,  in  fact, 
wielded  by  a  combination  of  monopolists,  capitalists,  and 
adventuring  politicians,  who  divide  among  themselves  the 
richest  spoHs  of  their  triumphs,  and  throw  but  a  crumb--- 
if,  indeed,  so  much — to  the  mere  serfs  of  parfy.  And,  sir, 
where  is  the  check  upofi  combinations  for  selfish  and  un« 

J )rincipled  exactions?  The  check  of  responsibility  entire* 
y  fiiils;  for,  though  the  dominant  majority  is  responsible 
to  their  inunediate  constituents;  yet  they  are  under  no  re- 
sponsibility to  the  miUioDS  who  are  laid  under  contribu- 
tion. There  is  no  responsibility  of  the  parts  to  each  other. 
Hence,  in  a  widely  extended  confederacy,  embracing  larg« 
sectionsof  dissimilar  and  conflicting  interests,  combinations 
upon  the  selfish  principles  may  be  formed  without  fear  of 
responsibility,  and  grind  into  the  very  dust  larg^  and  flou- 
rishing regions,  liiis  has  6een  the  precise  operation  of 
the  tariff  system  and  the  tariff  majorities.  Sir,  I  say  it 
with  deep  reluctance,  but  I  feel  it  my  solemn  duty  to  say 
it,  that  I  can  scarcely  conceive  of  any  Government  more  dan- 
gerous than  one  which  enables  irresponsible  and  profli* 
fate  majorities,  in  a  widely  extended  country,  inviting*  to 
epredation  and  rapine,  by  disttmilar  and  conflicting  inte- 
rests, to  lay  under  contribution  whole  sections,  and  all  the 
profits  of  industry  peculiar  to  those  tection». 

Sir,  it  is  this  view  of  the  subject  which  is  most  deeply 
interesting  to  every  individual  who  lives  by  the  cultiva- 
tion of  the  earth  m  the  Southern  States.  The  whole 
South  is  subjected  to  a  system  of  exaction,  such  as  has 
never  been  long  borne  by  any  free  people  on  the  globe. 
I  shall  endeavor  to  illustrate  tiiis  position,  not  by  a  resort 
to  political  metaphysics,  but  by  presenting  Uiose  facts  and 
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ccmsidemtions  which  lie  upon  the  aurfitee  of  thingi,  and 
tre  level  to  ttie  meanest  capacity. 

Looking^  into  the  tables  of  our  domestic  export^  I  take 
a  year,  which  is  beheved  to  be  a  &ir  average  of  their  re- 
lative proportions^  in  all  respects,  for  several  years. 

The  whole  exports  of  the  United  Stetes,  for  that  year, 
of  the  growth  and  produce  of  the  United  States,  amount 
to    .        -        - $4g,8r4»070 

Of  that  whole  amount,  the  articles  of 
Southern  production  only  amoimt  as  fel- 
lows, to  wit: 

The  rice  to  -  -  -  #1,553,483 
Cotton  to  ....  24,035,058 
Tobacco  to  -  -  -  6,222,837 
For  wheat,  naval  stores  of  ail 

sorts,    and   other   exports 

from  the  South,  cannot  be 

precisely  ascertained,   but 

is  believed  to  be  about  5,000,000 

36,811,080 


$13,062,990 


From  the  foregoing  statement,  it  appears  that  the  South- 
ern States,  comprising  not  one>third  of  the  whde  popula- 
tion of  the  Union,  actually  export  annually,  to  foreign 
countries,  near  three-fourths  of  the  whole  export  of  do- 
mestic growth  and  production.     How  is  it,  sir,  that,  with 
wch  an  immense  export,  the  Sooth  is  growine  poorer? 
How  is  it  that  the  Northern  population,  comprising  two- 
thirds  of  the  wh(^  population,  export  not  more  than  one- 
fourth,  and  yet  are  aboundmg  in  all  the  comforts  and 
hizuricsof  foreign  countries,  and  inereanng  daily  in  pros- 
perity?    How  are  the  North  enabled  to  buy  and  consume 
such  a  proportion  of  foreign  iipports?    It  is  not  because 
they  buy  them  with  produce  exported.     No,  sir.     It  is 
Bot  by  means  of  invading  their  capital,  that  they  are  en- 
abled so  to  multiply  their  enjo3rments.     They  are  too  pru- 
dent for  that,  ami,  besides,  their  career  to  prosperity  is 
constantly  onward.     Then,  sir,  how  is  it  that  they  can 
consume  neariy  two-thirds  of  the  whole  importation,  when 
they  do  not  send  abroad,  of  their  own  produce,  one-third 
of  the  value  of  that  which  thev  consume,  and  when  they 
do  not  invade  their  capital  ?    Sir,  the  most  that  they  would 
be  entitled  to,  is  the  value  of  their  exports,  enhanced  by 
the  profits  of  freight  upon  exports  and  imports;  and  yet 
they  consume  more  than  double  the  whole  amount  of 
their  exports  and  freight.     How  is  it  done  ?    It  is  through 
the  instrumentality  of  the  tariff  system,  which  I  will  not 
explain. 

The  tariff,  by  enhancing  the  price  of  the  foreign  arti- 
cle to  the  whole  amount  of  the  duty,  enables  the  domes- 
tic manufacturer  to  bring  his  manufectures,  of  like  kind, 
into  the  market,  and  sell  them  for  a  price  equal,  or  nearly 
e<pial  to  the  foreign  article,  burdened  as  it-is  with  a  high 
doty.  The  domestic  article  is  sent  to  the  South,  and 
•old  for  high  profits,  and  drains  off,  in  that  way,  a  hrrge 
part  of  the  income  of  the  Southern  planter,  for  his  cotton 
•nd  tobacco;  and  these  profits,  so  made  by  the  manufac- 
turer, enable  him  to  consume  of  the  foreign  importation. 
Now  the  averaj^e  of  all  the  duties  has  been  accurately 
ealcuUted,  and  it  exceeds  forty-five  per  cent.  The  South, 
tlicrcfore,  psys  upon  all  they  consume  either  forty-five 
per  cent,  upon  the  price,  if  it  be  the  foreign  article,  or 
>^t  the  same  amount  in  the  enhanced  price  of  the  do- 
ttertic  article.  It  is  in  this  enhanced  price,  produced  by 
the  duties  on  imports,  that  the  North  extracts  from  the 
Sooth  a  Urge  share  of  their  profits  of  planting;  and  by 
the  use  of  these  profits,  so  extracted,  the  North  is  enabled 
to  substitute  itself  for  the  South,  and  consume  the  im- 
ports, which,  in  the  absence  of  the  tax,  would  have  been 
the  legitimate  finiits  of  Southern  labor.  In  other  words, 
the  products  of  Southern  labor,  as  they  are  used  in  the 


foreign  exchanges,  are  burdened  with  a  tax  of  forty-five 
per  cent    The  products  of  Northern  labor,  as  they  are 
used  in  foreign  exchanges,  are  entirely  free  frt>m  tax; 
hence  an  inequality  whidi,  in  the  long  run,  must  of  ne> 
cessity  be  ruinous  to  the  South. 

Again:  The  Southern  planter,^  who  makes  abide  of 
cotton,  is  just  as  much  entitled  to  it  as  the  Northern  ma- 
nu&cturer,  who  makes'a  piece  of  cloth,  is  entitled  to  his 
cloth.  This  is  conceded  on  all  handa:  for  both  the  bale 
of  cotton  and  the  piece  of  cloth  are  the  fruits  of  their 
labor  respectively. 

But  both  wish  to  carry  their  articles  into  market— and 
both  are  permitted  to  do  it  free  of  tax.  But  mark  the 
consequence.  The  planter  sends  his  cotton  to  Liverpool 
to  ^x^Ange  fyr  cloth;  but  when  he  brings  his  cloth  home, 
he  is  stopped  at  the  custom-house,  and  told  that  he  must 
surrender  forty-five  yards  in  the  hundred.  The  planter 
then  retains  only  fifty-five  y«rds,  though  be  has  honestly 
earned  one  hundred.  The  Northern  manufocturer  is  not 
only  permitted  to  keep  his  whole  piece  of  one  hundred 
yards,  but,  by  the  intervention  of  the  tariff,  he  is  enabled 
to  sell  it  at  an  advance  of  forty  or  forty-five  per  cent 
upon  the  natural  price.  How  then  stands  the  case?  Here 
are  two  men,  who  have  each  earned  one  hundred  yards  of 
cloth  by  their  labor,  worth  one  hundred  dollars  per  piece 
at  the  natural  price— I  mean,  by  natural  price,  the  cost  of 
production.  The  Scmthem  man  is  compelled  to  give  up 
forty ^e  yards,  and  is  permitted  to  keep  fifty-five  yards, 
worth  fiify-five  dolUrs.  The  Northern  manufacturer  is 
not  only  permitted  to  keep  his  hundred  yards,  worth  one 
hundred  dollars,  but,  by  the  aid  of  the  tariff,  be  is  ena- 
ble to  sell  his  one  hundred  yards,  say  for  one  hundred 
and  forty  dolbura.  That  is,  the  one  hundred  dollara  worth 
•f  labor  of  the  Southern  man  is,  in  the  long  run,  by  the 
intervention  of  the  tariff,  made  to  be  worth  eighty-five 
dollars  less  than  the  one  hundred  dolUrs  worth  of  labor 
of  the  Northern  manufacturer.  I  exclude  any  enhance- 
ment of  the  price  of  the  fift}'-five  yards,  because,  in  the 
practical  operation,  they  are  purchased  for  consumption. 
Is  it  possible  to  conceive  a  case  of  more  revolting  hard- 
ship f  And  yet  this  illustrates  truly  the  operation  of  the 
tariff.  To  do  equal  justice,  the  Government,  as  it  taxes 
by  impost  the  Southern  man's  piece  of  cloth  when  im- 
ptnteo,  should  also  tax  by  excise  the  Northem  manufiu:- 
turer's  piece  to  the  same  amount;  and  wherefore  ought 
not  this  to  be  the  case?  Has  rtot  the  Southern  man  just 
as  much  earned  by  his  labors  bis  piece,  as  the  Northem 
manufacturer  has  earned  his  by  his  labor?  This  is  one  of 
the  bitter  fhtits  of  indirect  taxes.  And  to  whatever 
amount  the  revenue  may  be  reduced,  the  same  principle 
will  act,  and  the  like  results,  to  that  extent,  will  be  pro- 
duced. Sir,  this  is  the  great  secret  of  the  ruinous  transfer 
of  the  profits  of  Southern  labor,  to  augment  the  prosperity 
of  the  North  and  East. 

Agsin:  It  is  said  that  the  oonsufner  pays  the  import 
duties.  Though  not  assenting  to  that  proposition,  I  will 
assunie  that  principle  in  this  argument.  The  Government 
collects  a  revenue  upon  imports  of,  say  twenty-three  mil- 
lions a  year.  Tlie  South  exports  three-fourths  of  the  pro- 
ducts, which  arc  exchanged  for  the  imports  upon  which 
these  twenty-three  miUions  are  levied;  that  is  to  say, 
seventeen  miUions  of  the  duties  are  levied  on  goods  ex- 
changed for  the  products  of  Southern  labor.  Repeal  the 
tariff,  and  the  South  would  be  entitled  to  consume  or  to 
sell  three-fourths  of  the  imports.  But,  under  e»sting 
circumstances,  say  the  South  consumes  one-half  tiie  im- 
ports^  then  the  South,  as  consumers,  pay  duties  or  taxes 
of  eleven  and  a  half  millions.  The  other  half  is  consumed 
in  the  North  and  East;  that  is  to  say,  tbey  are  consumed 
partly  in  conmderation  of  their  exports,  and  of  course 
pay,  as  consumers,  six  millions  of  dollars;  but  the  North 
and  East  are  also  to  consume  the  residue  of  the  imports, 
upon  which  five  and  a  half  millions  of  duties  are  to  be 
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paid.  Now,  how  are  the  non-exporting^  States  either  to 
pay  the  five  and  a  half  millions,  or  to  acquire  the  whole  im- 
ports, upon  which  that  sum  is  levied  P 

It  is  done  precisely  in  the  manner  before  stated;  that 
is  to  say,  although  the  South  pays  only  half  the  taxes  in 
the  first  instance,  (or  anv  other  proportion,  which,  what- 
ever it  may  be,  is  wholly  immaterial,  and  leaves  wholly 
unaffected  the  truth  of  the  argument,)  still  the  South  has 
suffered  the  North  to  extract  from  the  profits  of  Southern 
labor,  by  the  enhanced  prices  of  the  domestic  manufac- 
ture, a  sum  that  enables  the  North  to  substitute  itself  as  a 
consumer  in  place  of  the  South,  and  actually  to  enjoy  the 
fruits  of  which  the  South  has  been  most  unjustly  stripped 
by  means  of  the  tariff. 

So  that,  in  fact,  the  South  pays,  directly  and  indirectly, 
upon  consumption,  near  three-fourths,  exceeding  two- 
thirds,  of  the  whole  revenue  of  the  Government  collected 
upon  imports.  To  g^ve  entire  accuracy  to  the  statement, 
it  is  necessary  to  deduct  the  amount  of  freight,  and  the 
taxes  upon  the  amount  consumed  by  those  who  substitute 
themselves  as  consumers,  by  reason  of  sales  of  unprotect- 
ed articles  in  the  South,  the  principal  of  which  consists  of 
live  stock. 

When  we  advert,  sir,  not  only  to  the  ruinous  inequality 
in  levying  the  taxes  of  this  Government,  but  also  to  that 
other  and  more  unequal  operation — ^the  disbursement  of  at 
least  three-fourths  of  that  revenue  in  the  non-exporting 
States,  we  shall  be  able  to  discern  the  causes  which  have 
produced  results  so  advantageous  to  the  tariff  States,  and 
so  disastrous  to  the  planting;'  States. 

Sir,  it  would  be  an  alleviation  of  these  evils,  severe  as 
they  are  upon  a  great  section  of  the  Union,  if  we  could 
know  that  this  pmicy  augments  the  national  wealth  and 
the  national  prosperity.  But,  sir,  such  is  not  the  fact.  It 
is  susceptible  of  demonstration,  that  this  policy  diminishes 
the  aggregate  of  national  wealth. 

It  commends  itself  to  the  approbation  of  its  friends,  not 
as  the  means  of  increasing  that  wealth,  but  as  the  instru- 
ment of  a  forced  and  unnatural  transfer  of  the  profits  of 
agricultural  labor,  to  enhance  the  capital  and  profits  of 
the  manufacturing  interest.  But,  sir,  that  an  augmenta- 
tion of  the  wealth  of  the  nation  is  not  the  consequence 
of  these  protecting  duties,  I  beg  leave  to  read  a  passage 
from  a  work  of  one  of  the  most  able,  sagacious,  and  pro- 
found political  economists,*  that  this  or  any  other  country 
ever  produced^of  one,  whose  capacious  mind,  and  as- 
tonishme  powers,  have  undergone  a  rectification  by  forty 
years  of  experience  in  public  life;  and  the  monuments  of 
whose  genius  will  attract  the  admiration  of  posterity, 
when  the  works  of  some  of  his  bitterest  revilera  shall 
have  dropped  from  the  memory  of  man.  The  argument 
is  clear,  compressed,  and  demonstrative. 

'*  A  Government  which  acknowledges  the  principle, 
that  no  individual  can  be  divested  of  his  property  for  pub- 
lic purposes  without  Indemnity,  cannot  claim  the  right  to 
that  inairectiy,  which  it  is  forbidden  to  do  directly.  A  sys- 
tem calculated  to  lay  permanent  burdens,  greatly  unequal 
and  oppressive  on  some  classes  of  society,  or  on  a  parti- 
cular section  of  the  country,  would  be  radically  unjust, 
and  altogether  indefensible,  even  though  it  might  be  at- 
tended with  some  advantages  to  the  community  considered 
as  a  whole.  But  whether  such  advantages  are  in  fact 
realized;  whether,  on  any  supposition,  they  ever  can  pro- 
duce a  profit  equal  to  the  actual  national  loss  arising  even 
from  the  indispensable  duty  of  twenty  to  twenty-five  per 
cent.,  must  be  first  examined. 

**  It  is  self-evident  that  the  industry  of  a  country  is  most 
profitably  employed;  or,  in  other  words,  that  a  country 
acquires  the  greatest  wealth,  and  its  general  prosperity  is 
most  advanced,  in  proportion  as  its  capital  and  labqr  are 
most  productive. 

*  Mr.  Oallaucu 


"  It  is  not  lets  obvious  that,  if  a  given  amount  of  capital 
and  labor  produces  in  the  same  time  a  less  quantity  of  a 
certain  commodity  than  could  have- been  purchased  with 
that  quantity  of  another  article,  which  might  have  been 
produced  in  the  same  time  by  the  same  amount  of  capital 
and  labor,  it  is  a  national  loss  equal  to  the  diffi&rence  be- 
tween the  quantity  produced  and  that  which  roig^t  have 
been  purchased  with  the  proceeds  of  the  same  capital  and 
labor  otherwise  applied. 

"  With  one  thousand  bushels  of  wheats  worth  one  dol- 
lar a  bushel,  one  thousand  yards  of  cloth,  of  a  certain  qua- 
lity, may  be  purchased.  If  the  capital  and  labor  employed, 
or  which  might  be  employed,  in  producing  the  thousand 
bushels  of  wheat,  do,  when  apphed  to  the  production  of 
similar  cloth,  produce  in  the  same  time  one  tliousand 
yards,  there  is  neither  comparative  ^in  or  loss  in  that  ap- 
plication of  capital  and  labor.  But  if,  thus  applied,  it  pro- 
duces only  eight  hundred  yards,  there  is  an  actual  nation- 
al loss  of  two  hundred  yards,  equal  to  two  hundred  dollars, 
or  two  hundred  bushels  of  wheat,  since  the  same  labor 
and  capital,  if  applied  to  the  production  of  wheat,  would 
have  produced  one  thousand  bushels,  with  which  one 
thousand  yards  of  the  cloth  might  have  been  purchased." 

To  make  this  demonstration  clearer,  if  that  be  possible, 
let  us  take  a  nearer  view  of  the  application  of  these  prin- 
ciples to  the  actual  state  of  things.  It  is  desirable  to  have 
home  establishments  for  the  manufacture  of  coarse  wool* 
lens.  The  manufacturer  says  he  cannot  go  into  it,  as, 
without  protection,  it  will  be  a  losing  business:  that  he  can 
make  more  money  in  other  pursuits  than  he  can  in  the 
manufacture  of  coarse  woollens.  The  Government,  how- 
ever, determines  to  have  home  establishments^  and  lays  a 
tax  of  fifty  per  cent,  on  all  imported  coarse  woollens. 
The  manuucturer  goes  into  the  business,  not  because,  if 
let  alone,  he  could  make  as  much  money  at  it  as  in,'  other 
employments,  but  because  the  Government,  by  increasing 
the  price  of  the  foreigfn  article  fiAy  per  cent.,  enables  him 
to  sell  the  home  article  at  fifty  per  cent,  above  the  natural 
price.  It  is  clear,  therefore,  that  all  who  go  into  the  busi- 
neikS  liave  been  induced,  by  the  interference  of  Govern- 
ment, to  abandon  a  more  profitable,  for  a  pursuit,  in  the 
absence  of  such  interference,  less  profitable.  The  na- 
tional loss  is  exactly  the  original  difference  between  the 
old  and  the  new  pursuit.  But  the  Government  makes  up 
tiuit  difference  to  the  mani^acturer,  and  oflen  much  more 
than  makes  it  up.  How  does  the  Government  make  it  up ' 
Why,  by  taxing  all  the  consumers  of  the  foreign  article, 
and  thereby  enabling  the  manufacturer,  by  increasing  his 
prices,  to  tax  the  consumers  of  the  domestic  article.  The 
result  of  which  operation  is  twofold^  first,  a  national  loss, 
by  substituting  an  unproductive  for  a  productive  pursuit. 
Secondly*  a  loss  imposed  upon  the  great  body  of  cOnsum* 
ers,  for  the  individual  benefit  of  a  few  manufiicturers, 
to  enable  them  to  pursue  a  business  which  not  only  im- 
pairs the  national  wealth,  but  which  also  enriches  them. 

But,  sir,  1  am  aware  that  this  reasoning  is  too  unambi- 
tious and' too  minute  to  mingle  itself  with  the  magnificent 
conceptions  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky.  He  disdains 
to  push  the  powers  of  analyas  to  that  high  point,  from 
which  the  eye  may  take  in  the  very  elements  of  these 
complex  questions  of  political  economy:  unpretending 
accuracy  is  beneath  the  aspirations  of  his  ambitious  ge- 
nius. 

That  Senator  opens  his  speech  by  adverting  to  the  seven 
years  next  preceding  <he  tariff  of  1824  as  being  the  roost 
disastrous,  and  the  seven  years  succeeding  as  the  most 
prosperous,  in  the  history  of  this  country.  The  distress 
of  the  former  period  is  ascribed  to  the  want  of  protection, 
and  the  prosperity  of  the  latter  is  represented  as  the  effect 
of  the  protective  system.  Su*,  nothing  can  be' more  loose 
and  inconclusive  than  this  general  statement.  But,  was  the 
pecuniary  distress,  experienced  in  this  country  during^  the 
years  1819,  '20,  '21,  and  '22,  occasioned  by  the  want  of  > 
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hig^  protective  system^  If  so,  why  did  not  England  es- 
cape, which  wft9  literally  barricadoed  by  restrlcUons  and 
prohibitions f  Sir,  the  causes  of  that  distress  lay  much 
deeper;  the  effects  were  first  developed  in  Europe,  and 
were  there  expenenced  in  all  the  gradations  of  depres- 
«on,  stagnation,  and,  finally,  of  universal,  unexampled, 
and  overwhelming'  distress.  Those  causes  operated  upon 
the  whole  commercial  worlds  their  influence  reached  this 
countr}',  and  combining  here  with  other  causes  peculiar  to 
ourselves,  produced  general  depression  and  much  distress. 

The  wars  of  the  French  revolution  had  convulsed  the 
continent  of  Europe  for  twenty-five  years;  the  arts  of 
peace,  and  the  pursuits  of  civil  life,  were  neglected  or 
abandoned,  and  every  country,  in  turn,  became  the  thea- 
tre of  war.  The  insular  situation  of  England  enabled  her 
to  occupy  a  commanding  position:  for,  while  she,  as  one 
of  the  belligerent  Powers,  made  prodigious  efforts  on 
land,  her  navy  swept  the  ocean,  her  commerce  pervaded 
every  quarter  of  the  g'lobe,  and  her  workshops  supplied 
the  whole  of  Europe.  Notwithstanding  her  prodigious 
expenditures,  it  may  be  well  questioned  whether  she  had 
ever  enjoyed,  in  so  eminent  a  degree,  all  the  appearances 
of  prosperity.  At  the  fall  of  Napoleon,  France  was  cover- 
ed with  all  the  armies  of  Europe^  the  immense  expendi- 
ture of  public  money  created  a'  demand  for  every  thing, 
and  prices  went  up  to  the  very  highest  point:  England 
partici pated  most  largely  in  this  apparent  prosperity .  Her 
paper  system — the  Government  expenditures — flic  sus- 
pension of  specie  payments — ^the  consequent  depreciation 
of  the  circulating  medium,  together  with  the  unexampled 
influx  of  wealth  from  the  continent  of  Europe,  as  the  re- 
ward of  manufacturing  industry — all  combined  to  g^ve  a 
highly  artificial  value  to  every  species  of  property,  and 
the  appearance  of  the  highest  degree  of  |;eneral  prospe- 
rity. Her  stupendous  resources,  stimulatmg  to  preterna- 
tural efforts  her  commercial  and  maimfacturing  interests, 
gave  her  an  energ}' — a  momentum — which  carried  her  for- 
ward for  several  years,  without  much  apparent  diminution. 

The  armies  of  Europe  were  disbanded,  and  became 
producers:  every  department  of  labor  soon  became  over- 
stocked; Government  expenditures  ceased^  specie  pay- 
ments  were  resumed^  and  a  reaction  ensued,  every  where 
exhibiting  the  most  appalling  distresses.  This  counti^ 
feit  the  reaction  in  the  sudden  depression  of  the  price  of 
every  article-  of  exportation.  The  pspei'  system — tlie 
most  fatal  curse  to  the  prosperity  of  this  country,  had 
pervaded  every  portion  of  this  Union;  every  county  town 
and  parish  was  jnundated  with  bank  notes,  at  a  ruinoms 
depreciation,  and  every  species  of  property  had  risen  to 
the  highest  price.  Deluded  by  fabe  appearances,  and 
the  facility  of  procuring  money,  the  spirit  of  speculation 
vas  excited — large  debts  incautiously  •  contracted— when 
this  sadden  depression  of  prices  came  upon  the  country 
as  a  paralysis,  and  all  those  distresses  of  which  the  most 
of  ttsi  retain  a  vivid  and  padnful  recollection.  Among  the 
causes  of  tliat  distress,  the  paper  system  was  undoubtedly 
the  most  effective  and  most  pernicious;  and,  where  the 
system  of  banking^  was  pushed  to  the  greatesttextent,  the 
greatest  distress  was  invariably  found. 

Sir,  whatever  of  prosperity  we  have  enjoyed  since 
1824,  instead  of  being  in  consequence  of  the  tariff,  has 
been  in  despite  of  it.  We  are  yet  a  young  and  vigorous 
republic,  in  the  finest  region  of  the  globe,  with  free  in- 
stUutions,  and  a  hardy,  industrious,  honest,  and  enterpris- 
ing people.  With  so  many  favoring  circumstances,  it  is  al- 
i&ost  impossible  to  arrest  our  career;  particular  sections 
niay  be  injured,  but,  as  a  whole,  our  course  roust  be  on- 
ward. But  our  growth,  our  prosperity,  and  our  great- 
oea,  are  all  ascribed  to  the  tariff  of  1824,  and  the  «<  bill 
of  abominations"  of  1828— that  prohibitory  system,  which 
has  been  alike  the  reproach  and  the  curse  of  Spain,  the 
country,  of  all  others,  in  which  it  lias  been  most  fondly 
cherished.  Sir,  as  well  might  the  empiric,  who  had  dosed 
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and  drugged  a  young  giant,  who  ^rows  apace  in  spite  of 
the  poisons,  ascribe  to  the  medicaments  his  expanding 
form,  his  gigantic  dimensions,  and  his  compactness  and 
power  of  muscle. 

Sir,  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  given  you  a  rapid 
and  vigorous  sketch  of  the  history  of  the  tariff  sj'stem;  he 
adverted  to  the  act  of  1789,  as  having  *'  sanctioned  the 
principle;"  he  deplored  the  causes  growing  out  of  the 
French  revolution,  which  obstructed  this  salutary  policy; 
and  remarked  the  mngular  coincidence  of  the  recurrence 
of  tliis  subject  at  the  interval  of  every  four  years,  from 
1816  to  1832.  Sir,  I  was  surprised  that  the  plainest  prin- 
pies  of  association  did  not  awaken  his  a^ention  to  a  similar 
reciurence  of  another  great  question  at  similar  intervals. 
I  was  surprised  that  it  did  not  occur  to  the  recollection  of 
the  Senator,  that  the  tariff  policy,  now  for  the  fifUi  time, 
is  agitated  and  discussed  immediately  upon  the  eve  of  the 
presidential  election;  that  the  tocan  is  sounded,  and^  the 
banner  unfurled,  at  the  precise  moment  when  a  rally  is  to 
be  made  for  the  great  and  final  struggle.  Sir,  this  view 
of  the  subject  calls  up  a  train  of  melancholy  reflections. 
It  suggests  the  facility  of  combination  of  great  pecuniary 
with  great  political  interests,  to  seixe  upon  the  Govern- 
ment, and  divide  among  themselves  its  patronage  and  its 
bounties.  It  suggests  painful  doubts,  whether  the  Pi^cn- 
dent-making  faculty  is  pot  a  power  so  preponderating  in 
our  polttical  machinery,  tliat,  when  violently  excited,  it 
may  not  derange  its  harmonious  action,  or  prove  destruc- 
tive of  its  organisation. 

The  Seasitor  from  Kentucky  defends  the  protective  sys- 
tem, upon  the  brottd  g^und  that  it  is  the  only  policy  effect- 
ually counteractive  of  an  unfavorable  balance  of  trade. 
Sir,  I  had  not  expectcsd  to  hear  this  exploded  doctrine  in- 
troduced into  this  debate.  I  had  supposed  it  would  have 
been  suffered  to  sleep  with  the  statesmen  of  the  Tudors 
and  the  Stuarts.  It  finds  no  abiding  place  in  Europe.  It 
is  the  jest  and  the  scoff  of  her  practical  statesmen,  as  well 
as  her  writers  upon  pcditical  economy-^sseve  only  in  fallen, 
impoverished,  and  devoted  Spain,  wliere  much  may  be 
fouiul  common  to  her  and  the  defenders  of  the  American 
system.  What,  air,  is  meant  by  the  balance  ci  trade?  It 
is  that  commercial  intercourse  in  which  the  importation 
exceeds  the  exportation. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  states  that,  in  the  last  ten 
years  and  three-quarters,  our  exports  to  Qfeat  Britun 
were  two  hundred  and  seventy-three  millions  of  doUars; 
that  our  imports,  during  the  same  time,  were  diree  hun- 
dred and  twenty  millions— giving  an  excess  of  imports  of 
fifty-seven  miUions,  which  he  sets  down  as  clear  loss,  and 
exclaims  emphatically,  **  How  can  the  United  States  sus- 
tain themselves  under  this  ruinous  trade?"  Sir,  the  fallacy 
of  this  argument  consists  in  supporing,  when  the  value  of 
imports  exceeds  the  value  of  exports,  that  a  debt  is  con- 
tracted to  the  amount  of  the  difference;  whereas,  in  a  fair 
commerce,  prosecuted  by  a  country  with  a  commercial 
marine  of  her  own,  the  value  of  imports,  for  a  series  of 
years  taken  together,  will  be  equal  to  the  aggregate  value 
of  exports  and  freights. 

In  a  single  commercial  operation,  if  the  value  of  im- 
ports is  just  equal  to  the  value  of  exports,  it  is  clear  that 
there  is  a  loss  to  the  whole  amount  of  freight.  Yet  this, 
according  to  the  doctrine  of  the  bals^nce  of  trade,  is  neither 
a  gainful  nor  a  losing  business.  Again:  If,  in  a  ungle 
operation,  the  value  of  imports  is  less  than  the  value  of 
exports,  this,  according  to  the  balance  of  trade,  is  a  gain- 
fid  commerce,  though  ne  who  receives  a  return  cargo  less 
valuable  than  the  outward,  feels  sorely  that  it  is  a  losing 
business.  So,  if,  instead  of  a  single  case,  in  all  the  com- 
mercial operations  of  a  country,  the  value  of  imports  shall 
be  less  than  tlie  value  of  exports,  it  is  said  the  balance  of 
trade  is  favorable  {  whereas  nothing  is  more  demonstrative 
than,  when  the  value  of  all  the  return  cargoes  is  less  than 
the  value  of  aU  the  outward,  that  it  is  a  losing  btunness. 
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On  the  other  hand,  if,  in  a  single  operation,  the  value  of  Government.     But  is  it  not  tyranny,  the  most  odious  and 


of  the  ratum  cargo  is  greater  tlian  that  of  the  outward, 
and  out  of  the  return  cargo  the  merchant  pays  for  the 
outward,  and  all  the  expenses  of  the  voyage,  still  retain- 
ing in  his  hands  a  large  residue,  the  balance  of  trade,  says 
lie,  is  growing  poorer,  while  he  feels  that  he  is  growing 
richer.  So,  while  all  the  individuals  of  a  nation,  by  like 
operations,  are  growing  richer,  the  balance  of  trade  says 
the  nation  is  growing  poorer. 

Nothing  can  be  more  unfair  and  delusive  than,  from  a 
lift  of  our  ex]^ort8  to,  and  imports  from,  a  given  country, 
to  pronounce  upon  that  intercourse  as  being  either  g^n* 
ful  or  losing.  This  is  manifest  when  we  consider  the  di- 
rect and  indirect  trade — the  circuitous  voyages,  finding  so 
many  intermediate  points,  and  complicating  its  concerns 
with  so  many  new  interests. 

Permit  me  to  illustrate  this  view,  by  reference  to  a  case 
which  actually  happened  a  few  years  ago.  Bear  in  mind 
that  the  fiict  to  be  ascertained  is,  whether  our  fur  trade  to 
the  Northwest  coast  of  America  is  gainful  or  loang,  ac- 
cording to  this  notion  of  the  balance  of  trade. 

A  ship  fitted  out  from  New  England,  with  a  cargo  worth 
about  five  thousand  dollars,  for  tlie  fur  trade  on  the  North- 
west coast  of  America,  got  a  cargo  of  furs,  proceeded  on 
her  voyage  to  China,  exchanged  them  fur  teas,  silks,  &c. 
and  brought  home  a  cargo  worth  nearly  two  hundred 
thousand  aollars.  This,  according  to  the  balance  of  trade, 
was  a  most  ruinous  operation.  The  shrewd  and  enter- 
prising Yankee,  understanding^  the  fact,  but  not  compre- 
hending thisphUosophy,  was  wilting  to  pocket  the  money, 
and  surrender  the  theory  to  the  champions  of  the  Ameri- 
can system. 

Sir,  the  whole  of  this  doctrine  proceeds  upon  the  hy- 
pothesis that  conHncrcial  intercoiirse  is  a  species  of  gam- 
bling operation — ^that  the  ^in  of  one  is  the  loss  of  another. 
I  shall  not  stop  to  exaranie  this  hypothesis,  but  barely 
remark  that  it  was]  an  illiberal  notion,  entertained  in  the 
earlier  ages  of  commerce,  that  it  has  long  since  been  ex- 
ploded, and  is  now  universally  denounced  by  ah  enlist- 
ened  pc^tical  philosophy. 

The  great  object  of  contest  between  the  respective 
parties  to  this  tanff  question  is,  whether  the  tariff'  States 
shall  furnish  the  planting  States  with  manufactures,  or  the 
planting  States  furnish  the  tariff  States.  It  is  with  pain- 
yes  sir,  it  is  with  g^ef,  that  I  consider  the  question  in  this 
aspect.  It  presents  a  naked  case  of  the  reversal  of  the 
ordinations  of  benign  Providence,  by  the  tyrannical  legis- 
lation of  man.  My  proposition  is,  that,  in  the  absence  of 
restrictions,  the  South  would  import  and  fiirnish  (or  could 
do  it)  the  tariif  States  with  the  chief  part  of  their  sup- 
plies of  manufitctures. 

Owinf  to  the  dense  population  of  England,  the  abun- 
dance of  fuel,  tlie  inexhaustible  mines,  tlie  perfection  of 
machinery,  the  cheapness  of  labor,  and  the  invigorating 
climate  in  which  the  numan  animal  can  perform  the  great- 
est possible  amount  of  labor,  upon  the  least  possible 
amount  of  subsistence,  the  cost  of  production  of  ftlmost 
every  i^cies  of  manufacture  is  a  sreat  deid  less  than  it 
is  in  thb  country.  The  South  would  exchange  the  raw 
material  for  the  foreign  article,  which,  enhanced  in  its 
price  by  the  rate  of  exchange,  storage,  freight,  commis- 
sion, and  every  necessary  charge,  would  come  into  the 
home  market,  (if  free  from  impost  duty,)  and  drive  from 
it  all  domestic  competition.  In  trutli,  the  foreign  article 
could  be  sold  in  the  home  market  at  from  fifteen  to  thirty 
per  cent,  less  than  the  similar  domestic  article.  This  is 
obvious  from  the  fiict  that  the  manufacturer  is  now  pro- 
tected by  duties  averagpng  more  than  forty-five  per  cent., 
and  insists  that  any  material  modification  will  destroy  his 
business,  and  involve  him  in  bankruptcy. 

The  duty  of  every  Government  is  to  extend  equal 
protection  to  all  the  partS{  the  correlative  obligation  is, 
that  all  the  parts  shall  contribute  equally  to  the  support 


detestable,  to  deprive  one  of  the  parts,  without  equivalent, 
of  all  its  natural  advantages,  to  bestow  them  on  another^ 

Sir,  it  is  an  utter  misconception  of  the  true  nature  of 
Government,  to  suppose  it  is  mstituted  to  confer  bounties, 
and  do  acts  of  munificence.  Government  YSm  nothing  of 
its  own  to  give,  and  it  can  only  g^ve  to  one  by  taking  from 
anotlier,  which,  if  done  without  equivalent,  is  naked,  pal- 
pable injustice.  The  South  asks  for  nothing.  The  North 
is  clamorous  for  protection,  which,  if  it  mean  any  thing, 
means  that  the  Government  shall  give  that  which  it  has 
not,  but  tliat  which  it  riiiall  take  from  others. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  said  that  the  doctrine 
of  free  trade  is  a  mere  revival  of  tlie  British  colonial  s^'s- 
tem,  forced  upon  us  during  our  ci^onial  vassalag^.  I  must 
confess  my  utter  astonishment  at  the  introduction  of  such 
a  topic,  in  support  of  tliis  system  of  restrictions.  I  should 
be  wholly  unable  to  account  for  it,  had  I  not  seen  tlie  dig- 
nity of  delibenv^ion  descend  from  the  i-egion  of  argument 
to  a  level  with  the  passions.     The  Senator,  upon  the  re- 
flection of  a  moment,  cannot  fail  to  perceive  the  glaring 
error  into  which  he  has  fallen.     That  the  reverse  of  the 
proportion  is  precisely  the  fact — ^that  success  in  this  pro- 
tective policy  is  but  to  substitute  New  England  for  Old 
England — so  that  the  former  may  now  burden  a  free  peo- 
ple, as  the  latter  formerly  did  her  colonial  vassals.     Let 
me  examine  it  a  moment.     What  di (Terence  is  there  be- 
tween England  compelling  her  colonies  to  trade  with  her 
alone  for  Uieir  supplies  of  manufactures;  and  one  section 
of  the  Union,  by  virtue  of  high  prohibitive  duties,  coni- 
pelline  another  to  trade  to  that  alone  for  all  supplies  of 
manuuctured  articles?    Is  not  this  the  efiect  of  the  sys- 
tem? Is  it  mitigated  by  the  reflection  that  it  is  the  brother 
of  my  blood  who  compels  me  to  yield  up  the  fruits  of  my 
toils,  to  g^tify  his  spirit  of  rapacity  ?    Is  it  mitigated  by 
the  fiict  that  the  South  b  in  effect  cut  ofi*  from  the  cheap- 
est markets  in  the  world,  and  is  compelled  to  resort  to  the 
dearest?    Sir,  the  adoption  of  a  s}'stem  of  complete  pro- 
tection is  the  adoption  of  a  system,  as  regards  our  pecu- 
niary interests,  incomparably  worse  than  that  of  colonial 
vassalage.     It  is  worse  tlian  colonial  vassalage,  precisely 
to  the  extent  that  the  market  of  New  England  is  worse 
than  tlie  market  of  Great  Britain.     Sir,  what  is  the  con- 
dition of  the  laboring  classes  at  this  day  in  Canada^  in 
respect  to  the  taxes  on  tlie  necessaries  of  life,  when  com- 
pared with  that  of  the  laboring  classes  in  this  confedei-jicy 
of  freemen? 

I  have  an  autlientic  document  before  me,  which  exhi- 
bits the  monstrous  difference.  [Here  Mr.  M.  read  the 
document,  showing  tliat  in  Canada  only  twx)  and  a  half 
per  cent,  duties  were  paid  on  cotton  gpoods,  silks^  wool- 
lens, linens,  earthen,  China  and  glass  ware,  hardware, 
rolled  iron;  while,  in  the  United  States,  the  duties  on  the 
same  articles,  to  be  paid  by  the  consumer,  range  from 
twenty-two  per  cent.,  the  lowest  to  two  hundred  and  fif^y 
per  cent.  In  Canada,  salt  is  free;  here,  it  is  taxed.  In 
Canada,  sugar  is  almost  free.]  Sir,  it  is  true  that  the  co« 
lonial  vassaVs  of  William  the  Fourth  are  taxed  less  than  tlic 
laboring  classes  of  the  United  States. 

Sir,  the  merry  plougliman  that  follows  his  team  with 
buoyant  spirits,  and  whistles  as  he  goes  in  pure  gladness 
of  heart,  little  dreams  of  the  insidious  process  by  which 
he  and  his  little  ones  are  stripped  of  tlie  fruits  of  his  toils. 
When  sitting  by  his  evening  fireside,  in  the  midst  of  all 
he  loves  upon  earth,  amusmg  simple  infancy  with  the 
tales  of  other  times;  when  recounting  to  the  little  prat- 
tlers that  climb  upon  his  knees,  and  press  to  his  side,  the 
exploits  of  his  ancestors  in  the  battles  of  liberty — his 
patriotism  kindling  and  gflowingas  the  narrative  proceeds^ 
little — little  does  he  know  that  the  miners  and  sappers  are 
at  work  under  the  citadel  of  his  liberties.  But,  sir,  the 
consolation  offered  to  the  bouth  is,  that  she  too  may  en- 
gage in  manufacturing,  and  escape  the  evils  of  which  she 
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complains — ^may  in  that  -way  throw  off  the  thraldom  of  vas- 
salage to  the  tariff  monopolists.     Those  who  offer  that 
alternative,  know  that  it  is  but  keeping  the   «« word  of 
promise  to  the  ear,  and  breaking'  it  to  3ie  hope;'*  they 
know  that  it  cafknot  be  embraced  without  ruinous  sacri- 
fice.    They  know  that  it  would  involve  a  sacrifice  of  at 
least  half  the  capital  of  the  South,  to  withdraw  it  from 
planting',  and  invest  it  in  new  pursuits.   And,  sir,  it  is  but 
frank  to  sa^  that  they  neither  expeet  H  nor  desire  it.  For 
though  their  philosophy  might  enable  them  to  bear  with 
commendable  fortitude  the  loss  of  half  our  capital — for  many 
tlungs  are  more  difficult  than  to  bear  with  patience  the 
misfortunes  6f  others — ^yet  what  philosophy  could  bear 
the  destruction  of  all  its  golden  dreams?  What  mortgagee 
could  look  unmoved  upon  his  mortgaged  estates,  aban* 
doned,    dilapidated,    and    rapidly  vergring*  to   hopeless 
decay? 

There  are  those  in  the  South  that  indulge  in  the  delusion 
(hat  we  are  capable  of  becoming  a  manuracturing  people. 
That  we  might  succeed,  in  the  interior,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent«  cannot  be  doubted.     But  that  it  could  become  the 
predominant  interest,  or  tiiat  we  should  ever  be  able  to 
compete  with  foreign  rivals,  is  wholly  impossible.     We 
are  destitute  of  all  the  great  elements:  slave  labor  is  too 
careless.     We  are  destitute  of  water  power  on  the  sea- 
board, of  navigation  to  water  power  in  the  interior.     We 
are  destitute  of  eoal,  and  that  salubrity  of  climate  neces- 
sary to  preserve  health,  in  the  summer  and  autumnal 
months,  in  the  fatid  cttmosphere  of  densely  crowded  fac- 
tories.    And,  above  all,  thank  God!  we  are  destitute  of 
the  cheap  labor  of  a  half  starved,  beggfared,  and  depend- 
ent population,  fit  to  be  packed  in  factories  to  drag  out  a 
miserable  slavish  existence  for  the  paltry  equivalent  of  tlie 
bread  that  they  eat,  and  the  raiment  that  they  wear.    Sir, 
are  these  establishments  favorable  to  liberty,  or  to  morals? 
In  other  countries,  these  operatives  are  every  way  de- 
graded.    In  this,   these  establishments  are  too  new  to 
afford  a  fair  sample  of  their  bitter  fruits.     Is  there  not  an 
immeasiuid>le  difference  in  the  scale  of  being,  between 
liim  who  plants  his  foot  on  his  own  soil,  feeling  a  high  and 
manly  sense  of  his  personal  independence — the  master  of 
his  own  little  domain— surrounded  by  a  happy,  industri- 
ous, and  virtuous  iamily;  and  the  day- laborer,  with  a  scat- 
tered family,  toilin|^  from  sun  to  sun  in  a  crowded  factory, 
breathing  its  noxious  and  foetid  air;  dependent  for  his 
daily  bread  upon  tlie  master  of  the  establishment;  and 
cringing  to  his  testy  humors,  or  losing  his  place?     Sir,  I 
am  told  that  tlie  dependence  is  so  complete,  that,  in  the 
exercise  of  the  highest  franchise  of  a  freeman,  the  will  of 
the  master  is  the  law  of  the  dependents — ^they  vote  the 
calico  ticket. 

The  Senator  froiA  Kentucky  drew  a  picture  of  a  cotton 
&ctory,  crowded  with  scores  of  delicate  young  females; 
be  painted  their  "ruddy  complexions,"  *' happy  counte- 
nances," and  "clock-work  regularity." 

Sir,  if  the  genius  of  that  gentleman  could  have  tlirown 
into  his  picture  the  bold  design  and  admirable  grouping 
of  Raphael,  the  delicate  coloring  of  Titian,  and  the  fas- 
cinating light  and  shadow  of  Rembrandt,  it  could  not  have 
been  redeemed  from  revolting  associations.  I  understand 
that  more  than  twenty  thousand  little  girls,  from  seven  to 
fifteen  years  of  age,  are  at  this  moment  immured  in  these 
factories  in  the  United  States. 

Who  can  contemplate,  without  pam*  the  hard  fate  of  so 
many  delicate  young  females,  torn  from  a  mother's  love 
utd  a  mother's  care,  immured  in  these  factories,  drudging 
and  laboring  in  every  sort  of  contact,  forced  from  the 
gambols  of  youthful  innocence,  and  the  gladness  and 
sunshine  of  the  heart  overcast'  Who  ought  not  to  de- 
nounce the  accursed  system  that  bribes  the  avarice  of  tlie 
parent  to  sacrifice  the  innocence  of  the  child?  1  appeid 
10  every  parent  who  ever  felt  the  gush  of  tenderness  for 
the<}e  Uhle  innocents,  who  has  watched  the  first  buddings 


of  affection  patting  forth  its  tiny  tendrils,  av 
around  his  very  heart-strings,  whether  he  coul^  \ 

his  heart  to  tear  them  from  the  scenes  of  their  chik 
from  the  consecrated  circle  of  family  affections,  V^ 
mure  them  in  these  laboratories,  as  the  drudge\ 
slaves  of  capricious  taskmasters.     Sir,  it  ia  not  in  th^ 
ture  of  things  that  their  minds  and  their  affections  shot 
resist  all  taint. 

Sir,  I  have  already  too  much  extended  my  remarks.  \ 
had  designed  to  examine  several  other  matters.    I  must 
refrain.    I  have  determined  to  examine,  and  expose  the 
fallacy  of  the  position,  that  prices  have  been  reauced  by 
the  tariff;  and  to  show  that  jUiev  have  fallen,  not  in  con- 
sequence of  the  tariff,  but  in  spite  of  it.     I  had  designed 
to  examine  the  allegation  of  an  increased  ability  to  con- 
sume, growing  out  of  the  protective  system,  by  enhancing 
the  price  of  bread  stuflfs;  and  to  show,  as  may  be  clear^ 
shown,  that  the  allegation  is  founded,  Ist,  in  an  error  of 
fact,  and  2d,  in  an  error  of  reasoning.    I  had  designed 
to  show  that  the  mosterroneousestimates  have  been  made 
of  the  profits  of  the  cotton  producers.     I  had  intended 
to  show  that  the  duties  upon  iron — the  raw  material — had 
put  out  of  profitable  employment  more  than  a  hundred 
thousand  of  our  most  tiseful  artisans,  and  transferred  the 
labor  to  Birmingham,  Sheffield,  and  other  roanufiicturing 
towns  in  England.     I  had  designed  to  show  that  this  sys- 
tetii,  coupled  with  the  paper  system,  ia  a  close  and  servile 
imitation  of  the  English— 'Whith  is  Uie  most  refined  sys- 
tem of  slavery  in  the  world.    The  aristocracy  holding  the 
church  and  state,  with  the  infinitely  various  complication 
of  place  and  pennon,  exact  three  hundred  and  fifty  mil- 
lions of  dollars  annually— equal  to  fifteen  years'  income  of 
this  Government     Add  to  this  the  hundreds  of  millions 
exUacted  by  the  corn  laws  and  by  banking  and  manufac- 
turing establishments,  and  we  have  anappallingaggregate. 
When  we  reflect  that  these  sums  are  uiawn  from  labor, 
without  obligations  on  the  part  of  the-  master  to  feed  or 
clothe  the  laborer,  and  without  sympathy  for  his  distresses, 
we  must  be  convinced  that  it  is  the  most  refined  slavery, 
and  is  infinitely  more  grievous  and  oppressive  than  the 
very  worst  condition  of  negro  slavery  m  this  country.    I 
never  saw  a  negro  pauper  without  shelter,  clothing,  and 
bread.     This  is  an  interesting  topic;  I  regret  that  I  have 
lo  pass  it.     I  had  designed  to  show  that  this  system  has 
brought  uito  existence  a  set  of  men,  unknown  in  better 
days,  denominated  ''shavers." 

For  the  information  of  our  more  fortunate  brethren  of 
the  tariff  States,  I  will  endeavor  to  convey  some  idea  of 
this  nondescript.  A  shaver  is  a  little  wolhsh;  he  grows 
lean  as  others^^ow  fat;  he  fattens  as  others  become  ema- 
ciated. To  lum  general  prosperity  is  as  the  parching 
drought  of  summer.  His  happiness  springs  as  blithesome 
from  the  misery  of  others,  as  the  violet  mm  the  mound 
that  covers  tlie  ashes  of  a  hero.  To  him  the  sigh  of  dis- 
tress is  "dulcet  and  harmonious  breath;"  and  the  tears  of 
a  ruined  family,  surrendering  to  him  their  patrimonial 
acres,  and  driven  into  the  wide  world  houseless,  penny- 
less,  and  friendless,  are  as  the  refreshing  and  vivifying 
showers  poured  from  the  clouds  of  heaven  into  tlie  burn- 
ing bosom  of  the  earth.  These,  and  others  of  kindred 
pursuits,  are  almost  the  only  allies,  in  respect  to  the  tariff 
policy,  that  our  Northern  brethren  can  find  in  the  South. 
In  the  early  history  of  "shaving,"  men,  with  some  claim 
to  respect,  engaged  in  the  buaness.  It  is  now  become 
so  odious,  that  any  one,  of  the  least  mark  of  respectability, 
shuns  the  imputation  as  he  would  the  leprosy.  It  is  fallen 
into  other  hands — ^the  hands  of  harpies,  compared  with 
many  of  whom  Shylock,  the  Jew,  was  tender-hearted,  a 
man  of  honor,  and  a  gentleman. 

I  had  designed  to  show  the  palpable  absurdities  and 
abominable  frauds  of  the  whole  system  of  minimunis.  I 
had  intended  to  show  the  strong  inducements  held  out 
by  this  policy  to  illicit  trade,  and  the  genei-al  corruption 
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«f  mcirmls  consequent  apon  an  extensive  system  of  smug^- 

?flin^.  That  smuggling  is  now  etrried  on  extensively  on 
he  Canada  frontier,  is  notorious.  1  had  intended  to  mow 
that  the  |^at  and  patriotic  West  bear  the  burdens  of  this 
policy  without  equivalent:  that  the  taxes  paid  by  them 
annually,  in  the  shape  of  duties,  are  more  than  fourfold 
the  whole  amount  of  approprTations  for  internal  improve- 
ments in  every  part  of  the  Union:  that  their  hope  for 
indernnity  in  that  shape  is  wholly  delusive:  that  a  part 
of  the  West  has  partially  lost,  by  the  ravages  of  the  sys- 
tem, their  best  market  for  live  stock.  I  pass  these  and 
other  topics,  not  doubting  that  they  will  be  discussed  by 
other  Senators,  in  a  manner  much  more  satisfactory  than  I 
could  hop«  to  do  it. 

Mr.  Ftesident,  there  is  one  other  topic  which  sheer 
justice  seems  to  require  me  to  touch.  I  mean  the  insinua- 
tion by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat,]  that  the 
present  Chief  Magistrate,  on  the  north  side  of  Mason  and 
Dixon's  line,  was  understood  to  hold  one  opinion  on  the 
tariff,  and  on  the  south  side  he  was  understood  to  hold 
another.  As,  I  suppose,  the  honorable  Senator  well  con- 
sidered the  delicate  relation  he  bears  to  the  head  of  the 
Government,  and  settled  in  his  mind  all  the  proprieties  of 
such  a  reference,  I  shall  refrain  from  any  animadversion 
upon  that  ]>oint.  Sir,  I  regret  to  touch  this  topic.  I  am 
unwilling,  in  a  discussion  of  the  great  principles  of  this 
stupendous  system,  to  mingle  with  it  mere  paltry,  party 
interests.  It  looks  above  and  beyond  this  administration, 
or  any  other,  and  all  that  belong  to  it.  It  is  rapidly  be- 
coming a^  naked  question  of  liberty.  The  sentiment  is 
growing  in  the  South,  and  I  trust  it  will  grow  more  and 
mo^e,  tiiat  we  will  wear  in  our  hearts  no  love  for  any  ad- 
ministration that  compels  us  to  wear  the  chains  of  this 
system. 

But,  sir,  1  think  the  honorable  Senator  did  the  Chief 
Magistrate  great  injustice.  I  never  understood  that  but 
one  opinion  was  entertained  on  the  subject.  We  all  un- 
derstood him  to  be  hi  fiivor  of  a  system  of  protection. 

Loving  him  as  we  did,  admiring  him  as  we  must,  rever- 
ing him  as  we  ought,  and  confiding  in  him  as  we  still 
delight  to  do,  we,  nevertheless,  always  remembered  his 
opinions  onjthis  subject,  with  deep  regret. 

I  will  tell  thcT  honorable  Senator  the  opinion  of  the 
South,  as  far  as  I  understand  it.  We  have  long  known 
the  President  to  be  in  favor  of  a  protective  system.  That 
opinion  was  first  promurgated  by  him  in  North  Carolina 
upon  the  eve  of  the  presidential  election  of  1824,  at  the 
time  he  was  a  candidate  for  the  Presidency,  and  when  the 
excitement  in  that  State  was  high  against  the  policy.  We 
have  seen  his  recorded  votes  in  this  Senate,  and  his  annual 
mesMge,  all  affirming  the  principles  first  laid  be&re  the 
public.  But  we  believed  he  preferred  his  country  to  him- 
self? that  he  would  urge  his  policy  no  further  than  he 
believed  the  great  interests  of  the  country  required;  and 
that  he  was  wholly  incapable  of  abusing  it,  either  to  acquire 
or  to  retain  power.  In  a  word,  all  believed  him  to  be  an 
honest  man — ^firm,  patriotic,  and  fearless.  This  is  the  fort- 
ress of  his  strength— the  hearts  of  the  people  is  the  citadel 
of  his  power. 

But,  sir,  I  dismiss  this  topic;  the  subject  under  const- 
deration  is  of  fitf  more  weighty  and  far  more  durable  im- 
portance; and  I  pray  God,  that  every  man  who  loves  his 
country  may  take  it  into  grave  and  solemn  consideration, 
that  he  may  bring  to  it  that  spirit  of  conciliation  and  kind- 
ness that  becomes  the  deM:endants  of  those  who  stood  side 
by  side,  and  poured  lout  their  blood  like  water  in  the 
achievement  of  our  liberties.  Sir,  I  feel  a  deep  convic- 
tion that  this  system  and  this  Union  cannot  exist  perma- 
nently together.  Who  can  be  insensible  to  the  wisdom, 
the  patriotism,  of  mutual  concession  ?  Who  can  shut  his 
eyes  to  the  fearful  signs  of  the  times  ^  Who  is  not  ready  to 
invoke  the  spirit  of  seventy-six — that  devotion  to  liberty, 
sealed  by  the  blood  of  so  many  patriots  and  martyrs' 


Where  is  it?  I  fear  it  b  gone  forever.  Where  is  the 
sentiment  of  the  Slogen,  once  so  dreadful  to  the  enemy — 
••give  me  liberty,  or  give  me  death!"  It  is  heard  no  more 
in  the  land.  It  is  money — money — give  me  money  or 

Sir,  if  I  could  coin  my  heart  into  gold,  and  it  were  law- 
ful in  the  sight  of  Heaven,  I  would  pray  God  to  give  me 
firmness  to  do  it,  to  save  this  Union  from  the  fearful — ^the 
dreadful  shock  which  I  verily  believe  impends. 

[Mr.  M.  delivered  only  part  of  the  above  on  Tuesday. 
It  was  concluded  the  following  day,  but  is  given  here 
entire.] 

WsDKBSDAT,  FxBauAax  8. 

The  journal  having  been  read,  *^ 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  that,  perceiving  his  name  [in 
the  place  of  Mr.  White,  excused]  on  the  committee  ap- 
pointed on  the  part  of  the  Senate  to  make  arrangements 
for  the  commemoration  of  Washington's  birthday,  he 
wished  to  be  excused  from  serving  upon  it,  for  the  same 
reasons  which  were  given  by  Uie  gentlemen  who  were 
yesterday  excused.  He  was  not  in  favor  of  the  object  for 
which  the  committee  was  appointed,  nor  did  he  vote  for 
the  resolution.  He  wished  to  pay  all  possible  respect  to 
the  memory  of  Washington.  He  hoped  the  Senate  would 
adjourn  over  that  day,  and  unite  with  otiier  citizens  in  the 
usual  observances  of  the  day.  But  he  could  see  no  good 
reason  why  Congress  should  depart,  on  this  occasion , 
from  the  customary  mode  of  honoring  the  day.  He  wishetl 
to  be  excused  from  serving  on  tlie  committee. 

Mr.  HAYNE  suggested  to  the  Senator  that,  as  his  name 
was  upon  the  committee,  and  as  several  gentlemen  had 
already  been  excused,  he  had  better  remain  a  member  of 
it;  and,  if  he  had  any  objections  to  any  other  observance 
of  the  day  than  an  adjournment,  he  could  state  them  to 
the  joint  committee,  who  would,  perhaps,  be  governed  by 
his  suggestions. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  felt  no  disposition,  he  said,  to  go 
into  the  committee  for  the  purpose  of  opposing  the  views 
and  designs  of  the  majority  of  that  committee.  It  would 
be  unpleaaUnt  to  him  to  be  placed  in  that  sitiution.  He 
would  propose  to  withdraw  from  it  entirely. 

Mr.  MILLfiR  called  for  the  reading  of  the  resolution; 
and,  afler  it  was  read,  he  remarked  that,  as  the  resolution 
agreed  to  assume  that  we  shall  join  with  the  House  in  ce> 
lebrating  the  day,  gentlemen  could  have  no  objection  to 
serving  on  the  committee.  Having  adopted  the  resolution, 
he  thought  the  Senate  was  bound  to  proceed  in  the  &c* 
complishment  of  the  design. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  was  not  present,  he  sud,  when  the 
resolution  was  passed.  He  thought  it  an  improper  mode 
of  paving  respect  to  the  memory  of  the  deceased.  He 
was  also  uninformed  how  the  expenses  of  the  fete,  if  there 
was  to  be  one,  were  to  be  defrayed.  He  was  willing  to 
excuse  the  honorable  Senator  from  New  Jersey,  if  he  be- 
lieves he  could  not,  with  propriety,  consent  to  join  in  the 
objects  of  the  committee. 

The  question  being  put,  it  was  decided  in  favor  of  ex- 
cusing the  Senator. 

[The  committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  ultimately 
consisted  of  Mr.  Clat,  Mr.  Wsbstxr,  Mr.  PoiWDEXTEa, 
Mr.  Crambees,  and  Mr.  Bibb.] 

THE  COLONIAL  TRADE. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  submitted  the  following  resolutions: 
Besohed,  That  the  late  **  arrangement,"  made  between 
the  Executive  of  the  United  States  and  Greal  Britain, 
relative  to  a  trade  between  this  country  and  her  colonial 
possessions,  gives  to  British  vessels  an  advantage  in  trans- 
porting articles  to  their  West  India  colonies  greater  than 
is  secured  to  American  vessels,  and  violates  that  principle 
of  reciprocity  in  navigation  which  our  Government  has 
heretoiore  sedulously  and  firmly  endeavored  to  maintain. 
Reached,  That  said  •«  arrangement,"  and  the  President's 
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proclamation  of  the  5th  of  October,  1830,  opening  the 
porU  of  the  United  States  to  British  vessels,  were  not 
authoriaed  by  the  act  of  Congress  of  29th  of  May,  1830. 

BANK  CURRENCY. 

Mr.  DAIXAS  moved  that  the  report  received  yester- 
day from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  reply  to  Mr. 
BiNTox's  resolution,  making  inquiries  in  relation  to  the 
currency  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  be  printed, 
and  referred  to  the  select  committee  on  that  subject. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  his  statement  of  the  amount  of  this 
^ecies  of  currency  in  circulation,  was  mere  matter  of 
opinion  when  he  spoke  upon  the  subject  two  weeks  ago. 
The  bank,  in  none  of  its  reports  or  publications,  had  ever 
discriminated  between  the  notes  and  the  orders;  and, 
judging  from  the  universality  of  the  orders  in  the  West, 
he  had  formed  an  opinion  thiat  they  must  amount  to  about 
ten  millions.  Senators,  who  supposed  him  to  say  thirty  or 
forty  millions,  must  have  taken  an  expression  which  related 
to  the  whole  amount  of  the  bank  issues,  notes  and  orders, 
which  are  returned  at  forty  millions.  To  settle  the  ques- 
tion, however,  and  to  ascertain  the  quantity  of  orders  out, 
he  had  submitted  a  call  upon  the  Secretaiy  of  the  Trea- 
sury, and,  if  he  had  not  the  information,  through  him 
upon  the  president  of  the  bank,  to  ascertain  the  amount. 
That  call  had  been  answered.  It  was  received  yesterday, 
and  gives  rise  to  the  present  motions  for  references  to 
different  committees.  From  that  answer  we  see  that  the 
practice  of  issuing  orders  as  currency  began  in  July, 
1827;  and  that  about  seven  millions  had  been  issued  since 
that  time.  Of  this  seven  millions,  about  five  milUons  are 
believed  to  be  in  actual  circulation;  which,  in  fact,  was  less 
than  he  had  expected.  But  the  cause  of  his  miscalculation 
vas  shown  in  the  President's  answer. 

He  [Mr.  B.]  had  supposed  that  all  the  branches  issued 
this  description  of  currency;  but,  in  looking  over  the 
statement  sent  in,  he  found  that  the  more  remote  and 
frontier  branches  alone  were  set  at  this  work;  while  the 
great  branches  in  the  capitals  and  emporiums  of  the  old 
States,  and  in  this  capital  of  the  Union,  did  no  such  thing. 
The  Southern  and  Western  branches  made  these  issues, 
and  a  few  others  of  the  smallerclass;  but  the  branches  in 
i&hmond,  Baltimore,  New  York,  Boston,  and  this  city, 
Issued  none.  Why  this  difference }  Is  it  that  the  intelli- 
gence of  the  great  cities  wotild  detect  the  difference 
between  a  note  xnd  an  order,  while  the  inhabitants  of  the 
South  and  West,  and  other  remote  or  obscure  places, 
would  take  the  orders  without  knowing  the  difference, 
like  unfledged  robins  swallow  the  gravels  which  wanton 
boys  throw  them  in  place  of  crumbs  of  bread? 

The  amount  6f  gold  and  silver  coin  and  bullion  sent  up 
to  the  parent  bank  by  the  branches,  since  they  began  to 
issue  orders,  and  by  such  branches  as  issue  orders,  had 
also  been* shown  in  the  answer  to  his  call.  He,  [Mr.  B.] 
when  he  spoke  a  fortnight  ago,  endeavored  to  explain  the 
theory  of  these  orders,  and  to  show  that  it  was  directly 
the  reverse  of  a  currency  of  branch  bank  notes.  In  the 
case  of  notes,  the  parent  bank  furnished  the  capital  to  the 
branch;  in  the  case  of  orders,  the  branch  furnished  the 
capital  to  the  parent  bank.  This  he  had  argued  was  the 
theory  of  the  order  currency,  and  it  was  now  proved  to 
be  the  practice  of  it.  The  Senate  would  bear  in  mind 
that  the  branches,  chiefly  those  of  the  South  and  West, 
had  issued  seven  millions  of  these  orders  since  July,  1827. 
Now,  it  appeared  from  the  report  to  which  he  had  alluded, 
that  these  branches  had  remitted  about  eight  millions  of 
gold  and  silver  coin  and  bullion  to  the  parent  bank  in  the 
sune  time.  Thus  the  theory  and  the  practice  worked 
together.  The  theory  was,  that  the  branches  which  drew ' 
the  orders  on  the  cashier,  in  Philadelphia,  should  send  up 
the  hard  money  there  to  meet  the  orders,  and  this  it  was 
proved  they  had  done;  thereby  depriving  the  branches  of 
capital,  instead  of  furnishing  it  to  them.     If  notes  were 


issued,  and  that  was  the  plan  and  idea  of  those  who  gran 
ed  the  charter,  the  parent  bank  would  have  to  send  dow 
a  portion  of  her  capital — real  capital,  not  a  mere  assigi 
ment  of  credit — ^to  the  branch  to  issue  notes  upon.  Thes 
notes  would  be  payable  on  the  spot,  and  on  demand;  and 
if  not  so  paid,  judgment  would  be  g^ven  against  th( 
bank,  with  twelve  per  cent  damages.  Not  so  of  these 
orders;  they  were  payable  alone,  even  admitting  that  they 
were  payable  any  where,  in  Philadelphia;  and  upon  that 
principle  it  was  that  the  specie  was  taken  from  the  branch, 
and  sent  to  Phikdelphia  to  meet  them.  The  quantity  of 
this  specie,  thus  transmitted,  was  spoken  of  as  small  by 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  [Mr.  Dallas.]  He  spoke 
of  it  as  a  small  sum;  he,  [Mr.  B.]  on  the  contrary,  deemed 
it  a  large  sum.  It  was  eight  millions  of  dollars,  and  tliat 
extracted  from  the  West;  for  the  whole,  except  about 
half  a  million,  came  from  the  West,  and  from  hUf  a 
dozen  branches,  and  that  in  the  shost  space  of  five  years. 
What  had  been  extracted  from  the  same  quarter  in  the 
fifteen  years  that  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  had  been 
ravaging  that  region,  he  did  not  yet  know,  but  a  resolution 
had  been  adopted,  and  sent  to  the  select  committee,  of 
which  the  gentleman  was  chairman,  to  ascertain  it;  and, 
when  ascertained,  he  would  take  care  to  mention  it  for 
the  information  of  the  Western  people.  It  was  said,  also^ 
that  five  millions  of  this  whole  sum  was  taken  from  New 
Orleans.  That,  sir,  is  no  alleviation  of  the  mischief.  New 
Orleans  is  the  West,  and  the  whole  West  is  injured  by 
nYcry  operation  which  renders  her  less  able  to  buy  their 
produce.  If  these  five  millions  had  remained  in  that  city, 
they  could  have  been  paid  to  Western  farmers  for  Western 
produce;  but,  being  carried 'to  Philadelphia,  they  have 
been  sold  to  the  British  and  other  Europeans^  and  will  never 
be  seen  in  Aiherica  again.  The  bank  statements  show  that 
five  millions  and  a  half  of  specie  had  been  drawn  from 
the  bank  in  about  as  many  months.  The  vaults  of  the 
institution  contained  twelve  and  a  half  millions  m  May, 
and  seven  millions  in  December;  and  every  body  knew  a 
vast  amount  of  specie  had  been  exported  to  foreign  coun- 
tries, and  sold  at  a  premium.  It  was  evident  that  five  and 
a  half  millions,  taken  from  the  Bank  of  the  United  States, 
was  not  employed  in  taking  up  the  notes  of  the  bank;  for 
the  issue  of  these  was  augmented  millions  in  the  same 
time.*  Specie  diminishing — notes  augmenting— the  can- 
dle lit  at  both  ends — was  the  spectacle  exhibited  in  the 
bank  for  tlie  last  six  months!  But  the  five  millions  from 
New  Orleans,  in  five  years,  and  which  is  considered  as  a 
trifle!  In  what  condition  did  that  abduction  leave  the 
branch  there?  The  i-eturns  for  last  December  show  that 
condition.  They  show  an  exhibit  of  five  hundred  and  ten 
thousand  dollars  in  specie;  about  eight  millions  of  notes 
issued;  about  one  million  of  deposites  due  to  the  United 
States  and  her  offibers;  and  about  one  million  and  a  quar- 
ter of  deposites  due  to  individuals;  in  aU,  ten  millions, 
resting  upon  half  a  million  of  specie  for  payment!  This 
is  the  condition  in  which  the  branch  bank  in  the  commer- 
cial emporium  of  the  West  was  left  in  December  last! 
What  could  such  a  branch  do  for  the  commerce  of  the 
WestP  Nothing!  literally  nothing!  The  branch  there 
was  an  engine,  to  pump  the  hard  money  out  of  the  city, 
and  send  it  to  a  rival  city.  No  wonder  New  Orleans  was 
called  a  bad  market;  no  wonder  she  coald  only  import 
seven  miiUons  of  foreign  g^oods,  while  exporting  thirteen 
millions  of  domestic  productions.  Her  whole  moneyed 
system  was  under  foreign  domination — under  the  control  of 
distant  and  rival  cities,  which  were  seeking  roads  and  canals 
across  the  Alleghany  mountains  for  the  avowed  purpose 
of  drawing  off  her  commerce;  and  which,  through  the 
instrumentality  of  the  branch  bank  in  that  city,  could  still 
more  effectually  accompUsh  tlieir  purpose  of  keeping  her 
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tributary,  secondary,  and  subordinate  to  the  commercial 
cities  of  the  Atlantic  States.  The  whole  West  sympathized 
with  New  Orleans;  she  could  not  be  crippled  or  hurt, 
without  imparting  her  sensations  to  the  whole  region  above 
at  the  same  time.  The  interest  of  the  whole  West  required 
New  Orleans  to  be  rich;  to  be  abundant  in  gdld  and  silver; 
to  be  the  mistress  of  her  own  moneyed  system;  above 
all,  to  be  independent  of  rival  cities — cities  contending  for 
the  import  trade  which  belonged  to  her.  Of  the  eight  mil- 
lions taken  from  the  West,  in  so  short  a  time,  he  [Mr.  B.] 
had  noted  about  three  hundred  thousand  dollars,  all  gold 
and  silver  taken  from  St.  Louis!  that  St.  Louis  to  which 
not  a  cent  of  capital  had  ever  been  sent !  not  even  an 
assignment  of  credit^  equivalent  to  so  much  moonshine, 
but  to  be  given  in  the  return  as  capital  stock!  These 
three  hundred  thousand  dollars  were  part  of  the  eight  mil- 
lions; and,  small  as  these  eight  millions  may  now  be  deem- 
ed, they  are  one  miUion  more  than  the  whole  amount  of 
specie  now  in  the  vaults  of  the  parent  bank  and  her  twen- 
^-five  branches!  So  that  the  West  actually  furnished  in 
nve  years  the  whole  amount  of  specie  that  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States  owns,  and  a  million  more !  No  wonder 
the  West  is  destitute  of  cash! 

He  [Mr.  B.]  had  heard  complaints  that  a  difference  was 
made  between  the  Federal  Government  and  the  citizens 
of  the  States  in  the  reception  of  these  orders,  and  that 
this  difference  was  to  the  prejudice  of  the  weaker  party; 
and  the  letter  of  the  president  of  the  bank  confirmed 
what  he  had  heard.  It  is  admitted  in  that  letter  that  the 
difference  exists  in  the  ten  and  twenty  dollar  orders;  that 
while  the  orders  of  theae  denominations  will  be  **  neces- 
saril}*"  received  as  cash,  at  all  the  branches,  from  the  Go- 
vernment, they  are  not  "  necessarily"  so  received  from 
citizens;  and  this,  he  [Mr.  B.]  presumed,  might  be  called 
the  first  lesson  in  the  chapter  of  **  sound  and  uniform 
currency." 

Mr.  B.  then  turned  to  the  immediate  question  before 
the  Senate — the  question  of  reference — the  choice  of 
committees  to  whom  the  report  on  the  amount  of  this  or- 
der  currency  should  be  sent.  The  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania [Mr.  Dallas]  moved  in  favor  of  the  select  com- 
mittee to  which  had  been  committed  the  consideration 
of  the  application  for  the  renewed  charter.  He  [Mr.  B.] 
had  moved  in  favor  of  the  Judiciary  Committee,  and  he 
thought  his  motion  the  right  one.  The  question  to  be 
considered  was  unconnected  with  the  Question  of  renew- 
ing the  charter;  it  was  a  question  of  violating  the  existing 
charter.  Rechartered  or  not  rechartered,  still  this  ques- 
tion must  be  decided.  The  rights  and  interests  of  the 
community  required  it  to  be  decided;  the  sanctity  of  vio- 
lated law  required  it  to  be  decided;  the  authority  of 
Congress  required  it  to  be  decided;  the  safety  of  the 
holders  of  the  orders  required  it  to  be  decided;  and  that, 
too,  before  the  question  of  the  recharter  was  decided;  for 
af^er  that,  it  may  be  too  late  for  the  people;  after  that, 
they  will  have  no  hold  upon  the  bank;  they  will  have  no 
means  to  enforce  the  payment  of  this  trash.  At  present, 
they  have  a  hold  upon  the  bank;  they  have  the  qtiestion 
of  the  recharter  in  tlieir  hands,  and,  until  that  is  decided, 
the  bank  must  pay  these  notes  whenever  presented,  with- 
out venturing  or  daring  to  tell  any  man  to  go  to  PhiladcU 
phia.  After  that  question  is  over — and  no  matter  which 
way  it  is  over — the  branches  may  tell  the  holders  to 
go  to  Philadelphia;  the  orders  are  payable  there!  Yes, 
payable  there,  if  payable  any  where!  but,  I  say  they  are 
payable  nowhere,  by  law!  That  every  ortler  that  has  been 
out  a  longer  time  than  it  requires  for  a  drafl  or  a  bill  of 
exchange  to  go  up  to  Philadelphia,  and  return  back  to 
the  branch  that  issued  it,  is  dead  in  law — ^as  dead  as  the 
continental  bills  of  the  revolutionary  war,  and  as  irreco- 
verable in  a  court  of  law !  Shall  seven  millions  of  such 
currency,  with  as  much  more  as  the  bank  chooses  to  add 
to  it,  stand  over  for  redemption  until  the  question  of  the 


recharter  is  decided?  No,  sir,  it  is  a  preliminary  ques- 
tion, and  to  be  decided  first.  It  is  an  independent  ques- 
tion, and,  therefore,  not  to  be  mixed  with  the  other. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Dallas]  gives  as 
a  reason  for  sending  it  to  the  select  committee  on  the 
bank  charter,  that  that  committee  may  insert  a  restric- 
tion, in  the  renewed  charter,  to  restrain  the  issue  of  this 
sort  of  currency  in  future.  But  what  is  to  become  of  the 
old  charter  in  the  mean  time  ?  To  be  violated  with  impu- 
nity from  day  to  day,  and  over  the  whole  extent  of  this 
Union  for  four  years  longer!  Is  not  Bve  years'  violation 
enough^  This  illegal  practice  began  in  1827;  now,  for 
the  first  time,  it  has  attracted  tlie  attention  of  the  Nation- 
al Le^slature.  Are  we  to  blink  the  question?  Are  we  to 
let  it  off  easy  ?  Are  we  to  content  ourselves  with  telling 
the  bank  not  to  do  so  again;  and  that  she  may  go  on  for 
four  years  longer,'trampling  her  whole  charter  under  foot, 
upon  condition  of  suffering  us  to  put  a  little  restriction  in 
the  renewed  charter  against  doing  so  again?  Sir,  what 
will  become  of  that  new  restriction?  What  right  have  we 
to  suppose  that  it  will  be  more  respected  than  the  present 
charter  has  been  ?  No,  Mr.  President,  no  more  restric- 
tions, until  we  enforce  what  we  have;  no  more  renewed 
charters,  until  we  can  compel  the  bank  to  obey  the  one 
that  we  liave  given  her.  If  we  cannot  compel  her — if  we 
are  too  weak  and  impotent  to  restrain  her  to  the  exercise 
of  her  granted  powers — why,  let  us  confess  it!  Let  us  ad- 
mit that  Congress  has  given  itself  a  master!  that  the  bank 
is  our  superior!  and  that,  henceforth,  we  must  blink  her 
violations  of  law,  and  limit  our  interference  to  the  humble 
office  of  expostulation  and  entreaty !  The  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee is  the  proper  one.  It  is  the  committee  created  for 
the  purpose  of  taking  cognizance  of  every  thing  that  con- 
cerns the  administration  of  justice,  and  the  interpretation 
of  the  laws.  Its  very  name  announces  its  fitness  for  the 
motion  I  have  made.  That  motion  is  to  inquire  into  tlie 
legality  of  this  currency,  and  to  report  its  character  to  the 
Senate.  This  is  a  question  of  law,  and  properly  refers 
itself  to  the  law  committee — to  the  committee  purposely 
composed  of  gentlemen  distinguislied  as  lawyers  and 
judges  before  they  became  Senators,  and  to  whom  tvery 
legal  inquiry  has,  heretofore,  been  regularly  committed. 
Mr.  B.  concluded  with  expressing  his  hopes  that  the  re- 
ference would  be  made  to  the  Committee  on  tlie  Judi- 
ciary, and  that  the  friends  of  the  bank  would  not  fly  the 
legal  investigation. 

Mr.  DALLAS  ssud  that  he  did  not  precisely  understand 
whether  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  intended  his  pre- 
sent resolution  as  a  substitute  for  the  one  he  had  present- 
ed, on  a  former  day,  in  relation  to  tfte  same  object.     [Mr. 
BENTON  said  yes,  with  the  exception  of  printing.]    Mr. 
Dallas  said  the  question  was  one  of  great  interest,  and 
moved  that  the  report  be  printed,  and  referred  to  the  se- 
lect committee  on  the  subject  of  the  bank.     He  wished 
to  state  one  important  fact,  viz.  that  the  whole  amount  of 
these  ordei-s  did  not  exceed  five  millions  of  dollars.     lie 
stated  this,  because  it  had  been  asserted  by  tlie  gentle- 
man, on  a  former  occasion,  that  the  amount  was  thirty  or 
forty  milliona.     Another  allegation  was,  that  the  effect  of 
these  orders  was  to  drain  the  specie  from  the  Western 
and  Southwestern  portions  of  the  Union.     Mr.  D.  said,  it 
appeared,  from  the  statements  of  Ihe  bank,  that,  during' 
the  period  of  five  years,  the  aggregate  amount  of  specie 
from  New  Orleans  did  not  exceed  five  millions,  and  but 
eight  millions  from  the  whole  Western  country.       ile 
thought  it  incumbent  upon  him  to  communicate  these  facts 
to  the  Senate,  to  prevent  any  misconception  in  conse- 
quence of  the  assertions  which  had  been  made.     In  re- 
lation to  the  question  of  referring  the  subject  to    the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciasy,  Mr*  D.  said  that  the  ques- 
tion as  to  the  legality  of  ^e  bank  drafts  had  been   de- 
cided by  the  judicial  tribunals  of  the  country,  and  the 
reference  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  sernned  to 
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involve  a  question  which  had  already  been  decided.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  subject  should  be  referred  to  the 
committee  that  had  the  question  of  the  rechartering  of 
the  bank  in  their  charge,  with  the  design  that  they  might 
inquire  into  the  subject,  and,  if  they  found  it  improper  or 
injurious,  to  forbid  the  practice  in  the  future  charter,  if 
the  bank  should  be  rechartered.  In  this  light,  he  thought 
the  subject  belonged  peculiarly  to  the  select  committee 
on  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  as  the  leg^  question 
had  been  already  judicially  decided,  and  that,  therefore, 
there  was  no  propriety  in  the  reference  to  the  Judicial 
Committee. 

Mr.  SMITH  made  some  remarks,  which  were  indis- 
tinctly heard.  He  was  understood  to  say  that,  in  relation 
to  the  bank's  drawing  specie  from  the  Weit,  that  such 
was  not  the  effect  there,  more  than  in  other  poKions  of 
the  Union,  which  effect  had  been  caused  by  the  dreadful 
pressure  of  trade  over  the  whole  country;  and  that  the 
specie  did  not  go  to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  but  to 
England.  The  specie  drawn  from  Baltimore  was  as  g^eat 
15  that  which  had  been  drawn  from  the  Western  States, 
or  any  where  else.  When  the  Bank  is  called  on,  said 
Mf.  S.,  it  cannot  deny  the  payment  of  the  specie  for  these 
orders.  How  else  can  the  bank  manage  them  as  they  now 
do^  Must  they  go  to  all  the  branch  banks  for  aid,  on  every 
occasion^  Without  this  currency,  they  cannot  avoid  it. 
It  is,  therefore,  a  necessary  practice  to  obviate  the  diffi- 
culties which  would  otherwise  be  insurmountable. 

Mr.  BENTON  rose  to  say  a  word  in  a'nswer  to  the  ve- 
nerable Senator  from  Maryland,  [Mr.  Smith.]  Thut  Se- 
nator was  not  present  when  this  discussion  began,  and  had 
not  heard  the  papers  read,  upon  which  it  was  founded. 
These  papers  showed  that  the  branches  in  question  had 
been  senaing  up  hard  mone>'  to  the  parent  bank,  for 
years  before  the  expoctation  of  specie  began.  The  re- 
imttances  from  the  South  and  West  dated  from  1827 — the 
exportation  had  only  begun  in  June  last.  It  was  not  a 
call,  in  distress,  which  the  bank  had  made,  but  a  system- 
2tic  abduction,  which  had  been  going  on  for  years.  £vcry 
Southern  and  Western  branch  was  drained  of  its  specie 
by  this  process.  The  disproportion  between  the  specie 
on  hand,  and  the  paper  put  out  by  these  branches,  was 
excessive,  enormous,  and  appalling.  At  Pittsburg,  forty 
to  one;*  at  T«ezington,  twenty  to  one;  at  Nashville,  twenty 
to  one;  at  New  Orleans,  sixteen  to  one;  at  Fayette ville. 
North  Carolina,  about  seventy  to  one.  Such  were  the  re- 
turns of  last  December.  It  was  the  abduction  of  the  pre- 
cious metals  which  had  reduced  the  Southern  and  Western 
branches  to  thu  lean  and  famished  condition,  of  which  he 
complained.  It  was  of  the  currency,  illegal  and  danger- 
ous, for  which  there  was  no  ade(^uate  means  of  redemp- 
tion, that  he  was  now  demanding  investigations,  and 
beseechinf^  the  friends  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States 
not  to  fly  it. 

Mr.  BUGKNBR  objected  to  the  course  which  this  sub- 
ject was  taking.  He  did  not  think  that  this  premature 
discussion  was  proper.     He  hoped  it  would  not  continue. 

Tlie  CHAIR  decided  that  it  was  not  in  order  to  discuss 
the  question. 

Mr.  DALLAS  said  that  he  would  call  the  attention  of 
the  Senate  to  some  of  the  remarks  which  had  fallen  from 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri.  He  was  desirous  to  cor- 
rect certain  errors  which  that  gentleman  had,  no  doubt 
onintentionally,  fallen  into,  in  relation  to  the  United  States' 
bank,  in  his  remarks  of  this  mornilig.  He  has  stated  that 
tlie  effect  of  the  paper  currency  is  to  distress  the  Soutli- 
vestem  and  Western  States,  and  that  they  were  the  sec- 
tions exclusively  where  the  orders  were  sent;  that  it  was 
the  borders  ajid  unenlightened  parts  of  society  that  were 
chosen,  &c.  I  have  only  to  remark  that  the  towns  of  Pro- 
vidence, Burlington,  Utica,  Buffalo,  Pittsburg,  and 
others,  where  an  equal  or  greater  amount  is  sent,  are  not 
in  the  unenlightened  condition  which  the  gentleman  sup- 


poses, nor  in  the  Southwestern,  or  quite  hi  the  Western 
extremities  of  this  Union.  Mr.  D.  read  a  statement  of  the 
amount  sent  to  each  of  the  branches  in  these  and  other 
places,  showing  that,  instead  of  tlie  currency  being  con- 
fined to  the  West,  it  was  circulating  in  every  portion  of 
the  country;  and  that,  bv  recurring  to  the  statement  of 
the  bank,  they  would  find  that  the  Ancient  Dominion  was 
not  excepted.  To  Norfolk  there  were  also  bank  orders 
sent;  that  th^y  had,  therefore,  been  diffused  throughout 
the  various  sections  of  the  Union,  and  to  the  various 
branch  banks  in  the  Eastern  and  Middle  and  Southern,  as 
well  as  to  the  Western  States.  I  will  refer,  said  Mr.  D., 
to  another  mistake  which  the  gentleman  has  fallen  into. 
He  says  that  tlie  West  is  drained  of  its  gold  and  silver. 
Now,  by  tlie  statement  of  the  bank,  it  seems  that,  of  all  the 
specie  that  is  drawn  from  the ^ West,  there  are  five  millions 
dirawn  from  New  Orleans  alone,  and  all  that  is  drawn  from 
the  whole  Western  country  is  but  eight  millions — which 
leaves  only  three  ipillions  from  that  entire  portion  of  the 
Union,  exclusive  of  New  Orleans,  which  city  I  presume 
the  gentleman  would  not  accuse  of  being  unenlightened, 
and  which  is  peculiarly  well  situated  to  be  the  cutnnel  of 
specie.  There  were,  then,  but  three  milhons  drawn  from 
ti&ose  parts  of  the  West  which  could  be  called  frontier 
settlements.  They  had  thus  contributed  almost  nothing 
— comparatively  nothing — when  the  whole  amount  paid 
to  tlie  bank  by  other  portions  of  the  country  was  consi- 
dered. Mr.  D.  felt  it  his  duty  to  express  these  sentiments 
to  the  Senate,  that  they  might  know  the  true  state  of  the 
case,  and  the  reasQns  why  he  had  moved  to  refer  the  re- 
port to  the  select  committee  on  the  bank  subject. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  said  tliat  he  did  not  suppose  that  the 
question  sliuuld  be  discussed  at  this  time  by  the  Senate, 
but  that  it  should  be  left  to  the  select  committee;  and,  if 
any  question  for  which  the  present  discussion  would  be 
proper,  it  would  be  on  the  rechartering  of  the  bank; 
to  which  point  there  would  be  a  more  suitable  applica- 
tion of  the  arguments  of  the  gentleman  from  Missouri. 
Sir,  I  listened  to  the  gentleman  with  astonishment  the  other 
day,  and  was  surprised  at  his  excitement  upon  this  subject. 
I  think  he  must  certainly  be  somewhat  prejudiced,  or  that 
he  docs  not  comprehend  the  interests  of  the  Western  peo- 
ple with  re^^d  to  this  subject.  Sir,  what  great  evils  have 
been  experienced  from  the  circulation  of  these  orders  in 
the  West  since  they  were  first  issued?  They  were  issued 
because  it  was  diflicult  to  carry  on  the  concerns  of  the 
institution  without  them.  It  was  said  the  bank  had  failed, 
because  the  managers  had  said  that  it  was  impossible  to 
pay  the  bills  in  every  portion  of  the  Union,  whenever 
they  might  be  presented,  and  specie  demanded.  But,  sir, 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States  had  equally  the  liberty  of  ex- 
change with  the  other  banks,  and  an  equal  currency,  with 
more  g^ld  and  silver;  yet  this  could  not  be  expected  if  tlie 
branch  banks  could  not  give  checks  on  one  another,  and 
on  the  parent  institution.  Does  not  the  very  idea  of  a 
branch  bank  include  this  privilege^  Would  it  be  violat- 
ing its  charter  to  exert  it.'  And  does  not  the  parent  bank 
now  exchange  with  them  these  orders  as  well  as  smaller 
sums  of  money  for  the  benefit  and  convenience  of  the 
public?  Sir,  the  banks  nut  only  pay  these  small  bills, 
but  give  checks  on  one  another,  and  in  this  way  the  ex- 
cliange  is  maintained.  And  the  banks  cannot  be  con- 
ducted  or  the  people  accommodated  in  any  other  way. 
Mr.  J.  said  he  did  not  wish  to  engage  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  himself,  or  interrupt  the  debate  on  other  subjects. 
But  when*  he  saw  this  question  introduced  in  this  pecu- 
liar manner,  by  submitting  resolutions  calling  for  informa- 
tion, and  then,  before  it  was  obtained,  to  proceed  with  a 
premature  discussion  calculated  to  mislead  the  public — 
influme  tlieir  minds — ^and  excite  their  prejudices  against 
the  bank — he  felt  it  his  duty  to  explain  the  object  of  these 
orders,  and  show  that  they  were  not  fraught  with  mischief, 
and  followed  by  distress  and  ruin,  9»  the  gentleman  had 
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attempUd  to  induce  us  to  believe.  The  gentleman  has 
said  that  there  were  to  the  amount  of  forty  millions  of 
these  orders  in  circulation;  and  that  the  whole  West  was 
drained  of  its  gold  and  silver.  Why,  sir,  I  know  that  this 
is  not  the  case.  I  was  myself  at  New  Orleans  last  season, 
and  I  know  that,  for  the  five  millions  sent  to  the  parent 
bank,  there  were  nine  millions  returned  from  the  markets 
of  our  produce  to  replace  it;  and,  so  far  from  there  being 
a  de&ciency  of  gold  and  silver,  the  general  anxiety  was  to 
know  what  to  do  with  it.  Does  not  the  gentleman  know 
that  the  rich  countries  of  Mexico  and  the  other  gold  and 
silver  regions  are  directly  open  to  our  trade?  That  our 
produce  is  sent  out  there,  and  oui*  ships  come  home  loaded 
with  specie'  This  is  the  general  course  and  effect  of 
that  trade;  and  when  the  specie  is  brought  into  New  Or- 
.  leans,  the  g^eat  question  is  how  to  dispose  of  it.  This  tlic 
Bank  of  the  United  States  performs  for  us  by  transporting 
it  at  their  own  expense.  Sir,  when  the  question  comes  up 
in  order  before  the  Senate,  I  hope  to  be  able  to  satisfy 
vou  that  the  Western  people  are  benefited,  instead  of 
being  injured,  by  this  currency;  and  that  the  circulation 
of  the  specie  could  not  be  effected  without  the  aid  of  this 
arrangement. 

Tlie  motion  of  &lr.  BfiKTojr  was  then  laid  on  the 
t  able,  , 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  then  again  proceeded  to  the  consideration 
of  Mr.  Clat's  resolution  in  relation  tolhe  tariff. 

Mr.  MANGUM  recommenced,  and  spoke  two  hours  in 
conclusion  of  his  speech  against  the  resolution,  [as  given 
above.  ] 

Mr.  TYLER  then  expressed  his  intention  to  address  the 
Senate  on  the  subject,  and  moved  an  adjournment. 

THunsoAY,  Fkbhcart  9. 

The  resolutions  submitted  yesterday  by  Mr.  Bsktoit 
and  Mr.  Spilicue  were  considered  and  adopted. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  Mr.  Clat's 
resolution  respecting  the  tarif!'. 

Mr.  TYLER,  of  Virginia,  rose,  and  said  tliat,  if  he  were 
permitted  to  consult  his  personal  feelings,  he  should  re- 
main silent.  His  state  of  healtli,  which  had  been  but  of 
late  so  far  improved  as  to  enable  him  to  resume  bis  seat 
in  the  Senate,  admonished  him  to  silence.  But  he  could 
not  reconcile  it  to  himself  to  remain  a  mere  **  looker  on 
here  in  Venice,''  while  this  great  question,  so  deeply  and 
vitally  affecting  the  interests,  the  enduring  happiness  of 
America,  was  under  discussion.  He  owed  something  to 
himself,  but  much  more  to  the  State  which  he  had  the 
honor,  in  part,  to  represent.  It  did  not  seem  to  him  to 
be  proper  that  the  sentiments  of  Virginia  should  be  with- 
held at  a  crisis  so  momentous.  He  should,  therefore,  give 
free  utterance  to  his  opinions,  and,  in  doing  so,  be  believed 
himself  to  be  representing,  fairly  and  honestly,  the  senti- 
ments and  opinions  of  his  native  State. 

The  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat]  had 
drawn  a  glowing  picture  of  the  condition  of  the  country. 
He  had  spoken  of^  this  as  the  golden  age  of  these  confe- 
derated States.  By  the  magic  of  his  eloquence  he  had 
transported  us  to  wiiat,  with  classical  taste,  he  was  pleased 
to  call  La  Belle  Riviere,  and,  sailing  down  its  stream,  he 
pointed  out  to  us  a  smiling,  animated  scene — ^\'illages  rising 
up  in  endless  succession  on  its  bunks,  while  the  .arts  were 
gaily  meeting  us  at  every  step.  From  thence  he  led  us 
into  the  interior  of  his  own  State,  and  there  again  all  was 
beautiful  and  enticing.  Widely  extended  lawns — animated 
groves — and  hills  covered  with  numberless  flocks.  All 
was  gay — all  was  beautiful — all  enchanting.  He  then 
translated  us  to  the  North,  aitd  again  we  stood  in,  fairy 
land.     Here  flourished  the  arts,  and  the  buz2  of  industry- 


arose  from  numberless  villages.    And,  finally,  to  touch  off 
with  still  deeper  tint  the  glowing  scene,  he  pointed  to  us 
that  great  mart  of  commerce,  the  city  of  New  York — the 
modern  Tyre.   But  the  honorable  Senator  here  stopped — 
his  pencil  fell  from  his  hands,  when  he  turned  to  the  South, 
and  she  was  not  found  upon  |hls  canvas.     Where  were 
her  rising  towns?    Where  her  lawns,  her  animated  groves, 
and  living  hills?    I  said  she  was  not  on  his  canvas — I  mis- 
take— ^she  was  there,  but  she  was  enveloped  in  gloom. 
She  had  ventured  to  utter  cumplaints — to  put  forth  her 
grievances  respectfully,  but  strongly — and  she  was  scowled 
upon — reprehended  as  uttering   unfounded  complaints, 
entertaining  unwise  opinions,  and  as  advocating  a  system 
which  would  recolonize  America.     If  the   Senate  could 
see  nothing  in  all  this  to  justify  complaint,  then  are  we  in- 
deed fairly  subject  to  reproach.    What,  sir!  could  not  that 
fervid  and  glowing  fancy  create  one  animated  spot — find 
one  oasis  in  the  wilderness  of  gloom,  on  whicn  to  rest  \ 
How  comes  this,  Mr.  President?     Is  there  any  thing  in 
soil,  in  climate,  in  position^  to  explain  it?  Do  we  sow  and 
not  reap?    Has  the  earth  suddenly  refused  to  yield  to  us 
her  harvests?     Comparisons  are  said  to  be  odious;  but  I 
only  follow  in  the  footsteps  of  others,  and  relv  upon  cita- 
tions which  have  already  been  made  in  this  debate.   Look 
to  Mr.  Gee's  pamphlet  of  1750,  upon  which  the  honorable 
Senator  so  strongly  rehed,  urging  upon  the  British  Govern- 
ment the  adoption  of  a  policy  which  would  prohibit  tiie 
use  of  machinery  in  the  colonies,  and  compel  mem  to  take 
the  manufactured  goods  of  the  mother  countnr.     That 
writer  dweUs  with  apparent  delight  on  tlie  profitable  ex- 
changes which  would  be  carried  on  with  tlie  South;   there 
would  be  raised  the  richest  products  in  the  raw  state, 
which  would  be  exchanged  for  the  costly  manufactures  of 
England.     Of  the  North,  that  writer  speaks  in  terms  of 
opprobrium  and  contumely:    "The  cast  off, rags  would 
do  for  the  North.     New  England  and  the  Northern  colo- 
nies have  not  commodities  and  products  enough  to  send 
us  in  return  for  tlieir  neccssar>-  clothing,  but  are  under 
great  difficulties,  and,  therefore,  any  ordinary  sort  will 
sell  with  them.      And,  when  they  have  grown  out   of 
fashion  with  us,  they  are  new  fashioned  enough  there." 
Mark  you,  Mr.  President,  this  is  not  my  language;  it  is 
the  language  of  the  pamphlet,  introduced  and  read  by 
the  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky.     I  beg  leave  to 
g^ve  you  an  anecdote  which  is  said  to  have  occurred  at  the 
table  of  General  Washington,  shortly  afler  the  adoption 
of  the  federal  constitution.     I  do  not  vouch  for  it,  but 
have  oAen  heard  it  mentioned  by  others.   The  party  con- 
sisted of  several  Southern  gentlemen,  and  one  gentleman 
from  the  North.     That  great  and  good  man  was  dwelling 
on  the  benefits  which  would  arise  ftom  tlie  adoption  of  the 
constitution;  he  portrayed  tlie  countless  blessings  which 
it  would  bring  to  the  South — dwelt  on  its  rich  productions, 
and  the  profitable  interchange  which  it  would  carry  on 
with  all  parts  of  the  world.     At  length,  turning  to  his 
Northern  friend,  he  inquired,  **  but  what  will  the  North 
do?"    The  brief  and  laconic  answer  was,  "we  will  live 
by  our  wits."   And  well  has  this  reply  been  realized.     By 
their  wits  they  have  acquired  much  of  the  wealth  which 
properly  appertains  to  a  more  genial  climate  and  richer 
soil.    I'heir  ingenuity  has  brought  forth  useful  inventions 
for  the  benefit  of  mankind:  hat^dy,  industrious,  enterpris- 
ing, they  have,  in  the  pursuit  of  fortune,  roamed   over 
distant  lands,  and  braved  the  terrors  of  the  mighty  deep. 
The  compliment  paid  them  by  Edmund  Burke,  on  the  i\oor 
of  the  British  Parliament,  was  every  way  deserved.    Kvcry 
Southern  man  rejoiced  in  their  prosperity,  so  lon^  as  it 
was  the  result  of  their  own  indefatigable  industry.      £lven 
their  wooden  nutmegs  excited  but  a  smile,  and  nothing 
more.    They  may,  for  me,  make  trade  and  profit  of  all 
their  notions,  except  their  tariff  notions.     Against  that  I 
do  protest  with  all  my  strength.  But  let  me  return  to  the 
course  of  my  inquiry.     How  comes  it  now  about,    tliat, 
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while  the  South  ib  hnpoTeriihed,  the  North  has  suddenly 
become  to  rich?  Why  it  it,  that,  while  the  North  is  drett- 
ed  in  rich  and  gay  attire,  the  cast  off  rag^  will  now  do  for 
the  South?  Thisiatlie  ^reat  subject  of  inquiry;  And  I 
shall  proteeote  it  with  patience,  and,  I  trust,  with  a  be- 
coming temper. 

The  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  told  you 
that  Virginia  was  more  benefited  by  the  tarifT  than  any 
otlier  State  in  the  Union.  In  one  breath,  he  hat  dwelt 
upon  the  laree  amount  of  our  exports  of  bread  stuffs,  and, 
in  the  next,  has  told  ut  of  deserted  farms  and  abandoned 
houses,  of  fimiilies  which  have  gone  into  decay,  and  of 
younger  brothers  flying  to  the  West.  Why  the  younger 
brother  should  fly  to  the  Weft,  and  not  the  elder,  since 
the  descent  law  operates  equally  on  all,  1  cannot  tell — 
but  let  that  pass.  If  our  exports  are  so  very  larg«»,  and 
so  excellent  a  market  is  provided  in  the  North,  then  our 
&rmt  ought  still  to  be  cuitiTated — prosperity  should  s^ 
be  ours,  and  our  families  should  be  presenred  from  decay. 

Nor  can  these  results,  flow  fi^m  tne  abolition  of  the  law 
of  primogeniture.  [Mr.  CLAY  explained.  He  had  said 
that  the  ancient  seals  of  the  great  families  of  Virginia  had 
gone  into  decay  from  the  abolition  of  the  law  of  primo- 
geniture,  and  he  had  instanced  Shiriey,  Westoyer,  &c.] 
Mr.  T.  had  understood  the  honorable  Senator,  and  the 
remark  was  undeniably  true,  to  some  extent,  although 
not  so  in  reference  to  tlie  particular  estates  alluded  to.  1 
speak  of  the  effect  of  the  abolition  of  the  law  of  primo- 
geniture upon  the  aggregate  mass  of  production.  It  has 
expelled  the  spirit  of  aristocracy  from  amoi>g  us,  and  has 
substituted,  in  place  of  it,  the  spirit  of  a  bold,  and  fearless, 
and  unbending  republicanism.  And  I  can  say,  with  perfect 
troth,  that  the  wide  worid  does  not  contain  a  population 
more  deyoted  to  the  great  principles  of  human  liberty,  or 
more  ready  at  every  hazard  to  maintain  them.  Our  prospe- 
rity ovgfat  to  be  greatly  increased,  and  would  be  greatly  in- 
tressed,  by  the  operation  of  our  descent  law,  would  Oo- 
vemment  consent  to  unshackle  commerce.  Nothing  b 
better  calculated  to  increase  production  than  the  division 
and  subdivision  of  estates:  lands  are  thereby  brought  into 
cultivation,  which  would  otherwise  remain  unreclaimed, 
and  industry  exerts  all  its  sinews  in  their  cultivation  and 
npproveinent.  To  none  of  these  causes,  then,  is  our  con- 
dition atcribable. 

The  honorable  Senator,  in  hit  effort  to  find  out  other 
causes  of  depresnon,  has  seen  proper  to  remark  that  we 
»erc  ••  too  poor  to  live — ^too  proud  to  wor^ — too  hi^- 
minded  and  honorable  to  resort  to  ignoble  means  of  ac- 
qnintion — braye,  daring,  chivalroos.'^  That  we  are  too 
poor  to  live,  as  did  those  who,  but  a  thort  time  ago,  pre- 
ceded us,  is  most  true— and,  sir,  it  is  our  misfortune  to  be 
growing  poorer  and  poorer:  the  cause  of  this  I  shall  at- 
tempt presently  to  exnlun.  But  that  we  are  indolent  or 
idle,  I  utterly  deny.  There  lives  not  a  more  industrious 
population  under  the  sun,  taken  in  the  mass.  Let  the  ho- 
norable Senator  revisit  his  native  State;  let  him  go  with 
me  to  Shirley  and  to  Wettover,  the  etutet  which  he  has 
represented  at  dilapidated  and  in  ruins,  and  he  would 
promptly  abandon  the  error  into  winch  he  has  fiUlen.  The 
first,  the  ancient  seat  of  the  Carters,  he  woukl  find  in  the 
possettion  of  a  descendant  of  that  respectable  family, 
who  in  his  own  person  would  illustrate  the  correctness  of 
the  last  touch  to  the  portrvt  drawn  by  the  honorable  Se- 
nator— braye,  daring,  chivalrous — ^that  bravery,  that  dar- 
ing, that  chivalry,  displayed  on  board  the  frigate  Consti- 
tution during  the  late  war,  in  a  bloody  engagement  on  the 
ocean.  Not  too  proud  to  work,  as  the  mgbly  improved 
condition  of  hit  estate,  the  reclamation  of  an  extensiye  body 
of  swamp  land  as  rich  as  the  delta  of  the  Nile,  would  be- 
qieak.  Westoyer,  it  is  true,  has  passed  out  of  the  hands 
of  the  ancient  fiimily  of  the  Birds,  for  debts  contracted 
before  the  reyolution;  but  the  honorable  Senator  would 
find  in  its  present  pbtsettor  no  idle  drone.    There,  too, 
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he  would  behold  the  effectt  of  an  untiring^  industry;  and 
let  me  also  tell  him  that  he  would  be  received  with  the 
extended  hand  of  hotpitatity,  and  welcomed  by  the  in- 
mates of  that  yenerable  manmon  after  the  manner  of  the 
olden  time.  These  estates  are  embraced  within  tiie  limits 
of  my  natiye  county,  of  the  citiiens  of  which  it  giyes  roe 
both  pleasure  and  pride  to  speak. 

And  now,  Mr.  President,  let  me  express  an  honest 
opinion— 4t  may  be  a  mistaken,  but  it  is  an  honest  opinion. 
Five  estates  upon  the  James  river,  and  within  that  county, 
wl^ch,  for  the  information  of  the  honorable  Senator,  I 
will  name  Shirley,  Berkeley,  Westover,  Weyanoke,  and 
Sandy  Point,  woidd  supply  from  thrir  surphit  production 
every  manufacturer  in  Rhode  Island  with  food,  and  I  in- 
cline strongly  to  tlunk  that  you  might  throw  Connecticut 
into  the  sc3e  along  with  Rhode  Island.  Let  me  be  un- 
derstood. \  do  not  mean  that  they  could  supply  75,CK)0 
barrels  of  floor  for  Rhode  bland.  No^  sir;  this  woidd  be 
altogether  extravagant.  And  if  the  honorable  Senator's 
statistics  be  correct,  (they  are  fiimished  him  by  others^) 
then  do  these  manufiukurers  in  Rhode  Island  devour  more 
of  the  fruits  of  the  earth,  than  ever  ^d  an  equid  number 
of  men  in  any  portion  of  Uke  globe.  [Here  Mr.  ROBBINS 
beg^ged  leave  to  explain.  He  sud  that  the  flour  imported 
into  Providence  was  not  destined  exolusiyely  for  Rhode 
Island,  but  found  its  way  into  the  interior  of  Connecticut, 
&c.]  I  am  happy  to  hear  it,  said  Mr.  T.,  for  I  bepn  to 
be  seriously  alarmed  for  our  good  friends  in.Rhode  Island, 
lest  they  sfiould  ftJl  rictims  to  plethora.  No  one  cominj^ 
from  that  State  had  ever  impressed  me  with  the  belief 
that  the  inhabitants  possessed  such  voracious  appetitea— 
and  certainly  the  two  honorable  Senatora  had  not  produc- 
ed with  me  such  an  impression.  The  wh<^e  population 
of  the  State  is  but  96,000  souls,  men,  women,  and  ehil- 
drenf  and  75,000  bairels  of  flour,  over  and  above  their 
own  production,  would  be  a  supplr  altogether  too  cxtra- 
vannt  for  the  whole  population,  ioX  to  limit  it  to  tike  ma- 
nidicturing  class  exdurively.        / 

That  we  are  proud,  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  mean  to 
deny— ^rood  of  our  native  land — proud  of  our  illustrious 
ancestors^have  We  not  cause  to  be  proud  of  their  high 
deeds  in  arms,  and  of  their  wisdom  in  the  cabinet— of  their 
devotion  to  the  ri^ts  of  man,  in  the  maintenance  of  which 
they  wasted  their  once  ample  eitates,  and  considered 
them  as  nothing?  And  if  their  descendants  are  sometimes 
found  in  penury,  while  the  mansions  of  their  fothenhave 
passed  into  stranger  hands,  who  among  them  would  ex- 
change their  humble  habitations  for  the  splendid  abodet 
of  the  ungenerous  and  selfish?  Has  not  Virginia  now 
cause  to  be  proud  of  her  sons?  Look  there,  and  there, 
and  there,  aild  there,  and  there,  and  there,  and  there, 
(pointing  to  Messn.  Gbititdt,  Ellis,  Fobstts,  Bibb, 
PoiBDKXTXB,  BvcKBXB,  snd  Clat;)  and  i^though  some 
few  of  them  are  found  the  advocates  of  a  policy  which 
she  regards  as  ruinous  and  destructiye,  she  nevertheless 
feels  a  pride  in  the  intellectual  strength  which  they  never 
fiul  to  dispUy.  But  if  she  had  no  other  cause  of  pride, 
the  State  which  had  given  birth  to  a  Washington  and  a 
Jefferson,  would  have  sufficient  reason  to  exult  and  re* 
joice.  The  ^est  of  the  portrait  drawn  by  the  Senator 
requires  no  comment — « too  high-minded  to  obtain  their 
objects  by  ignoble  means.*'  Yes,  sir,  thuv  I  trust,  istrue$ 
and  if  the  honorable  Senator  had  succeeded  in  proring 
(in  which,  however,  he  will  be  found  to  be  mistaken)  that 
this  tariff"  benefited  Virginia,  if  it  d^  so  at  the  expense 
of  some  other  State,  she  would,  I  am  sure,  be  too  high- 
minded  to  sustain  it  for  an  hour. 

The  honorable  Senator,  then,  is  mistaken  as  to  the  true 
cause  of  our  distress  and  impoverishment.  I  have  looked 
carefidly  into  the  matter^  and  my  inference  is,  that  it  re- 
sults, to  a  great  extent,  frxmi  the  sing^le  fact  that  we  sell 
cheap,  and  purchase  dear.  Other  causes  may  conjoin 
with  this,  but  this  is  the  great  controlling  cause,  and  am* 
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ply  Bulfictent  in  itaelf  to  account  for  the  condition  of  the 
South. 

The  home  market  has  been  represented  to  us  as  of  vast 
importance,  more  especially  in  reference  to  bread  stuffs. 
This  delusion  has  dov  been  kept  up  for  fifteen  years. 
An  increase  of  duties  has  never,  at  any  time,  been  pro- 
posed, but  that  we  have  had  representations  made  or  the 
Ipreat  importance  of  the  home  market,  produced  by  the 
encouruement  of  domestic  manufactures.  And  yet,  sir, 
no  man  has  ever  known  produce  so  low  as  it  has  been  du- 
ring the  last  seven  years<  Tobacco  down  to  an  average 
price  of  from  three  dollars  and  fifty  cents  to  four  dollars; 
wheat  averaging  during- that  period,  in  the  seaport 
towns,  seventy*five  or  eighty  cents;  com  from  ten  and 
nz  pence  to  two  dollars  per  barrel;  rice,  cotton,  in  short, 
every  production  of  the  soil,  at  the  lowest  minimum  price 
of  production.  And  if  it  was  not  for  the  foreign  demand, 
prices  would  become  entirely  nominal — produce  would 
either  rot  in  the  granaries  of  the  country,  or,  what  is  still 
more  probable,  the  process  of  production  would  cease 
altogether.  Who  does  not  see  the  wide-spread  ruin  which 
woiud  desolate  the  land?  From  an  extract  taken  from  a 
merchant's  books  in  Philadelphia,  clainung  and  receiv- 
ing unqualified  confidence,  flour  and  wheat  commanded 
a  much  hieher  price  in  1771,  '3,  '3,  than  now;  wheat 
then  sold  for  one  dollar  the  bushel,  and  flour  for  seven 
dollars  the  barrel;  and  yet  we  are  continually  told  of  the 
great  importance  of  the  home  market  created  by  tiie  ta- 
riff. The  com  planter  and  wheat  grower  understand  their 
interests  in  this  respect  somewhat  better  than  they  are 
supposed  to  do,  and  so  do  the  manu&cturers  of  flour.  They 
look  abroad  for  their  important  markets.  The  com  trade 
to  South  America  is  carried  on  to  a  great  extent.  The 
millers  in  Richmond  find,  in  that  country,  ah  extensive, 
and,  I  have  no  doubt,  a  profitable  market  for  bread  stuffs; 
and  shipments  are  actively  carried  on  in  the  same  direc- 
tion from  all  parts  Of  the  United  States.  My  honorable 
friend  from  Massachusetts,  who  sits  before  me,  [Mr.  Siis- 
Bss,]  a  few  years  ago,  inquired  of  roe  as  to  the  prospect 
of  procuring  a  cai^  of  flour  at  Richmond,  which  he  was 
desirous  of  shipping  to  South  America.  The  trade  to 
England,  notwithstanding  her  com  laws,  is  extensively 
carried  on.  When  the  ports  are  occluded,  the  flour  ship- 
ped thither  is  placed  in  bond,  and  is  sent  to  the  different 
markets  of  Europe,  as  they  respectively  hold  out  the 

E respect  of  commercial  advanta^.  Exchanges  are  thus 
eneficially  made  for  British  fabrics.  CaiMda  also  opens 
an  extensive  market  for  American  wheat,  with  a  view  to 
convert  it  into  floor,  when  it  is  exported,  under  all  the 
advantages  ac Anting  from  important  discriminations  in  fa- 
vor of  the  cc^onics,  made  by  the  mother  country.  Nor 
is  this  all;  other  marketSrare  presented  to  the  corn  grower, 
of  considerable  value.  Vne  foreign  price  regelates  the 
domestic  price;  and  the  fluctuations  which  take  place 
every  fall  in  the  wheat  market  here,  are  ascribable  to 
hopes  excited  by  the  slightest  circumstance  of  an  increas- 
ed price  abroad.  If  a  cloud  is  over  the  face  of  the  sun 
durmg  the  harvest  time  in  Enrland,  prices  advance;  and 
if  accounts  are  brought  of  a  fali  of  rain,  the  spirit  of  spe- 
culation immediately  becomes  more  active,  and  the  far- 
mer pockets  the  benefit.  Under  these  circumstances, 
the  addition  of  an  important  market  at  home  would  not 
fiiil  to  bring  about  an  increased  demand,  and  with  that  a 
greatly  augmented  price;  but,  so  far  from  this  being  the 
case,  produce,  I  repeat,  was  never  lower  than  it  lias  been 
since  this  American  system  has  been  established.  That 
the  price  borne  by  the  various  articles  created  by  ag^cul- 
tural  industry  is  at  the  lowest  possible  grade,  no  one  can 
reasonably  doubt.  The  first  part  of  the  proposition  is 
then  made  otit,  and  the  citizens  of  the  South  sell  at  the 
cheapest  rate. 

The  effect  of  selling  cheap,  and  buying  dear,  must  be 
^parent  to  all.     The  consequence  of  surh  a  trafBc  is 


ruin,  inevitable  ruin.  This  assertion  requires  no  proof  to 
sustain  it.  Every  man's  common  sense,  however  small 
may  be  his  share  of  that,  the  best  of  all  sort  of  sense,  will 
assure  him  of  this.  Let  any  man,  for  instance,  deal  for  » 
his  supplies  with  a  country  store,  for  any  len||[th  of  time, 
and  he  will  find  the  most  ample  estate  meldng  away. 
Why  is  this,  but  that,  while  he  obtains  for  his  produce  a 
low  price,  he  has  to  pay,  in  many  instances,  a  hundred  per 
cent,  upon  many  articles  of  consumption  necessary  for  the 
supply  of  his  family  and  estate?  Such  will  be  found  to 
be  the  operation  of  the  tariff,  as  I  shall  be  able  satisfacto- 
rily to  prove  to  the  Senate  before  I  take  my  seat. 

If  1  educed  prices  appertain  equally  to  all  things,  then 
matters  go  on  happily  and  harmoniously.   It  only  requires 
the  same  quantity  oi  produce  to  purchase  what  is  want- 
ing, and  no  evil  arises.     But  the  reverse  is  true  when  pro- 
duce is  low,  and  articles  of  consumption  high.     Let  me 
illustrate  this  by  Uie  plainest  example.     If  tobacco,  or 
corn,  or  cotton,  or  any  other  article  raised  from  the  soil» 
(for  the  result  will  equally  apply  to  all;  but,  for  the  sake 
of  mmplifying,  take  tobacco,)  fall  from  ten  dollars  a  hun- 
dred to  five,  and  broadcloth  fall  from  ten  to  five,  it  is 
perfectly  obvious  that  the  same  hundred  weight  of  tobacco 
purchases  a  yard  of  broadcloth,  as  it  did  before  the  fall  in 
price;  but  if  tobacco  fall  to  five,  while  the  broadcloth  re- 
mains at  ten  dollars  the  yard,  then  the  tobacco  planter  has 
to  exchange  two  hundred  pounds  of  tobacco  for  a  yard  of 
broadcloth.     In  other  words,  he  has  either  to  double  his 
production,  incurring  in  that  process  great  additional  ex- 
pense, to  be  satisfied  with  only  one-half  the  broadcloth  as 
formerly,  or  to  gfo  in  debt  for  the  residue.     Now,  sir, 
these  are  the  effects  produced  by  the  high  tariff  of  duties^ 
and  this  has  made  us  the  advocates  of  that  despised  thingp 
called  firee  trade;  and  for  this  it  has  been  said  that  we  ad- 
vocate a  policy  which  would  recolonize  America.  '  The 
imputation  is  unjust;  against  Mr.  Gee's  s}-stem  our  ances- 
tors protested,  and  against  that  system  we  would  wage  ne- 
ver-ending hostility.  Sir,  we  oppose  this  American  system, 
because  it  rests  upon  the  same  principle.     What  was  the 
English  system,  and  what  this?     England  said,  you  shall 
buy  only  of  us,  and  pay  a  tax  in  the  bargain:  what  is  the 
language  of  this?    You  shall  buy  only  of  Northern  me- 
chanists, and  be  heavily  taxed  in  the  bargain.     Is  not  this 
the  language  of  tl)e  American  system  in  effect?    Is  it  not 
a  declaration  that  we  shall  buy  only  of  domestic  fabricsy 
and  that  at  an  exorbitant  price,  as  I  shall  presently  show, 
unless  we  pay  a  burdensome  duty  for  the  privilege  of  con- 
suming foreign  goods?-— a  duty,  which  in  some  instances 
operates  so  heavily  as  to  shut  out  importation  altogether, 
and  in  every  instance  is  oppressive  and  burdensome  to  the 
last  degree.     Do  not  both  equally  invade  the  principle  of 
liberty?    Tl^e  same  heavy  and  oppressive  manacles  are 
put  on  commerce  by  each;  and  the  ag^culturist,  througli 
the  instrumentality  of  whose  labor  commercial  exchanges 
can  alone  be  effected,  is  made  to  bend  under  a  weight  of 
burden  which  presses  him  to  the  earth.  ' 

Simplify  this  American  system,  and  what  is  it?     Take 
for  illustration  four  individuals:  one  shall  represent  the 
Southern  producer,  the  second  the  English  manufacturer » 
and  tlie  remaining  two,  Northern  manufacturers.     The 
Soutliern  farmer  interciianges  the  valuable  productions  of 
the  soil,  at  their  minimum  price  of  production,  with  the  £ng^- 
lish  manufacturer,  for  articles  necessary  for  his  consump- 
tion, at  their  minimum  price  of  fabrication.   The  excbangx: 
thus  made  is  equally  beneficial  to  each,  and  neither*  not- 
withstanding the  great  fall  in  price  which  has  taken  place 
in  the  fruits  of  their  industry,  experiences  decline.      The 
first  obtains  for  his  flour,  his  tobacco^  bis  cotton,  or  rice, 
as  gfTeat  a  quantity  of  the  articles  which  constitute  the 
mass  of  his  consumption,  as  he  formerly  did  when  he  ob- 
tained much  higher  prices;  and  so  does  the  latter.      The 
means  of  living  as  abundantly  as  ever  exists  with  both, 
and  both  are  equally  prosperous;  but  the  two  Northern 
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capitalists  suddenly  interpose,  and  forbid  this  advantage- 
ous coitfse  of  exchange.  They  shackle  it  with  heavy  re 
straints,  imposing  upon  the  farmer  the  necessity  eitlier  of 
purchasing  of  them  at  a  greatljr  augmented  price,  or  of 
encountering  still  greater  exactions  m  the  coiuve  6f  the 
foreign  trade.  They  are  enabled  to  legalize  their  pur- 
pose, if  indeed  injustice  can  ever  be  legalized,  by  the 
iDaj<»ity — ^power  which  they  wield.  I  submit  it  to  honor- 
able Senators  to  say  if  1  have  not  drawn,  by  this  exam- 
ple, the  epitome  of  the  American  system;  and  1  demand 
of  all  candid  men  to  say  whether  the  power  thus  exerted 
b  not  selfish,  despotic,  and  unjust.  Sir,  if  this  matter  was 
brought  to  any  particular  neighborhood,  and  made  there 
to  operate  upon  individuals,  eloquence  and  mgenulty 
combined  could  not  gloss  it  over,  or  hide  its  deformity 
from  the  public  eye.  Take  three  individuals  in  any  neigU- 
borhood,  and  let  the  article  involved  be  one  of  acknowledg- 
ed necea^ty :  one  of  these  supposed  persons  is  a  purchaser 
of  con^-for  his  own  consumption,  and  the  other  two  are 
farmers,  one  of  whom,  however,  by  reason  of  the  superior 
fertility  of  his  land,  is  enabled  to  sell  his  corn  at  fifty  cents 
the  bushel,  whereas  the  other,  cultivating  a  poorer  soil, 
and  laboring  under  other  disadvantages,  can  only  afford 
to  raise  it  at  eighty  cents.  Now,  who  woidd  doubt  for  a 
single  instant  that  the  buyer  would  be  greatly  benefited 
by  purchasing  his  supply  of  the  first  at  the  small  price, 
ntber  than  of  the  last?  But,  suppose  the  Government 
dared  to  interfere  in  the  matter,  and  exacted  of  the  pur- 
chaser thirty  cents  in  the  bushel  on  the  corn  which  he 
might  purchase  from  the  abundant  producer;  and  shouM, 
moreover,  assign  as  the  reason  fbr  such  interference,  no 
want  of  revenue  on  tlie  part  of  the  Government,  but  a 
detemiiiiaftion  so  to  elevate  the  price  of  com  as  to  enable 
the  second  farmer  to  command  eighty  cents  per  bushel 
for  his;  who,  within  the  wide-spread  limits  of  tliis  Union — 
who,  having'  any  relish  for  fireedom  on  the  face  of  the 
hslutable  |^obe--wauld  hesitate  to  pronounce  such  con- 
duct arbitrary  and  despotic?  If  an  imperial  monarch, 
armed  with  absolute^power,  levied  such  an  exaction,  would 
he  not  be  justly  denounced  by  mankind  as  a  tyrant?  Was 
the  per  capita  tax  in  the  time  of  IKchard  II,  or  of  ship 
money  by  Charlea  I,  more  evasive  of  right  and  liberty? 
And  yet  the  spirit  of  English  freedom  was  roused  toresist- 
tance  in  both  these  instances,  and  in  both  the  monarch  was 
msde  to  tremble  on  his  throne. 

This  system  is  only  sustained  from  the  circumstance  of 
its  being  enveloped  in  mist  which  the  public  mind  has 
not  yet  penetrated.  It  presses  upon  men  with  a  hand 
which,  although  felt,  is  not  seen*  Its  action  is  indirect, 
and  therefore  not  fully  understood  by  the  great  mass 
of  mankind.  Sir,  1  hesitate  not  to  say  that,  if  its  aetion 
was  direct,  the  system  would  melt  beneath  the  bbze 
of  popular  indignation.  Take  any  one  of  the  numerous 
taxes  which  it  imposes,  and  levy  it  directly  on  individuals. 
Send  your  tax-gatherer  to  each  and  every  person  in  the 
United  States  once  in  the  year,  to  collect  the  sums  now 
exacted  by  this  protective  system  upon  the  articles  which 
each  has  consumed,  and  you  would  be  answered  in  a  voice 
which  would  cause  you  to  tremble  in  your  high  places,  if 
it  did  not  shake  you  out  of  them.  Send  your  tax-gatherer 
on  the  last  day  of  December  in  every  year,  to  ascertain  of 
tbe  farmer  the  quantity  of  brown  sugar  which  he  has  con- 
sumed in  his  family  during  the  year— I  take  sugar,  out  of 
no  invidious  spirit,  because  all  other  items  on  the  tax  list 
ire  equally  obnoxious,  but  merely  because  the  process  of 
analysis  is  more  plain  and  palpable.  Well,  sir,  the  visit  is 
psid,  and  the  requisition  made;  let  us  imagine  tiie  dialogue 
which  would  arise  between  the  parties.     Our  fellow-citi 


the  money,  he  would  ask,  to  meet  its  engagements?  The 
answer  would  be  given,  without  hesitation,  in  the  nega- 
tive. Why,  then,  am  I  called  upon  to  pay  it?  The  tax- 
gatherer,  having  received  his  instructionsa  would  answer 
Uiat  the  tax  was  collected  for  the  benefit  of  some  seven 
hundred  rich  planters  in  Louiuana,  engaged  in  the  pur- 
suit of  sugar-making.  This  would  doubtless  excite  great 
astonishment,  and  the  inquiry  would  promptly  follow  into 
the  motive  and  the  object.  Please  tell  me,  Mr.  Tax- 
gatherer,  how  \  am  interested  in  tliis.  The  Government 
levies  tliis  tax  upon  you  for  the  sugar  planter,  to  enable 
him  to  supply  the  American  market;  and  if  you  will  but 
pay  the  tax  (pr  twenty  years,  you  will  then  get  the  sugar 
as  cheap  at  home  as  you  can  now  abroad,  and  then  the  tax 
may  cease.  So,  then,  I  am  to  pay  three  cents  upon  e\ery 
pound  of  sugar  tliat  I  use  for  twenty  years,  in  order  to  ob- 
tain it  as  cheap  then  as  I  can  now  without  the  tax.  How 
am  I  benefited  by  this  process?  If,  at  the  end  of  twentv 
years,  I  am  to  get  it  no  cheaper  than  I  now  do,  how  is  it 
possible,  in  the  nature  of  things,  that  I  can  derive  advan- 
tage from  this  process?  The  answer  is  at  hand:  when 
did  error  or  injustice  ever  stand  in  want  of  apology  or  apo- 
logists ?  You  will  then  be  independent  of  foreign  nations, 
is  the  replv  which  the  tax-gatherer  would  give,  and  which 
wc  have  neard  a  thousand  times  from  the  advocates  of 
Uiis  miscalled  American  system!  Independent  of  foreign 
nations!  Sir,  this  is  not  only  a  sludlow,  but  in  some  mea- 
sure an  impious  argument.  An  all-wise  Providence  never 
designed  tliat  man  should  be  independent  of  man,  or  nation 
of  nation.  Separate  man  from  his  species — throw  him  upon 
Ills  own  unaioed  and  unassisted  resources — and  you  con- 
vert him  forthwith  into  a  ferocious  saVikge.  So  with  a  na- 
tion. The  ocean,  which  has  been  aptl^  caUed  the  highway 
of  nations,  bears  upon  its  bosom  the  nch  freight  of  the  arts 
and  sciences  of  one  portion  of  tbe  world  in  exchange  for 
those' of  another.  I^ht  is  then  given  for  light,  and  civi- 
lization is  advanced  to  its  highest  point  of  penection«  But 
adopt  the  oppoiute  policv — accomplish  this  work  of  inde- 
pendence—convert the  frozen  re^^ionsof  the  North  into  the 
burning  equator  in  their  productions:  in  otlier  words,  set 
at  naught  the  decrees  of  tlie  Creator  in  the  formation  of 
the  g'lobe,  and  let  the  ocean  no  longer  be  used  for  the 
great  purposes  of  commerce,  and  the  bold  pretensions  of 
man  would  be  punished  by  Uie  results  of  his  own  short- 
sighted policy.  Chaos  would  come  again,  and  the  night 
of  gloom  and  ignofyince  would  enshroud  the  world.  And, 
after  all,  are  not  nations  that  sell  as  dependent  upon  na- 
tions that  buy,  as  the  reverse?  The  dependence  is  mutual, 
and  tliat  mutuality  of  interest  and  dependence  constitutes 
the  golden  circle  which  embraces  tlie  universe. 

I  have  embraced,  in  the  short  analysis  which  I  have  just 
given,  the  whole  argument  in  favor  of  the  tariif  system. 
The  answer  accompanies  it,  and  the  dccinon  cannot  be  at 
variance  with  the  opinions  I  am  advocating.  Operating 
on  tiie  members  of  an  individual  society,  it  would  be  highly 
oppressive  and  unjust;  but  what  shall  we  say  of  its  effects 
upon^tates— f  n/er  pans?  The  confederacy  rests  on  the 
principle  of  perfect  equality  among  its  .members.  To 
impose  a  tax  which  operates  unequally  among  the  States, 
enriching  some  and  impoverishing  o^ers,  is  to  violate  that 
original  design,  and  remove  the  foundation-stone  on  which 
the  social  edifice  was  made  to  rest  But  it  has  olien  been 
said,  the  system  is  as  well  Southern  aa  Northern.  It  is  the 
result  of  a  general  law  which  embraces  all  portions  of  the 
Union.  Why,  then,  do  you  of  the  South  not  enter  into  it? 
The  question  is  answered  by  the  fact,  that  although  the 
system  has  existed  for  sixteen  years,  we  have  not  gone 
into  it  to  any  extent,  and  no  machinery  of  consequence 
zens  are  somewhat  inquisitive,  and,  like  the  people  of  other '  has  been  introduced  among  us.  This  is  sufficient  to  prove 
countries  are  rendered  more  so  when  denuuids  are  made  {that  the  system  is  not  ours.  The  Southern  States  are 
upon  their  parses.  The  farmer  would  inauire  into  the  cause ,  either  not  ripe  for  it,  or  there  is  sooaething  in  their  condi- 
of  the  levy  upon  him  of  three  cents  in  the  pound  upon  the ,  tion  at  war  with  its  adoption.  Can  any  man  be  at  a  lots  to 
brown  avgar  he  had  used.    Docs  the  Ckovernment  want  JMsign  the  reason?    The  North  is  exteniively  commercial; 
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its  capital  is  a  floating'  capital,  and  can  be  inTcsted  in  any 
new  pursuit  with  the  greatest  facility.  Hence,  when 
through  governmental  interposition  the  employment  of 
capital  in  manu^icturing  establishments  held  out  the  pro- 
mise of  i^eater  profit  from  such  employment  than  from  any 
other,  the  Northern  States  stOod  ready  upon  the  inslant  to 
avail  themselves  of  such  advantages.  But  who  is  so  blind  as 
not  to  see  the  difference  in  the  situation  of  the  Souths  It 
is  almost  exclusively  agricultural.  Its  capital  consists  of 
lands  and  slaves;  the'  last  convertible,  to  a  limited  extent, 
into  money,  but  inseparable  from  the  Unds  without  nnk- 
ing  all  profit  on  that  larg^  portion  of  capital  invested  in 
lands;  and  if  the  farmer  was  so  reckless  or  his  interest  as 
to  make  the  separation,  it  would  be  but  a  transfer  of  the 
property  from  one  Southern  main  to  another,  and  would 
leave  the  condition  of  things  unaltered.  LAiided  estates 
can  only  be  sold  with  ^eat  difiicuUy,  and,  when  sold,  are 
generally  sacrificed.  Ours,  then,  is  a  fixed  capital,  not 
convertible  into  money,  except  at  great  loss;  and  we, 
therefore,  have  not,  even  under  the  strong  temptations 
which  have  been  held  out,  felt  the  influence  of  the  manu- 
facturing mania.  The  causes  which  I  have  assigned 
operate  as  powerfiilly,  so  far  as  they  ^o,  as  climate;  Let 
climate  constitute  the  only  inj^edient  m  the  computation, 
arid  its  influence  upon  the  subject  will  be  acknowledged  by 
all.  Take,  for  example,  the  duty  on  sugar,  a  duty  which, 
if  it  was  not  sustained  by  others  equally  as  exclusive  in  their 
character,  would  be  instantly  abandoned.  Suppose  the 
States  lying  out  of  the  limits  of  the  sugar  region  should 
object  to  it,  as  they  assuredly  would  do,  if  it  did  not  con- 
stitute a  part  of  the  cordon  gcauiaire  of  the  American  sys- 
tem,  would  it  avail  to  sfty  to  them  that  it  was  the  result  of 
a  general  law,  applying  to  each  State  of  the  Union,  and 
therefore  as  much  for  them  as  for  Louisiana?  Would  so 
shallow  a  pretence  avail  its  advocates  in  the  sfightest  de- 
gree? Our  Northern  brethren  understand  the  operation 
of  the  causes  which  I  have  assigned,  as  well  as  we  our- 
selves do;  and  this  knowledge  of  the  true  condition  of 
things  with  us,  urges  them  to  sustain  this  system  totU  vtVi- 
bua.  Their  profits  arise  from  tlie  engrossment  of  the  home 
market;  but  suppose  every  State  to  become  manufacturing 
to  an  extent  eqmvalent  to  its  own  supply,  does  not  every 
body  readily  perceive  that  from  that  moti^ent  the  large 
profits  now  realized  would  cease,  and  that  there  would  be 
no  deep  concern  felt  in  the  preservation  of  the  system? 
It  is  because  they  win  and  we  lose^i  that  it  is  msdntained 
and  supported;  our  distress  is  the  strongest  evidence  of 
their  prosperitv;  and,  through  the  agency  of  a  Govern- 
ment formed  tor  the  benefit  of  all,  fortunes  are  built  up 
in  one  region  at  the  expense  of  another.  If  there  can 
exist  a  stronger  objection  to  the  action  of  the  Government 
than  this,  I  have  not  the  wit  to  discover  it.  Nothing  to 
my  mind  can  be  more  odious;  notiiing  more  unjust. 

The  honorable  Senator's  invocation  to  Heaven,  on  the 
second  day  of  liis  speech,  for  strength  to  enable  him  to 
sustain  the  interests  of  this  country  in  the  advocacy  of  the 
American  system,  although  it  proceeded  no  doubt  from 
the  most  thorough  conviction  of  the  correctness  of  his  opi- 
nion, appears  to  me  to  have  been  out  of  place.  He  es- 
pouses the  interests  of  one  portion  of  the  Union  agunst 
another;  and  if  he  hnplored  strength  and  ability  to  sustain 
the  cause  of  the  North  against  tiie  South,  his  invocation 
would  have  been  more  germain  to  the  matter. 

[Mr;  TxLaa  here  yimed  the  floor  for  a  motion  to  ad- 
journ.] 


FaiDAT,  FXBEUAJIT  10. 

The  resolutions  submitted  some  days  ago  by  Mr. 
Spnaaux,  Umching  the  arrangement  with  Great  Britain, 
coming  up  for  consideration, 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  said  that,  in  accordance  with  the  wishes 
of  sereral  gentlemens  and  bis  own  indisposition  to  inter- 


rupt the  progress  of  the  debate  on  the  tariff*,  he  would 
forbear,  at  present,  to  press  the  consideration  of  the  reso- 
lutions. He  was  willing  to  let  them  lie  on  the  table  for 
a  few  days,  and  made  a  motion  to  that  eflTect,  which  was 
carried. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  tb^ 
special  order,  being  Mr.  Clay's  resolution  on  the  subject 
of  the  tariflr. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  that  he  had  received  a  communica- 
tion from  the  gentleman  who  had,  as  chairman,  ngned  the 
memorial  of  the  late  Free  Tfeade  Convention,  (Mr.  Galla- 
tin,) giving  the  information  that  an  erroneous  impression 
had  been  created  elsewhere  as  to  the  prajrer  of  that  pe- 
tition, from  some  remarks  which  liad  flulen  from  him 
[Mr.  H.l  on  that  subject,  and  which  had  been  erroneously 
reported.  Mr.  H.  said  he  rose  to  correct  that  nusappre- 
hension,  and  would  do  so  by  nmply  reading  that  patt  of 
the  memorial  which  related  to  the  subgect.  It  was  in  the 
following  words,  viz. 

**  Your  memorialists  respectfully  pray : 

**  1st.  That  the  duties  be  so  reduced,  as  to  leave,  after 
the  extinguishment  of  the  public  debt,  only  that  amount 
of  ^revenue  which  may  be  necessary  to  meet  the  ordinary 
exigencies  of  the  Government. 

<*2d.  That  allowing  a  reasonable  time  for  the  gradual 
reduction  of  the  present  exaggerated  duties  on  some 
articles,  the  duties  on  all  the  imported  articles  not  free  of 
dutv  be  ultimately  equalized,  so  as  that  the  duty  on  any 
such  article  shall  not  vary  materially  from  the  general 
average  rate  of  all  the  duties  together,  or,  in  other  words* 
from  a  uniform  duty  ad  valorem  on  all  imported  articles 
subject  to  duty. 

*'  3d.  That  wines,  teas,  coffee,  and  similar  articles,  be 
not  added  to  the  list  of  those  now  free  of  duty,  but  may, 
on  the  contrary,  be  subject  to  duties  corresponding,  in 
proportion  to  their  respective  value,  with  those  laid  on 
other  imported  articles,  subject  to  duty." 

Mr.  KNIGHT  took  occasion  (before  Mr«  Ttlkm,  who 
was  entitled  to  the  floor,  proceeded)  to  read  to  the  Sen- 
ate some  statements,  to  show  the  great  amonnt  of  com, 
flour,  &c.  imported  from  the  Soutiiem  States  into 
Rhode  Island,  for  the  consumption  of  the  manufacturing 
districts. 

Mr.  TYLER,  in  allusion  to  this  subject,  said  he  had  that 
morning  received  a  letter  from  a  neighbor  and  friend, 
with  whdm  he  had  had  many  good  tempered  controver«ie& 
respecting  the  tariflT— who  wrote  him  thus:  '*I  have  just 
sold  my  crop  of  com  to  a  Yankee,  to  be  carried  by  htm  to 
feed  the  New  England  manufacturers,  who,  if  it  were  not 
for  the  abominable  tariflT,  would  make  com  for  them- 
selves."   Mr.  T.  in  raiding  this  letter,  declared  his  belief 
that  it  evinced  the  greatest  delusion  of  mind  on  the  sub- 
ject,    it  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  say,  continued  Mr.  T. , 
that  my  friend  and  correspondent  differs  from  me  in  senti- 
ment upon  this  great  and  all-absorbing  subject.      Our 
social  intercourse  suffers  no  interruption  from  our  differ- 
ences of  opinion,  since  neither  of  us,  in  the  eye  of  the 
other,  can  be  conudered  as  actuated  by.  any  unworthy  or 
improper  motive.     I  have  taken  the  liber^  of  reading-   a 
single  sentence  from  his  letter,  because  it  purports  to 
present  in  a  practical,  and  therefore  more  tmpoain|^  form, 
a  text  worthy  of  a  serious  commentary.     The  first  UK|uiry 
which  presents  itself  obviously  is  whether  this  sale  mi^ht 
not  have  been  made,  bad  the  American  system  never  ex- 
isted.    The  mere  fact,  tliat  com  has  been  sold   by  the 
South  for  the  consumption  of  the  North,  proves  nothing 
in  itself.     The  dsy  never  was,  since  the  revolution^  not  to 
say  before,  although  I  believe  that  the  fi^ct  woiild    be 
ascertained  to  have  preceded  that  period,  ifour  rcaemrches 
led  us  as  &r  back,  when  bread  stuffs  were  not   exported 
from   Maryland^  Virginia,  and  North  Carolin«»   to    the 
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Eutem  States.     Why,  mr,  when  I  was  a  mere  boj,  I  re- 
member well  the  existence  of  that  trade.   We  had  annual 
▼into  Iran  New  England  Tessels  up  All  our  tiren,  well 
rapplied  with  a  variety  of  exchangeable  commodities, 
which  were  bartered  for  wheat  and  com  to  be  transported 
to  the  North.     They  gave*  us  chieily  New  Bnfflana  rum, 
which  then'  filled  the  place  of  common  whiskey  at  the 
present  day,  in  exchan^  for  the  productions  of  our  soil, 
and  a  profitable  trade  Uiey  undoubtedly  made  of  it.    But 
I  rest  not  on  that  &ct  alone,  but  fmrn  information  derived 
fiom  those  who  have  watched  the  course  of  this  trade  for 
the  hat  tlurty  years;  and  I  appeal  here,  in  my  place,  to 
Senators  representing  the  New  England  States,  to  say 
whether  my  information  is  incorrect     If  the  statement 
remain  uncontradicted,  it  will  be  conadered  as  avouched 
by  honorable  Senators.    These  aales  of  com  from  one 
place  to  another,  occur  under  all  circumstances;  not  only 
between  separate  States,  but  between  counties  of  the  same 
State,  and  neighborhoods  of  the  same  county^.  A  drought 
produces  a  scarcitvin  one  County  or  neighborhood,  while 
another  is  blessed  with  ^nial  seasons,  which  cause  its 
gamers  to  overflow.     This  was  the  case  last  summer;  for 
while  in  lower  Virginia  we  were  blessed  with  copious 
showers,  similar  blessings  were  denied,  as  I  have  learned, 
nice  yesterday,  from  a  resident  of  that  county,  to  the 
people  of  Hali&x  and  the  counties  contiguous  thereto. 
Jfy  friend  left  out  one  important  ingredient  in  his  commu> 
mcation.     I  should  have  been  highly  pleased  to  have  been 
informed  of  the  price  which  he  obtained  for  his  com.     I 
niher  apprehend,  that,  notwithstanding  his  ascription  of 
influence  upon  the  sale  to  the  American  system,  the  corn 
bayers  ofhis  own  State  would  most  cheerfully  have  given 
him  as  much  as  he  obtuned  from  the -Northem  purchaser. 
1  leara,  for  example,  that  the  price  of  corn  in  that  portion 
of  the  country  to  which  I  have  liefore  had  reference,  is 
now  three  dollars  per  barrel,  and  that  the  price  is  advanc- 
ing.   Let  me  not  be  understood  as  denying  the  value  of 
the  Northem  market  for  our  bread  stuflTs.     We  find  valu- 
able customers  in  the  great  and  flourishing  cities  of  the 
North.  To  New  York,  and  to  Boston,  we  annually  export 
hrge  quantities  of  flour  and  Indian  corn,  and  so  do  we, 
also,  to  Baltimore.  Much  of  it  is  doubtlessly  consumed  b^ 
the  inhabitanto  of  those  cities,  but  the  far  greater  part  is 
eiported  abroad.    But  the  tme  question  is,  not  how  much 
we  export  to  the  North;  but  how  much  the  export  is 
iDcreaaed  bv  the  manu&eturing  establishments.     No  one 
would  ascrmethe  existence  of  those  cities  to  the  American 
system,  not  only  because  they  existed  anterior  to  that 
^em,  but  because  all  historv  informs  us  that  large  cities 
are  the  oflspring  of  an  extensive  foreigni  commerce.     Let 
any  man  viMtNew  York  or  Boston,  and  the  countlem  sails 
which   flutter  in  every  breeze,  and  have  come  from  far 
distant  lands,  will  hold  to  him  a  language  which  he  cannot 
misunderstand.     If  we  look  to  the  table  of  exports,  it 
win  be  found  that  the  largest  of  the  Northem  States,  and 
those,  too,  most  deeply  interested  in  manufactures,  so  far 
from  drawing  their  supplies  from  us,  export  annually  to 
a  very  large  amount.    Pennsylvania  and  New  York  export 
annually  large  quantities  of  bread  stuffs;  and  while  Balti- 
more 10  an  extensive  and  valuable  market  for  all  the  tide- 
water country  of  Virginia,  every  body  knows  that  Mary- 
land ta  a  large  exporting  State.  I  can  assure  my  esteemed 
correspondent  of  the  further  fiict,  that  not  an  acre  less  is 
cultivated  now  in  the  Northem  States,  than  formerly.    I 
state  this  &ct  upon  the  authority  of  a  gentleman  firom  one 
of  the  Eastern  States,  whose  assertion  may  be  most  impli- 
citly relied  on. 

But,  Mr.  Premdent,  while  this  market,  produced  by  the 
American  sistem,  is  a  mere  matter  of  surmise  and  con- 
jecture, it  behooves  us  to  look  more  minutely  into  the  fo- 
reign com  trade,  so  tiiat  we  may  avoid  realizing  the  fable 
of  the  do^T  and  the  shadow.  I  have  extracted  from  the 
tables  of  exports  of  the  last  year  the  following  fiicta: 


Of  flour,  there  was  exported  abroad 
Of  Indian  com,      .... 

Of  meal, 

Ofiye, 

Of  oats^  and  other  grain. 

Biscuit,  or  ship  bread,     .        .        - 


Makinr  the  sum  of, 
Andof  Cbbaceo, 


96,075,953 

234,823 

372,296 

87,796 

66,249 

188,474 

7,025,591 
5,586,365 


Making  an  aggregate  of,  -        -  ^12,611,956 

And  this,  independent  of  a  great  variety  of  other  articles, 
the  product  of  agriculture,  which  I  have  not  deemed  ne- 
cessary to  exhibit  to  the  Senate.  And  yet  we  have,  in 
the  very  faee  of  this  fact,  been  asked,  over  and  over  again, 
to  point  out  the  foreign  market  for  our  surplus  productions. 
Engfand  and  her  dependencies  take  of  our  bread  stuffs 
alone,  2,460,045  dollars  worth,  more  than  a  third  of  the 
iirhole  amount  exported— and  of  our  tobacco,  $1,761,673. 
IMiis,  sir,  is  the  nation  agunst  whom  our  wrath  is  to  be  en- 
kindled; and  we  are  to  be  subjected  to  the  charge  of  re- 
colonizing  America,  unless  we  shut  our  ports  agunst  her 
manufacturer.  We  are  called  upon,  under  theae  heavy 
denunciations,  to  wage  commercial  war  against  our  best 
customer;  and  a  comparison  is  attempted  by  honorable 
Senators  to  be  mn  between  foreign  markets  of  almost  in- 
calculable value,  and  the  little,  paltry,  contemptible  mar- 
kets, created  by  manufacturing  establishments— mere 
neighborhood  affairs,  no  more  deserving  of  attention  than 
the  markets  produced  throughout  the  country  by  the  nu- 
merous watering  places  which  are  found  dispersed 
throughout  the  Union. 

Important  as  is  the  foreign  market,  notwithstanding  the 
embarrassments  imposed  on  commeroe,  its  benefits  are 
capable,  under  a  wise  system  of  policy,  of  incalculable  in- 
crease. What  would  not  Spain  be  willing  to  concede  for 
the  free  admisrion  of  the  sugar  from  her  islands?  France 
has  recentiy  manifested  her  denre  to  trade  with  the  Unit- 
ed States  on  the  most  liberal  terms,  in  order  to  have  our 
ports  opened  to  the  admission  of  her  silks  and  wines. 
Other  Powers  would  speedily  follow  her  example,  if  hone 
could  be  indulged  that  the  anti-bommeroial  system  of  the 
country  would  be  relaxed.  I  have  heard  it  stated  by  a 
gentieman  who  resided  for  two  years  in  Cuba,  that  the 
consumption  of  flour  in  St.  Jago  alone  was  equal  to  four 
hundrea  barrels  per  day;  and  he  expressed  the  opinion, 
that  the  free  admission  of  sug^  into  this  country  would 
augment  the  consumption  of  bread  stuffs  in  that  island  fully 
one-fifth.  The  troth  is,  that  no  scheme  which  the  wit  of 
man  could  devise,  can  be  more  destructive  of  ag^culture 
than  ^is  American  system.  By  reason  of  the  exactions  which 
it  levies  on  the  productions  of  other  countries,  it  forces  a 
change  of  employments  abroad,  and  compels  the  culture 
thread  stuflTs  in  ioreign  countries,  which  would  otlierwise 
gladly  exchange  for  our  com  and  flour;  and  thus,  while  it 
cripples  the  farming  interest  of  the  Union,  operates  as  a 
direct  premium  to  mat  same  interest  in  other  countries.' 

Beforo  I  recur  to  the  course  of  argumeiit  which  1  had 
prescribed,  I  beg  leave  to  notice  an  annunciation  which 
the  morning  papers  contain,  proceeding  from  the  great 
State  of  Pennsylvania.  The  Legislature  of  that  State  have 
unanimously  resolved  against  all  reduction  of  the  duties 
laid  for  protection .  I  deeply  regret  this  decision,  because 
it  would  seem  effectually  to  close  the  door  against  all  hope 
of  settling  the  distractions  of  the  country.  It  is  not  for 
me  to  reprehend  the  course  which  any  one  of  the  States 
may  think  proper  to  adopt.  How  much  soever  I  may  de- 
plore, I  cannot  censure.  That  State  has  been  called  the 
mainaroh  which  supported  our  political  edifice;  and  on 
\i€r  wisdom  and  patriotism  my  reliance  was  placed  at  the 
present  important  crisis.  She  should  have  recollected 
that  there  were  two  sides  to  this  question,  and  that  a  per- 
tinacious adherence  to  her  opinions  was  hkely  to  be  met 
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with  a  simiUr  feeling'  on  the  part  of  other  States;  that 
if  she  was  excited  upon  this  subject,  so  would  others  be 
alsoi  and  that  her  elevation  in  the  Union  would  not  be  les- 
sened by  the  manifestation  of  a  conciliatory  spirit,  out  of 
which  this  GoTemment  itself  sprung,  and  by  which  it  can 
only  be  preserved.  One  remiu^  I  may  be  indulged  in 
without  giving  offence.  The  resolutions  to  which  I  have 
alluded,  are  said  to  have  passed  unanimously.  Now,  sir, 
strange  as  it  may  appear  at  the  tirst  glance,  it  is  neverthe- 
less true,  that  perfect  unanimity  in  any  deliberative  body, 
on  any  subject  of  interest,  is  the  strongest  evidence  that 
the  subject  has  not  been  properly  examined.  This  is  not 
an  original  idea  with  me.  It  claims  its  origin  from  the 
venerated  Lowndes,  who,  wht]^  he  lived,  reflected  so 
much  honor  on  the  State  of  his  nativity,  and  gave  the  pro- 
mise of  a  life  of  so  much  usefulness  to  the  United  States. 
It  was  not  long  after  I  had  taken  my  seat  for  the  first  time 
in  the  other  House,  that  a  proposition  to  amend  tlie  con- 
stitution came  there  to  be  discussed.  The  Legislature  of 
Virginia  had  acted  upon  it  with  perfect  unanimity,  and 
every  functionary  of  the  Government,  so  far  as  mv  obser- 
vation extended,  approved  the  decision  of  the  Legislature. 
Sir,  I  had  approved  it  myself$  but  my  opinion  was  tho- 
roughly changed,  and  I  found  myself  opposed  to  the  con- 
templated amendment.  I  expressed  to  Mr.  Lowndes  the 
alteration  which  my  opinion  had  undergone,  and  my  aston- 
ishment at  the  unanimity  which  had  prevailed  \n  the  Le- 
gislature. He  then  let  fall  the  remark  which  I  have  quoted, 
and  added,  that  men's  opinions  were  as  liable  to  differ  as 
their  watches,  and  that  differences  would  inevitably  arise 
if  discussion  and  due  deliberation  were  resorted  to.  I  am 
asked  by  gentlemen  around,  what  proposition  it  was  I  al- 
luded to.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  answering.  It  contem- 
plated the  districting  the  United  States  for  the  election  of 
members  of  Congress  and  electors  of  President  and  Vice 
President,  than  which  nothing  would  go  further  to  strike 
out  of  existence  the  federative  feature  of  the  Government. 
I  will  TO  so  far  as  to  say  that  if  tlie  same  proposition, 
which  formerly  received  the  unanimous  support  of  the 
General  Assembly,  was  again  submitted  to  its  decision,  it 
would  be  rejected  by  a  large  majority  of  that  body.  But 
let  us  return  to  the  resolutions  of  Pennsylvania.  In  1794 
or  '5,  an  excise  was  laid  on  domestic  distilled  spirits, 
which  operated  with  some  severity  on  the  people  of  tliat 
State;  and  what  washer  course?  She  protested  against 
it,  and,  I  must  say,  with  much  justice,  as  violatory  of  the 
principle  of  equality  on  which  the  Union  rested.  The 
exactions  of  the  Government  fell  upon  her  citizens  with 
more  force  than  on  those  of  any  other  State.  Nor  did  they 
content  themselves  with  merely  petitioning  and  protest- 
ing. They  resorted  to  more  decisive  measures,  and  for  a 
time  set  the  law  at  open  defiance.  I  express  no  censure 
upon  this  conduct;  looking  at'the  subject  now  that  party 
feeling  has  ceased  to  operate,  I  can  but  say  that  their  com- 
plaints were  but  too  well  founded.  The  act  levied  un- 
equal exactions,  and  fell  with  the  greatest  force  upon  Penn- 
sylvania. I  submit  it  to  honorable  Senators  to  say  if  there 
is  not  a  striking  nmilarity  between  the  existing  system  and 
the  whiskey  tax.  If  tluit  was  partial,  so  alao  is  this;  if 
that  levied  unequal  exactions,  are  not  the  requisitions  of 
this  grossly  and  palpably  unequal?  And  yet,  sir,  the  one 
excited  the  citizens  of  Pennsylvania  to  arms,  while  this  in- 
vokes to  its  support  all  her  power  and  all  her  influence. 
The  one  deteriorated  from  her  interest;  this  advances  that 
interest  at  the  expense  of  others.  1  make  no  commentary, 
but  submit  the  subject  to  the  deliberation,  the  calm  and 
dispassionate  deliberation,  of  her  representatives  here  and 
elsewhere. 

When  the  Senate  adjourned  on  yesterday,  I  was  about 
to  enter  into  an  examination  of  various  items  on  the  list  of 
protected  articles,  with  the  purpose  of  making  good  the 
last  branch  of  the  proposition,  that  we  buy  dear.  I  will 
not  fatigue  the  Senate  by  going  through  the  entire  list  of 


tlie  taxed  commodities— the  process  would  be  altogether 
too  tedious  for  this  place,  however  profitable  such  an  in- 
vestieation  might  be — but  shall  content  myscilf  by  looking 
into  nmr  branches  of  the  svstem,  the  results  of  which  will 
serve  to  illustrate  the  whole.     I  take,  for  this  investiga- 
tion, iron,  sugar,  cottons,  and  woollens;  and,  unless  I  have 
deceived  myself,  will  show  not  only  Uie  oppressive  cha- 
racter of  the  taxes  they  impose  on  individuals,  but  the 
enormous  burden  which  they  devolve  upon  the  whole  com- 
munity.    To  begin  witli  iron.     I  have  been  struck  with 
the  fact,  Mr.  President,  in  investigating  this  particular  sub- 
ject, that  the  roanuflM^ture  of  iron  bedpan  in  this  country  at 
a  period  lonr  anterior  to  the  revolution.    I  find  that  iron 
was  exported  to  En^^land  as  early  as  the  years  17T1,  '2, 
'3,  from  Philadelphia,  and  sold  in  Liverpool  At  $^  3^{ 
per  ton,  including  the  charges  of  transportation,  and  other 
incidental  charges.     [Mr.  T.  here  read  a  statement  to  sus- 
tain this  fact,  appended  to  the  examination  of  Mr.  Sarchet, 
taken  before  a  committee  of  the  Senate  at  the  last  sesnon.  ] 
The  fact  is  also  undeniable,  that  this  branch  of  industry  was 
successfully  prosecuted  at  an  early  period  of  oar  history, 
and  that  considerable  fortunes  were  made  at  it.  Mines  were 
opened,  and  worked  successfully,  in  Virg^ia;  and  General 
i&dg^ly,  of  Maryland,  is  known  to  have  buth  up  a  large  for-- 
tune  by  the  iron  business;  and  at  this  moment  it  is  prose- 
cuted successfully  at  the  Trois  Rivieres,  in  Canada,  under  a 
duty  of  but  five  per  cent,  ad  valorem.     These  facts  would 
seem  to  prove,  after  the  most  conclusive  manner,  that  the 
iron  tax  is  entirely  gratuitous  and  unnecessary.     They  are 
aided  also  by  the  fact  that  this  pursuit  was  commenced  in 
the  United  States  at  a  time  certainly  as  early  as  it  was  in 
England,  and  that  the  iron  roaster  in  this  country  had  the 
field  of  competition  fairly  open  to  him,  and  clear  of  all 
impediments.     The  truth  is,  that  without  governmental 
Agepcy  be  possesses  the  monopoly  of  the  interior,  and  is 
secured  thereby  a  market  of  g^eat  extent  and  immense 
value.     That  monopoly  arises  from  the  position  of  the 
mines,  and  the  g^eat  cost  of  transporting  over  land  so  hea- 
vy an  article  as  iron.     A  friend,  in  whose  statement  I  have 
tlie  most  implicit  confidence,  has  informed  me  that  the 
cost  of  transporting  a  ton  of  iron  from  the  works  in  North- 
western Vii^nia  to  the  seaboard,  would  not  fall  short  of 
thirty  dollars.     This  monopoly  is  so  entire,  that  iron  sells 
at  a  higher  price  in  the  vicinity  of  the  mines,  than  at  a  di»- 
tance  of  one  hundred  miles  from  them;  and  it  is  the  foreign 
importation  which  alone  prevents  it  from  becoming  a  mo- 
nopoly of  tlie.  most  oppressive  character.     The  foreign 
iron  presses  in  upon  the  limits  of  the  iron  master,  when- 
ever his  prices  are  exorbitant,  and  forces  him  to  content 
himself  with  a  somewhat  reduced  price.  The  whole  strug- 
gle of  -the  iron  masters  of  Pennsylvania  and  New  Jersey 
is  to  extend  their  monopoly  to  the  seaboard;  and,  in  order 
to  do  this,  tlie  duty  must  necessarily  be  sufficiently  great 
to  cover  all  the  expenses  of  transportation  to  the  Atlantic 
markets.     Hence,  Russian  and  Swedish  iron  is  subjected 
to  the  duty  of  $22  40  the  ton,  and  English  toastUl  heavier 
charge  of  thirty-seven  dollars  the  ton.     The  latter  bears 
so  great  a  disproportion  to  the  prime  cost,  as  almost   to 
amount  to  a  prohibitory  duty,  while  tlie  former  is  scarcely 
affected  by  it.     In  1810,  when  the  population  of  the  coun- 
try was  but  seven  milhons,  there  were>  imported  sixteen 
thousand  tons,  and  in  1830  the  importation  was  equal  lo 
thirty-two  thousand  tons,  increasing  in  a  ratio  nearly  equal 
to  our  population.     The  inquiry  naturally  arises  as  to  tlie 
cause  of  this  undiminished  importation  of  Russian  auid 
Swedish  iron,  notwithstanding  the  high  duty  added  to  the 
heavy  charg^es  of  transporting  it  from  so  great  a  distance. 
Sir,  it  is  found  in  the  fact  tliat  no  iron  of  the  same  qua- 
lity, and  suited  to  the  purposes  to  which  this  is  applied, 
is  made  within  the  United  States,  or,  at  most,  but  a  ver\ 
small  quantity.     1  inquired  into  this  matter,  of  the  Sensit «  7] 
from  New  Jersey,  [Mr.  Dickkesoh,]  the  gentleman  xi~hc 
has  had  the  almost  exclusive  management  of  the  subjc^rt. 
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ind  wiio  18  laively  engaged  in  the  iron  business.  His  an- 
swer was  brief  and  aententious,  but  full  of  pith  and  mo- 

meot — "we  aball  soon  make  it."    Now,  sir,  is  it  not  in* 

tolerable  that  this  heavy  tax  of  $22  40  per  ton  should  be 

coQtinued  on  the  community  for  an  indefinite  period,  un- 
der the  promise  that,  sooner  or  later,  tlicre  will  be  made, 

iotbe  United  States,  iron,  of  a  quality  equal  to  that  im- 
ported from  abroad?  I  did  not  stand  in  need  of  the  infor- 
mation from  the  honorable  Senator.  The  New  York  price 

current  had  assured  me  that  the  Russian  and  Swedish  iron 

VIS  indispensablv  necessary  for  our  consumption.    I  there 

found  that  it  sold  at  one  hundred  dollars  the  ton,  being 

equal  to  an  advance  often  detrain  the  ton  over  our  iron; 

vbich  excess  of  price  would  long  since  have  driven  it  out 

of  the  market,  if  a  proper  substitute  had  been  found  for  it 

is  the  doBoestic  article. 
The  tariff  has  had  the  effect  of  keeping  up  the  price 

of  this  article,  notwithstanding  the  great  fall  which  lias 

btken  place  in  foreign  prices.     1  make  good  this  assertion, 

by  referring  to  tlie  report  of  the  committee  appointed  at 

Kev  York  by  the  tariff  convention.     In  1790,  bar  iron 

sold  on  the  Atlantic  seaboard  at  ninety  dollars  the  ton;  in 

1^0,  it  sold  in  the  same  market  at  from  eighty-five  to 

ninety  dollars,  while  the  price  in  the  interior,  I  speak  more 

particularly  of  the  northwestern  portion  of  Virginia,  has 

undeiigone  no  diminution.     [Mr.  T.  here  read  an  extract 

from  a  letter  written  by  a  gentleman  in  Monongalia  county, 

Virginia,  in  the  following  words:  "  Iron  in  this  county  is 

BOW  scarcer  and  higher  than  ever  known,  except  in  war 

time— iron  has  been  gradually  increasing  in  value  ever 

■Dce  the  tariff  of  1824.     You  know  this  is  a  great  country 

for  manufacturing  of  iron,  yet  we  consider  the  duty  op- 
pressive.    The  great  body  of  the  people  here  are  farmers*, 

aU  have  to  use  more  or  less  of  iron,  it  being  an  article  we 

caanot  do  without.     Before  the  year  1824,  iron  retailed 

at  from  five  to  six  cents  per  pound.     I  live  on  a  public 

rosd,  and  could,  at  my  own  door,  exchange  any  of  the 

products  of  my  farm  for  iron:  not  so  now.     We  buy  it  at 

retail  in  the  stores,  at  seven  and  eight  centa  per  pound, 

and  that  for  cash.     There  is  no  bartering  for  iron  here 

Dov,  at  what  we  used  to  call  trade  rates;  nothing  will  buy 

it  but  that  which  is  as  good  as  cash."]     Here  are  some  of 

the  blessed  effects  of  the  American  system,  which  we  have 

beard  represented  in  this  debate  as  a  perfect  panacea,  or, 

more  properly,  as  the  philosopher's  stone,  which,  by  con- 
verting every  tiling  to  gold,  had  made  this  the  golden  ag^ 

of  the  republic.     Npw,  sir,  while  prices  have  remained 

stationary,  or  nearly  so,  in  this  country,  during  a  period  of 

forty  years,  how  has  it  been  elsewhere?    Look  to  Eng^ 

hnd,  and  you  will  find  that  in  1810  iron  sold  for  £12  10 

the  too,  and  that  in  1830  it  sold  for  but  £5  5;  that,  in 

178r,  the  whole  product  of  the  English  mines  was  but 

thirty  thousand  tons,  whereas,  in  1830,  it  had  swollen  to 
seven  hundred  thousand  tons.  So  that  if  the  duty,  now 
^cific  at  thirty-seven  dollars  the  ton  on  English  bar  iron, 
was  repealed,  the  article  could  be  procured  in  this  coun- 
try at  a  price  varying  from  thirty-five  to  forty  dollars  the 
too;  in  lieu  of  which,  we  are  now  compelled  to  give  the 
enormous  price  of  from  eighty-five  to  ninety  dolUrs  the 
tosu  This  tremendous  tax  operates  on  an  article  which 
enters  into  the  universal  consumption  of  tlie  country,  and 
£dls  on  all  classes  of  society,  the  farmer,  the  meclianic, 
3u«d  the  ahip-builder.  Take  the  ship-builder,  and  see  how 
it  operates  on  him. 

{Mr.  T.  here  read  from  Mr.  Lee's  exposition,  under  the 
head  *'  taxes  on  ships,"  a  statement  of  the  actual  charge 
in  the  construction  of  a  first  rate  ship  of  418  tons,  ibr  du- 
ties alone;  which  resulted  in  showing  an  addition  in  the 
price  of  ^,841  43,  arising  chiefty  from  the  duty  on  iron: 
and  taking  a  period  of  twelve  years,  the  duties  paid  on 
articles  entering  into  the  necessary  repairs,  when  added  to 

the  above  sum,  woukl  be  equal  to  $8,114  21?  to  which,]    ^g.^^^  ^,,p  ^^^^  ^„,  i„  ,yp,.^  ,„„  h„,  y^^^s  purrhaied  in  England 
if  there  be  added  the  premium  of  insurance  and  interest  for  ffsa  23  prr  ion,  fur  the  American  market. 


on  the  duties  paid,  the  tax  for  twelve  years,  paid  by  a 
ship  of  418  tons  burden,  is  equal  to  $10,943  93;  which 
is  eoual  to  twenty-six  dollars  the  ton,  and,  applied  to  the 
whole  tonnage  of  the  United  States,  which,  according 
to  the  last  returns,  was  1,260,787  tons,  amounts  to 
$33,003,746  as  a  direct  tax  imposed  on  our  shipping  in 
twelve  years.} 

'  This,  sir,  said  Mr.  T.,  is  another  of  the  bitter  fruits  of 
the  American  system.  This  noble  manufacture,  the  ship, 
in  the  construction  of  which  America  had  outstripped 
the  world,  employing,  as  it  does,  twenty  times  the  amount 
of  domestic  labor  and  capital,  with  the  higlily  favored  iron 
business,  is  made  but  a  secondary  matter,  and  is  threat- 
ened with  a  continuance  of  the  destroying  influences  of  a 
mrstem  the  most  short-sighted,  oppressive,  and  unjust, 
that  civilization  ever  tolerated.  Sir,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  becoming  sensibleK>f  the  injurious  effect  of  this 
iron  tax  on  ship-building,  has  recommended  the  allowance 
of  a  drawback  of  the  duty  on  articles  entering  into  the  con- 
struction of  ships.  This  would  be  another  most  admira- 
ble expedient  for  increasing  the  profits  of  the  iron  master. 
But  why  not  meet  thb  question  fiu:e  to  face?  Why  seek 
to  relieve  one  employment  of  tlie  burden,  and  leave  it  on 
the  heads  of  others r  Is  there  no  sympathy  felt  by  the 
Secretary  for  the  farmer,  the  blacksmitli,  and  other  con- 
sumers of  iron,  who  are,  to  the  extent  of  their  consump- 
tion, as  heavily  taxed  as  is  the  ship-huilder?  It  is  the  part 
of  a  wise  Government  to  put  forth  the  engine  of  redress 
boldly  and  fearlessly.  A  resort  to  merely  temporary  ex- 
pedients is  unworthy  of  it,  and  injurious  discriminations 
between  different  employments  more  unfortunate  still.  If 
my  memory  serves  me,  it  is  estimated  that  150,000  black- 
smiths in  the  United  States  are  thrown  out  of  employment 
by  tiie  heavy  duties  oA  raw  iron.  Walk  through  the  streets 
of  your  cities  and  villages,  and  tell  me  from  whence  come 
the  immense  quantities  of  hardware  which  fill  the  various 
stores  which  every  where  meet  your  eye?  They  are 
almost  all  imported  from  England,  and  at  a  less  price  than 
the  raw  iron,  burdened  with  the  duty,  can  be  bought  for 
in  this  country.  A  comparison  of  American  and  Eng^sh 
prices  will  satisfy  us  of  this.  I  present  you  a  table  which 
1  have  extracted  from  an  appendix  to  the  report  of  the 
select  committee  appointed  on  the  memorial  of  the  black- 
smiths at  the  last  session  of  Congress. 


Price  of  Eng- 

American 

Price  at  Phi- 

lish iron  at 

duty  on  do. 

ladelphia. 

Liverpool, 

per  ton. 

Sheet  iron. 

$52  23 

$78  40 

$165  to  176 

Iron  hoops, 

42  22 

78  40 

120  to  140 

Uod  iron. 

31  10 

78  40 

170  to  180 

*Bar  iron, 

29  41 

t^7  00 

90  to  100 

Boilerplates,  • 

43  34 

78  40 

160 

Were  there  ever  such  exactions  levied  on  a  free  people  ? 
And  yet  we  are  told,  touch  not  the  protective  system — 
told  so  not  only  here,  but  by  tl)e  great  State  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, through  the  resolutions  of  her  Legislature,  unani- 
mously adopted.  Mr.  Sarchet  ascribed  the  insecurity  of 
steam  navigation  in  the  United  States  to  these  exactions, 
and  with  much  force.  In  England,  accidents  from  the 
bursting  of  steam  boilers  rarely  if  ever  occur;  and  it  was 
said  that  it  arose  fi-om  the  English  boiler  being  thicker, 
and  consequently  more  substantial.  Iron  being  obtained 
there  at  a  very  low  price,  thefe  existed  no  such  Induce- 
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ment  as  exists  here  for  practunng  economy  in  the  use  of 
that  article.  Here,  on  Uie  contrary,  the  snudlest  poasible 
quantity  of  iron  is  made  to  enter  into  the  manufactory, 
because  of  its  high  price. 

I  feel  that  I  fati^e  the  Senate,  but  I  cannot  quit  this 
subject  without  exhibitiiig^  a  striking  effect  of  the  high 
duties  on  the  manufacture  of  hardware.  An  invoice  of 
fryingpans,  for  example,  all  charges  included  along  with 
the  duty  of  twenty-five  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  costs  m  this 
country  $96  24,  leaving  to  the  English  manufacturer  a 
profit  of  $24  64  per  ton;  whereas,  allowing  to  the  Ame- 
rican manufacturer  a  similar  profit,  he  has,  by  reason  of 
the  extravagant  duty  on  iron,  and  its  consequent  high 
price,  to  obtain  $170  36  for  the  same  article  which  the 
Englishman  sells  in  this  country  for  $96  24.  All  other 
articles  of  hardware  stand  upon  a  similar  footing. 

The  facts  which  I  have  stated  show  to  demonstration 
the  oppressive  character  of  the  iron  tax,  not  only  on  indi- 
viduals, but  uport  whole  trades;  and  I  conclude  this  expo- 
sition, by  exhibiting  the  tax  levied  annually  upon  the  com- 
munity througli  its  instrumentality.  It  is  estimated  by  the 
New  York  conmiittee,  that  the  annual  production  of  bar 
iron  in  the  United  States  is  eqiuil  to  about  112,000  tons; 
to  which,  if  we  add  the  annual  importations,  say  32,000, 
we  have  for  the  yearly  supply  of  the  Union  144,000  tons; 
which,  under  the  operation  of  an  average  duty  of  $30  per 
ton,  the  duty  beyond  all  question  entering  into  the  price, 
causes  a  levy  to  be  made  on  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  of  $4,320,000,  and  under,  among  others,  the  frivo- 
lous pretence  of  providing  for  a  state  of  war,  which  may 
not  come  in  the  UfeUme  of  any  man  now  living.  During 
the  second  year  of  th^  late  war,  iron  sold  but  for  $115  the 
ton;  and  I  submit  to  any  roan  to  say  if  such  an  augmenta- 
tion of  price  for  the  limited  period  of  a  war,  and  that,  too, 
when  there  exists  not  a  speck  upon  the  horizon  to  justify 
the  expectation  of  a  war  in  aiw  short  time,  can  excuse,  much 
less  justify,  the  imposition  of  a  tax  for  an  unHnuted  period. 

Sugar  is  the  next  article  which  I  propose  to  e3Uimine; 
and  I  will  hasten  to  the  close  of  the  task  with  as  much 
speed  as  I  can.  The  annual  consumption  of  this  country 
is  estimated  at  130,000  hogsheads,  of  1,000  pounds  each; 
of  which  80,000  are  made  at  home,  and  50,000  imported 
from  abroad.  The  duty  on  brown  sugar  is  three  cents 
per  pound,  and  on  white  sugar  four  cents.  The  lact  is 
generally  known,  tha.t  sugar  is  currently  sold  in  Havana, 
Porto  Rico,  and  St.  Croix,  for  from  two  and  a  half  to 
three  cents  per  pound,  and  commands  in  New  York  from 
six  to  nine  cents  per  pound.  It  is  therefore  obvious  that 
the  duty  entera  into  the  price,  and  that  thus  an  annual  tax 
is  imposed  upon  the  public,  of  $4,000,000  on  brown  sugar 
alone;  to  which,  if  there  be  added  the  molasses  tax,  an 
aggregate  levy  will  be  exhibited  on  the  good  people  of 
these  United  States,  of  $5,497,000.  The  honorable  Sena- 
tor  from  Louisiana,  [Mr.  Jobxtston,]  in  a  letter  written  by 
him  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  a  few  yean  ago, 
which  I  have  read  with  much  pleasure,  urges,  by  way  of 
sustaining  and  upholding  this  burden,  an  argument  which 
no  doubt  rallied  to  his  aid  the  humane  and  charitable  of 
the  North— those,  especially,  who  are  eternally  shedding 
teara  over  the  slave  population  of  the  South,  and  in  whose 
ears  the  clanking  of  chains,  and  the  screams  of  th6  heart- 
broken, are  continually  ringing.  I  allude  to  the  view 
which  he  takes  to  prove  tlie  value  of  the  sugar  culture  to 
the  slave  trade  which  is  carried  on  from  Maryland,  Vir- 
ginia, and  North  Carolina.  1  shall  not  stop  to  canvass  this 
argument  with  him,  but  rely  on  facts  to  show  conduuvely 
that  the  tax  is  enormous  and  excesuve.  In  1816,  when 
sugar  sold  for  Xourteen  cents  per  pound,  the  duty  was 
two  and  a  half  cents,  which  was  then  equal  to  twenty  per 
cent,  ad  valorem;  now,  when  sugar  has  fallen  to  three 
cents  per  pound,  the  tax  is  three  cents,  being  equal  to  an 
ad  valorem  ta^  of  one  hundred  per  cent.  With  the  fall 
in  the  price  of  sugar,  the  tax  is  more  than  quadrupled; 


and  from  this  example  of  the  effect  of  specific  duties,  i^ho 
can  doubt  the  superior  advantage  of  ad  valorem  duties, 
which  regulate  themselves  by  tne  declenmon  in  the  price, 
and  thereby  enable  the  consumer  to  derive  full  benefit 
from  the  fall  in  prices^    Sir,  I  have  before  sud  that  if 
this  duty  stood  suone— if  it  was  not  dovetailed  in  with 
other  duties  equally  extravamnt,  befiire  the  going  down 
of  the  sun  it  would  be  striken  from  the  statute  book. 
For  whose  benefit  4s  it  exacted?    For  that  of  seven  hun- 
dred sugar  planters,  one  of  whom,  I  have  often  heu^  it 
stated,  pocketed  $30,000  in  a  single  year  from  this  single 
tax.     We  are  nevertheless  told  tiiait,  if  the  duty  be  re- 
duced, the  price  will  be  increased.     The  Senator  from 
Louisiana,  however,  sees  this  thing  with  clearer  vison. 
In  his  letter  to  tlie  Secretaiy  of  the  Treasury,  heoonaders 
that  the  abolition  of  the  duty  would  reduce  the  price  of 
sugar  to  three  cents  in  the  pound.     Sir,  he  is  right,  and 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  is  wrong.    The  price  would 
necessarily  be  reduced,  if  the  duty  was  repealed.    The 
amoimt  of  stig^  raised  for  the  consumption  of  the  world 
is  estimated  at  2,000,000,000  pounds;  and  the  money  em- 
ployed in  its  purchase  is  about  $60,000,000.     In  order  to 
raise  it  to  its  present  price,  dear  of  duty,  say  to  six  cents 
per  pound,  the  money  expended  in  its  purchase  must  be 
doubled,  viz.  $120,000,000,  which  would  imply  an  in- 
creased denumd  eqiuil  to  twice  the  amount  now  produced; 
whereas,  if  our  home  production  entirely  ceased,  the  ad- 
ditional demand  woula  not  exceed  four  or  five  per  cent., 
and  Would  augment  the  foreign  price  something  like 
three-fourths  of  a  cent  in  the  pound. 

I  come  now  to  the  article  of  cotton  goods.     The  manu- 
facture of  coarse  cottons  connnenced  at  an  early  period 
in  this  country.     The  abundance  of  the  raw  matenal,  re- 
lieved from  all  chargfes  of  conveyance  incident  to  its  re- 
moval to  the  sites  of  the  manuncturing  establishments, 
gave  a  decided  advantage  in  the  home  market  to  our 
fellow-citizens  over  the  foreign   mechanist.     The  sim- 
plicity, and  at  the  same  time  the  perfection  in  the  ma- 
chinery,  substituting  manual  labor  to  a  great  extent, 
assisted  also  to  produce  this  effect.   Hence  it  was  that  the 
most  judicious  and  calculating  manufitcturera  were   op- 
posed to  what  has  been  called  the  judge's  bill,  the  mea- 
sure introduced  in  Congress,  in  1820,  by  Judge  Baldwin, 
preferring  to  rest  upon  the  protection  afforded  by  the  act 
of  1816.     I  well  remember  the  memorial  presented  to 
the  House  of  Representatives  in  1830  by  the  Waltham 
manufacturers,  and  the  strong  argument  on  which  they 
relied.     But,  sir,  the  duties  went  up,  and  at  this  moment 
range  from  thirty  to  one  hundred  and  fifty  per  cent.     Not 
content,  by  reasonable  duties,  to  assist  such  eflbrts  aa  the 
country  were  prepared  to  make  with  some  advantage,  the 
advocates  of  the  American  system  took  in  the  whole 
range  of  cotton  goods,  and  thereby  levied  on  the  country 
buiSens  of  the  most  oppressive  character. 

We  have  heard  much  about  an  export  trade  in  cotton 
goods,  and  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Sixsnas] 
was  referred  to  as  having  ordered  a  shipment  of  cotton  to 
Asia  a  little  prior  to  his  leaving  home.  Now,  sir,  a  few 
years  rince,  the  public  prints  fell  to  rejoicin|f  and  ex- 
changing mutual  congratulations  at  the  fact  that  another 
merchant  of  Salem  had  made  a  profitable  shipment  ol 
American  cottons  to  Manilla.  I  beg  permission  to  read 
an  extract  from  a  valuable  public  journal,  which  it  niajr 
be  in  the  power  of  the  honorable  Senator  either  to  sus* 
tain  or  contradict.  **It  is  true  that  a  Salem  merchanl 
shipped  domestic  cottons  to  Manilla,  which,  arriving*  then 
on  a  scanty  market,  were  sold  at  a  profit  of  from  ten  K 
twenty  per  cent.  But  it  is  also  true  that  other  ahipment 
'made  since  to  the  same  place,  from  Salem,  by  other  met 
chants,  have  resulted  iti  a  loss  of  from  twenty  to  forty  pe 
cetVt.  But  this  is  not  all.  The  same  mercbimt  «rh.o  mad 
the  lucky  hit  at  Manilla,  has  made  another  discovery,  b 
which  he  is  now  profiting.     He  has  found  that  he  can  pui 
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chaae  in  England,  at  lix  cents  a  yard,  the  precise  sort  of 
cotton  roods  ss  he  would  have  to  purchase  here  at  eig^ht 
and  eignt  and  a  half  centi,  and  has  recently  made  a  ship- 
ment from  that  country,  either  to  the  East  Indies  or 
Pacific  Ocean.**  {Mr.  SILSBETE  said  that  he  could  say 
nothing  about  the  trade  to  MaiuUat  his  shipment  was  or- 
dered to  Asia.]  Yes  sir,  we  understand  this  matter  per- 
fectly. An  assorted  cargo  has  to  be  made  out,  aiid  coarse 
cQttona  make  a  part  of  the  assortment.  They  are  sent  in 
learch  of  a  market;  and  if,  as  in  tlie  case  of  the  shipment 
to  Bfanilla,  a  temporary  scarcity  chance  to  exist  at  any 
place,  a.  sale  is  then-  effected  at  a  small  profit^  but  if  no 
such  scarcity  prevail,  a  loss  is  sustained.  We  are  con- 
tinually told  of  the  cheap  price  at  which  coarse  cottons 
ire  sold  in  tliis  country.  Why  not  then  put  it  to  the  test? 
Repeal  the  duty  if  you  can  sell  as  low  Ms  the  Englishman, 
not  only  here,  but  abroad.  Abandon  this,  to  my  mind, 
idle  notion  of  foreign  combinations  to  inundate  the  coun- 
try with  their  fabrics  at  a  losing  price,  with  the  view  of 
breaking  down  our  manufacturers.  The  foreign  me- 
chanist win  no  more  be  willing  to  play -a  loang  game  tlian 
the  American  mechanist  He  requires  a  reasonable  profit 
on  his  labor  as  well  as  other  people;  and  he  will  no  more 
make  us  fnc  g^fls,^than  our  manu&cturers  will  make  to 
foreign  nations  free  gifts.  The  people  of  the  country  will 
judge  of  the  sincerity  of  these  declarations,  by  looking 
into  facts.  The  first  and  most  important  is,  that  large 
qiiantitiea  of  cotton  goods  af*e  brought  into  the  country 
and  sold  at  a  profit  in  despite  of  the  high  duties;  proving 
conclusively  the  greater  cheapness  of  the  fabrics,  which, 
ahhougb  thus  burdened,  can  enter  successfully  into  com- 
petition with  the  domestic  fabrics.  An  article  like  leno, 
for  moscbeto  blinds,  costs  in  England  from  two  to  four 
cents  a  yard,  and  the  duty,  regulated  by  the  price  is  from 
tiro  hundred  and  eighteen  to  rour  hundred  and  thirty-five 
per  cent.  If  an  article  costs  in  England  thtrty<eight  and 
three-limrthfl  cents  per  yard,  the  duty  is  one  hundred  per 
cent.;  and  if  seventeen  and  a  half  cents  per  yard,  the 
doty  is  fifky  per  cent  And  yet  tidk  of  touching  these 
duties — ^tbe  American  system  is  to  be  abandoned,  and  ruin 
spread  over  the  land;  and  this  declaration  is  not  only  made 
here,  but  sustained  by  the  unanimous  vote  of  the  Legisla- 
ture of  Pennsylvania.  The  fitct  is,  that  the  country  is 
nade  to  pay  from  $4,200,000  to  ^,000JX)O  per  annum, 
for  the  support  of  the  cotton  manufiu:turers.  My  own 
opinion  is,  that  the  last  sum  is  by  no  means  art  extravagant 
computation.  I  have  fiUlen  on  an  estimate  which  wilt  elu- 
cidate the  grindstone  system  of  my^  honorable  friend  from 
South  Carolina,  [Hr.  Hatxx,)  upon  a  larger  scale.  It  is 
taken  from  Mr.  Baguet's  valuable  paper.  It  is  said  that 
60,000,000  pounda  of  cotton  are  manufiu^tured  in  the 
United  States.  The  number  of  men,  women,  and  chil- 
dren employed  is  computed  at  50,000.  Now,  if  the  tax 
imposed. for  protection  is  but  one  cent  per  yard,  it  imposes 
an  annual  tax  of  $2,400,000,  which  distributes  a  bounty 
of  $48  per  head  on  each  of  the  operatives;  if  two  cents  a 
yard,  then  an  annual  tax  of  $4,800,000,  and  to  each 
operative  a  bounty  of  $96;  and  if  three  cents,  a  tax  of 
17,800,000,  and  a  bounty  of  $144.  And  this  is  paid  over 
and  above  the  full  value  of  the  article  in  foreign  markets. 
The  last  subject  which  I  shall  attempt  to  follow  out 
somewhat  into  detail,  is  the  woollen  manufactures;  and 
seek  as  speedily  to  relieve  the  Senate  from  the  dryness^f 
this  investigation,  as  1  possibly  can,  in  justice  to  the  subject 
I  iiAve  before  roe,  sir,  a  morning  paperv  which  notices  a 
recent  importation  of  yarns  already  '*  dyed  in. the  wool," 
for  the  manufacture  o|  woollen  goods.  The  wool  grower 
does  not  seem  to  have  the  same  measure  of  justice  meted 
out  to  him,  as  the  sugar  planter.  The  importation  of  the 
snip  from  the  cane  is  considered  by  the  custom-house  as 
prohibited  under  the  duty  on  sug^r,  or,  more  properly, 
subject  to  the  same  duty;  but  the  wool  duty  is  avoided  by 
the  importation  oS  ready  spun  yarp,  and  nothing  is  said 
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about.it.  The  oppressiveness  of  the  duty  on  fine  woollens 
may  be  illustrated  by  the  well  avouched  fact,  that  a  per* 
son  can  travel  from  New  York  to  Montreal  and  back  on 
the  saving  which  will  accrue  from  the  purchase  of  two 
suits  of  clothes  at  tlie  Montreal  prices.  In  support  of 
this,  I  refer  to  a  statement  annexed  to  the  speeoi  of  tlie 
Senator  from  South  Carolina,  exhibiting  the  tailor's  bill  at 
large,  the  entire  accuracy  of  which  is  sustained  by  the 
most  satisfactory  authority.  I  state  the  further  facC  the 
error  of  which,  if  error  there  be,  can  readily  be  det^ted 
by  a  resort  to  figures,  that  a»yard  of  cloth,  which  can  be 
purchased  in  Liverpool  at  two  dollars,  comes  to  the  Ame- 
rican consumer  at  a  price  exceeding  four  dollars  per  yard. 
Falling  under  the  two  dollars  and  fifty  cents  minimum, 
the  duty  alone  is  one  dollar  and  sixty-eight  and  three- 
fourths  cents;  to  which,  if  the  charges  of  transportation 
only  be  added,  and  nothing  allowed  for  mercantile  profit, 
the  cost  is  increased  to  four  dollars  and  eighteen  and  three- 
fourths  cents. 

Take  next  the  article  of  flannels,  on  which  the  honor- 
able Senator  from  Kentucky  displayed  his  eloquence  and 
wit.  llie  duty  on  all  flannels  costing  fif^  cents  per 
squsre  yard,  and  leas,-  is  twenty-two  and  a  half  cents  the 
square  yard.  Now,  the- flannel  which  is  usuallj  required 
for  the  poor  people  and  working  classes,  costs  from  ten  to 
twenty  cents  in  England;  and  is  subject  to  a  duty  here, 
varying  from  one  hundred  and  twelve  and  a  half  per  cent 
to  two  hundred  and  twenty-five  per  cent,  under  the  mini- 
mum system— a  system,  than  which  nothing  is  better 
calculated  to  deceive  and  mislead*-*a  system  which  is  gra- 
duated upon  the  false  principle  of  imposing  a  slighter 
duty  on  luxuries  than  on  necessaries;  wluch  operates  hea^ 
vily  enough  in  all  conscience  on  the  rich,  but  which  grinds 
the  poor  into  dust  and  ashes.  Flannel  of  no  quality  can 
be  imported  at  less  than  a  duty  of  forty^five  per  cent; 
and  if  twenty  per  cent,  be  added  fo^  the  chargea  of  im- 
port, the  flannel  makers  are  protected  by  a  bounty  of  from 
sixty-five  to  two  hundred  and  twenty-five  per  cent  This 
brings  me,  sir,  to  the. Saluda  gap  view  of  this  subject. 
I  would  ask  no  clearer  illustration  of  the  operation  of  this 
entire  system,  than  the  trade  between  Kentucky  and 
South  Carolina,  under  the  free  trade  system,  sad  this  mis- 
shapen and  deformed  American  system.  South  Carolina, 
under  the  first,  exchanges  with  England  her  products,  at 
their  lowest  point  of  production,  for  £ngUah  products, 
at  their  lowest  point  of  fabrication.  Kentucky  carries  on 
the  same  trade  with  South  Carolina,  and  her  supplies  are 
obtained  at  the  lowest  price  also.  The  ability  of  South 
Carolina  to  purchase,  is  limited  only  by  her  wants;  and  Ken- 
tucky finds  the  most  valuable  market  there  for  her  stock. 
The  mercantile  and  navigating  interests  participate  in  the 
advan[tages  of  this  fair,  equal,  and  profitable  trade.  Here 
is  the  golden  circle  which  embraces  all,  and  benefits  all. 
But,  sir.  Government  sees  proper  to  interpose,  and  pro- 
hibits the  traffic  between  South  Carolina  and  England, 
except  upon  the  payment  of  extrav^igant  duties.  What 
is  the  influence  which  this  interference  produces?  South 
Carolina  has  to  give  for  the  articles,  under  an  average  duty 
of  fiffy  per  cent,  twice  as  much  as  under  the  free 
trade  system,  aAd  so  does  Kentucky;  while  her  ability  to 
carry  on  the  trade  with  Kentucky  is  necessarily  dimin- 
ished oi^e-half.  Has  not  this  state  or  things  operated  most 
injuriously  to  both?  and  has  not  ^Kentucky  sacrificed  the 
one-half  of  a  valuable  market?  Sir,  the  same  renooing 
applies  to  any  new  market  which  may  be  opened  to  her, 
and  affects,  to  the  same  deleterious  extent,  her  trade  with 
all  th^  South.  The  honorable  Senator  [Mr.  Clat]  drew 
us  a  humorous  picture  of  the  Kentuckian  wending  his 
way  to  Charleston  on  the  Lord's  day,  with  a  turk^  under 
his  arm,  to  purchase  of  some  rich  nsbob  a  yard  of^  flannel 
for  his  wife  and  children.  Certainly  nothing  could  be 
more  ridiculous  than  the  flgure  the  Kentuckian  would  cut, 
under  the  influence  of  £e  high  duty  system.     Sir,  he 
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would  be  told,  on  reaching  Cbarleston,  that  his  turkev 
would  not  pay  even  the  duty  on  the  yard  of  flannel,  much 
less  purchase  the  flannel  itself. 

But  further.  I'he  honorable  Senator  U'ls  pleased  to 
taunt  South  Carolina  for  its  resolution  not  to  purchase 
Kentucky  horses,  hogs,  and  cattle.  How  did  it  escape 
the  honorable  Senator,  that  he  was  throwing  ridicule 
upon  his  fiivorite  American  system^  Is  it  not,  in  refer- 
ence to  England,  the  same  as  the  South  Carolina  resolves 
in  regard  to  Kentucky?  We  will  not  buy  of  England  at 
the  lowest  price,  but  will  n^  for  ourselves,  cost  what  it 
may.  We  will  not  bny  of  Kentucky  at  her  lowest  price, 
but  will  raise  our  own  hogs,  horses,  and  cattle,  cost  what 
they  may.  The  parallel  appears  to  me  to  be  perfect;  and 
yet  the  first  is  to  be  sustained,  while  the  last  is  ridiculed. 

The  woollen  manufactures  of  this  country  are  sustained 
at  an  annual  expense  of  from  $6,500,000  to  $13,000,000, 
estimating  the  differences  between  the  foreign  and  do- 
mestic prices.  The  correctness  of  these  conclusions  may 
be  tested  by  any  gentleman  who  will  be  at  the  trouble  of 
investigating  the  subject.  The  estimated  quantity  of 
woollens  produced  in  the  United  States,  when  added  to 
the  amount  imported,' wilt  furnish  the  data.  For  what 
purpose  'is  this  exorbitant  tax  imposed?  The  Senator 
nrom  Kentucky  told  us,  from  information  derived  from 
one  who,  for  ten  years,  had  been  engaged  in  the  woollens 
business,  that  he  had  realized  but  a  profit  of  two  per 
cent,  for  ten  years)  and  the  Senator,  with  emplnsis,  told 
us  that  it  was  not  two  per  cent,  per  annum,  but  two  per 
cent,  for  ten  years.  Now,  sir,  can  any  thing  be  more 
preposterouiy  than  the  levying  of  those  high  exactions 
for  the  sopport  of  a  concern  ao  absolutely  hopeless?  How 
can  capital  be  more  unprofitably  investea?  The  truth  is, 
that  the  effort  is  made  to  overstep  centuries— to  convert, 
by  political  nostrums,  a  youthful  nation  into  one  of  two 
thousand  years'  standing. 

I  cannot  take  leave  of  this  subject,  without  giving  to 
the  Senate  an  occurrence  which  took  place  in  the  Com- 
mittee on  Fmance.  When  we  came  to  Ine  article  of  negro 
clothing,  the  venerable  chairman  [Mr.  Smith]  proposed 
a  reduction  of  the  duty  to  twenty-five  per  cent,  ad  vdo- 
rem.  I  inquired  whether  any  negro  clothing  was  manu- 
factured in  the  United  States,  and  was  answered  that 
nothing  specifically  such  was  made.  I  urged,  then,  a 
total  abolition  of  the  duty — represented  that  it  would  be 
kindly  teken  by  the  South,  and  vould  go  far  to  produce 
harmony.  I  was  answered  by  the  Senator  from  New 
York,  [Hr.  Maacr,]  that  there  was  a  manufacturer  in  the 
city  of  New  York,  with  whom  he  had  conversed  on  that 
subject,  and  from  him  he  had  learned  that  he  was  about 
to  manufiicture  something  out  of  coarse  cotton  to  answer 
the  purpose,  and  that  he  had  samples  of  the  intended 
manufiicture  with  him.  I  desired  that  they  might  be 
shown  to  me,  and  they  were  accordingly  produced  the 
next  raomtng;  and  here  they  are,  sir.  [Mr.  T.  here  ex- 
hibited two  samples  resembling  corduroy,  the  one  ribbed 
andthe  other  pLun,  which  were  handed  about  the  Senate.] 
I  desire  Senators  to  examine  it  for  themselves,  and  to  say 
whether  this  mere  holiday  stuff,  not  fit  even  to  be  worn 
on  a  holiday  in  the  month  m  November,  would  be  accepted 
by  them  as  a  substitute  for  the  close,  thick,  warm  article 
which  was  formerly  imported,  and  hi  which  the  laborers 
of  the  South  were  formerly  clothed;  I  say  formerly,  for 
the  importation  has  ceased,  because  of  the  high  duty 
system.  The  landholder  of  the  South  is  subjected  to  the 
necessity  of  procuring  any  thing  he  can  pick  up,  in  order 
to  clothe  his  slaves;  and  now  we  are  to  be  put  off  with 
this  miserable  substitute  at  some  distant  day  when  this 
about  to  be  manufactured  article  shall  come  to  he  manu- 
factured. Sir,  I  am  not  choleric  or  rash;  but  I  confess 
that  I  experience  none  of  tlie  most  quiet  and  peaceable 
sensations  when  I  am  told  that  we  are  to  be  denied  the 
abolition  of  a  duty  on  a  necessar}'  article,  because  some 


man  in  New  York  may  have  taken  it  into  his  head  to  spe- 
culate upon  our  necessities. 

I  have  thus  terminated  the  examination  which  I  had 
proposed,  and  nothing  remains  but  that  tlie  aggregate  tax 
on  Uiese  four  articles  be  presented.  The  tax  on  bar  iron 
alone,  exdu^ve  of  all  other  taxes  on  ironj  which  would 

nearly  double  it,  is,      - $4,000,000 

On  sugar  and  molasses,  exclusive  of  white,  5,497,000 
On  cotton  fabrics,  *  .  .  .  .  9,000^000 
On  woollens,       ......    13,000,000 


Making  an  amount  on  these  four  items,  of      ^1,497,000 
From  which,  if  you  deduct  one-third  for  posnble  errors, 
you  luive  upwards  of  $20,000,000  annually  levied  on  the 
industry  of  the  country.     I  have  neither  time  nor  strength 
to  enter  further  into  the  arcana  of  this  system.     1  will 
content  myself  by  reading  an  extract  which  has  been  fur- 
nished me  by  a  friend,  on  the  subject  of  British  taxation, 
and,  as  I  proceed.  Senators  can  make  tlie  application  to 
our  own  condition.     "The  magnitude  and  severity  of 
taxation  may  be  illustrated  by  a  few  comparative  facts. 
The  gin  and  whiskey  that  exhilarate  John  Bull,  yield  a 
sum  to  the  Government  equal  to  the  revenue  of  the  Span- 
ish monarchy.     The  tax  levied  on  beer  which  slakes  hia 
thirst,  is  equal  to  the  revenue  of  Bavaria.     He  pays  a» 
much  on  the  tea  that  refreshes  his  wife,  as  Francis  I  draws 
from  6^000,000  Neapolitans;  as  much  on  the  tobacco 
which  gratifies  his  appetite,  as  4,000,000  Italians  pay  to 
Charles  Felix;  as  much  for  the  soap  which  wadtes  hia 
hands,  as  suffices  to  support  the  Pope  with  all  his  sokliers 
and  retinue;  and  for  the  privilege  of  having  daylight  in 
his  house,  as  would  fill  the  coflers  of  the  King  of  Ham* 
burg.     And  finally,  the  taxes  levied  on  his  tmrst  alone, 
as  it  variously  inclines  to  brandy,  rum,  whiskey,  beer,  or 
wine,  exceeds  the  money  paid  by  50,000,000  Russians  for 
the  benefit  of  paternal  despotism."    How  rapidly  we  are 
imitating  this  blessed  example,  I  leave  to  others  to  decide. 
We  are  nevertheless  told  tiiat  no  relief  will  be  afford- 
ed; that  tlie  protective  ^stem  will  be  sustained.     If  a 
man  can  see  the  limit,  in  point  of  time,  to  his  sufferings 
he  braces  himself  up,  ano  composedly  awaits  tlie  arrival 
of  the  period  when  his  sufferingfi  shall  cease.     The  South 
has  endured  this  system  patiently  for  fifteen  yeara.     To 
this  day  she  has  looked  with  all  the  eagerness  which  hope 
and  confidence  inspires;  and  now,  when  the  w^nts  of  the 
Government  are  gone,  she  is  still  told  that  this  iron  ^stero 
will  not  be  relaxed.     When,  then,  wiU  the  anticipations 
of  its  friends  be  realized,  and  an  equality  of  price  be  es- 
tablished between  the  fabrics  of  this  countiy  and  foreign 
fabrics?  llie  answer  roust  be,  when  we  shall  have  attained 
a  maximum  of  population  equal  to  that  of   England. 
Then,  and  then  only*  ^iH  this  end  be  brought  about 
Run  the  contrast,  Mr.  President,  between  the  situation  of 
the  two  countries.     Go  with  me  to  the  map  of  this  Union 
and  its  territories,  and  tell  me  when,  in  the  current  of 
time,  our  population  will  become  as  dense  as  that  of  Eng- 
land; when  shall  our  countless  and  immeasurable  wilder- 
ness be  threaded?    The  tide  of  population  has  not  yet 
reached  tlie  foot  of  the  Rocky  Mountains;  and  when  shall 
arrive  the  time  when  it  shall  overcome  those  mountains, 
and  flow  to  the  shores  of  the  mighty  Pacific?     Here  b 
spread  out  before  us  a  region  capable  of  containing  a  po- 
pulation of  200,000,000  souls,  at  which  distant  and  tin- 
ascertainable  day  labor  will  be  reduced  to  the  necessity 
of  taking  the  wages  which  it  now  breathes  on  in  Europe. 
[He  here  read  from  a  newspaper  the  following:  •*The 
Paris  papers  announce  the  complcite  restoration  of  tran* 
quilltty  at  Lyons.     The  only  question  now  is,  how  the 
starving  workmen  are  to  be  provided  for.     In  a  private 
letter,  it  is  stated  that  more  than  one-third  of  the  work- 
men are  without  any  employment  at  all,  and  that  the 
other  two-thirds  do  not  earn  more  than   seven   to  ten 
pence  a  day."]     Sir,  we  hear  much  talk  about  colonizins: 
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the  free  blacks  of  this  countiy,  with  which  this  Govern- 
ment has  nothin^^  more  to  do  than  with  the  inhabitants  of 
Siberia,  without  a  previous  amendment  of  the  constitu- 
tion; but  what  do  we  see  in  Great  Britaia^  "Evevy  expe- 
dient is  resorted  to,  which  human  ingenuity  can  devise, 
to  ^et  rid  of  the  starvine  whites;  and  if  a  new  labor-sav- 
ing machine  is  introduced,Mt  is  the  signal  of  riot  and  con- 
fusion. When,  tiienr,  will  labor  be  content  with  the  scanty 
vages  in  this  country  that  it  is  across  the  Atlantic?  For 
until  the  great  operative,  man*  shall  be  content  to  earn 
but  barely  enough  to  keep  body  and  soul  together,  pro- 
duction here  cannot  rival,  in  cheapness,  European  produc* 
tion.  Will  not  America  realiae  Dr.  Franklin's  tale  of  the 
boy  and  the  whistle?  After  all  the  noise  which  Is  made 
about  home  Industry,  shall  we  not  pay  too  much  for  the 
whistle? 

I  have  said  that  the  effort  is  made  to  overstep  centuries; 
to  advance  from  infancy  to  old  age,  without  waiting  for 
the  due  course  of  nature.  This  is  not  the  first  eifurt  of 
this  sort  which  has  been  made  in  this  country:  a  similar 
effort  was  made  in  Virginia  in  the  year  1661.  The  colo- 
nists, whose  settlements  had  not  spread  more  than  fifty 
miles  in  nny  direction  from  Jamestown,  resolved  to  adopt 
the  silk  culture;  and  the  Government,  impelled,  no  doubt, 
by  tlie  eloquence  of  some  wise  politician,  who  sought  to 
rival  Henry  IV  of  France,  by  introducing  th6  silkworm 
into  Virginia,  as  Henty  had  done  in  France,  held  out  strong 
inducements,  in  the  form  of  bounties,  for  the  planting  of  the 
mulbeiTy  and  the  culture  of  silk.  For  « time  all  went  on 
swimmingly — ^large  orchards  were  planted;  and,  upon  the 
annunciation  of  the  fact,  that  the  then  monarch  of  Eng- 
land had«ppeared  iii  public,  dressed  in  a  full  suit  of  Vir- 
girua  silk^  you  can  well  imagine  the  spirit  of  pride  and  ex- 
ultation which  pervaded  the  colony.  But  the  Government 
very  soon  had  the  wisdom  to  see  that  nature  was  wiser 
than  man;  that  she  beckoned  the  settlers  to  the  wilder- 
ness, and  admonished  them  that  the  most  ready  mode  of 
enriching  themseWes,  and  benefiting  posterity,  was  to 
conquer  and  subdue  the  earth,  and,  from  that  great  labo- 
latory,  toextract  not  only  the  necessaries,  but  the  luxuries 
of  life.  Many  of  the  mulberry  trees,  then  planted,  still 
exist  in  the  neighborhood  of  Williamsburg,  and  the  wind, 
as  it  sighs  througli  the'.r  decayed  branches,  speaks,  in  plain 
and  intelligible  language,  of  the  impotence  and  folly  of  all 
human  pobcy  which  is  attempted  to  be  set  up  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  decrees  of  nature.  My  honorable  niend  in  my 
eye  [Mr.  Coxa]  has  often  looked  upon  these  monuments 
of  by-gone  times,  and  has,  no  doubt,  regarded  them  with 
mingled  emotions  of  regret  and  ridicule — regret,  that  our 
common  ancestors  should  have  been  deaf  to  the  admoni- 
tions of  wisdom;  and  ridicule,  at  the  puny  and  abortive 
effort  which  they  made.  Shall  we  not  lay  this  thing  to 
our  hearts,  and  profit  by  it?  Sir,  what  is  the  condition  of 
the  United  States?  and  in  what  does  that  situation  differ 
irom  Virginia,  when  slie  made  the  experiment  of  which  I 
have  spoken?  Is  the  wilderness  reclaimed?  Is  the  earth 
subdued?  I  need  not  repeat  what  I  have  already  said  upon 
the  subject,  when  engaged  in  another  branch  of  the  in- 
qoiiFy.  But  if  the  situation  of  the  old  States  is  different, 
what  is  the  difference  between  the  colony  at  Jamestown, 
io  1661,  and  the  States  of  Indiana,  Illinois,  and  Missouri? 
There*  tliey  are  in  the  midst  of  a  wi  derness — a  virgin  and 
fertile  soil  inviting  them  to  reclaim  it;  and  yet  these  States 
are  uniting  in  support  of  this  American  system,  and  agree 
t9  tax  the  very  axe  witii  which  tlie  forest  is  to  -be  felled, 
and  the  spade  and  plough  with  which  the  eartli  is  to  be 
cuhivated. 

No  one  doubts  but  that  the  silk  culture  might  have  been 
forced  if  Government  had  persevered  in  best6wing  boun- 
ties, and  so  might  the  culture  of  any  thing  else.  If  our 
wise  men  shoukl  conclude  that  tlie  nusing  of  pineapples 
would  contribute  to  the  encouragement  of  American  in- 
dustry and  American  wealth,   they  could  undoubte<lly 


succeed.  Only  offer  sufficient  inducements,  and  the  shut- 
tle and  tlie  loom  would  be,  abandoned  fbr  the  hothouse.  It 
would  come  recommended  for  adoption  and  support  by 
all  ^e  considerations  which  lead  to  the  advocacy  of  the 
American  system — ^independence  of  fbrcipi  nations.  And 
why  not  be  independent  of  other  nations  in  our  supply  of 
tropical  fruits,  as  well  as  in  the  article  of  broadcloth? 
The  pineapple  system  miglit  be  found,  however,  to  cost 
too  much;  and  then,  if  the  Government  sought  to  get  rid 
of  it,  our  ears  would  be  deafened,  as  they  now  are,  witl^ 
the  cries  of  plighted  faith,  public  honor,  and  I  know  not 
what.  Our  doors  would  be  besieged,  as  they  now  are, 
by  the  adventurers  of  fortune;  and  if  we  from  the  South 
ventured  to  urge  the  propriety  of  modiiying  or  abolishing 
the  system, -we  should  no  doubt  be  told  that  we  were  the 
advocates  of  a  policy  which  would  recolonize  America. 

The  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky  vras  undoubted- 
ly right  in  the  prediction  in  which  he  indulged  when  this 
system  was  first  introduced.  He  told  us  that  he  had  then 
foretold  the  speedy  accession  of  States  to  its  advocacy. 
He  was  certainly  correct.  Massachusetts,  1  well  remem- 
ber, gave  but  a  single  vote  in  favor  of  it  in  1820.  I  think  • 
the  member  who  gave  that  vote  came  from  Boston,  and 
was,  for  that  vote,  discarded  by  his  constituents.  t*t  jus- 
tice be  done  to  New  England;  she  stood  out  manfully  against 
it  until  after  1824.  To  New  York  and  Pennsylvania,  wd^ 
ed  by  the  West,  are  we  mainly  indebted  for  this  poficy. 
But  I  put  it  to  the  candor  of  Senators  representing  here 
the  New  States,  to  say  if  they  do  not  recognise  in  our  ar- 
guments similar  arguments  to  those  which  they  formerly 
urged.  And  I,  moreover,  submit  to  them,  without  in- 
tending the  slightest  disrespect,  whether  they  have  not 
become  the  advocates  of  this  system,  more  from  the  fact 
that  their  States  have  become  interested  in  and  under  it, 
than  from  the  conviction  that  the  views  which  they  former-  • 
ly  urged  were  unfounded  and  erroneous.  I  make  a  simi- 
lar appeal  to  the  Senators  from  Louisiana,  and  of  them  I 
ask,  without  intending  to  oflfend,  whether,  if  the  duty  on 
sugar  had  not  been  imposed,  they  would  not  have  peVse- 
vered  in  that  line  of  opposition  which  formerly  drew  upon 
them  the  censures  of  Mr.  Carey  and  Mr.  Nilcs.  Sir,  th!s 
system  is  calculated  to  win  by  high  rewards,  rather  than 
by  conviction.  It  elevates  the  money  principle  above  the 
influence  of  moral  and  just  political  causes.  It  appeals  to 
the  motives  of  self-interest,  m  place  of  those  high  and  lofty 
motives  which  should  alone  control,  and  it  appeals  not  in 
vain.  Sir,  this  money  principle  was  actively  put  in  mo- 
tion, when,  I  will  not  say,  and  brought  to  bear  on  the 
large  and  fertile  county  of  Shenandoah,  which  is  repre- 
sented in  the  other  House  by  my  excellent  friend,  now 
before  me,  [Mr.  Allik.]  A  national  road  was  spoken  of, 
to  run  through  tliat  county;  and  numerous  surveys  were 
accordingly  made.  Tlie  engineers  were  almost  as  fami- 
liar in  the  houses  of  the  citizens  as  their  household  gods; 
and  the  road  was  to  be  laid  out  so  as* to  run  by  every  man's 
door.  But  I  say  it,  with  pride  and  with  pleasure,  that 
the  inhabitants  of  that  great  valler  county  could  not  be 
made  to  yield  their  principles;  and  while  they  were  ready 
to  admit  that  a  good  road  was  a  good  thing,  thejr  never- 
theless  esteemed  the  preservation  of  the  constitution  as  a 
better  thing  still.  Money,  however,  has  been  properly 
said  to  be  the  key  to  unlock  the  strongest  fortress;  and, 
sir,  it  is  but  too  apt  to  prostrate  and  destroy  all  that  is 
pure  and  virtuous  in  the  heart  of  man;  it  paves  the  way 
to  the  overthrow  of  republics,  and  buries  in  ruin  temples 
erected  to  liberty.  Man  cannot  worship  God  and  mam- 
mon; and  if  you  would  preserve  the  political  temple  pure 
and  undefiled,  it  can  only  be  done  by  expelling  the  money 
changers,  and  getting  back  to  the  worship  of  our  fsHiers. 

Here  Mr.  TYLER,  it  being  at  a  late  hour,  pve  way 
to  a  motion  to  adjourn,  and  the  Senate  adjourned  to  Mon- 
4ay. 

On  Tuesday  fbllowtng  Mr.  TYI.EK  resimied  his  argu- 
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ment.     He  begpan  hj  apologizing  to  the  Senate  for  the 
time  whicht  he  feared,  he  had  so  unprofitable  conaumed. 
The  Senate  was  witness  to  the  infirmity  under  ^hich  he 
had  risen  to  address  it.     Their  kind  indulgence  to  him, 
under  such  circumstances^  had  sunk  deep  into  his  heart 
He  searched  his  heart  to  ascertain  whether  he  could  find 
lurking  within  it  any  feeling  of  selfishness  or  of  party;  and^ 
after  the  most  careful  examination,  he  could  find  nothing 
of  the  sort.     He  was  compelled  to  enter  into  this  discus- 
non,  and  now  to  continue  it,  ezclusiTcly  from  a  sense  of 
duty  to  the  cmmtry.     Least  of  all  have  I  been  influenced 
by  any  vain  or  idle  conceit  that  I  could  enter  the  lists  suc- 
cessfully with  the  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky.     1 
bare  only  sought  to  break  the  deep  spell  of  his  enchant- 
ment; and,  if  justice  and  equality  in  the  operations  of 
Government  are  not  mere  empty  and  unmeaning  terms, 
I  flatter  myself  tliat  1  have  not  been  wholly  unsuccessful. 
What  INirty  purpose  am  I  subserving?    With  what  party 
am  1  allied  on  this  question?    Where,  sir,  is  tlie  great  do- 
minant party  of  the  country — the  Jackson  party?    its 
lig^aments  jire  torn  asunder  on  this  great  and  vital  question; 
and  the  members  of  that  party,  on  this  floor,  from  this 
nde  of  the  Potomac,  with,  I  believe,  but  two  exceptions, 
are  found  under  the  outspread  banner  of  the  Senator  from 
J^entucky,  [B<r.  Clat,]  who  wields  an  influence  over  the 
legislation  of  Congress,  aa  I  verily  believe,  more  power- 
fuTand  more  controlling  than  any  other  man,  or  set  of  men, 
in  this  country,  the  manufacturers,  and  they  alone,  except- 
ed.    We,  from  the  South,  look  in  vain  for  our  allies;  we 
are  thrown  upon  our  own  unaided  resources;  and  yet,  sir, 
I  would  have  you  set  it  down  in  your  note-book,  and  let 
the  historian  preserve  a  faithful  record  of  the  fact,  that  if 
a  Senator  from  Virginia,  however  high  the  obligations  of 
public  duty  may  be  which  impel  mm,  votes  against  a 
nomination   to  oifice,  or  differs  from  tiie  administration 
on  any  question,  no  matter  what  may  be  his  reasons,  the 
welkin  is  made  to  ring  with  loud  notes  of  condemnation, 
and  the  whole  pack  are  let  loose  full-mouthed  at  his  heels. 
Where  are  those  public  sentinels  now,  sir'    What  has  be- 
come of  their  sleepless  vigilance?    Where  now  their  high 
regard  for  the  good  of  the  country?  Are  they  asleep  upon 
their  posts,  amidst  <*the  rocking  of  these  battlements?'* 
And  will  they  not  arouse  themselves  on  a  question  so  vital 
and  absorbing  as  the  present — a  question  wlrich,  without 
a  metaphor,  may  be  regarded  as  big  with  the  fate  of  tliis 
republic? 

When  I  finished  the  other  day,  I  was  commenting  on  a 
remark  which  had  fallen  from  the  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
[Mr.  Clat,]  in  reference  to  the  advance  which  this  sys- 
tem had  made.  I  appealed  to  Senators  to  say  if  they  had 
become  converts  from  conviction  that  the  arguments  they 
had  opposed  to  it  formerly  were  unfounded;  or  whether 
their  conversion  had  not  been  brought  about  by  the  all- 
powerful  and  controlling  circumstance  that  the  States 
which  they  represented  l)ad  become  interested  in  the 
measure.  I  appealed  to  them  then,  as  I  now  do,  to  know 
whether  thcv  did  not  recognise  in  our  arguments  those  on 
which  they  mrmerly  relied.  I  did  this,  sir,  in  no  taunting 
spirit.  My  object  was  to  induce  them  to  re-weigh  their 
arguments;  to  review  the  ground  which  they  K)rmerly 
occupied;  and  then  to  inquire  whether  they  would  unite 
in  the  cry  against  the  complaining  and  rebellious  South. 
There  were  some  speeches  delivered  in  Congress  and 
elsewhere,  which  were  considered  conclusive;  one,  in  par- 
ticular, raised  the  gentleman  who  delivered  it  high  in 
Southern  esteem.  Cotild  that  gentleman  liave  heard  with 
what  praise  his  name  was  pronounced;  could  he  have  wit- 
nessed the  pleasure  that  beamed  from  almost  every  eye, 
when  that  great  effort  in  the  cause  of  his  country  was 
spoken  of,  his  heart  would  have  thrilled  with  a  sensation 
of  more  value  than  the  possession  of  empires.  He  looked 
to  the  whole  country,  bouml  in  no  manacles  of  sectional 
Interest;  he  pryed  deeply  into  the  fiiture,  and  tried  to 


avert  the  dissensions  which  now  so  unhappily  exist.  May 
we  not  now  appeal,  with  some  degree  or  expectation,  to 
that  honorable  gentleman,  now  a  Senator  on  this  floor, 
[Mr.  WaasTaa,]  and  his  colleagues  from  the  Bast,  to  stand 
forth  as  the  arbiters  of  this  question — to  cast  off,  as  far  as 
they  can,  the  manacles  of  sectional  interests,  and  to  coine 
to  the  succor  of  the  coimtry  ? 

You  have  been  told,  Mr.  President, that  Virginia  was  com- 
ing into  the  advocacy  of  this  ayfttem,  and  that  her  conver- 
sion would  take  place  in  seven  years.  Let  no  man  '*  lay 
this  flattering  unction  to  his  soul."  Her  constancy  and 
perseverance  have  been  tested  by  another  branch  of  this 
sy8tem--~one  which  deeply  addressed  itself  to  her  interest; 
and  yet  slve  has  resisted  it,  and  her  resistance  continues 
unabated.  The  honorable  Senfitor  is  well  aware  that  no 
State  in  this  Union  requires  more  the  advantages  of  good 
roads  and  channels  of  intercoronmnieation.  1  trust,  most 
sincerely,  that  her  wants  in  this  respect  will  be  liberally 
supplied  out  of  the  exchequer  of  the  State;  but,  sir,  she 
asks  no  boon  at  the  hands  of  this  Government,  and  depre- 
cates, above  all  things,  its  interference  in  her  local  aflairs. 
She  may  become  the  Mlvocate  of  this  system,  but  not  until 
she  shall  have  abandoned  the  hig^i  political  motives  on 
which  she  has  ever  acted.  When  justice  to  otiiers  shall 
have  ceased  to  operate  upon  her;  when  she  shall  have 
elevated  her  petty  and  ephemeral  interests  above  and  over 
the  constitution,  then,  and  not  before,  will  she  be  broken 
into  the  advocacy  of  this  American  system. 

I  know  that  the  effort  is  making  to  sever,  in  sentiment 
and  feeling.  Eastern  and  Western  Virginia,    i  have  the 
firmest  confidence  in  tiie  wisdom  and  prudence  of  my  fel- 
low-citizens, both  of  the  East  and  West;  and  that  iaspires 
me  with  the  hope  that  all  such  efforts  will  be  unavailing^. 
I  have  even  heard  something  said  about  a  division  of  dke 
State.     I  have  but  a  single  sentiment  to  express  upon  that 
subject,  and  it  is,  *•  Virginia  now,  and  Virginia  forever." 
I  ti'ust  that  the  jarring  which  will,  as  surely  as  man  is  roan, 
occur  in  all  deliberative  bodies,  and  has  occurred  in  our 
Legislature,  will  pass  off  as  a  summer  cloud,  leaving  in  the 
horizon  no  trace  of  its  existence.     Upon  this  tariff  quec* 
tion,  sir,  there  can  be  no  divinon  of  feeling  marked  out  by 
geograpliical  lines.     Jhe  exactions  levied  on  the  industiy 
of  the  West  are  as  great  in  tlieir  oppression  as  those  levied 
on  the  East.  Whether  produce  consist  in  tobacco,  wheat, 
cotton,  or  stock,  the  articles  of  consumption  come  to  each 
equally  taxed,  under  the  ad<Utiotial  disadvantage  to  the 
West,  that  inasmuch  as  the  Atlantic  country  is  their  prin- 
cipal market,  whatever  is  calculated  to  impoverisli  that 
market,   must  inevitably  afi'ect  Westei^n  industry.    The 
reasoning  which  i  have  before  employed  in  regard  to 
the  trade  between  Kentuckv  and  South  Carolina,  apphea 
in  full  force  to  Western  and  Eastern  Virginia.   I  need  not 
express  the  obligations  of  gratitude  vnder  which  I  lie  to 
Western  Virginia  for  the  elevation,  in  the  public  eve, 
which  1  have,  fi-om  time  to  time,  experienced.  J  can  never 
so  far  forget  myself  as  to  heaitaie  in  espousing  her  inte- 
rests; but,  in  my  honest  opinion,  this  protective  system  ia 
at  war  with  the  mterests  of  all  Virginia,  both  Eastern  and 
Western;  and  it  is  due  to  myself  that  I  should  have  ex- 
pressed my  opinions  honestly,  and,  therefore,  fearlessly, 
upon  it. 

If  you  can  go  into  the  ulterior  of  a  State,  and  look  into 
the  employments  of  her  citizen^r^to  bestow  favors  on  some, 
and  Jay  exactions  on  others — what  can  yoii  not  do?  Where 
.s  the  limit  to  the  power  of  this  Government?  Y<ui  pay 
domiciliai-y  visits.  You  find  the  owner  of  the  house 
dressed  in  English  broadcloth,  and  you  prescribe  its  use, 
under  the  penalty  of  hieavy  taxes.  You  glance  at  tl»c  win- 
dow, and  the  ligjit  is  admitted  through  glass  imported 
from  abroad;  your  patriotism  is  immediately  kindled,  and 
its  use  is  also  proscribed  under  similar  penalties.  His 
fiiraily  is  clothed  in  cambrics,  and  cottons,  and  calicoes, 
from  abroad,,  and  straightway, 3rour  patriotic  fervor  boil* 
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orer.  Not  content  with  ^is,  you  rangfe  orer  his  ftami 
the  plough,  the  hoe,  the  axe,  the8p«de»  arrest  youratteop 
tioD,  all  made  of  English  it^on,  and  he  is  startled  with  a 
dolefol  cry,  and  to  his  astonishment  he  is  informed  that  he 
is  pursuiog  a  coarse  which  will  recolonize  America.  Let 
gentlemen  carry  out  this  lystem,  and  where  is  it  to  end? 
Suppose  that  Government  should  conclude  that  the  wear- 
ing of  American  wigs  would  be  highly  conducive  to 
public  prosperity,  and  should  lay  a  heavy  tax  on  every 
man  who  should  not  wear  a  wig{  would  it  not  be  in  keeping 
With  the  rest  of  the  system  P  Sir,  I  cannot  conceive  of 
tny  thing  which  the  wit  of  roan  can  devise,  so  full  of  incon 
gnitties,  not  to  say  absurdiUes. 

My  honorable  friend  from  South  Carolina,  in  the  course  of 
his  able  argument,  attempted  to  show,  and  I  must  think  he 
fally  succeeded,  that  a  duty  of  fifty  per  cent  subducted 
from  tlie  producer  the  benefit  of  one-half  of  his  export 
The  Senxtor&om  Kentucky,  however,  proiMuncedhim  mis- 
taken, and  periled  his  life  upon  the  issue.  He  inquired, 
m  a  triumphant  tone,  how  this  could  be  possible,  unless 
the  Senate  oame  to  the  conclusion  that  a  duty  of  one  hun- 
dred and  fifty  per  cent,  not  only  absorbed  the  whole  value 
of  the  export,  but*  moreover,  brought  the  farmer  fifty 
per  cent,  in  debt  The  error  of  the  honorable  Senator 
[Mr.  Ci^t]  consi^ts'in  bis  taking  oflT  tlie  du^,  instead  of 
ikying  it  on.  To  take  one  hundred  and  fifty  from  one 
buodredy  would  puzzle  arithmetic;  but,  sir,  the  case  is 
this.  If  the  farmer  exports  one  hundred 'dollars  worth 
of  tobacco,  corn,  or  cotton,  he  would  exchange  but  fifty 
dollars  of  his  export  in  articles  subject  to  a  duty  of  one 
hundred  per  cent.,  and  would  bring  home  fifty  dollars  in 
cash  to  meet  the  duty,  which  would  make  him  obviously 
the  loser  to  the  amount  of  one-half  of  his  export.  But, 
take  an  ariide  subject  to  a  duty  of  one  hundred  and  fifty 
per  cent^— iron,  lor  example.  One  thousand  dollars  worth 
of  produce  'is  exported  to  England,  the  shipment  being 
made  with  a  view  to  purchase  iron.  THie  exporter  would 
be  compelled  to  purchase  but  four  hundred  dollars  worth 
of  iron,  and  to  bnng  home  with  him  six  hundredin  money 
in  order  to  meet  the  duty  exacted  here.  Can  any  thing  serve 
more  clearly  to  illustrate  the  magnitude  of  tliis  oppression, 
than  the  veiy  case  which  1  have  taken.'  And  does  not 
the  same  result  take  place  if  he  exchanges  with  the  Ameri- 
can manufiicturer?  Remember,  sir,  that  the  duty  enters 
into  the  price,  and  the  same  quantity  of  produce  will 
therefore  procure  but  the  same  quantity  of  iron  at  home 
or  abroad,  b  not,  then,  the  argument  of  my  honorable 
friend  from  South  Carohna  fully  sustained^  If  so,  I  can 
but  recommend  to  my  honorable  friend  the  exercise  of  the 
spirit  of  clemency  towards  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 
He  has  forfeited  a  high  stake,  and  [  trust  that  the  forfeit- 
ure will  be  remitted  without  hesitation. 
•  The  honorable  Senator  has  attempted  to  convince  us  of 
the  importance  of  the  home  market  to  the  cotton  growers. 
This  view  is,  if  possible,  more  deceptive  than  the  home 
market  for  grain,  produced  by  this  system.  It  proceeds 
upon  the  supposition  that  it  requires  more  cotton  goods 
to  supply  cmreonsumptibn,  when  manufactured  here,  than 
in  Eogjjind — a  fallacy  so  obvious,  that  it  requires  noargu- 
raent  to  refute  it.  The  aame  view  would  be  equally  un 
■ound  when  applied  to  the  supply  of  the  world.  I'o  the  cot^ 
ton  grower  it  must  be  ever  a  matter  of  perfect  indifference, 
all  tilings  beinff  equal,  whether  one  country  or  more  sup- 
plies the  world  in  cotton  &brics.  But  a  certain  quantity 
of  cotton  is  required  for  that  supply {  and  the  demand 
is  the  «ame  to  the  extent  of  that  quantity,  no  matter  what 
nation  mfy  deal  out  the  supply.  1  do  not  mean  to  deny 
but  that  he  might  be  benefited  by  muhipl^ing  his  markets, 
provided  he  carried  on  a  barter  on  principles  of  equality 
vitb  all.  But,  sir,  suppose  two  nations  to  be  his  customers, 
and  he  their  customer.  Take  Bngland  and  France,  for 
example.  Now,  so  long  as  he  procures  from  Prance,  in 
cxchaogte  for  his  cotton,  the  same  qu^tity  of  articles  as  he 


obtains  from  England,  it  is  obvious  that  he  drives  an 
equally  advantageous  trade  with  both;  hut  suppose  that 
France  raises  the  price  of  her  broadcloths  and  other 
manufactures,  and  demands  double  tlie  price  that  Eng- 
land requires,  would  the  cotton  plapter  continue  to  ex- 
change with  France  for  a  single  day?  No,  sir;  not  an 
hour.  If  he  did,  he  would  soon  realize  the  eflTect  of  selling 
cheap  and  buying  dear,  in  the  utter  ruin  which  would  over- 
take nim;  and  I  ask  if  such  would  not  be  the  effect  upon 
the  trade  to  the  Northern  States  if  the  ports  were  opened. 
Would  We  exchange  our  cotton,  tobacco,  com,  flour,  rice, 
pork,  and  beef,  for  iron,  at  ninety  dollars  the  ton,  when 
we  could  exchange  with  England  for  her  iron  at  twenty- 
five  the  ton?  Or,  would  such  exchanges  be  carried  on 
for  other  articles  under  similar  disadvantages?  T-he  com* 
men  sense  of  every  man  would  answer  the  question  in  the 
negative. 

1  come  now,  Mr.  President,  to  analyse  the  argument  of 
the  honorable  Senator,  on  which  he  {Wanted  himself  with 
so  much  confidence,  viz.  that  the  tariff  had  been  the  cause 
of  a  reduction  in  prices.  I  have  already,  to  a  great  ex- 
tent, answered  this  by  the  analysis  into  which  I  have  gone 
on  the  subject  of  iron,  woollens,  cottons,  and  sugar.  That 
there  has  been  a  diminution  in  foreign  prices,  and  in  some 
instances  in  home  prices,  I  do  not  mean  to  deny.  But 
that  is  not  the  question.  The  real  question,  and  the  one 
of  deep  and  absorb'mg  interest,  is,  whether  home  prices 
have  fallen  to  the  same  common  level  with  the  prices  of 
husbandry,  and  with  foreign  prices.  That  they  have  not, 
has  been  made  sufficiently  obvious.  It  is  an  argument 
against  every  day's  experience.  Take  any  one  article, 
for  instance,  the  article  of  wine,  and  prohibit  the  impor- 
tation of  it,  and  every  body  knows  that  the  effect  would 
be  instantaneous  in  advancing  the  price.  Now,  sir,  a  par- 
tial exclusion  by  liigh  duties  produces,  as  far  as  it  goes, 
similar  effects.  The  fact  is,. that  the  tariff  has  produced 
tlie  very  opposite  effect  from  that  contended  for.  While 
every  thing  has  fallen  in  Europe  to  the  mtnimtm)  price  of 
production,  the  tariff  interposes,  and  prerents  the  same 
effect  here.  Thus,  while  sugar  has  fatilen  in  the  islands 
from  fourteen  cents  to  one  and  a  half,  it  is  here  upheld  by 
the  tariff  at  from  six  to  nine,  and  other  articles  are  stmi- 
laiiy  circumstanced.  The  law  of  price  operates  uniformly 
throughout  the  world,  and,  unless  obstacles  are  interposed 
by  Government,  will  find  its  level  with  as  much  certainty 
as  that  the  mountain  stream  w.U  continue  to  flow  on  until 
it  attains  the  level  of  the  ocean.  The  honorable  Senator 
might  have  found,  in  the  state  of  tlie  currcQpy,  the  true 
cause  for  the  reduction  of  prices^  both  at  home  and  broad. 
In  ltil6,  the  redundancy  of  the  circulating  medium  in  this 
country  was  estimated  by  Mr.  Crawford,  the  then  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury,  at  sixty  per  cent  beyond  the  wants 
of  the  country.  Now,  money  is  hke  every  other  article 
in  market;  when  the  supply  exceeds  the  demand,  the  value 
falls;  two  dollars,  if  only  one  be  wanting,  sink  to  the  value 
of  the  one;  and  the  two  will,  therefore,  only  purchase  to 
the  amount  of  the  one.  This  creates  a  nominal  price,  in 
contradistinction  to  the  true  price;  and  this  was  our  con- 
dition after  the  war  with  England.  Nor  was  this  state  of 
things  confined  to  this  country.  The  war  which  Imd  so 
long  desolated  Europe,  produced  there,  also,  a  redun- 
dancy of  circulating  medium.  Tlic  banks  there,  as  here, 
had  to  suspend  specie  payments;  and  the  general  resump- 
tion of  specie  payments  occurred  there  at  very  much  the 
same  time  it  did  liere.  They  commenced  here  in  the 
year  1816,  to  ahmited  extent,  but  were  not  universally 
resumed  until  1819-'20.  The  resumption  in  England  was 
gradual,  beginning  with  the  one  pound  notes,  and  terminat- 
ing in  a  general  resumption  about  the  year  1824.  Now, 
the  tariff  of  1816  imposed  a  duty  equivalent  to  an  average 
of  thirty  per  cent.,  and  thisundoubtedly  served  to  counter- 
act the  effects  of  a  reduction  of  tlie  circulating  medium 
to  the  extent  of  the  duty.   The  tariff  law,  in  other  words. 
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opposed  the  tendency  to  reduce  prices  to  an  extent  e^nal 
to  one-half  of  the  redundancy  of  the  circulating  medium 
when  that  redundancy  was  withdrawn.  It  was  thirty  per 
cent,  opposed  to  sixtr*  Nothing  of  this  sort  occuri'ed  in 
England,  and,  therefore,  the  withdrawal  from  circulation 
of  the  excessive  issues  of  bank  paper  was  attended  with 
a  reduction  of  prices  to  the  minimum  point  of  fabrication. 
The  restoration  of  specie  payments  in  England  wasbraught 
about  by  slow  degrees;  and  hence  prices  have  been  sink- 
ing lower  and  lower,  from  the  period  at  which  the  small 
notes  were  redeemed,  to  a  period  subsequent  to'the  ge- 
neral resumption  of  specie  payments,  which  was,  com- 
paratively, of  recent  occurrence.  The  -augmentation  of 
the  duties  here  in  1824,  and  subsequently  in  1828,  came 
in  aid  of  the  law  of  1816,  and,  as  far  as  governmental 
Agency  can  be  employed,  has  accomplished  the  purpose 
of  perpetuating  high  prices  on  domestic  fabrics  to  a 
period  too  distant  for  my  vision  to  reach :  other  causes  for  the 
diminution  of  European  prices  exist  in  the  circumstance 
of  numerous  ai*mies  having  been  disbanded,  thereby  mak- 
ing numberless  additions  to  the  operatives  of  foieign  coun- 
tries, which  necessarily  produced  a  reduction  in  the  wages 
of  labor;  and,  furthermore,  by  the  extensive  introduction 
of  improved  machinery.  These  have  been  the  great  causes 
whicii  have  brought  about  reduced  prices;  but  the  mo&t 
operative  cause  is  to  be  found  in  the  restoration  of  a  sound 
circulating  medium  resting  on  gold  and  silver.  This  mat- 
ter vrill  be  most  satisfactorily  illustrated  by  a  reference  to 
the  times  of  the  revolution.  Then,  the  circulating  me- 
dium, hy  reason  of  excessive  issues  of  paper,  depreciated 
at  the  rate  of  one  thousand  for  one.  Ten  thousand  dol- 
lars were  given  for  a  pair  of  boots,  and  thirty  thousand 
dollars  for  a  coat;  and  the  reduction  in  the  price  of  a  pair 
of  boots  to  ten  dollars,  and  of  a  coat  to  thirty,  which  occur- 
red after  the  peace,  might,  with  as  much  propriety,  be  as- 
cribed to  the  existing  tariff  as  the  present  reduced  prices. 
The  Senator  has  accomplished  nothing  by  showing  that 
prices  liave  undergone  diminution,  unless  he  could  also 
show  that  home  prices  have  fallen  to  the  same  point  of  the 
minimum  price  of  production  with  produce  of  all  sorts, 
the  result  of  agricultural  labor,  and  with  foreign  "prices  Of 
fabricated  articles. 

Nor  does  the  assertion,  that  every  new  tariff  law  has  les- 
sened prices,  rest  on  any  safer  foundation.  The  fact  of  manu- 
factured articles  having  sold  cheaper  for  a  short  time  afVer 
tiie  enactment  of  the  kw  of  1828,  rests  entirely  upon  the 
circumstance  of  the  extravagant  importations  which  were 
made  in  anticipation  of  that  law;  and  the  Senator  may  be 
entitled  to  the  benefit  arising  to  his  argument  from  the 
merely  fortuitous  circumstance  of  the  reduction  in  the 
price  of  lead,  if  it  can  avail  him  any  thing,  provided  he 
will  explain  to  the  country  the  reason. that  tlie  same  arti- 
cle is,  at  this  moment,  commanding  six  cents  per  pound  in 
the  New  York  market,  which  is  twice  the  price  of  the  fo- 
reign article,  thereby  proving,  beyond  all  question,  that 
the  lead  master  is  benefited  in  his  sales  by  the  whole 
amount  of  the  duty  now  levied,  viz.  three  cents  per  pound. 

But,  sir,  is  not  tlie  argument  that  the  tariff  reduces  home 
prices,  altogether  suicidal?  [Mr.  CI.AY  explained.  He 
said  that  he  bad  insisted  that  the  tariff  produced  competi- 
tion, and  that  competition  brouglU  about  reduction  of 
prices.  ]  1  am  dealing  with  the  reduction  of  prices,  which 
I  had  understood  to  be  asserted  as  immediately^onsequent 
on  the  passage  of  every  new  tariff  law;  and  1  was  about 
to  remark,  that  if  such  effects  were  produced,  then,  that 
the  high  duty  system  was  a  curse  to  the  manufacturer, 
and  not  a  blessing.  A  proposition,  so  perfectly  plun, 
needs  nothing  to  sustain  it.  It  proves  itself  as  conclu- 
sively as  would  be  done  by  the  most  elaborate  argimient. 
In  connexion  with  this,  I  was  also  stnick  with  another  re- 
mark of  the  honorable  Senator,  that  a  repeal  of  the  tariff 
laws  would  be  accompanied  by  a  rise  in  tlie  price  of  all 
articles  now  protected.     The  conclusion  from  these  two 


propositions  was  inevitable.  If  your  tariff  reduces  prices, 
and  its  repeal  increases  them,  then,  sir,  if  you  wish  to  for- 
ward the  interest  of  the  manufacturers,  the  most  ready 
mode  of  doing  so  is  to  annul  the  law.  Competition  does 
reduce  prices  unquestionably,  but  it  is  a  free  competition, 
not  a  competition  founded  on  a  monopoly.  Let  England 
repeal  her  corn  laws,  and  admit  the  American  into  free 
competition  with  the  English  farmer,  and  the  price  of 
corn  will  materially  fall.  But  the  effect  of  the  monopoly  to 
the  English  corn  grower  is  precisely  of  an  oppomte  ten- 
dency. Such  is  the  result,  also,  of  the  monopoly  to  the 
protected  manufactures  in  this  country. 

Anotlier  formidable  evil  is  predicted  to  arise  from  the 
abolition  of  high  duties — we  arc  to  have  ships  without 
cargoes.  In  order  to  refute  this  disastrous  conjecture, 
we  have  but  to  take  a  survey  of- the  past  in  our  history; 
it  will  teach  us  that  the  navigatmg  and  commercial  interest 
has  increased  with  the  increased  productions  of  the  soil; 
that,  in  proportion  as  commerce  hits  been  unshackled,  she 
has  spread  her  wings^  visited  tiie  most  distant  reg'tons,  and 
returned  ••  with  plenty  to  bless  the  land*"  Fear  not,  sir, 
that  your  exports  will  ever  swell  to  a  bulk  too  great  for 
the  demand  of  the  world.  Natural  causes,  operating  upon 
production,  wilf  cause  demand*to  increase  with  the  abun- 
dance of  supply.  I  cannot  venture  further  to  elucidate 
this  proposition  before  this  audience;  but  honorable  Sena- 
tors will  take  up  the  proposition,  and  carry  it  out  to  its 
legitimate  conclusion.  Sir,  if  the  honorable  Senator  had 
indulged  in  predictions  such  as  those,  in  1790,  when  cot- 
ton was  first  raised  in  the  United  States,  and  had  then 
dwelt  upon  the  enormous  addition  to  our  exports,  m&de 
by  that  article  alone,  and  had  then  sinlicipated  a  failure  of 
demand  for  cotton,  he  would  not  have  been  more  n^is- 
taken  than  time  would  prove  him  to  be  in  relation  to  the 
future.  The  poficy  whicli  he  advocates,  would,  if  carried 
out,  deprive  you  both  of  ships  and  cargoes.  That  policy 
is  to  make  ^ytry  thing  at  home — to  become  independent 
of  foreign  nations.  I'his  leads  to  the  destruction  of  all 
export.4  as  well  as  imports.  '  And  when  we  are  asked  to 
point  out  the  foreign  markets  for  the  productions  of  the 
soil,  I  ask,  in  return,  that  the  foreign  mar  ketsfor  our  man!  i- 
factured  fabrics  shidl  be  pointed  out.  Look  whitherso- 
ever you  may,  and  your  great  rival  is  already  in  possession 
of  the  market.  Penetrate  into  the  Northern  ocean — go  in 
search  of  new  ialands  in  the  Pacific — fly  to  the  uttermost 
regions  of  the  earth,  and  English  enterprise  has  been  there 
before  you;  and  the  English  manufacturer  stands  ready  to 
underbid  you.  The  injurious  effects  of  this  policy  are 
already  felt  upon  our  marine. 

[Mr.  T.  here  read  from  Mr  .-Lee's  exposition,  No.  vjii, 
page  13:  "Our  tonnage  in  the  foreign  ti*ade,  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  existing  system,  in  1817,  was  eight  hun- 
dred and  nine  thoirsand  seven  hundred  and  twenty-four; 
to  which  add  forty-two  per  cent,  for  the  increase,  and  we 
have  one  millipn  One  hundred  and  forty-nine  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  eight  as  the  tonnage  which  would  pro- 
bably have  been  returned  on  the  3l8t  December,  1B29» 
had  we  continued  to  act  on  the  free  trade  policy.  The 
narigation  we  actually  had  in  tile  foreign  trade,  according 
to  the  return  of  3 Ist' December,  1829,  was  only  six  hun- 
dred and  fifty  thousand  one  hundred  and  tbrty-two  tons;*' 
thus  exhibiting  a  falling  off  in  the  foreign  tonnagpe  of  one 
hundred  and  fifty-nine  thousand  five  hundred  and  eighty, 
two  tons.  Sir,  the  advocates  of  this  system  are  con- 
stantly boasting  of  the  addition  made  to  our  coasting  ton- 
nage,  since  its  adoption.  How  stands  the  fact?  We  bad, 
in  1817,  of  Enrolled  and  licensed  tonnage,  five  hundred 
and  ninety  thousand  one  hu mired  and  ei^hty.«x;  and,  ou 
the  3l8t  December,  1820,  six  hundred  and  ten  thousand 
six  hundred  and  fifty-four  tons.  **  Thus,  with  a  popnbk. 
tion  of  less  tlian  nine  millions,  in  1817,  we  had  twenty 
thousand  four  hundred  and  sixty-eight  tons  less  of  coast- 
ing  tonnage  than  we  bad  in  1629,  with  a  population  of  up- 
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vards  of  twelve  nullionaf  tho»  exhibiting^  an  increMe  of 
three  and  a  half  per  cent,  for  thirteen  years  of  the  most 
bounteous  harvests  that  &  nation  ever  enjoyed.  The  re- 
turns for  1804,  which  was  thirteen  years  prior  to  the 
anti-conunercial  system,  gave  three  hundred  and  sixty- 
nine  thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy-three  as  the 
quantity  of  enroUed  and  licensed  tonnage,  against  five 
hundred  and  seventy-one  thousand  four  hundred  and  fifty- 
eight  tons  for  1816;  thus  exhibiting  an  increase,  in  thirteen 
years,  of  two  hundred  and  one  thousand  five  hundred  and 
eighty-six  tons,  equal  to. fifty-five  per  cent.,  as  the  result 
of  the  free  trade  policy  upon  this  interesting  branch  of 
businessy  employing,  as  it  does,  directly  and  indirectly,  ten 
times  1^  many  persons  as  are  benefited  by  the  prohibitory 
and  taxing  system.*']  And  yet,  sir,  we  are  to  be  alarmed 
at  the  idea  of  having  ships  without  cargoes,  and  won  to  the 
sipport  of  tlus  system  by  the  prospects  of  home  markets, 
i,  for  one,  regard  tlus  American  system  as  the  deadly 
upas,  withering  and  blighting  eyery  thing  that  comes 
within  its  influence. 

I  have  made  good  the  proposition  witli  which  1  set  out, 
that,  by  reason  of  this  policy,  while  we  sell  cheap,  we  are 
made  u>  buy  dear;  that  all  classes  of  the  community,  ex- 
cept the  fiivorcd  class,  are  injuriously  affected  by  it;  that 
it  is  peculiarly  destructive  to  the  South,  and  is  to  it  an  un- 
mixed pill  of  bitterness. 

Sir,  I  might  have  saved  mvself  the  trouble  of  this  in- 
vestigation, if  respect  for  the  nonorable  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky had  not  impelled  me  to  the  undertaking.  The 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  liad  left  us  no  room  to  doubt 
the  end  and  object  of  this  policy.  His  speed),  delivered 
in  1824»  and  quoted  by  htm  during  this  debate,  has  strip- 
ped the  subject  of  all  its  disguises.  He  dwells  on  the 
ruinous  state  of  the  foreign  trade  to  the  Northern  States; 
ipeaks  of  its  unequal  operation  upon  the  Union;  dwells, 
with  marked  emphasis,  on  the  prosperous  condition  of 
the  South;  ^bows  that  while  the  Southern  States  exports 
ed,  in  1624,  twentj-six  million Uiree  huncked  and  twenty- 
seven  thousand  three  hundred  and  seventy-eight  dollars 
worth  oi  produce,  the  Eastern,  Middle,  and  Western 
States  exported  but  thiiteen  million  five  hundred  and 
forty-seven  thousand  dollars  worth;  and  estimates  their 
consumption  beyond  their  imports  at  eleven  million  and 
eighty-one  thousand  two  hundred  and  sixty  dollars;  and 
then  proceeds:  '*  So  that^  under  the  present  system,  the 
grain-growing  States,  consisting  of  at  least  two-thirds  of 
the  population  of  the  Union,  are  compelled  to  take  of  Eu 
ropetin  manufactures  to  the  amount  of  twelve  millions  of 
dollars,  that  six  or  seven  States  may  have  the  privilege  of 
sending  remittances  to  pay  for  those  manufactures,  and 
selling  their  bills  for  the  same  at  an  extravagant  advance, 
in  consequence  of  which  the  wealth  of  the  grain-gro'A'ing 
States  is  flowing,  i|i  a  constant  stream,  to  the  States  pro- 
ducing rice,  cotton,  and  tobacco."  He  then  exclaims: 
"How  long  are  we  to  remain  in  this  state  of  vassalage' 
How  long  can  we  remain  so?  How  long  will  our  patience 
endure  ?  How  long  our  means  last?  Till  we  understand  our 
true  interests,  rally  our  numbers,  and  count  our  votes." 
C:in  any  man  misunderstand  this  language  ?  Here  is  a  for- 
mal declaration  of  war  against  Southern  agriculture.  Our 
exports  must  be  proliibited;  the  fertility  of  our  soil  and 
our  genial  climate  turned  into  a  curse,  with  the  view  of 
taming  back  the  stream  which  flowed  from  the  North,  to 
fertilize  and  enrich  the  South;  and  twelve  millions,  the 
result  of  our  industry,  are  clutched  at  and  grasped  by  the 
North.  [Mr.  DICKERSON  rose  to  explain.  He  said  he 
lud  complained  of  the  system  which  prevailed,  which  en- 
riched the  South  and  impoverisheil  the  North. ]  M'hat  sys- 
tem? said  Mr.  T.  Had  we  come  here  to  invoke  the 
aid  of  Government'  Had  we,  through  it,  levied  exactions 
upon  any  part  of  the  Union?  Sir,  we  lived  under  the  sys- 
tem of  nature;  the  Creator  had  given  us  a  warm  sun,  a 
genial  climate,  and  a  productive  soil;  and  our  system  con- 


sisted in  turning  these  beneficia]  advantages  to  their  pro* 
per  account;  and  now  the  fruits  of  our  labor  are  to  be 
wrested  from  us,  to  enrich  a  less  favored  region.  Italy  is 
agun  invaded,  and  Brennus  stands  once  more  in  the  capi- 
tal, demanding  for  our  ransom  so  many  millions  of  dollars 
— tossing,  not  a  sword,  but  an  act  of  Congress  into  the 
scide.  1  appeal  tc^  the  colleague  of  the  honorable  Sena- 
tor, to  say  if  he  will  ratify  this  proceeding.  To  him  I 
would  say — quoting  for  my  authority  the  most  excellent 
of  books,  with  which  he  is  familiar — **  thou  shalt  not  covet 
thy  neighbor's  go<xls."  I  appeal  to  the  State  of  Rodney 
and  of  Bayard — ^to  the  land  of  Penn  and  of  Franklin  I  would 
also  appeal,  but  I  am  silenced  by  a  unanimous  vote  of  her 
Legisiatuce.  Will  the  States  of  Clinton  and  of  Tompkins, 
of  Hancock  and  of  Adams — will  New  England  ratify  and 
confirm  this  sentence  of  condemnation  which  has  gone 
forth  against  us?  And  if  thej  do,  will  the  West,  deeply 
involved,  as  I  verily  believe,  m  this  common  curse,  keep 
off  from  the  rescue  ? 

Afler  this,  let  not  the  name  of  Washington  be  invoked 
in  support  of  this  policy.  A  majority  of  the  Senate  have 
resolved  upon  removing  his  venerated  remains  from  their 
resting  place,  to  bury  them  in  the  midnight  gloom  of  some 
subterranean  vault  of  this  huge  edifice.  Let  us  the  rather 
manifest  our  veneration  for  his  memory,  by  following  his 
precepts.  Attend  to  his  last  bequest  made  to  his  coun- 
trymen: "Harmony^  and  a  liberal  intercourse  with  all  fo- 
reign nations,  are  recommended  by  humanity,  policy,  and 
interest — ^that  even  our  commercitd  policy  should  hold  an 
equal  and  impartial  hand,  neither  seeking  nor  g^nting 
exclusive  preferences  and  favors— consulting  the  natural 
course  of  things — diffusing  and  diversifying;  by  gentle 
means,  the  stream^  of  commerce,  and  forcing  nothing." 
Why  force  any  thing  in  such  a  country  ?  Consult  the  pages 
of  history,  and  tell  me  if  ever  a  nation  had  made  such  rapid 
advances  in  refinement  and  wealth  as  this,  before  we  re- 
sorted.to  political  quackery,  and  administered  sickening 
nostrums  to  force  every  thing.  A  wilderness  reclaimed 
— a  world  filled  and  filling  with  inhabitants — the  arts  and 
sciences  keeping  equal  pace  with  our  advance  in  wealth 
and  prosperity,  all  going  on  happily  and  harmoniously,  and 
the  country  advancing,  with  rapid  strides,  to  the  consum- 
mation of  its  high  destinies.  Why* then,  Mr.  President, 
force  any  thing? 

I  shall  not  stop  to  pay  any  eulogium  on  Mr.  Gallatin, 
whom  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  seen  fit  to  assail. 
His  vindication  has  been  sufficiently  urged.  I  will  con- 
tent myself  with  resting  on  the  opinion  expressed  by  Mr. 
Jefferson,  tiiat  the  day  on  which  he  should  quit  the  Trea- 
sury Department  would  be  *'a  day  of  gloom  to  Ameri- 
ca." Of  Mr.  Sarchet,  it  is,  in  some  measure,  my  duty  to 
speak.  I  was  upon  the  committee  to  which  was  referred 
the  memorial  of  the  blacksmiths  during  the  last  session; 
and  I  say,  imhesitatingly,  that  I  have  never  seen  a  stran- 
ger with  whom  I  was  more  pleased*  It  is  alleged  that  he 
is  a  Guernsey  man — an  island  lying  between  France  and 
England^  the  inhabitants  of  which  are  famed  for  smug- 
gling. And  what  charge  is  brouglit  against  him?  Why, 
sir,  tlie  grievous  one  that  he  has  imported  goods  at  as  low 
a  duty  as  the  law  would  allow,  and  Uiat  he  has  suppoiled 
such  construction  of  the  law  as  would  enable  him  to  ac- 
complish this  object.  Now,  sir,  fur  the  life  of  me,  I  can- 
nut  discover  moral  taint  in  this.  Every  importer  seeks  to 
pay  as  little  of  duty  as  he  honestly  can;  and  in  this  they 
arc  met  by  the  manufacturer,  who  is  always  anxious  that 
the  highest  possible  duty  shall  be  exacted  on  an  article 
coming  into  conflict  with  his  own  fabrics.  This  is  not  the 
only  cTiargpc  which  has,  heretofore,  been  brought  against 
Mr.  Sarchet.  He  was  charged,  in  reference  to  histrade^ 
with  having  come  before  Congress  with  dirty  hands.  [Mr. 
DICKERSON  said  that  this  allegation  was  made  by  Mr. 
Sarchet,  in  his  memorial  to- Congress,  and  not  by  others. 
Mr.  H  AYNE,  by  permission  of  Mr.  T.,  said  that  the  Senator 
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from  New  Jersey  was  mistaken;  the  charge  had  been 
made  by  others,  and  Bir.  Sarchet  introduced  tlie  expres- 
sion into  the  memorial  by  way  of  offset.]  Sir,  said  Mr. 
T.,  his  hands  may  have  been  hardened  and  stained  by  hia 
trade,  but  he  brought  along^  with  him  an  honest  heart  and 
a  clear  head;  and  me  views  which  a  blacksmith  presented 
have  not  been  answered,  and  never  can  be  answered,  sa^ 
tisfactorily. 

We  have  also  heard  something  said  of  the  issues  from 
the  Boston  mint.  Let  those  issues  speak  for  themselves; 
they  will  pass  current,  because  of  their  intrinsic  value.  Sir, 
these  are  not  the  only  rescripts  against  oppression  and  in- 
justice which  have  issued  from  the  same  mint.  The  time 
was,  when  those  rescripts  were  hailed  from  one  end  of 
this  continent  to  the  other.  And  of  late  years,  there  was 
presented  to  this  House,  from  Boston,  one  of  the  ablest 
aiffiiments  agwnst  this  American  system  that  this  country 
has  yet  seen.  It  came,  sir,  from  Fanueil  Hall,  an  edifice 
which  should  be  preserved  as  a  monument  of  bv-gone 
times,  and  nothing  selfish,  or  merely  sectional,  should  ever 
enter  there.  In  the  names  of  tlic  great  actors  of  former 
times,  under  the  roof  of  that  very  edifice,  I  invoke  honor- 
able  Senators  to  pause,  long  to  pause  ere  they  decide  that 
this  grrinding  system  sliall  receive  no  abatement.  Its  op- 
pression, if  that  were  the  only  circumstance,  would  be  as 
notliing  in  comparison  with  the  alienation  of  feeling  which 
it  has  produced.  What  can  compensate  for  the  loss  of 
that  affection  on  the  part  of  even  a  single  State  in  this 
Unions  Flatter  not  yourselves  that  this  is,  exclusively,  a 
South  Carolina  question.  No,  sir,  it  is  a  Southern  question. 
Every  State  on  the  other  side  of  the  Potomac  feels  alike 
interested  in  it;  nor  labor  under  the  morbid  apprehension 
that  to  grant  relief  can  produce  the  slightest  tendency  to 
disunion.  Do  you  seek  to  give  perpetuity  to  the  Union, 
practise  not  injustice;  for,  as  certain  as  fate  itself,  they 
who  sow  injustice  will  reap  iniquity.  I  have  been  reared 
in  a  reverential  affection  for  the  Union.  My  imagination 
has  led  me  to  look  into  the  distant  future,  and  there  to 
contemplate  the  greatness  of  free  America.  I  have  be- 
held her  walkirig  on  the  waves  of  the  mighty  deep,  car- 
r>'ing  along  with  her  tidings  of  g^eat  joy  to  distant  nations^ 
1  have  seen  her  overturning  the  strong  places  of  despot- 
ism, and  restoring' to  man  his  long  lost  rights.  Wo,  wo 
betide  that  maji  who  shall  sow  the  seeds  of  disunion  among 
us!  Better  for  him  had  he  never  been  bom.  If  he  call 
upon  tl)e  mountains  to  hide  him — nay,  if  he  bury  hfrnself 
in  the  very  centre  of  the  earth,  the  indignation  of  man- 
kind will  find  him  out,  and  blast  him  with  its  lightnings. 

Again  I  call  upon  gentlemen  deeply  to  pause.  For  one, 
I  am  ready  to  meet  them  on  liberal  terms;  and,  in  my 
poor  judgment,  it  is  to  the  interest  of  the  manufacturers 
themselves  that  this  question  should  now  be  settled.  Let 
them  remember  the  books  of  the  sybil,  and  profit  by  the 
recollection.  The  South  seeks  to  lay  no  rude  or  violent 
hand  on  existing  establishments,  but  it  has  a  right  to  ex- 
pect an  amelioration  of  its  burdens.  The  proposition  of 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  yields  nothing  to  her  com- 
plaints. The  taxes  which  he  proposes  to  repeal  have 
never  been  complained  of,  and  have  existed  from  the 
foundation  of  the  Government.  1  hope,  most  sincerely, 
Mr.  President,  that  this  question  will  be  adjusted,  and, 
through  that  adjustment,  peace  and  harmony  be  restored 
to  the  Union. 


MOHDATy  FKBRUARt  13. 

CENTENNIAL  COMMEMORATION. 

Mr.  CLAY,  from  the  joint  committee  appointed  on  the 
subject,  made  the  following  report: 

The  joint  committee  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Re- 
presentatives appointed  to  make  arrangements  for  the 
purpose  of  celebrating  the  centennial  birthday  of  George 
Washington,  have,  according  to  order,  had  the  subject 


under  consideration,  and  no>w^  beg  leave  to  report  to  the 
respective  Houses: 

1.  That  the  committee  have  directed  their  chairman  to 
propose,  At  a  proper  time,  by  a  joint  resolution,  an  ad- 
journment of  the  two  Hou&es  from  the  Slst  to  the  33d  of 
the  current  month,  out  of  reapect  to  the-  memory  of 
George  Washington,  and  in  commemontion  of  tiie  one 
hunchvdth  anniversary^  of  bis  btKhday. 

2.  The  committee  were  desirous  that  the  day  should  be 
celebrated  by  an  oration  suitable  to  the  occasion.  The 
distinguished  citizen  who  presides  in  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States  appeared  to  the  committee  to  be 
eminently  qualified  to  pronounce  such  an  oration,  and  to 
be  peculiarly  adapted  to  the  service,  from  his  kaowo 
friendship  and  intimacy  with  George  Washington.  Ac- 
cordingly, a  letter  was  addressed,  by  the  direction  of  the 
committee,  to  the  Chief  Justice,  requesting  htm  to  assist 
in  the  ceremonies  of  the  day»  by  delivering  an  appropriate 
oration;  to  that  letter  he  returned  an  answer.  Prom  this 
correspondence  (which  accompanies  the  report)  it  will  be 
seen  that  the  Chief  Justice,  for  reasons  assigned  by  hiro, 
declined  the  task. 

3.  The  committee  directed  their  chairman  to  request 
the  chaplains  of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  to  perform 
divine  service  in  the  capitol  on  the<22d  instant;  the  appli- 
cation has  been  made;  and  the  chaplains  have  accordingly 
engaged  to  comply  with  tiie  request 

4.  and  lastly.  The  committee  resolved  to  recommend 
to  Congress  to  adopt  the  necessary  measures  to  carry  into 
effect  Uie  resolution  which  was  passed  by  Congress  on  the 
24th  day  of  December,  1799,  for  the  removal  of  the  body 
of  George  Washing^n^  and  its  interment  in  the  capitol 
at  the  city  of  Washington  $  and  that  the  ceremony  be  per- 
formed on  the  22d  instant.  -  In  pursuance  of  this  recom- 
mendation of  the  committee,  the  chairman  will  re^ectivelj 
submit  to  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  a  resolution  to  cso'ry 
it  into  effect. 

All  which  is  respectfully  reported. 

H.  CLAY, 
Chairman  of  the  committee  of  the  Senate. 
PHILEMON  1 HOMAS, 
Chairman  of  the  committee  of  the  Jbute  of  Bepreaentoiivee* 

WASBuroTOir,  Fsbruary  9»  1832. 

Sib:  The  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
United  States  having  appointed  a  joint  committee,  for  the 
purpose  of  making  arrangements  for  the  celebration  of 
the  centennial  birthday  of  Geor^  Washington,  the  un- 
dersigned, chairmen  of  the  cummitees  of  the  twoHouses, 
have  oeen  directed  by  the  committees  to  request  that  you 
wiU,  on  the  22d  instant  deliver  an  oration,  in  commemora- 
tion of  the  great  event. 

The  considerations  which  have  prompted  the  commit- 
tees to  direct  their  attention  to  you,  sir,  thus  to  assist  in 
honoring  the  memory  of  the  father  of  his  country,  are  ob- 
vious and  peculiarly  appropriate.  And  the  undersigned 
unite,  to  the  general  wish,  an  expression  of  theirs,  that  it 
may  be  agreeable  to  you  to  comply  with  the  request  which 
they  now  have  the  honor  to  communicate. 

We  have  the  honor  to  be,  with  great  respect. 

Your  obedient  servants, 
H.  CLAY, 
Chairman  of  the  committee  of  the  Senate. 
PHILEMON  1 H0MA9, 
Chairman  of  the  committee  of  the  Boueeof  Bepreeentativea^ 

The  Hon.  Joair  Marshall, 

Chi^  Justice  of  the  UrUted  States. 

WASHiiTGToir,  February  10,  1832. 

GsHTLSMKv:  I  have  received  your  letter  expressing 
your  wish,  and  that  of  the  joint  committee  of  the  Senate 
and  House  of  Representatives,  that  I  would,  on  the  22d 
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insUnt,  the  centennial  birthcUy  of  George  Washington, 
deJ'tTcr  an  oration  in  commemoration  of  that  great  event. 

I  will  not  attempt  to  describe  the  impressions  made  on 
me  by  this  flattering-  request,  and  the  fiivorable  opinion  it 
implicfl.  The  addition  of  my  exertions,  feeble  as  they 
night  be,  to  those  of  Congress,  *<in  honoring  the  memory 
of  the  father  of  his  country"— of  the  man  whom  language 
cannot  exalt,  would  be  an  act  on  which  I  should  long  re« 
fleet  with  just  pride.  Could  I  undertake  to  deliver  a  pub- 
lic address  on  any  subject,  all  my  feelings  would  impel  me 
to  comply  with  a  request  whidi  does  me  so  much  nonor, 
snd  is  so  mtcful  to  my  heart.  But,  in  addition  to  the 
presMire  of  official  duties,  which  occupy  me  entirely,  and 
reader  it  impracticable  for  me  to  devote  so  much  time  to 
the  subject  as  its  inttinsic  importance  and  great  interest 
in  the  estimation  of  all  would  reauire,  I  am  physically  un- 
able to  perform  the  task  I  shouki  assume.  My  voice  has 
become  so  weak  as  to  be  almost  inaudible,  even  in  A  room 
not  unuAially  large.  In  the  open  air  it  could  not  be  heard 
by  those  nearest  me:  I  must,  therefore,  decline  the  honor 
proposed. 

My  profound  acknowledgments  are  due  to  you,  gentle- 
men, and  to  the  joint  committee,  for  the  selection  you 
have  made  of  the  person  to  perform  this  interesting  ser- 
vice, and  I  pray  you  to  receive  my  warm  and  sincere  thanks 
for  the  flattering,  may  I  add  friendly,  terms  in  which  that 
aelectioo  is  communicated. 

With  yery  great  respect,  I  have  the  honor  to  be,  gen- 
tlemen, your  obedient  servant, 

J.  MARSHALL. 
The  Hon.  Hbsbt  Clat,  and 
The  Hon.  PaiLmcf  Tidmas. 

The  report  having  been  read,  Mr.  CLAY  moved  that  it 
be  printed  for  the  use  of  th^  Senate <  which  was  agreed  to. 
Mr.  CLAY  then  said  that  it  wouki  be  perceived  that  the 
coQunittee  bad  directed  their  chairman  to  submit  a  propo- 
sition for  carrying-  into  effect  one  obieet  of  the  report;  in 
punoance  of  which,  he  now  submitted  a  joint  resolution  for 
that  purpose.  He  was  aware  tliat  it  could  not,  by  the  rules, 
be  acted  upon  to-day  without. the  unanimous  consent  of 
the  Senate.  But  as  it  was  one  that  it  was  important  to  be 
carried  ioto  effect  immediately,  he  hoped  there  would  be 
oo  objection  on  the  part  of  any  who  might  dissent  from 
it  to  acting  upon  it  at  once,  as,  in  case  it  should  pass,  there 
would  be  no  time  to  be  lost  in  making  the  requisite  pre- 
parations for  effecting  the  object;  and  even  if  ttie  decision 
of  the  Senate  should  be  adverse  to  it,  it  woukl  be  better  for 
that  decision  to  be  made  without  delay.  He  then  offered 
the  following  resolutions: 

Reaohed  by  the  SenaU  and  Hotue  of  Rq^rfenialwea  of 
the  United  Staiu  of  Jmerieam  CUmgreu anemhkd^  Tliat 
the  President  of  the  Senate  and  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  be  hereby  authorized  to  make  application 
to  John  A.  Washington,  of  Mount  Vernon,  for  tJ»e  body 
of  George  Washington,  to  be  removed  and  deposited  in 
the  capitol,  at  Washington  city,  in  conformity  with  the 
resolution  of  Confess  of  the  24th  December,  1799;  and 
that,  if  they  obtam  the  requisite  coasent  to  the  removal 
thereof,  they  be  further  authorized  to  cause  it  to  be  re- 
moved and  deposited  in  the  capitol  on  the  ^2d  day  of 
Pebniaiy,  1832. 

RiMohed,  That  the  President  of  tlie  Senate  and  Speaker 
of  the  Bouse  of  Representatives  be  also  authorized  to  pre- 
Kribe  the  order j>f  such* ceremonies  as  they  may  deem 
•uiuble  to  the  occasion  of  the  interment  of  the  body  of 
^^cor^  .Washington,  in  the  capitol,  on  the  day  above 
mentioned,  and  that  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  will  at- 
tend and  assist  in  the  performance  of  those  ceremonies. 

The  resolutions  were  read  the  first  time,  and,  no  objec- 
tion being  made  thereto^  they  were  read  a  second  time. 

itr.  CLAY  then  said  that  it  would  seem  proper,  and 
the  Senater  would  probably  expect,  that  he  should  say  a 
Vol-  V1U.-^24 


few  words  in  relation  to  this  subject.  The  situation  in 
which  he  found  himself  placed  in  relation  to  this  subject, 
was  not  one  of  his  own  seeking,  and  was  one  which  he 
was  not  desirous  to  occupy.  Yet  he  did  not  feel  at  lib- 
erty, when  he  found  his  name  placed  on  tl^e  committee* 
to  decline  the  service  assigned  to  him.  The  fact  would 
be  recollected  by  the  Senate,  that  there  were  otlier  Sena- 
tors who  had  been  placed  on  the  committee  and  declined 
serving,  amongst  them  an  honorable  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia, who  had  been  placed  at  the  head  of  Uie  committee. 
Their  resignation  had  lef^  him  [Mr.  C]  in  his  present 
position.  He  went  on  to  say,  that,  as  far  back  as  the 
year  1799,  there  had  been  an  application  from  Congress, 
made  in  the  most  deliberate  and  solemn  manner,  to  the 
widow  of  General  Washington,  requesting  permission  to 
dispose  of  the  remains  of  her  revered  hu^and  in  a  public 
manner.  She  returned  an  ansfver  giving  consent  that 
they  should  be  disposed  of  as  Congress  might  think  pro- 
per. So  the  subject  was  lel^  and  has  so  remained  until 
this  day.  Unsuccessfid  efforts,  it  is  true,  had  since 
been  made,  chiefly,  if  not  alto^ther,  in  the  other  House, 
to  can-y  into  effect  the  resolution  of  1799;  and  it  was  his 
opinion  that  the  unredeemed  pledge  of  Congress  should  be 
fulfilled;  and  no  time  could  ever  occur,  at  least  during  the 
present  generation,  more  proper  tlian  the  present  to  re- 
deem that  pledge.  The  eonunittee,  said  Mr.  C;  do  not 
and  cannot  doubt  that  the  family  of  General  Washington 
at  Mount  Vernon  will  be  willing  to  yield  their  consent  to 
the  obj  ect  of  the  resolution.  He  would  beg  leave  to  state, 
in  addition,  that  tliose  who  were  entrusted  witli  the  erec- 
tion of  the  ciqiitol  had  already  provided  a  vault,  under  the 
centre  of  the  rotundo,  for  this  express  purposes;  not  by  au- 
thority, he  believe^,  but  upon  their  own  suj;gestion  and 
sense  of  propriety;  and,  if  there  was  no  objection  in  tlits  or 
the  other  House,  the  committee  would  proceed  to  make,  so 
far  as  devolved  on  them,  the  arrangements  for  the  cere- 
mony. These,  Mr.  C.  said,  were  all  the  remarks  that  the 
occasion  seemed  to  require  from  him,  and  he  would  con- 
clude witi)  expressing  the  hope  that  the  Senate  would  adopt 
the  resolution. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said  he  sliould  be  compelled,  by  a  sense 
of  duty,  and  sacred  respect  for  the  memory  of  the  illustri- 
ous man  who  was  tlie  subject  of  the  resolution,  to  oppose 
its  adoption.  If  tliere  was  any  one  subject  in  the  world 
over  which  the  wishes  of  the  deceased  should  regulate 
tlie  actions  of  the  living,  it  was  that  which  related  to  the 
disposition  of  tlieir  own  remains.  He  had  before  him  an 
expression  of  tlie  last  wishes  of  General  Washington  on 
the  subject;  and,  notwithstanding  what  had  been  done  by 
Congress,  those  wishes  were,  with  liim,  sacred.  [Here 
Mr.  F.  read  the  clause  in  the  will  of  General  Wash- 
ington, in  which  he  gives  directions  respecting  the  pkce 
and  manner  of  his  interment]  The  will  directed  that, 
as  the  old  vault  was  out  of  repair,  a  new  one  ^ould  be 
built,  in  which  hia  remains,  with  those  of  his  deceased 
reUtivcs,  then  in  the  old  vault,  should  be  deposited; 
and  gave  it  as  his  express  desire,  that  his  body  might 
be  interred  without  pomp  or  parade  of  any  kind,  and  that 
no  funeral  oration  should  be  pronounced  over  it. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said,  if  he  made  the  same  interpreU- 
tion  of  the  clause  of  the  will  of  General  Washington,  just 
read  by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  [Mr.  Foastth,]  as 
was  given  to  it  by  that  gentleman,  he  might  concur 
with  him  in  the  conclusion  that  the  wishes  of  the  illus- 
trious deceased  were  adverse  to  the  proceedings  con- 
templated  by  the  resolution;  but  he  did  not  see  that  any 
such  inference  could  be  drawn  from  the  clause  quoted;  it 
was  but  a  common  case  to  find  such  directions  in  the  wilb 
of  distinguished  persons  for  the  disposition  of  their  re* 
mains.  If  the  will  contained  a  provision  that  the  remains 
should  continue  in  the  vault  at  Mount  Vernon,  the  case 
would  be  altered;  but,  as  the  clause  quoted  only  expressed 
the  desire  that  the  funeral  should  be  without  pomp  or  pa* 
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rade,  he,  [Mr.  W.]  did  not  view  the  subject  in  the  lig^ht 
presented  by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia.  On  the  general 
question,  as  to  the  propriety  of  a  removal  of  the  body,  every 
one  had  some  opinion,  not  Ukely  to  be  disturbed  by  that 
of  others.  Since,  however,  said  Mr.  W.,  t}ie  subject  has 
been  brought  before  us,  and  we  are  called  upon  to  de- 
cide upon  carrying  into  eflTect  the  resolution  of  1799,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  this  was  the  most  proper  time  to  re- 
deem the  pledge  then  given.  It  is  a  century  since  the 
birth  of  General  Washington,  and  we  shall  have  no  op- 
portunity so  appropriate  as  the  present,  of  gpving  a  de- 
gfree  of  imposing  solemnity  to  the  proceeding^.  There  was 
something  also  appropriate  in  this  case,  in  executing  the 
designs  oi  the  old  Congress  in  the  mode  proposed,  with- 
out form  or  parade,  and  in  accordance  with  tne  wishes  of 
the  deceajlea,  which  met  with  his  heaKy  concurrence. 
The  religious  services,  also  proposed,  appeared  peculiarly 
suited  to  the  solemnity  of  the  occa«on. 

Mr.  CLAY  caUed  for  the  reading  of  the  letter  of  the 
late  Mrs.  Washington  to  Congress,  which,  he  said, 
would  obviate  the  objections  of  the  gentleman  from  Geor- 
gia; and  the  SecretaiT  having  read  the  letter, 

Mr.  8PR  AGUE  said  be  was  of  opinion  that  the  objection 
which  had  been  urged  against  the  removal  of  the  remains 
of  Cieneral  Washin^n,  by  the  gentleman  from  Geoi*gia, 
was  entitled  to  consideration.  The  feelings  of  the  relatives 
should  undoubtedly  be  consulted,  and  the  claims  of  Virginia 
to  the  relics  of  her  brighest  ornament  were  also  worthy 
of  respect;  but  it  should  be  remembered  that  he  whose 
remains  were  now  requested  by  Congress,  was  his  coun- 
try's benefactor;  and  the  question  should  be  considered  in 
this  light  The  Senate  »iould  consider  what  would  be 
most  for  the  honor  pf  the  country  and  for  their  own  ho- 
nor. It  was  not  so  much  to  honor  the  dead,  as  it  was  to 
show  the  gratitude  of  the  living,  that  the  present  ceremo- 
ny was  proposed.  Sir,  said  Mr.  S.,  I  never  heard  of  the 
construction  which  the  gentleman  has  g^ven  to  the  last 
will  of  General  Wariiington  at  the  time.  The  opinion  then 
was  that  {the  construction  of  General  Washington's  wish, 
should  extend  only  to  what  properly  belonged  to  the  fu- 
neral ceremony,  and  not  to  the  honor  that  the  country 
mig^t  aflerwards  deem  proper  to  show  his  memory. 

Mr.  TAZEWEIX  decidedly  opposed  the  adoption  of 
the  resolution.  He  began  by  expressing  his  regret 
that  the  subject  should  have  been  brought  before  the  Se- 
nate in  the  form  in  which  it  was  then  presented.  It  was 
very  obvious,  he  said,  that  whatsoever  opinions  were  form- 
ed on  that  occasion,  would  be  the  result  of  feeling  rather 
than  of  judgment;  and  he  reg^tted  that  such  a  body  as 
that  should  be  called  upoii  to  act  under  such  circumstances. 
He  would,  however,  endeavor  to  express  his  opinions 
without  reference  to  any  of  those  motives  which  the  sub- 
ject would  naturally  call  into  existence.  He  concurred 
entireljr  with  the  gentleman  firom  Georgia,  [Mr.  For- 
BTTH,]  in  the  opinion  that,  if  there  was  one  subject  as  to 
which  posterity  was  bound  to  respect  the  wishes  of  the 
dead,  there  was  none  more  sacred  than  tiiat  of  the  dispo- 
sition of  their  mortal  remains.  The  inquiry  then  became 
one  of  mere  &et,  with  regard  to  tiie  proper  construction 
to  be  given  to  the  will  of  the  g^eat  man  who  was  the  sub- 
ject of  the  resolution.  The  language  (]juoted  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Georgia  was  plain  and  distmct,  and  admitted 
but  of  a  literal  construction.  Shall  we  then,  said  he,  per- 
plex ourselves  in  endeavoring  to  find  out  a  meaning  not 
plainly  expressed?  No,  sir!  Let  us  endeavor  to  assume, 
so  far  as  is  possit>le,  the  purity  and  simplicity  that  constituted 
one  of  the  most  interesting  traits  in  the  character  of  the 
fiither  of  his  country.  The  Senator  flrom  Maine  tells  us 
that  this  great  man  never  meant  to  prohibit  his  country 
from  doing  honor  to  his  memory.  Sir,  he  judges  of  him 
as  he  would  of  ordinary  men.  Washington  never  did  any 
act  without  weighing  all  its  consequences.  He  knew  he 
was  about  to  die,  and  he  had  the  best  rensons  to  know  the 


sentiments  of  his  countrymen  in  relation  to  his  obse(|uies 
that  must  soon  be  performed.     What  then  were  hisdu'ec- 
tions }  '<  The  old  vault  which  contains  the  bones  of  my  near 
and  dear  relatives  is  no  longer  fit  for  the  purpose.    It  is  my 
will  that  a  new  one  be  erected;  and,  when  it  is  erected,  it  is 
my  will  not  only  that  my  remains,  butthoseof  my  deceased 
relatives,  in  the  old  vault,  shall  be  theredeposited^  that,  as 
we  have  lived  happily  together  in  this  life,  we  may  remsin 
together  in  the  tomb;  and  from  whence  my  spirit  may 
ascend  to  that  heaven  where  t  hope  theira  have  preceded 
me."    Can  any  man  doubt  that  this  was  the  proper  con- 
struction of  the  clause  quoted  by  the  gentleman  fr(»& 
Georgia'    We  have  been  told  of  the  pledge  given  by 
Congress,  which  we  are  now  called  upon  to  redeem.  Sir, 
there  are  many  pledges  that  we  are  equally  called  upon 
to  redeem.     The  old  Congress  decreed  that  an  equestrian 
statue  should  be  placed  in  thecapitol;  and  when,  in  1801, 
the  resolution  was  called  up.  Congress  refused  to  redeem 
that  pledge,  and  for  this  reason — the  memory  of  Washing- 
ton occupied  a  space  not  only  in  this  country,  but  in  the 
world,  which  pould  not  be  perpetuated  by  the  tricks  that 
belonged  only  to  objects  of  dLrthly  pride.     In  the  days  of 
barbarism  and  ignorance,  when  it  was  not  possible  to  com- 
municate instruction  to  the  heart  of  roan,  except  through 
hjs  eye,  statues  were  erected  to  perpetuate  the  memory 
of  those  who  were  supposed  to  nave  been  eminent  for 
their  virtues  or  their  achievements;  but,  ance  the  inven- 
tion of  the  ar{  of  printing  has  enabled  us  to  carry  to^ 
tant  generations  the  lesson  taught  by  the  life  of  Washing- 
ton, no  statues  are  necessary  to  commemorate^  the  virtues 
that  are  recorded  on  more  imperishable  materials.    Why, 
then,  reduce  him  to  the  level  of  ordinary  men,  by  awiid- 
ing  to  him  those  honon  which  have  been  bestowed  alike 
on  the  worthy  and  unworthy }    This  was  the  reason  which 
induced  the  Congress  of  1801  to   refuse  to  redeem  the 
pledge  given  when  the  equestrian  statue  was  decreed. 
What  is  next  to  be  considered }    Wasbing^n  died  on  the 
21st  December,  1799,  and  in  a  very  few  days  the  resolu- 
tion was  introduced  and  adopted — that  resolution  which 
speaks  of  removing  his  remains  from  the  tomb  at  Mount 
Vernon,  and  depositing  them  in  the  ca^pitol  of  tlie  United 
States.     Need  I  suggest  to  the  Senate  that  it  was  impo»- 
«ble,  in  the  nature  c^  things,  for  the  Congi'ess  who  passed 
that  resolution  to  be  informed  of  the  request  contained  in 
the  will  which  had  just  been  read.     Those  who  adopted 
the  resolution,  were  even  then  aware  of  the  impossibility  of 
carrying  it  into  effect  without  the  consent  of  Mrs.  Wash- 
ington; and  acting  under  the  fervor  of  excited  feelings, 
they  did  that  which  I  hope  never  will  agun  be  done  by  a 
Congress  of  the  United  States,  made  this  application  to 
the  afflicted  widow,  whose  husband  had  died  but  the  day 
before.     He  wished  that  this  application  had  never  been 
made.     The  answer  of  Mrs.  Washington  did  her  great 
honor;  but  it  was  not  likely  that  she  was  then  acquainted 
with  the  wishes  of  her  husband;  for  tlie  application  was  made 
in  so  short  a  time  after  his  decease,  that  it  was  not  likely 
that  such  a  widow  would  have  been  prying  into  his  will  to 
become  acquainted  with  its  contents. 

After  some  fiirther  remarks,  Mr.  T.  aud  that,  many 
yeare  after  this  application  of  Congress,  an  application  of 
the  same  nature  had  been  made  by  the  State  of  Virginia  to 
the  late  Judge  Washington,  then  the  proprietor  of  Mount 
Vernon;  and  what  was  his  answer?  "It  was  impossible 
for  him  to  consent  to  the  removal,  unless  the  remains  of 
one  of  those  dear  relations  accompanied  the  body !"  Is  i^ 
possible,  said  Mr.  T.,  that  the  committee  could  have  known 
of  this?  Are  the  remains  of  the  husband  to  be  removed 
from  the  side  of  his  wife?  In  their  lives  they  lived  happily 
together,  and  I  never  will  consent  to  divide  them  in  death. 
But  let  us,  said  Mr.  T.,  look  at  this  matter  as  statesmen, 
and  see  if  it  will  be  wise  and  prudent  to  carry  into  effect 
the  plan  recommended  b^  the  committee.  As  a  matter  of 
feeling,  I  will  not  adopt  it;  and  as  a  matter  of  propriety. 


373 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


374 


FsB.  13,  1832.] 


Cmtenmal  CammemonUian. 


[SXITATX. 


you  lU  know  the  wishes  on  the  subject  of  the  great  man 
whose  memory  you  think  to  honor  by  vain  and  empty  pa- 
nbde.  There  was  another  view  of  the  subject.  Eveiy 
tgt  and  clime  produced  ^reat  men^  and  the  last  great  man, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  age,  is  the  greatest.  Sir,  ten  years 
viU  hardly  pass  by,  and  you  will  find  tliat  some  great  man 
is  also  worthy  of  a  tomb  in  your  splendid  dome«  a  few 
years  more  and  another  great  man  will  be  deemed  worthy 
of  a  place  by  his  side.  Will  you  make  the  odious  distinc- 
tioD  between  the  elder  AdMns,  Thomas  Jefferson,  and 
James  Monroe,  and  decree  to  one  a  national  tomb,  passing 
by  the  others^  Once  commence,  and  you  will  continue  to 
fill  the  capitol  with  all  the  cemeteries  it  is  capable  of  hold- 
ing, until  the  bones  of  Washinsfton  will  moulder  by  the 
side  of  some — I  hope  not  worthless  President.  Once  com- 
mence this  Romish  rite,  and  you  will  canonize  as  many 
patriots  as  there  are  saints  in  the  Romish  calendar,  and 
associate  Washington  with  any  patriot  whom  party  may 
blindly  elevate.  No  good  could  ever  come  by  disturbing 
the  remains  of  the  dead.  Washington  reposed  peacefully 
b^  the  side  of  his  relatives,  in  the  family  sepulchre,  and 
his  monument  would  endure  to  the  last  posterity  in  the 
history  of  his  country.  Mr.  T.  said  he  felt  more  than 
ordinazy  on  this  occasion.  Virginia  was  the  countiv  where 
Washington  was  bom — Virginia  was  his  living  place  and 
his  burial  plaee.  Think  you,  said  he,  that  she  will  con- 
sent to  the  violation  of  the  tomb  of  lier  dearest  child  .^ 
What  ri|^t  have  you,  if  you  will  not  imitate  the  simplicity 
and  punty  of  Washington,  to  rob  us  of  his  mortal  remains^ 
Will  the  proprietor  of  Mount  Vernon,  think  you,  consent 
to  outrage  the  feeliogs  of  a  whole  Stated  Rely  upon  it, 
he  will  not.  Whether,  said  Mr.  T.,  we  regard  the  pro- 
ceeding^ as  a  matter  of  feeling;  whether  we  regard  it  as  a 
matter  of  propriety;  and  whether  we  regard  it  as  a  matter 
of  delicacy,  we  ought  not  to  consent  to  adopt  it.  Mr.  T. 
concluded  by  saying  that  he  estimated  highly  the  feelings 
of  those  gentlemen  who  were  in  favor  of. the  resolution; 
bat,  with  the  opinions  he  entertained,  he  could  not  concur 
with  them  in  voting  for  its  adoption. 

Mr.  TYLER  rose  simply  to  announce  his  entire  concur- 
rence with  the  sentiments  expressed  by  his  honorable  col- 
league. He  saw  no  good  likely  to  grow  out  of  the  measure 
under  consideration.     He  saw  no  great  and  paramount 
obligation  on  Congress  to  carry  the  resolution  of  1799  into 
efiect«  and  he  could  not  believe  that,  by  the  adoption  of 
the  resolution,  they  could  elevate  higher  the  fame  uf  the 
great  man  who  was  alike  the  object  of  veneration  to  all. 
He  did  not  believe  it  was  necessary,  in  order  to  testify 
their  respect  for  his  memory,  or  gratitude  fur  the  services 
he  bad  rendered  his  coimtry.     Why  then  this  procedure? 
Think  you  lie  will  rest  more  securely  under  the  dome  of 
the  capitol,  than  in  the  &mily  vault  at  Mount  Vembn? 
L<et  the -great  dead  sleep  the  sleep  of  death  in  his  own 
country.     L«t  him  continue  to  repose  by  the  side  of  his 
nearest  and  dearest  relatives.     Bear  not  his  bones  from 
the  tomb  to  be  exhibited  as  a  spectacle  to  a  ^pinr  crowd, 
and  realize  the  very  consequences  anticipatea  by  my 
colleague.    Mr.  T.  said  he  would  not  trespass  further  on 
the  attention  of  the  Senate.      His  only  object  was  to 
express  his  entire  concurrence  with  the  opinion  of  his 
colleague,  and  his  determination  to  tote  against  the  re- 
solution. 

Mr.  BIBB  said,  if  his  feelings  were  not  counteracted 
b^  higher  considerations,  he  should  be  content  to  give  a 
iilent  vote  on  the  resolution;  but  on  that  occasion  he  only 
laked  of  his  countrymen,  as  lovers  of  the  illustrious  sub- 
ject of  the  present  discussion,  to  hear  the  motives  which 
inclined  him  not  only  to  adopt  but  to  be  anxious  for  the 
adoption  of  the  resolution.  He  should  not  reason  on  this 
esse  as  reasoning  upon  the  life  and  character  of  an  ordi- 
nsry  man.  It  was  because  Washington  was  the  most  ex- 
traordinary of  all  extraordinary  men,  that  he  advocated 
the  course  of  proceeding  recommended  by  the  committee. 


Mr.  B.  here  read  &e  clause  of  General  Washington's 
will,  cited  by  Mr.  Fobstth,  and  the  letter  of  Mrs.  Wash- 
ington to  the  old  Congress,  and  proceeded  to  show  from 
tliese  documents  that  the  views  taken -by  the  opponents 
of  the  resolution  were  not  warranted  by  them.  General 
W.  could  not,  at  the  time  of  making  his  will,  have  antici- 
pated the  intentions  of  Congress;  and  Mrs.  Washinj^on, 
who  best  knew  his  feeling  and  opinions  on  all  subjects^ 
saw  no  objection  to  granting  the  request  made  hy  the  old 
Congress.  They  ran  no  hazard,  then,  of  tramplmg  upon 
any  feelings  of  delicacy,  by  redeeming  the  solemn  pledge 
of  Congress.  He  begged  leave  to  explain  what  he  under- 
stood M'M  intended  to  be  produced  by  the  resolution.  He 
would  not  say  the  measure  contemplated  was  intended  to 
advance  the  fame  of  General  Washington,  either  in  a  mi- 
litary or  civil  point  of  view;  but  tliere  was  something 
more  important  intended,  and  this  was  a  nation's  gratitude-«- 
the  gratitude  of  a  republic*— to  save  which,  he  was  mainly 
instrumental.  Nay,  more;  there  was  yet  a  lugher  consi- 
deration, and  this  was  to  exhibit  to  the  world  the  bright 
example  of  Washington's  life,  whidi  had  been  assigned  to 
history's  brightest  pages,  &c.  Was  there  not  something 
due  to  public  feeling  on  this  occasion?  Would  no  benefits 
result  from  carrying  back  these  feelings  to  the  interesting 
time  which  made  us  a  nation?  It  was  not  for  the  sake  of 
the  illustrious  dead,  but  for  the  sake  of  the  living,  that  he 
was  anxious  for  the  adoption  of  the  resolution;,  it  was  for 
the  purpose  of  dispbymg  in  fiUl  relief  the  virtues  of  the 
great  benefiustor  of  his  country,  tliat  made  him  anxiouriv 
wish  for  the  ceremonies  to  be  performed.  Mr.  B.  defend- 
ed the  former  Congress  from  the  charge  of  ha^-ingacted 
inconsiderately  in  making  the  application  to  the  afflicted 
widow.  For  himself,  he  was  satisfied  that,  although  the 
application  was  made  under  the  impulse  of  feelings  it  was 
not  made  without  consideration.  The  widow  was  in  a 
state  of  deep  affliction;  but  yet  was  there  no  consolation, 
was  there  nothing  left  her  but  despair?  Was  there  no 
power  to  intermingle  with  the  heart^rendinr  throbs  that 
agitatedher  bosom  some  little  spice  of  consolationi  And 
what  consolation,  he  asked,  was  better  than  this  evidence 
of  the  sjrmpathy  and  respect  of  a  whole  nation.  So  far 
from  there  being  any  indelicacy  in  the  act,  it  was  one  most 
calcuhited  to  attest  the  extent  of  a  nation's  sorrow  and  a 
nation's  gratitude. 

The  committee  spoke  not  of  separating  the  remains  of 
the  husband  from  those  of  the  wife.  Not  a  member  of 
them  even  dreamed  of  at*-^here  was  not  one  of  them  so 
dead  to  the  inward  feelings  of  the  heart  as  not  to  respect 
the  sacredness  of  the  union.  AfVer  some  further  argu- 
ments in  favor  of  tbe  resolution  from  Mr.  B.,  at  considera- 
ble length, 

Mr.  HOLMES  observed,  tiiat  when  Alexander  the 
Great  demanded  of  the  Scythians  when  they  would  giye 
him  battle,  their  reply  was,  "  when  you  come  to  the  graves 
of  our  fathers."  The  sentiment  was  a  noble  one.  All 
nations  had  cherished  the  highest  reverence  for  the  tombs 
of  the  dead.  Ought  we  not,  then,  SMd  Mr.  H.,  to  pay  the 
highest  possible  respect  to  the  memory  of  him  whom  we 
emphatically  called  the  fiither  of  his  country?  Mr.  H. 
thought  he  saw,  in  this  discussion,  a  noble  struggle  be- 
tween the  State  of  Virginia  and  the  United  States.  The 
spectacle  was  a  noble  one,  and  one  worthy  j)f  the  Ameri- 
can people;  each  striving  for  the  remains  of  that  man  who 
was  « first  in  war,  first  in  peace,  and  first  in  the  hearts  of 
bis  countrymen."  There  was  one  sentiment  which  had 
rather  created  a  shock  to  his  feelings.  It  was  that  the 
consent  of  the  widow  to  the  removal  uf  the  remains  of  her 
husband  had  been  obtained  at  a  time  when  she  was  not 
perfectly  herself.  He  was  inclined  to  think,  that  if  her 
feelings  had  been  the  sole  influence  of  her  conduct,  a 
result  would  have  been  produced  adverse  to  the  applica- 
tion. Su>,  we  all  know  how  poweifol  is  the  feeling  under 
such  circumstances;  how  we  long  to  cast  one  last  look,  ere 
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we  consi^  the  remains  of  those  we  love  to  the  silent  tomb. 
It  was  at  such  a  moment  that  the  consent  of  the  widow  was 
asked ;  and  we  have  every  reason  to  believe  that  she  was  con- 
vinced of  its  propriety  when  she  granted  the  request  Mr. 
H.  reg^ttedthe  opposition  of  the  Senators  from  Virginia. 
He  hoped  they  would  yield,  and  admit  the  claim  of  the 
Unttea  States  to  be  stronger  than  theirs.  He  would  not 
speak  of  the  great  moral  effect  to  be  produced  by  the 
adoption  of  the  plan  recommended  by  the  committee. 
We  will  remember  and  strive  to  imitate  his  virtues,  by 
having  him  placed  before  us.  When  we  look  on  his  re- 
mains, we  shall  reflect  on  his  admonitions,  and  be  called 
back  to  our  duty  when  we  are  wandering  from  the  paths 
of  his  precepts. 

Ikti*.  FORSYTH  said  that  the  vote  he  should  give  had 
no  relation  to  the  character  of  the  deceased;  that  charac- 
ter was  beyond  the  reach  of  any  action  of  Congress.  On 
the  general  question  of  erecting  monuments  to  the  me- 
mory of  the  departed  great,  he  had  one  observation  to 
make.  They  were  marks,  not  of  national  gratitude,  but 
of  pride:  the  grief  has  passed  away,  and  there  remains 
but  the  ostentation  of  it.  We  have  a  right  to  be  proud  of 
our  Washington;  and,  when  foreigners  inquire  of  us, 
where  is  his  monument?— our  answer  is,  in  our  hearts. 
Sir,  my  feelings  on  this  subject  are  the  result  of  deep,  all- 
pervading,  overwhelming  gratitude  to  the  great  bene- 
factor of  our  country;  bis  wishes  are  mv  law:  I  find  them 
here  recorde!d,  and  I  can  act  no  otherwise  than  in  accord- 
ance with  them.  Honorable  Senators,  however,  seemed 
to  think  that  those  wishes  were  not  (airiy  expressed,  and, 
if  the  deceased  had  been  aware  of  the  intentions  of  Con- 
gress, his  directions  would  have  been  different.  Sir,  the 
language  is  as  plain  as  it  can  be  made:  the  wish  was 
clearly  expressed,  and  all  its  consequences  must  have 
been  m  the  mind  of  the  illusti*iou^  dead  at  the  time.  It 
has  been  well  said  that  Washington  was  an  extraordinair 
man.  He  thought  not,  he  feh  not,  he  acted  not,  as  ordi- 
nary men;  and  were  be  asked  if  this  wish  was  in  accord- 
ance with  the  whole  tenor  of  his  life,  he  would  say  it  was 
in  perfect  keeping  with  it.  Sir^  he  was  an  extraordinary 
man,  and  the  brightest  trait  in  his  cliaracter  was  its  sim- 
plicity. Though  often  placed,  by  circumstances,  in  oc- 
CjBLsions  of  ostentation,  he  always  shrunk  from  them,  and 
his  greatest  desire  was  to  return  to  the  quiet  of  private 
life.  His  last  act  was  perfectly  consistent  with'  every 
previous  act  of  his  life;  be  looked  not  on  this  world, 
but  to  the  one  in  which  he  was  about  to,  enter.  Gentle- 
men speak  of  his  thoughts,  of  what  his  directions  might 
have  been  had  he  anticipated  the  intentions  of  Congress. 
Sir,  his  last  directions  were:  Make  no  ostentatious  cele- 
bration of  my  obsequies:  suffer  no  funeral  orations  to  be 
pronounced  over  my  tomb.  Do  not  these  directions,  Uien, 
go  to  say:  suffer— no,  I  will  not  say  violation—-but suffer 
no  disturbance  of  tiie  tomb  where  my  body  takes  its  last 
rest. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  that  it  was  unfortunate  that  the 
subject  should  be  discussed,  but  it  could  not  be  avoided. 
He  hoped  gentlemen  wotild  consent  to  postpone  the  fur- 
ther consideration  until  to-morrow,  that  time  might  be 
gfiven  to  the  members  for  reflection. 

Mr.  CLAY  said,  the  relation  in  which  he  stood  to  the 
committee,  called  upon  him  to  say  a  few  words]  by  way 
of  explanation,  and  they  should  be  but  few.  He  had 
sympathized  with  tiie  feelings  testified  by  the  Senator 
from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Tazewell.]  He  had  respected  the 
warmth  and  the  eloquence  with  which  that  gentleman  bad 
expressed  those  feelings.  He  did  not  wish,  any  more 
than  that  gentieman,  to  separate  in  death  those  who  had, 
during  life,  enjoyed  undivided  happiness;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  be  considered  that,  on  so  delicate  a  sttbject, 
the  family  of  the  deceased  were  much  better  qualified  to 
decide  than  himself,  or  even  tiie  honorable  Senator  from 
Virginia.     When  the  application  was  made  to  Judge 


Washington  for  the  remains  of  his  illustrious  relative,  no 
objection  of  the  kind,  so  eloquentiy  and  feelingly  set  fbrth 
by  the  Senator  from  Virginia,  had  been  made  by  lum. 
Mr.  C.  went  on  to  observe  that  he  fully  concurred  in 
the  sentiments  which  had  been  so  feelingly  and  so  forcibly 
expressed  by  his  honorable  colleague;  and  he  would  state 
for  the  information  of  the  Senate,  that  the  draughtsmsn 
of  the  present  resolution  had  consulted  the  records  of  the 
transaction  of  1799,  in  order  that  it  might  be  so  worded, 
that,  while  national  gratitude  was  testified,  private  feeling 
should  be  respectedi     He  thought  that  if  the  desire  ex- 
isted to  remove  the  body  of  Mrs.  Washington  with  tlut 
of  her  husband,  that  the  presiding  officers  of  the  two 
Houses  could  take  the  measures  necessary  to  carry  such 
purpose  into  effect;  and  the  resolution  had  been  so  dnught- 
ed  as  to  leave  to  them  this  discretionary  power.    It  had 
been  argued  that  the  clause  of  General  Washington's  will, 
which  was  first  read  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  was 
written  by  the  illustrious  deceased,  with  the  express  inten* 
tion  of  preventing  any  such  public  homage  being  paid  to 
his  remains  as  was  now  contemplated.     Thb  reasoning 
appeared  to  him  [Mr.  C]  extremely  inconclusive;  indeed, 
it  was  contrary  to  all  we  know  of  the  severe  simplicity  of 
Washington's  character,  to  suppose  that  the  idea  ever  oc- 
curred to  him  that  the  people  of  the  United  States  would 
interest  themselves  about  the  disposal  of  bis  remains.  Mr. 
C.  said  that  one  of  the  principal  reasons,  or  at  least  a 
powerful  one,  which  would  influence  his  vote  upon  this 
question,  was  the  fact  that  the  vault  at  Mount  Vernon, 
from  its  situation,  within  <^e  liundred  yards  of  the  Poto- 
mac, was  nightly  exposed  to  be  enle  red  and  robbed  bjr 
any  three  persons  disposed  to  commit  the  crime.    It  had 
been  intimated  that  such  an  attempt  \^as  designed  to  be 
made  by  some  foreigners,  with  a  view  to  carry  the  remains 
to  Europe,  for  he  knew  not  what  purpose.     Who  could 
wish  the  bones  of  the  father  of  his  country  to  be  venerat- 
ed as  relics,  or  exposed  as  a  sliow*  in  foreign  climes?  Nof 
This  magnificent  capitol  was  their  proper  sepulchre.    If 
a  member  of  either  House  were  to  die,  a  public  funeral 
would  be  granted — a  marble  monument  would  be  erected 
over  his  grave;  andean  we,  dare  we,  said  Mr.  C,  refuse 
to  the  founder  of  this  republic  an  honor,  a  token  of  re- 
spect,  which  we  should  grant  to  one  of  our  own  body  ^  I 
should  be  ashamed  to  go  home  to  my  'constituents,  and 
give  them  such  an  account  of  my  stewardship  in  this  mat- 
ter.    The  Senate  had  been  told  that  the  State  of  Virginia 
had  prior  chums.     No  man  more  respected  the  claim  of 
that  State  than  himself,  when  he  was  well  assured  that 
they  were  the  claims  of  the  State  in  its  corporate  capacity. 
No  such  claim  had  been  made;  and  he  was  certain  that  if  it 
had  been,  Virginia  was  too  generous  not  to  withdraw  them 
in  behalf  of  the  common  country  of  the  whole  Union. 
The  Senator  from  Virginia  had  expressed  an  apprehen- 
sion that  other  Presidents  would  be  laid  by  the  side  of 
Washington — that  other  men  would,  by  our  successors, 
be  as  much  adored  as  we  now  adore  Washington,  and  no 
discriminations  would  be  made  between  him  and  them. 
Mr.  C.  did  not  anticipate  such  result,  althougli  he  knew 
too  well  that  the  ~  last  great  man  was  always  considered 
the  greatest;  and  the  disposition  of  the  people  was  to 
make  idols  of  their  favorites;  but  he  would  himself  dis- 
criminate betwen  Washington  and  any  man  who  had  lived, 
from  Adam  down;  and  he  was  willing  to  trust  to  his  succes- 
sors for  the  continuance  of  that  veneration  of  Washington*! 
character  which  would  fprever  place  him  incomparably 
higher  in  their  estimation  than  any  other  man  who  had 
as  yet  risen  among  them.     But  should  it  please  the  Al- 
miglity  to  bestow  upon  thb  country  the  blessing  of  another 
Washington,  he  could  not,  for  one,  wish  that  the  same 
honors  now  proposed  should  be  witiiheld  from  him.     Mr- 
C.  said  he  had  not  intended,  on  rising,  to  say  thus  much, 
and  he  would  conclude,  by  expressing  the  hope  tiiat  the 
Senators  from  Virginia  would  waive  their  objections  to 
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the  r«K>Iution,  and  that  its  adoption  might  meet  with  the 
general  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  question  being  put,  the  resolution  was  adopted  by 
I   the  following  vote:  ^ 

TEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Bibb,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dickerson, 

Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks,  Holmes, 

Johnston,  Kane,  Knight,  Moore,  Naudain,   Poindexter, 

.    Sprague,  Tipton,  'ahnlinson,iiVagganian,  Webster,  Wil- 

kiid.— 29.  ^ 

NATS. — Messrs.  Buckner,  Dallas,  Forsyth,  Grundy, 
Hayne,  Hill,  King,  Mang^m,  Marcy,  Miller,  Smith,  Taze- 
well, Troap,  Tyler,  White.— 15. 

TUZSDAT,  FsBaiTART  14. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  Mr.  Clat's 
resolution  respecting  the  tanflT. 

Mr.  TYLER  again  rose,  and,  in  a  speech  of  about  an 
hour  and  a  half,  concluded  his  argument  against  the  reso- 
lution, [as  given  above.]     He  was  followed  by 

Mr.  KNIGHT,  of  Rhode  Island,  who  addressed  the  Sen- 
ate as  follows: 

Mr.  President:  tt  is  not  my  intention  to  detain  the  Sen- 
ate long  on  a  subject  that  has  been  so  fuUv  investigated 
by  genius,  and  enforced  by  the  power  of  eloquence;  but 
only  to  state  a  few  facts  that  appear  not  to  be  rightly  un- 
derstood here. 

Sir,  I  am  no  painter^  I  draw  no  pictures  to  ravish  the 
eye;  neither  do  I  possess  the  gift  of  poetry  or  eloquence 
to  amuse  the  fancy,  enchant  the  ear,  or  beguile  the  under- 
standing; none  of  these  are  mine.  I  am,  sir,  an  unambi- 
tious cultivator  of  the  soil,  disposed  reasonably  and  ra- 
tionally to  encourage  and  promote  the  mechanic  arts  and 
manufactures,  and  to  aid  the  whole,4ndustry  and  happi- 
ness of  our  common  country;  more  than  this  is  not  my  in- 
tention. And  if  gentlemen  will  leave  the  elevated  renon 
of  £sncy,  and  come  down  and  dwell  in  the  sphere  of  us 
bumble  working  men,  I  will  endeavor  to  show  that  Earl 
Grey  is  not  the  only  distinguished  orator  that  sees  visions;* 
and  that  all  the  poverty  and  distress  so  feelingly  depicted 
by  Senators  on  this  floor,  is  not  to  be  attributed  to  the 
encouragement  of  the  industry  and  manufactures  of  our 
country- 
Sir,  when  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Ttle*] 
read  the  letter  from  his  friend  who  had  found  a  new  mar- 
ket for  his  corn  at  the  Tankec  factory,  I  tliought  tlie  Sena- 
tor himself,  in  spite  of  his  prejudices,  had  almost  become 
a  proselyte  to  the  true  faith;  and  that  he  would  arrive  at 
the  conclusion  that  it  was  better  to  pui'chase  our  neces- 
saries of  life,  and  «  notions"  of  our  neighbors,  and  pay  for 
them  in  the  productions  of  our  own  soil  and  industry,  than 
run  to  fk  foreign  store  and  pay  money  and  the  same  price. 
Although  he  seemed  for  a  wliile  to  fiilter,  yet  the  spectre 
tuifr,  urging  him  on,  still  haunted  his  imagination,  and  ap- 
peared more  terrible  to  his  fancy  than  the  witch  of  Endor 
to  the  peace  of  the  departed  spirit  of  Samuel. 

Although  his  friend  and  neighbor  had  discovered  tliat  n 
new  market  for  his  productions  had  been  created  by  the 
eacouragement  of  manufactures,  the  honorable  Senator 
did  not  so  understand  it.  He  seemed  to  consider  it  as  a 
mere  chimera  of  his  friend,  and  had  no  existefice  in  fact, 
or,  if  it  luui,  was  of  very  limited  extent,  and  too  "  contempt- 
ible" for  consideration.  However  small  or  "contempti- 
ble" it  may  appear  to  tliat  honorable  Senator,  the  grow- 
ers of  com  will  deem  it  otherwise.  Those  who  grow  com 
vill  turn  to  the  statisticsx)f  the  country,  and  there  see  that 

*Seyiniyear«  ap«,  &iirl  Orcy,  after  ■  hard  dav'a  studf,  ratting^  bit 
'jn  from  ih«  book,  was  «truck  with  the  riiiun  or  a  head,  He  looked 
aniasid  the  romn  for  the  chums  bat  iii  rain.  It  was  contid<'red  a  mt- re 
iiiuwa,  ari'ini;  rrom  a  diaurdervd  atair  of  the  ttamach.  brought  on  bjr 
a  loo  ledeiiurj  lUe.    It  to  >atd  that  sedentary  meii,  of  strung  power*  of 


ma^narioii,  are  oceai'tonally  subject  to  the  .lame  disease,  and 
ihrf  see  in  erefT*  evil  the  urlff. 


of 

think 


358,181  bushels  ofxom,  rooMly  sent  from  North  Carolina 
and  the  ports  of  the  Chesapeake  to  Rhode  Island  alone,  in 
one  year,  is  near  one-half  of  all  the  com  shipped  from  the 
whole  of  the -United  States  to  all  the  world  bendes,  in- 
cluding the  great  corn  markets  so  triumphantly  named  by 
that  Senator,  viz.  Great  Britain,  West  Indies,  and  South 
America.  And  I  assure  you,  sir,  that  Rhode  Island  re- 
ceives but  a  smi^  proportion  of  the  quantity  shipped  coast- 
wise, to  feed  manufSusturers  and  others  sustained  by  that 
branch  of  industry.  Sir,  the  com  growers  will  not  consi- 
der the  home  market  *' contemptible;"  they  will  not  be- 
lieve it  a  "  delu«on,"  when  they  feel  the  noun  substantive 
in  their  pockets.  No,  sir,  they  will  pronounce  the  *<  de- 
lusion" to  rest  elsewhere. 

Sir,  the  Senator  «id,  and  said  truly,  that  for  many  years 
(lour  and  com  had  been  shipped  to  the  East  from  the  grain- 
growing  States.  It  is  true  tnev  did  so;  and  what  became 
of  it?  Was  it  consumed  there  r  No,  sir,  tlie  greater  part 
was  by  them  carried  to  the  armies  of  Europe:  the  Eastern 
people  were  the  carriers^  and,  as  long  as  they  could  live 
by  that  trade,  they  continued  it:  that  bunness  having  fiiil- 
ed  by  the  peace  of  Europe,  they  were  compelled  to  turn 
their  attention  to  other  pursuits.  They  sought  out  new 
inventions.  Congress  pointed  the  way,  and  happily  for 
our  country,  our  whole  country,  they  commenced  manu- 
factures. Not  so  fortunate  for  the  individuals  who  em- 
barked in  it;  for,  like  aU  other  pioneers,  they  did  not  grow 
rich,  but,  at  much  cost  and  great  labor,  liave  cleared  many 
of  the  obstructions  that  obscured  the  path,  for  the  benefit 
of  those  who  will  succeed  them.  Sir,  it  is  the  opinion  of 
many  well  informed  men,  that  the  introduction  of  the  ma^* 
nufacture  of  cotton  in  the  United  States  has  not  only  be- 
nefited us  in  a  political  view,  by  making  us  independent 
of  other  nations  for  coarse  and  necessary  fabrics,  but  is  of 
great  benefit  to  the  grower  of  cotton;  that  it  has  greatly 
expanded  tlie  use  and  consumption  of  that  article;  and,  by 
creating  another  market,  and  increasing  the  number  of  pur- 
chasers, competition  has  increased,  and  facilities  been  given 
to  the  producer  in  the  sale  of  his  cotton.  It  is  a  fact,  ad- 
mitted by  every  body,  that  a  ready  and  prompt  sale  of  any 
article  depends  on  the  demand  for  it,  and  the  number  of 
purchasers  in  the  market.  If  you  wish  to  sell  your  farm 
or  plantation,  and  there  is  but  one  purchaser,  you  must 
sell  at  his  price  and  at  his  time;  but  if  there  are  three 
purchasers,  you  will  obtain  a  fair  price,  and  at  your  own 
time.  This  competition  of  purchasers  is  now  manifest  in 
the  cities  of  Charleston,  New  Orleans,  and  other  Southern 
markets,  In  regard  to  cotton.  Go  into  those  markets,  and 
you  there  meet  the  Englishman,  Frenchman,  and  Ameri- 
can, competing  with  each  other  in  the  purchase  of  cotton, 
expediting  the  sales,  and  adding  facilities  to  the  trade. 
Can  it  then  be  said  that  no  benefit  is  derived  to  the  grow- 
er of  cotton  by  manufacturing  it  in  this  country }  It  seems 
to  me  it  will  not  be  denied.    ' 

Sir,  our  market  is  now  open  to  Great  Britain  for  all  the 
finer  cotton  fabrics,  which  she  will  continue  to  supply  as 
she  always  has  done  not  only  cottons;  but,  every  thing  ma- 
nufactured by  her.  Notwithstanding  she  takes  all  the 
cotton  she  necdii,  we  stilt  have  to  pay  her  a  balance  in 
money.  Sir,  the  very  knives  on  our  desks,  stamped  with 
the  name  of  the  makers,  (Rogers  &  Son,)  and  inscribed  on 
the  blade,  "manufactured  for  the  Congi-ess  of  tlie  United 
States,"  cost  many  bales  of  cotton;  and  when  we  consider 
the  quantity  and  variety  of  articles  used  and  consumed  by 
us,  and  manufactured  by  her,  we  need  not  be  under  any 
fear  that  Great  Britain  cannot  ^y  for  the  cotton  she  pur- 
chases, unless  we  take  coarse  cottons  manufactured  bv  her 
also.  No,  sir,  she  will  always  pay  as  long  as  you  will  sup- 
ply her  with  cotton.  The  premium  now  given  for  bills 
on  London  indicates  no  alarm  on  that  point. 

Sir,  if  all  the  taxes  that  dwell  in  the  imaginations  of  gen- 
tlemen, are  paid  by  the  American  people  in  reality,  1  will 
say  that,  instead  of  our  being  free  from  exactions,  we  are 
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most  cruellr  oppcessed.  Although  the  picture  presented 
by  honorable  gentiemen  is  truly  appalling,  yet,  if  they  are 
right  in  their  premises,  the  one  half  is  not  told.  Sir,  it 
has  been  asserted  here,  that  the  boimty  to  manufacturers 
of  cotton  goods  alone  is  nearly  nine  millions  of  dollars; 
yet  nobody  sees  it,  nobody  feels  it,  and  nobody  knows  it; 
and,  if  it  had  not  been  gravely  stated  on  the  floor  of  Con- 
gress, there  is  not  a  man  in  the  Union,  out  of  Congress, 
would  believe  it.  But,  having  been  asserted  here,  it  has 
become  necessary  to  notice  it. 

Sir,  with  all  the  rhetoric  and  arithmetic  of  honorable 
gentlemen,  they  will  be  much  troubled  to  make  a  plain 
man  understand  that,  when  he  purchases  a  yard  of  cotton 
cloth  for  seven  cents,  he  pays  a  tax  of  eight  cents  into  the 
treasury  of  the  Union,  or  a  like  sum,  in  the  form  of  bounty, 
to  the  manufacturer.  You  may  show  it  by  figures  and 
prove  it  by  argument;  but,  sir,  he  still  will  doubt,  and  will 
De  apt  to  believe  it  is  only  a  vision  of  those  that  assei't  it. 

It  is  said  two  hundred  thousand  bales  of  cotton 
were  manufactured  in  the  United  States  the  last  year;  and 
that  two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  will  be  manufactured 
the  present  year;  but  take  two  hundred  thousand  as  the 
basis  of  calculation.  Cotton  is  protected  by  a  duty  of  three 
cents  per  po^nd;  estimating  it  at  three  hundred  pounds 
per  bale,  the  protection  on  the  two  hundred  thousand  bales 
amounts  to  one  million  eight  hundred  thousand  dollars. 
Now,  sir,  if  tlie  reasoning  of  gentlemen  is  coiTect,  that 
every  thing  protected  by  the  tariff  is  a  tax  on  tfie  consu- 
mer, then  this  sum  of  one  million  eight  hundred  thousand 
dollars  should  be  set  down  as  taxes  paid  by  the  consumer, 
for  the  benefit  of  the  cotton  grower.  Will  gentlemen  ad- 
mit that  the  grower  of  cotton  receives  one  million  eight 
hundred  thousand  dollars  bounty  on  eyery  two  hundred 
bales  of  cotton  grown  by  them?  They  must  admit  it,  upon 
their  own  principle  of  reasoning.  It  will  not  do  to  say 
that  one  duty  set  down  in  the  tariff  is  a  tax  on  the  consu- 
mer, and  that  another,  under  like  circumstances,  in  the 
tame  tariff,  is  no  tax  at  all.-  Sir,  take  the  com,  flour,  hams, 
and  other  articles  carried  to  the  manufacturing  districts, 
and  consumed  there,  and,  estimating  the  protecting  du- 
ties as  a  tax  on  the  consumer,  it  will  amount  to  a  large 
sum,  and  these  should  all  be  taken  into  the  account  if  gen- 
tlemen are  right  in  their  argument.  It  does  seem  to  me 
there  is  g^eat  error  in  the  doctrine  advanced  here;  and 
the  mere  statemment  of  the  fact  shows  the  fallacy  of  the 
argument  so  strenuously  persisted  in,  and  urged  with  so 
much  eloquence.  - 

S  ir,  intending  to  pass  oyer  tliis  part  of  the  subj  ect  for  the 
present,  I  will  only  say  that  the  consmner  now  receives 
coarse  cottons,  such  as  are  now  made  in  this  country,  and 
such  as  we  are  prepared  to  make,  at  as  low  a  price  as  they 
can  be  imported  at,  free  of  duty,  taking  into  consideration 
the  quality  as  well  as  price,  and  estimating  a  fair  and  just 
profit  for  the  manufacturer,addingthe  freight,commission, 
and  charges  usually  paid  by  those  concerned  in  the  trade. 
But,  before  I  proceed  any  further,  I  will,  for  a  few  mo- 
ments, glance  at  the  navigating  interest  of  the  country, 
and  endeavor  to  ascertain  the  caitse  of  the  sale  of  the  last 
ship  in  foreign  trade  in  Charleston,  stated  by  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina. 

We  have  had  portrayed  a  lamentable  picture  of  the  con- 
dition of  the  commerce  and  navigation  of  one  of  the  prin- 
cipal cities  in  the  Southern  Slates.  Of  merchants  bank- 
rupt, others  driven  from  their  business  to  other  pursuits; 
navigation  destroyed;  ship  yards  depopulated;  and  a  ge- 
neral depression  of  the  whole  country;  and  all  this  is 
attributed  to  the  tariff.  Yes,  sir,  the  tariff  is  the  fell  de- 
stroyer that  stalks  over  the  land,  and  blights  the  fairest  por* 
tion  of  this  once  happy  countiy.  Are  these  things  so? 
Do  not  the  brilliant  and  vivid  imaginations  of  gentlemen 
overlook  the  true  cause  of  the  decline  of  the  navigating 
interest  in  that  section  of  country?  Can  it  not  be  traced 
to  other  catises  than  this  patient  and  abused  tariff?    Sir, 


turn  to  our  exports,  they'  have  increased;  to  oar  im- 
ports, they  have  not  diminished:  surely  the  tariff  cannot 
be  the  cause  why  our  own  navigation  has  not  bad  its  full 
4^are  of  the  business  of  our  country. 
"  Were  we  to  view  the  prosperity  and  the  accumulating 
wealth  of  the  cotton  planter  for  many  years,  could  we  not 
see  some  of  those  merchants,  lured  by  the  golden  promise 
from  their  precarious  an4  uncertain  navigation,  to  the 
more  sure  and  productive  employment  of  a  grower  of 
cotton?  Should  we  hot  find  some  of  them  voluntarily 
participating  in  the  goldenharvest  so  bountifully  showered 
on  that  portion  of  the  agriculture  of  our  country?  I  do 
not  know  the  fact,  but  gentlemen  who  do  know,  by  look- 
ing among  their  friends  and  acquaintance,  may  recog>nise 
some  who  were  formerly  merchants,  now  planters. 

Sir,  may  we  not  find  another  reason  for  the  decrease  of 
our  foreign  tonnage,  were  we  to  consider  that,  daring  the 
long  conflict  of  the  European  Powers,  we  were  the  car- 
riers not  only  of  our  own  productions,  but  much  of  theirs 
also;  and,  at  the  general  pacification,  when  all  Europe 
resumed  their  proportion  of  the  navigation,  was  it  not  a 
consequence  that  the  redundancy  of  tonnage  which  we 
then  possessed  should  be  lopped  off  and  reduced  to  a  fair 
proportion  with  the  other  nations  of  the  earth?  Sir,  it 
seems  to  me  that  here  we  discover  one  cause  for  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  tonnage  engaged  in  foreign  trade. 

Sir,  can  we  not  discover  another  cause  for  the  decline 
of  the  tonnagfe  of  Charleston,  in  the  fact  that  the  great  city 
of  New  York  presents  such  inducements  and  facilities  to 
commerce,  that  it  constantly  and  manifestly  taxes  all  the 
other  cities  on  the  Atlantic  to  its  prosperity?  And  is  not 
the  gain  of  that  city  a  partial  loss  to  Charleston? 

Sir,  there  is  another  cause  in  my  mind.  It  has  been  the 
policy  of  this  nation  to  permit  the  tonnage  of  other  na- 
tions ta  share  in  all  the  facilities  of  trade  given  to  our  own, 
inviting  competition  with  the  world  in  carrying  our  pro- 
ductions to  market;  and  such  has  been  the  effect  of  this 
competition  between  the  foreigner  and  the  American,  in 
the  reduction  of  freights,  that  no  person  can  compete  with 
the  foreign  tonnage  unless  he  sails  his  own  ship,  and  com- 
mands and  superintends,  in  person,  the  whole  concern. 
Sir,  tlie  tonnage  in  foreign  trade  is  gradually  chan^ng^ 
owners;  it  is  now  concentrating  into  the  liands  of  the  hardy 
sons  of^eptune,  who  mount  old  ocean's  wave,  and  do  not 
fatten  on  Tokay,  Burgundy,  or  Champagne.  These  arc 
becoming  the  ship  owners  now,  and  these  are  the  men 
who  manfully  contend  for  the  prize  with  foreign  tonnage, 
even  against  domestic  prejudice. 

None  other  can  successfully  compete  with  the  foreign  ton  - 
nag^  but  those  who  work  themselves,  and  practise  the  g^reat- 
est  economy  in  every  part  of  their  business.  Sir,  it  is  not 
possible  for  a  ^merchant,  sitting  in  his  counting  room,  to 
compete  with  the  foreign  tonnage  having  the  same  &cili- 
ties  that  he  has  in  every  part  of  the  business.  No,  sir, 
another  class  of  men  must  do  it,  if  it  is  done,  and  they  are 
now  on  the  full  tide  of  experiment,  and  I  hope  and  trust 
they  will  succeed. 

Sir,  may  we  not  find  another  cause  for  the  decline  of 
the  navigation  in  the  late  arrangement  in  regard  to  the 
West  India  trade  ?  For  the  purpose  of  showing  now  the  na- 
vigation of  the  country  has  been  affected  by  that^arrange- 
ment,  I  will  read  an  extract  of  a  letter,  received  a  few- 
days  past,  firom  one  of  the  most  experienced  and  intelll* 
gent  commercial  houses  in  the  country.  It  was  commu- 
nicated to  me  for  the  purpose  of  showing  the  price  of  salt: 
in  Turk's  Island  for  several  years  up  to  November  or  the 
first  of  December  last;  but  the  part  of  the  letter  I  shall 
read,  is  confined  to  the  operations  of  ti*ade,  more  than  the 
price  of  salt.     I  will  read  the  extract: 

"  The  last  voyage  was  undertaken  and  performed  undec 
the  recent  arrangement  made  by  Mr.  McLane  -with  the 
British  Government,  and  a  cargo  taken  on  board,  of  our* 
productions,  deemed  by  us  sufllcient  to  purchase  a  lull 
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cargo  of  salt  often  thousand  bushels;  we  were,  however, 
extremely  disappointed  at  the  result  of  the  voyage.  In- 
stead of  the  outward  carapo  bringing  four  or  five  hundred 
dollars  more  than  the  full  cargo  of  salt  would  cost,  it 
brought  only  enough  to  purchase  about  eight  thousand 
bushels.  Indeed,  ifwe  had  not  put  on  board  some  money 
oorselves,  and.the  captain  been  enabled  to  borrow  more  of 
spassen^r,  he  must  have  drawn  on  us  for  a  considerable 
|»art  of  his  cargo,  or  the  voyage  been  almost  entirely  broken 
op.  Tliis  dinstrous  state  of  .trade,  as  it  regards  the  sale 
of  our  own  productions,  as  we  are  informed,  grows  out 
of  peculiar  advantage  in  the  duties  which  the  British 
bottoms,  sailing  from  British  colonial  ports,  enjoy  over 
ours  trading  to  those  islands.  We  annex  a  statement 
of  .the  principal  items  of  our  cargo,  to  show  the  reason 
why  the  British  bottom  has  the  advantage  of  ours. 
We  shipped  com,  in  bags  of  two  bushels  each,  cost  #1  SS 
Duty  at  Turk's  Island,  20  cents  per  bushel. 


Sold  the  same  at 


Loss  per  bag, 

We  shipped  lumber,  which  cost  per  M. 
Duty  on  do.  at  T.  I.  -        -        - 


Loss  in  measure  5  per  cent,  (the  lumber  had 
been  surveyed  here,  and  all  proper  allowances 
made)  on  sale  $16,  -  .        .        .        . 


-  '   40 

1  95 
-   1  50 

45 

-  #13  25 

-  6  46 

19  71 


Sold  the  same  at 
Loss  per  M. 


We  shipped  flour,  which  cost  per  barrel 
Duty  on  do,  at  T.  I.    - 


Sold  the  same  at 
Loss  per  barrel. 


80 

20  51 
16  00 

4  51 

#6  25 
1  00 

7  25 
7  00 

25 

*'The  British  bottom,  taking  the  above  articles  from  Nova 
Scotia,  would  be  admitted,  as  we  understand,  duty  free, 
and,  possessing  the  same  advantages  as  our  own  bottoms 
in  our  own  ports  on  the  return  voyage,  would  ma^e  a 
saving  business,  while  ours  would  lose  money." 

Sir,  the  contest  between  tliis  Government  and  that  of 
Great  Britain  was  not  only  in  regard  to  the  consumption 
of  our  productions,  but  also  who  should  carry  them  to 
market.     The  British  West  Indian  consumed  as  much  of 
our  flour,  rice,  and  other  productions,  before  the  arrange- 
ment, as  he  does  now:  we  carried  them  to  the  other 
islands  of  the  West  Indies,  and  from  thence  they  were 
taken  to  the  English  islands  by  others;  we  had  as  good  a 
market  at  the  other  islands  as  we  now  have,  and  had  all 
the  profits  of  carrying  the  produce  to  market.     Not  so 
Qov — we  let  the  British  ships  carry  our  productions  to  the 
rxclnsion  of  our  own. 

Sir,  many  of  the  Senators  now  present,  who  were  here 
in  1830,  will  bear  witness  when  I  say  that,  when  the  bill 
luthorizing  the  President  to  issue  his  proclamation  on 
opening  the  ports  of  the  West  Indies  was  under  consider: 
ation,  I  stated  that  it  appeared  to  me  that  we  were 
eagerly  pursuing  that  which  was  not  worth  possessing, 
when  we  sliall  have  obtained  it;  that,  so  far  as  my  con- 
stituents were  concerned,  I  had  rather  every  thing  should 
remain  as  it  then  was,  than  to  change  it  for  any  thing  we 
should  get  fi-om  Great  Britain.  I  also  stated  that  the  Bri- 
tnh  istandi  received  all  our  productions  by  a  circuitous 


route,  and,  if  any  extra  cost  was  added,  it  was  not  paid 
by  US;  that  our  citizens  were  concerned  in  trading-houses 
at  the  other  islands,  to  whom  we  shipped  our  goods,  and 
they  sold  them,  and  had  the  profits  and  coromiaraon  for 
transacting  the  business;  that  such  was  the  atuation  of  the 
British  colomes,  that  British  ships  could  load  in  England, 
come  to  this  country,  here  take  a  cargo  for  the  West  In- 
dies, there  take  a  cargfo  of  sugar  or  other  productions, 
and  return  home;  making  three  freights  in  one  voyage. 
At  the  same  time,  our  trade  must,  from  the  nature  of 
things,  be  confined  to  the  direct  trade.  I  have  seen 
nothmg  since  to  alter  the  opinion  then  expressed,  and  the 
letter  just  read  goes  to  confirm  it. 

Sir,  if  we  have  not  largely  increased  the  consumption 
in  the  British  West  Indies  by  the  arrangement,  we  have 
been  great  losers  by  the  bargain.  Whether  the  West 
Indian  eats  more  now  than  he  did  before,  I  do  not  know. 
I  believe  they  were  never  in  the  habit  of  stinting  or  allow* 
ancing  themselves  in  that  particular.  I  believe  that  much 
of  their  food  was  obtainea  from  the  United  States  then  as 
well  as  now. 

Sir,  a  gentleman  of  my  acquaintance,  who  commands  his 
own  ship,  and  has,  for  a  number  of  years,  been  engaged  in 
carrying  cotton  from  Charleston  to  Great  Britain,  told  me  it 
was  a  very  hard  and  laborious  business — the  competition 
with  foreigners  was  as  much  as  he  could  stand,  before  tho 
late  arrangement;  and,  by  that  arrangement,  it  was  con- 
sidered facilities  were  given  to  the  British;  and  he  now 
doubted  whether  he  should  be  able  to  continue  in  the 
trade  much  longer.  Sir,  I  know  the  man — ^he  can  com- 
pete with  the  British,  if  any  man  can;  and  when  he  sur- 
renders, I  shall  consider  the  business  as  lost  to  us:  there 
is  a  larger  proportion  of  foreigners  entering  the  port  of 
Charleston  than  any  other.  In  1829,  the  American  ton- 
nage entered  there  amounted  to  27,696  tons,  and  foreign 
tonnage  to  24,473  tons.  The  proportion  of  foret^  ton- 
nage entering  the  port  of  Savannah  was  about  sixtv-six 
per  cent.,  and  other  poi-ts  where  cotton  is  shipped,  in- 
cluding those  of  the  Mississippi,  about  fif^y  per  cent., 
compared  witli  the  American.  Here,  sir,  we  can  see  one 
great  cause  of  the  destruction  of  the  navigation  of  South 
Carolina.  Sir,  the  owners  foresaw  the  consequences  that 
would  result  to  the  navlg^tln^  Interest  by  the  late  arrange- 
ment; they  knew  they  had  been  driven  from  the  Euro- 
pean trade  by  the  Europeans  themselves,  and  by  the  skill 
and  enterprise  of  those  who  navigate  their  own  ships,  and 
so  bravely  compete  with  the  world.  Sir,  the  ship  owner 
of  Charleston,  not  able  to  stand  this  competition,  had  no 
other  resource  but  to  sell  his  ship  and  become  a  grower 
of  cotton  or  a  shipper  of  goods,  to  be  carried  bv  others 
who  can  afford  freight  at  a  less  price  than  himself. 

Sir,  the  merchants  of  this  country  are  the  most  saga- 
cious men  of  tlie  nation;  they  discover  their  own  interest 
as  readily^  and  pursue  it  as  keenly,  as  any  other;  and 
when  they  know  a  particular  trade  is  unprofitable,  they 
abandon  it,  and  pursue  some  other — they  never  stand 
idle;  hence,  the  last  ship  in  foreign  trade  was  sold  under 
the  hammer  to  close  tlie  concern;  she  has  now  changed 
her  character,  and  is  seen  (enrolled  or  licensed)  bound 
coastwise,  spreading  her  sails  to  the  breeze,  laden  with 
cotton  of  her  native  soil,  not  only  untaxed,  but  protected 
by  the  American  system. 

No,  sir;  so  far  from  tlie  American  system  being  the 
cause  of  the  decline  of  the  navigation,  it  is  the  means  of 
sustaining  it{  it  is  the  nutriment  it  feeds  on;  the  very 
thing  that  supports  the  steady  increase,  and  unexampled 
coasting  and  inland  commerce  of  our  country — a  trade  of 
far  greater  value  to  this  nation  than  the  foreign.  It  is 
more  extensive  than  a  voyage  across  the  Atlantic:  com- 
mencing at  Eastport,  in  Maine,  continuing  along  the  whole 
coast,  indented  by  bays  and  navigable  nvers,  to  the  Gulf 
of  Mexico ;  thence,  up  the  Mississippi  and  all  its  tributa- 
ries, to  the  lakes;  thence,  extending  by  the  lakes,  rivers. 
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and  canals,  to  the  Atlantic,  terminating  at  the  great  com-  on  by  almost  every  Congress  since  the  adoption  of  the 


mercial  emporium, of  our  country;  employing  a  great 
amount  of  tonnage,  and  daily  increasing.  Sir,  this  trade 
is  truly  American  {  American  owners,  American  ships, 
and  American  seamen.  The  pecuniary  consideration  is 
not  the  only  benefit  arising  from  this  trade;  it  makes  the 
whole  people  iicquainted;  they  mingle  with  each  other; 
they  know  each  other;  it  wears  off  prejudice,  and  con- 
nects every  part  of  the  Union,  and  makes  us  one;  and, 
like  the  motto  on  the  star  spangled  banner,  emphatically 
proclaims— **  ^jj/urifttMuni/m." 

Sir,  the  coasting  vessels  are  constantly  employed  in 
carrying  sugar,  cotton,  rice,  and  molasses,  from  the  South, 
and  lumber,  grain,  flour,  tobacco,  and  coal,  from  the 
>lid(Ue  States,  to  the  North  and  East,  returning  with  cotton 
and  woollen  fabrics^  caps,  hats,  shoes,  and  other  wares,  the 
productions  of  the  citizens  of  our  own  country,  to  pay 
for  the  productions  of  the  South,  consumed  by  the  people 
of  the  North.  The  West,  too,  by  the  aid  of  their  canals 
and  of  the  noblest  rivers  in  the  world,  come  in  for  their 
share  in  the  exchange  of  productions.  Sir,  without  tliis 
trade,  our  ^at  navigating  interest  would  languish;  al- 
though it  might  not  totally  expire,  it  would  exhibit  a  sickly 
hue;  but,  by  the  fostering  care  of  the  American  system, 
the  navigation  has  increased,  and  will  continue  to  increase 
l^ith  the  extension  of  the  industry,  skill,  and  capital,  of 
the  country. 

To  illustrate  some  of  the  advantages  of  this  trade  to  the 
whole  country,  I  will  state  that  the  small  town  of  Provi- 
dence, in  the  State  from  whence  I  come,  imported  for  its 
consumption  and  the  consumption  of  its  vicinity,  the  two 
last  years,  taken  from  the  custom-house  books>  viz. 

Year  1830.  Year  1831. 
Bales  of  cotton,       -            -        45,166  55,707 

Barreb  of  flour,      .  -        68,473  71,369 

Bushels  of  corn,      -  :.      358,181  216,662 

Rye,  -  -  -        16,967  ,7,772 

Of  tobacco  and  other  productions  of  the  Middle  States, 
and  sugar  and  molasses  from  Louisiana,  to  a  large  amount, 
of  which  I  have  no  return,  making  an  aggregate  of  con- 
sumption of  flour  and  grain,  from  North  Carolina,  Vir- 
ginia, and  other  ports  of  the  Chesapeake,  greater  than  all 
the  West  Indies.  These  are  some  of  the  advantages  of 
the  coasting  trade  and  of  tlie  domestic  industry  of  the 
country,  aided,  supported,  and,  I  might  say,  created,  by 
the  American  system. 

There  was  also  imported  into  other  ports  of  the  State 
of  Rhode  Island,  the  fast  ^ear,  20,510  bushels  of  com,  and 
13,165  barreb  of  flour,  in  addition  to  the  amount  import- 
ed into  the  port  of  Providence,  as  before  stated. 

I  do  not  say  the  whole  of  this  was  consumed  within  the 
State;  no  doubt  a  part  found  its  way  out,  perhaps  a  small 
quantity  to  the  West  Indies.  But  we  may  safely  estimate 
that  the  whole  amount  carried  to  the  port  of  Providence, 
was  consumed  within  the  State  of  Rhode  IsUnd. 

Sir,  it  hai  been  said  we  are  great  gormandizers  If 
96,000  persons  eat  71,000  barreb  of  flour  in  a  year:  be 
it  so.  It  is  true  that  it  is  consumed,  and  also  the  gnun 
stated  with  it.  Sir,  we  live  by  eating,  but  we  work  at 
the  same  time;  and  whoever  works  must  eat,  is  an  old 
adage.  Sir,  the  people  of  Rhode  Island  are  a  working 
people;  they  look  'well  to  the  ways  of  their  household, 
and  eat  not  the  bread  of  idleness.  Sir,  I  do  not  consider 
this  as  any  virtue  in  us;  we  would  as  willingly  live  idle  as 
our  neighbor  of  a  more  favored  soil  and  climate,  but  we 
are  compelled  to  work,  or  starve;  our  soil  b  steril,  our 
climate  cold,  and  our  wants  many;  we  must  labor  to  supply 
these  wants;  there  b  no  escape  from  it. 

Sir,  I  do  not  intend  to  enter  into  any  argument  to  show 
the  legality  of  a  tariff,  tending  to  encourage  the  domestic 
manutactuKs  of  tlie  country;  that  question  has  been  so 
ably  discussed,  and  the  principle  of  encouragement  acted 


constitution,  and  so  often  recommended  by  all  the  Prc«- 
dents,  from  General  Washington  down  to  th<f  present 
Chief  Magbtrate,  tliat  I  am  saiisfied  in  believing  it  con- 
stitutional. Mr.  Jeflerson,  who  seems  to  be  the  idol  of 
the  day,  not  only  in  hb  official  capacity,  recommended 
the  introduction  of  manufactures,  but  in  his  private  cor- 
respondence  avowed  that  the  time  had  arrived  when  we 
should  place  the  manufacturer  by  tlie  side  of  the  fanner, 
and  no  longer  depend  on  foreigners  to  supply  us  with  the 
comforts  and  necessaries  of  life.  Were  we  to  look  into 
the  history  of  the  introduction  of  manufactures  in  this 
country,  we  should  learn  they  were  at  all  times  considered 
of  great  importance  in  a  national  view;  the  very  first  tariflT 
adopted  under  the  present  constitution  was,  among  other 
things,  avowedly  for  the  encouragement  of  manufactures^ 
petitions  were  presented  to  Congress  from  the  mechanics 
and  manufacturers  of  Baltimore,  and  from  the  tradesmen 
and  manufacturers  of  Boston,  praying  Congress  to  protect 
them,  and  praying  for  an  impo^tion  of  such  duties  on  all 
foreign  articles  vmich  can  be  made  in  America,  as  will 
give  a  just  and  decided  preference  to  the  labors  of  oar 
country.  These  were  taken  into  consideration  by  Con- 
gress, and  a  committee  was  ordered  to  bring  in  a  bill  for 
the  encouragement  and  promotion  of  such  manufactures 
as  would  tend  to  render  the  United  States  independent  of 
other  nations.  And  what  is  desired  now?  Nothing  more 
than  a  continuance  of  the  system  of  encouragement  and 
protection  to  those  institutions  reared  into  being  by  your 
acts,  and  by  the  wisdom  of  those  who  once  occupied  the 
pbces  we  now  possess.  This  is  all  that  is  asked — ^it  b  all 
that  is  wished  or^desired. 

Sir,  it  b  said  tlie  tarifl*  of  1824  had  two  distinct  fea- 
tures, revenue  and  protection.  It  had  so;  and  as  far  as 
we  have  seen  the  result,  it  has  answered  the  expectation 
of  its  friends;  the  industry  of  the  country  has  been  pro- 
moted in  the  manufacture  of  one  article,  and  the  revenue 
increased  by  the  consumption  of  another.  The  consump- 
tion of  those  that  increased  the  revenue,  was  nnt  confined 
wholly  to  one  district,  but  was,  in  some  degree,  general 
throug^iout  the  whole  country;  but  the  g^reatest  increase 
of  consumption  is  at  the  manufacturing  establishments; 
many  are  enabled  to  purchase  and  consume  articles  pay- 
ing duties  who  could  not,  were  they  not  employed  in  the 
business  of  manufacture.  Sir,  the  manufactures  of  our 
country  supply  the  coarse  cottons  as  cheftp  u  they  can  be 
furnished  to  us  from  the  workshop  of  any  foreign  country, 
even  without  a  tariff.  Coarse  cottons  are  now,  and  have 
been,  sold  here  at  sis  and  one-fourth  cents  per  yard,  and 
can  be  had  to  any  amount  from  that  sum  to  seven,  seven 
and  a  half,  and  eight  cents  per  yard,  of  a  good  quality. 
It  is  generally  admitted,  where  prejudice  is  not  tnumph- 
ant,  tjiat  cotton  cloth,  manufactured  in  this  countr}',  b 
superior  to  that  produced  in  anv  other.  It  has  more  of 
tlic  raw  material  in  it,  and  of  a  oetter  quality,  and  is  sold 
at  about  the  same  price. 

I  know  it  will  be  asked,  why  need  a  tariff  to  protect  or 
encourage  the  manufacture  of  cotton,  if  we  can  compete 
with  the  world?  The  answer  is,  to  secure  a  market 
Give  a  ready  market  for  our  productions,  and  we  can  work 
cheaper,  and  sell  at  a  less  price,  than  they  can  be  sold  at 
in  a  sluggish  or  dull  market.  It  is  pbin  to  the  understand- 
ing oX  every  body,  that,  if  you  cannot  sell  your  produc- 
tions, butj  for  the  want  of  purchasers,  are  obliged  to  keep 
them  on  hand  one,  two,  or  three  years,  they  cannot  be 
made  so  cheap  as  when  the  producer  or  manufacturer  can 
have  a  quick  and  ready  sale.  If  you  have  no  market  for 
your  productions,  you  must  stop  producing.  To  turn  his 
goods  into  money,  or  such  things  as  he  needs  to  carry  on 
his  business,  is  the  great  object  of  the  manufacturer;  it 
enables  him  to  pursue  his  business  at  a  much  less  rate  per 
cent,  profit,  than  if  he  were  obliged  to  keep  them  on  hand 
several  months  before  he  can  seU  them.    They  will  not 
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oome  to  the  possession  of  the  consumer  at  any  less  price 
by  a  slow  and  tardy  sale;  but,  to  afford  the  manufacturer 
a  living^  business,  tl^  price  will  be  enlianced  in  conse- 
quence of  the  slow  sale.  And  this  is  the  whole  mystery 
why  a  tariff  is  necessary  to  make  the  article  come  to  the 
consumer  at  the  least  possible  price.  By  excluding  the 
foreign  article,  you  mase  a  market  for  the  domestic;  and, 
bj  makings  a  market  for  the  domestic,  you  encourage  com- 
petition; and  competition  has,  and  will  reduce  the  price 
to  the  consumer,  to  the  lowest  sum  it  can  be  produced  for 
bere  or  elsewhere.  The  effect  of  the  tariff  on  coarse  cot- 
tons has  given  us  tlie  whole  market  of  our  country;  tliis 
has  produced  the  competition  among  our  citizens,  ai>d  the 
article  has  been  made  and  sold  at  the  lowest  possible  price 
Hcan  be  made  for  in  any  country.  By  the  manufacture  of 
this  article,  it  has  enabled  thousands  and  tens  of  thousands 
to  consame  the  fine  cottons,  silks,  ribbons,  and  other 
'  gewgaws,  not  made  in  this  country,  and  subject  to  duties; 
hence  the  increase  of  the  revenue:  and  every  article  the 
country  is  prepared  to  manufacture  can  be  produced  or 
made  here,  and  will  be  at  as  low  a  price  as  it  can  be  fur- 
nished to  us  from  any  part  of  the  world.  Such  is  the  ef- 
fect of  competition,  that  the  consumer  will  always  be  able 
to  obtain  it  at  the  lowest  price  it  can  be  afforded  at 

Sir,  it  is  said  that  protection  transmutes  tlie  duty  into  a 
bounty 'to  the  manufacturer.  This  will  not  apply  to  the  ma^ 
nufactures  of  coarse  cottons.  Protection  to  them  does  not 
transmute  the  duty  to  a  bounty  for  their  benefit,  nor  to  any 
other  branch  of  manufacture,  where  the  market  can  be  sup- 
plied with  the  domestic  article.  The  whole  experience  of 
our  country  is  to  the  contrary.  We  know,  by  the  aid  of  the 
tariff,  shoes,  boots,  and  hats  have  lowered  in  price,  and 
the  domestic  coarse  cottons  have  driven  out  of  uie  market 
the  foreign,  and  the  domestic  is  purchased  at  as  low  a 
price  as  the  foreign  can  be  imported  at,  and  lower  than  we 
should  have  obtained  the  foreign,  had  not  the  manufacture 
of  cotton  been  introduced  into  this  country.  If  we  had 
never  been  manufacturers,  cotton  fabrics  would  have  com- 
manded the  same  price  here  as  they  now  do  in  South 
America,  and  probably  more;  for  our  market,  as  well  as 
that,  must  have  been  supplied.  What  would  have  induced 
Great  Britain  to  sell  us  her  goods  at  a  less  price  than  she 
coukl  obtain  for  them  in  oth'j*  ports  of  tlie  world?  She 
would  not  have  done  so.  It  is  tlie  domestic  manufacture 
only  that  has  cheapened  tlie  aiticles  in  our  market;  and 
break  down  tlie  domestic  manufacture,  and  cotton  goods 
will  immediately  advance  in  price.  With  these  facts  be- 
fore our  eyes,  and  operating  on  all  our  senses,  we  are 
gravely  told  here  that  the  wliole  country  is  taxed  to  the 
amount  of  eight  or  nine  millions  of  dollars,  for  the  bene- 
fit of  cotton  manufacturers.  Why  is  it  Uiat  gentlemen 
persist  in  error,  when,  if  they  will  take  the  trouble  to  step 
into  any  of  the  shops  of  this  city,  tlicir  own  senses  will  con- 
%-lnce^them  that  tliey  are  laboring  under  a  great  and  pal- 
pable delusion? 

Sir,  the  town  of  Providence  imported,  the  last  year, 
from  the  Soutliern  States,  55,707  bales  of  cotton;  estimat- 
ing it  at  300  lbs.  per  bale,  it  would  pay  a  duly  of  $501,363, 
if  imported  from  Brazil,  or  any  foreign  port.  Now,  sir, 
according  to  tlie  argument  advanced  here,  the  town  of 
Providence  pays  the  sum  of  1501,363  as  a  bounty  to  the 
planter  of  cotton.  Is  this  so?  Figures  show  it;  and  what- 
ever can  be  demonstrated  by  figures,  must  be  true;  so  say 
gtntkmen.  But  we  all  know  tlie  fact  is  not  sb;  and  yet 
tills  statement  is  based  on  the  same  principle  as  the  one 
read  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  concerning  a 
manufacturing  establishment  in  New  Hampshire;  and  if 
tliat  is  true,  this  is  also.  But,  sir,  I  contend  tlicy  are 
botti  errors;  though  I  believe  it  was  admitted  by  that  state- 
ment, that  the  duty,  though  nominally  eight  and  a  quar- 
ter cents,  was,  in  fact,  but  tlirec.  This  is  also  an  error. 
The  duty,  under  existing  circumstances,  amounts  to  a 
prohibition  of  the  article,  but,  if  it  were  imported,  would 
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pay  to  the  amount  of  the  duty;  and,  were  it  not  fpr  the 
domestic  competition,  would  advance  the  price  to  the 
consumer,  to  the  amount  of  the  duty.  But  tne  power  of 
competition  has  reduced  the  price  to  the  lowest  mm  it  can 
be  made  for,  here  or  elsewhere;  consequently,  the  duty 
does  not  affect  the  price.  It  it  competition  of  our  own 
manufacturers  that  has  lowered  tlie  price  of  cotton  cloth, 
in  the  same  way  that  an  increased  production  of  cotton  has 
reduced  the  price  of  that  article. 

Sir,  I  am  willing  to  place  the  whole  Question  apon  the 
fact  that  coarse  cottons  are  made  and  sold  here  as  cheap 
AS  they  can  be  imported  for,  of  equal  quality,  and  free 
of  duty,  .and  to  put  it  on  that  ground  alone;  and  if  it 
cannot  be  sustained,  let  it  fall.  I  will  not  call  to  my  aid 
other  advantages  to  our  country,  by  showing  an  increas- 
ed consumption  of  agricultural  products,  and  also  the  great 
consumption  of  the  com  of  North  Carolina,  of  flour 
and  coal  of  Virginia,  and  the  cotton  and  rice  of  the  more 
Southern  States,  by  the  encouragement  of  manufactures. 
It  is  unnecessary  to  show  that  New  England  alone  con- 
sumes more  of  their  bread  stuffs  than  Great  Britain  and 
her  dependencies,  and  that,  if  you  destroy  manufactures, 
you  destroy  the  greatest  and  best  market  for  those  pro- 
ductions. No,  sir,  I  will  leave  all  these  considerations  out 
of  the  question,  and  place  it  on  Uie  cheapness  of  the  arti- 
cle manufactured,  taking  into  consideration  the  quality  of 
the  article  as  well  as  tiie  price. 

Sir,  it  will  be  admitted  by  all,  even  by  the  cotton  grow- 
er, that  cloth,  made  of  South  Carolina,  Georgia,  or  other 
cotton  of  our  country,  will  wear  much  longer  than  cloth, 
of  equal  texture,  made  of  the  India  cotton:  we  say  it  will 
endure  one-quarter  more  service,  at  a  moderate  calcuU- 
tion,  than  the  other,  and,  of  course,  should  bring  one- 
quarter  more  price,  and  then  it  will  be  cheaper  to  the 
consumer  than  that  made  of  the  India  production;  but  it 
is  sold  at  about  the  same  price.  We  ought  also  to  take 
into  consideration  the  price  of  making  the  garment;  for, 
if  three  shirts,  made  or  domestic  cotton,  last  as  long  as  four 
made  of  the  foreign,  you  save  the  making  of  one  as  well 
as  one-fourth  part  of  the  cloth — and,  with  us,  the  expense 
of  making  is  more  than  the  cost  of  the  cloth.  The  do- 
mestic article  is  now  selling  at  from  six  and  a  quarter  to 
seven  and  a  half  cents  per  yard,  containing  about  one 
pound  of  cotton  to  four  and  a  half  yards  of  cloth,  and  will 
be  less  the  coming  season,  for  much  will  be  sold  at  less 
than  cost.  Sir,  it  is  estimated  that  one-fourth  part  of  all 
the  cotton  grown  in  the  United  States  the  last  year  will 
be  manufactured  in  this  countr}'  the  present  year:  and 
such  will  be  the  power  of  competition,  that  the  manufac- 
tured article  must  and  will  fall  in  price,  and  be  lower  in 
the  market  than  it  has  been  in  previous  years.  And  if  it 
can  be  satisfactorily  shown  that  cottons  are  sold  as  low 
here  as  they  can  be  imported  for,  free  of  duty,  I  do  hope 
the  cotton-growing  States  will  not  insist  that  the  duty  on 
coarse  cottons  is  a  tax  on  the  consumer,  nor  attribute  all 
tlieir  depression  to  the  tariff. 

Sir,  I  understood  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  to 
say  that  this  system  gave  the  manufacturing  States  more 
benefits  than  Great  Britain  received  from  her  colonies, 
and  that  British  cotton  goods  paid  a  duty  of  two  and  a  half 
per  cent,  only  in  Cana£i,  when  tlie  people  of  the  South 
paid  eight  and  a  quarter  cents  per  yard  to  the  Northern 
manufacturer.  Is  this  a  right  view  of  the  subject?  Is  there 
no  distinction  in  the  cases?  Are  the  cases  parallel?  It 
has  already  been  shown  Uiat  the  competition  nas  destroy- 
ed the  effect  of  the  tariff  in  regard  to  the  increasing  of 
the  price,  and,  therefore,  t^e  Southern  States  are  not  tax- 
ed as  high  as  Great  Britain  taxes  her  colonies.  Great 
Britain  receives  two  and  a  half  per  cent,  on  the  cottons 
sent  to  her  colonies,  and  we  send  ours  to  the  Southern 
States  witliout  any  duty  whatever.  The  South  pays  no 
more  tax  on  our  fabrics  than  we  pay  on  their  cotton;  they 
have  the  one  free  of  duty,  and  we  the  other.     What  is  the 
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tax  the  colonies  pay  on  cotton  goods  from  other  places 
than  Great  Britain  ?  Sufficient  to  amount  to  a  prohibition. 
Sir,  we  supply  North  Carolina  with  a  better  article,  free 
of  duty,  than  she  can  obtjun  elsewhere  for  the  same  price, 
and  take  her  com  and  other  productions  in  pay;  we  ask 
her  for  no  money.  If  Great  Britain  supplies  her  with 
cottons  at  the  same  price,  she  will  not  take  her  com  or 


ing  on,  and  would  so  continue,  were  it  not  for  some  singu- 
lar and  fatal  delusion,  riveted  on  the  minds  of  intelligent 
and  honorable  men,  who  pursue  theories,  and  not  the  com- 
mon and  practical  transactions  of  life. 

Sir,  why  should  we,  by  our  legislation,  destroy  this 
great  branch  of  the  industry  of  our  country  ?  Nursed  into 
being  by  the  Government,  cherished  by  every  administra- 


lumber,  but  must  have  her  gold;  and  now  we  are  toldltion,  and  now  in  the  full  tide  of  successfiil  experiment, 
that  the  people  of  North  Carolina  are  taxed  eight  and  a      Sir,  are  gentlemen  desirous  of  hastening  wretchedness, 


quarter  cents  per  yard  for  our  cottons,  and  are  grow 
ing  poorer  and  poorer,  whilst  they  work  harder  and 
harder.  Sir,  let  us  look  at  this  trade  with  Nortli  Carolina; 
let  us  examine  it  thoroughly  and  fairly;  let  us^  go  to  the 
merchants  at  Fayettcville,  Washington,  Wilmington,  and 
other  commercial  towns  of  that  State,  and  inquire  of  them 
how  this  trade  is  carried  on — how  they  pay  for  the  cotton 
goods  they  purchase  from  the  North.  They  will  tell  you 
Uiat  every  vessel,  laden  with  cotton  fabrics,  arriving  at 
their  ports,  takes  back  lumber,  corn,  tar,  turpentme, 
hams,  and  other  productions  of  North  Carolina.  Sir,  ask 
them  if  they  pay  a  tax  of  eight  cents  per  yard,  and  they  will 
not  understand  your  question;  they  will  point  to  their 
goods,  and  say,  the  prices  of  these  were  six,  seven, 
and  eight  cents  per  yard,  therefore,  the  duty  or  tax 
on  them  could  not  be  eight  cents.  This  would  be  their 
reply. 

Sir,  if  we  now  and  then  get  a  few  hams  from  Virginia  or 
North  Carolina,  we  consider  them  a  great  luxury;  we  de- 
vour them  when  necessary  for  our  sustenance,  and  do  not 
atop  to  inquire  whether  we  pay  a  duty  of  three  or  more 


misery,  and  want?  of  ruining  those  now  possessed  of  a 
competency,  and  of  reducing  them  to  poverty?  to  drive 
females  from  useful  and  proper  employment,  and  chil- 
dren to  beg  in  the  streets?  and  that,  too,  without 
benefiting  any  part  of  the  country.  For  after  our  manu- 
facturers are  ruined,  the  prices  will  be  enhanced.  We 
shall  have  no  domestic  competitors,  and  must  pay  the 
price  the  foreigner  pleases  to  tax  us  with;  and  for  what^ 
Why,  that  othei's,  in  a  distant  land,  may  receive  the  bene- 
fits denied  to  our  own  citizens. 

Sir,  I  beseech  gentlemen  to  pause,  to  reflect,  before 
they  take  the  fatal  step  that  will  bring  ruin  and  dismay  on 
so  large  a  portion  of  the  community  m  which  we  live.  I 
do  hope  that  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  himself, 
will,  on  reflection,  withdraw  his  proposition.  I  will  not 
say  the  original  resolution,  taken  to  the  letter,  is  precisely 
as  it  should  be;  perhaps  some  modification  would  be  well, 
keeping  in  view  the  great  principle  of  encouraging  the 
industry  of  the  country,  witnout  taxing  any  for  the  bene- 
fit of  another.  My  rule  is,  protect  your  own  citizens 
from  the  cupidity  and  injurious  actions  of  foreigners,  and 


cents  per  pound,  although  they  are  set  down  in  the  tariff  thereby  promote  the  iuterest  and  happiness  of  our  oun 


as  a  protected  article. 

Sir,  if  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  will  make  the 
inquiry  of  his  constituents  concerned  in  the  trade  with  the 
Eastern  States,  and  if  they  do  not  inform  him  that,  so  far 
from  its  being  a  losing  or  injurious  trade  to  North  Caro- 
lina, but,  on  the  conti-ary,  that  it  is  otherwise,  then,  sir,  I 
will  not  onlv  acknowledge  my  error,  but  I  will  unite  with 
him  in  modi^ing  ttfe  tariff  so  as  to  secure  a  just  and  pro- 
per reciprocity  to  all  the  great  interests  of  the  country,  I 
will  do  it  now.  To  promote  the  general  welfare  and  in- 
jure none,  is  my  aim;  it  is  all  I  desire,  and  all  I  ask.  Sir, 
I  know  we  are  g^eat  consumers  of  the  productions  of 
North  Carolina;  1  know  it  by  experience;  I  had  occasion 
to  use  many  boards  and  other  timber  of  North  Carolina 
the  season  past.  Sir,  a  paper  now  lies  before  me,  con- 
taining the  ofHcial  return  of  all  the  lumber  brought  to  the 
port  of  Providence  the  last  year,  which  shows  a  very  large 
quantity  of  the  hard  pine  of  North  Carolina  in  the  list.  I 
know,  sir,  that  large  quantities  of  corn,  tar,  and  other 
productions  of  that  State,  are  brought  to  our  market,  and 
I  do  hope,  sir,  that  this  trade  and  intercourse  among  our 
citizens  will  be  permitted  to  remain;  that  it  will  increase 
and  grow  more  and  more  for  their  mutual  benefit.  For 
all  concerned  know  that  they  pay  no  tax  on  the  cotton 
goods  received  of  us,  and  that  we  pay  no  duty  on  tlie  pro- 
ductions received  of  them;  that  it  is  a  trade  of  perfect  re- 
ciprocitv  and  freedom. 

Sir,  this  thing  called  trade  is  so  interwoven  with  the 
agriculture,  manufactures,  and  navigation  of  the  country, 
that  I  will  not  pretend  to  follow  it  in  all  its  ramifications. 
It  is  enough  to  Know  that  each  stimulates  and  promotes  the 
other;  that,  by  aiding  and  encouraging  the  one,  you  assist 
the  other;  in  the  same  manner  as  a  North  Carolina  plan- 
ter, when  growing  corn  to  feed  the  manufacturer,  is  wear- 
ing the  cotton  cloth  and  consuming  the  product  of  the  ma- 
nufacturer; and  the  manufacturer,  when  making  the  same 
cloth,  is  eating  the  corn  of  the  planter.  In  this  way  they 
are  mutually  benefited;  each  a  producer,  and  each  a  con- 
sumer; and  both  consumers  and  both  producers;  no  taxes 
paid  by  either,  nor  any  money  needed  in  the  exchange  of 
their  commodities.  One  receives  a  fair  equivalent  for  his 
grain,  the  other  for  his  cloth;  the  whole  harmoniously  go- 


country. 

Sir,  what  do  we  ask?  Nothing  but  the  privilege  of 
earning  a  living  by  the  sweat  of  the  face.  We  say  to 
Maryland,  Virginia,  and  North  Carolina,  take  our  manu- 
factures at  the  price  others  will  make  them  at;  give  us, 
in  exchange,  -your  corn,  flour,  hams,  or  bacon,  lumber, 
and  what  else  you  have  to  spare.  We  ask  for  no  money. 
To  the  cotton-growing  States,  send  us  your  cotton  to  spin; 
we  will  pay  you  in  cloth  at  a  fair  price — at  a  reduced 
price.  We  will  aid  in  the  increase  of  consumption  of 
your  staple  production,  and  assist  to  keep  a  firm  and 
steady  market  for  it  throughout  the  world.  Of  Pennsyl- 
vania, we  ask,  in  exchange,  coal  and  other  productions  of 
her  soil  and  manufactures;  but,  above  all,  give  us  coal; 
we  could  not  obtain  the  half  we  needed  the  last  year;  in- 
crease your  diligence,  and  grant  us  more  coal.  To  the 
West,  we  say,  send  us  your  productions,  and  take  our  cot- 
ton; we  have  tasted  largely  of  yonr  pork  and  hams;  send 
us  lead,  copper,  furs,  peltry,  buck  horns  and  skins,  buf- 
falo robes,  (and  a  few  tongues,  if  you  have  them  to  spare,) 
cattle,  horn  tips,  and  hides;  wool,  as  much  as  you  please; 
in  short,  any  thinj^  you  grow  or  raise,  and  you  shall  have 
cotton  shirts,  checks,  and  prints,  quantity  and  price  to 
your  heart's  content.  Turn  your  attention  to  raising  mad- 
der; the  growth  of  it  is  well  adapted  to  your  soil  and  cli- 
mate; you  will  find  it  a  profitable  culture,  and  it  will 
always  command  a  g^ood  price  in  the  market.  Much  is 
now  used,  and  more  is  wanted.  All  that  we  have  is  im- 
poi'ted  from  Europe;  I  believe  mostly  from  France  and 
Holland. 

Sir,  we  have  heard  something  of  free  trade,  of  the 
free  trade  of  Great  Britain.  It  has  been  so  long  asserted, 
that  many  persons  do  verily  believe  that  the  ports  of  all 
her  possessions  are  open  to  all  the  world,  duty  free;  that 
she  takes  beef,  pork,  grain,  whiskey,  and  flour,  for  her 
productions,  at  all  times.  Whatever  we  may  think  here 
of  her  free  trade,  the  practical  merchant  and  navigator 
know  it  is  otherwise.  What  was  the  practice  of  England 
in  the  infancy  of  her  manufactures?  Did  she  open  her 
market  to  all  the  world,  and  admit,  duty  free,  goods 
similar  to  those  of  her  own  manufacture,  at  a  time  when 
they  were  struggling  for  existence?    No,  sir;  she  secured 
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and  protected  them  agAinft  foreigfn  competition  until  she 
excelftd  the  world  in  the  art  of  manufacturing,  and,  by 
the  system  of  protection,  she  arrived  at  her  present  state 
of  perfection.  Does  she,  even  now,  extend  the  system  of 
free  trade  .^  Does  she  not  tax  all  silk  stuffs  imported  into 
her  dominions  thirty  per  cent.,  and  cottons  twenty  per 
ccnU,  and  to  many  of  ner  colonies  to  the  amount  of  pro- 
hibition? Is  this  free  trade?  Will  she  at  this  time  sell 
her  best  machinery,  and  permit  it  to  pass  out  of  her  do- 
minions? She  knows  she  excels  in  this,  and,  by  that  ex- 
cellence, she  ia^  able  to  compete  with  the  world  in  her 
manufactures.  Sir,  we  liave,  by  numerous  experiments, 
much  cost,  great  labor,  and  long  practice,  rivalled  her  in 
a  few  articles,  under  the  fostering  care  of  the  Govern- 
mentf  and  without  that  fostering  care,  we  jiever  could 
have  succeeded.  Our  enterprismg  citizens  would  have 
&llen  beneath  the  skill,  capital,  and  cupidity  of  a  foreign 
rival.  Extend  your  protection  to  other  branches  of  m- 
duslry,  and  we  shall  experience  similar  results.  What 
has  been  done  in  the  most  ingenious  and  intricate  branch 
of  manufacture,  can  be  accomplished  in  a  more  simple 
and  leas  complicated  form.  Skill,  capital,  and  enterprise 
exist  in  abundance,  and  need  only  the  aid  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  give  them  life  and  action.  This  has  been  Uie 
policy  of  Great  Britain,  and  is  her  policy  now,  m  regard 
to  all  manu&ctures  in  which  she  does  not  excel  so  as  to 
rival  tlie  world. 

Sir,  what  is  the  system  of  France?  Bonaparte,  by  pro- 
hibitions and  premiums,  gave  activity  to  manu&cturesj 
the  consequence  is,  that,  instead  of  importing  from  Great 
Britain,  and  becoming  subsidiary  to  her,  she  now  manufac- 
tures for  herself.  Although  bier  machinery  is  imperfect, 
when  compared  with  Great  Britain,  yet  France  supplies  her 
own  countrymen  with  the  articles  they  need.  She  im« 
ports  cotton  to  Havre,  thence  it  is  conveyed  over  land  to 
Abace,  440  miles,  there  manufactured,  and  sent  in  cars* 
vans  to  Paris,  upwards  of  400  miles.  (A  canal,  part  of 
the  way,  has,  latterly,  I  believe,  been  made.)  Notwith- 
sUndiiijgall  these  obstructions  and  inconveniences,  she  still 
believes  it  for  her  interest  to  manufacture  for  herself,  and 
will  continue  to  do  so,  notwithstanding  she  might  pur- 
chase at  a  less  price  of  her  neighbor.  Tlien  why  should 
we  not  Dursue  the  same  policy  other  nations  have  deemed 
wise  and  good  for  them?  Are  we  so  much  wiser  than  our 
contemporaries  as  to  believe  they  do  not  manage  tlieir 
concerns  for  their  best  interest,  and  that  a  contrary  policy 
would  be  better  for  us?  Should  we  be  of  that  opinion, 
we  may  find,  perhaps,  when  too  late,  we  have  been  un- 
der a  fatal  delusion^  that  the  system  of  encouraging  the 
industry  of  our  own  people,  in  preference  to  that  of 
foreigners,  is  the  true  American  system,  and  should  not 
be  abandoned. 

Sir,  this  system  has  caused  manv  improvements  in  the 
mechanic  arts  with  us.  Most  of  the  improvements  in 
machinery  in  England,  as  well  ss  in  this  country,  have 
been  made  by  mechanics  and  those  who  superintend  its 
operations.  Perceiving  faults,  they  have  invented  means 
of  correcting  them.  Great  improvements  in  the  power 
loom  have  been  made  in  this  country;  the  adaptation  of  it 
to  the  weaving  of  bed  tick,  the  great  desideratum  with 
manufihcturers,  was  first  successfully  applied  here,  which 
has  reduced  tlie  article  to  nearly  the  price  that  was  for^ 
merty  given  for  weaving  it.  It  is  now  sold  at  a  less 
price  than  it  ever  was  before,  or  ever  could  have  been 
without  the  aid  of  the  power  loom.  The  rotting  temple, 
afanoit  a  self-moving  machine,  was  lately  invented  here, 
and  is  unknown  in  England.  The  dresser  and  finisher,  a 
machine  c^  great  utility,  and  indispensable  in  a  modem 
factory,  and  now  used,  not  only  in  this  country,  but  in 
England,  was  invented  and  made  here.  The  cotton  picker, 
also,  is  of  our  invention,  a  great  labor-saVing  machine, 
>nd  perfofiDs  the  work  of  a  hundred  hands.  The  ma- 
ch'me  for  making  nails,  unrivalled  in  usefulness,  was  also 


invented  in  this  country,  and  has  reduced  the  article  of 
nails  more  than  fifly  pc^r  cent. 

Sir,  another  machine,  for  making  hats,  of  great  utility, 
simple  in  its  form,  was  unknown  and  unthought  of  until  the 
ingenuity  and  invention  of  a  practical  mechanic  first  con- 
ceived, matured,  brought  forth,  and  ushered  it  into  the 
world  for  the  benefit  of  man.  So  great  is  its  power  and 
efficacy  in  the  saving;*  of  manual  labor,  that  the  price  of 
the  article  on  which  it  operates  has  been  reduced  fifty  per 
cent.,  and,  in  a  short  time,  when  the  patent  right  shall 
cease,  will  still  be  lower.  This  machine  has  also  stolen 
its  way  to  the  British  empire,  and  is  now  sending  forth 
hats  of  English  wool  and  manufacture,  which  are  shipped  to 
this  country  in  an  unfinished  state,  and  sold  here  to  the 
great  injury  of  our  wool  growers  and  manufacturers,  and 
in  violation  of  the  patented  right  of  the  inventor.  Sir,  if 
the  Government  had  not  encouraged,  and  m  some  degree 
protected,  manufactures,  is  it  probable  that  these  im- 

{>rovements  would  have  beei^  seen  or  known  by  us.  At 
east,  they  would  never  have  been  in  use  here.  But,  fortu- 
nately, other  councils  prevailed«  they  were  encouraged; 
they  were  protected;  and  we  are  reaping  the  benefits  of 
their  wisdom.  Sir,  this  is  an  age  of  improvement;  we 
see  it  around  us  in  every  form;  and  shall  we  stand  idle, 
shut  our  eyes,  fold  our  hands,  and  not  participate  in  it? 
I  hope  not.  I  trust  not.  But  that  the  work,  so  gloriously 
begun,  will  go  on,  and  that  the  time  may  come  when  the 
representatives  of  Virginia,  here  upon  this  floor,  shall  be 
willing  to  confess  that  on  yonder  hills  our  fiither  feeds 
his  flock,  and  that  the  shutUe  and  the  loom  shall  be  heard 
from  the  majestic  Ohio,  along  the  banks  of  the  Shenan- 
doah, even  unto  the  Atlantic. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  expressed  an  intention  of  following  in 
tlie  discussion;  but,  as  the  hour  was  late,  he  moved  that 
the  Senate  take  up,  informally,  the  joint  resolutions  just 
received  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  respecting 
the  approaching  removal  of  Washington's  reroaint. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL,  before  this  motion  was  put,  begged 
leave  to  make  some  inquiries. of  the  genliemaa  nom 
Rhode  Island,  who  had  ust  addressed  the  Senate,  as  to 
tlie  source  of  some  statistics  referred  to  in  his  remarks. 
He  wished  to  learn  from  what  source  the  information  was 
obtained,  by  the  Senators  from  Rhode  Island  andKentucky, 
of  the  amount  and  descriptions  of  products  imported  coast- 
wise into  Providence  from  North  Carolina.  He  could, 
then,  from  the  same  source,  perhaps,  learn  what  products 
were  brought  into  North  Carolina,  from  Rhode  Island. 
There  were  no  papers  before  him  where  such  statiptical 
facts  could  be  found. 

Mr.  KNIGHT  referred,  for  the  source  of  this  informa- 
tion, to  a  certificate  in  his  possession,  from  the  collector 
of  the  port  of  Providence.  ' 

Mr.  CLAY  said  that  authentic  mercantile  records  had 
been  kept  in  some  of  the  principal  ports,  which  he  had 
used  as  authority,  finding  them  in  the  newspapers. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  said  that  the  information  besought, 
could  not  be  obtained  from  these  sources. 

WASHINGTON'S  REMAINS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CLAY,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  the 
consideration  of  the  following  joint  resolutions  from  the 
House: 

Readtoed  by  the  Senate  and  Honue  qf  BqareBmtdtiveSf 
That  the  Presidentof  the  Senate  and  Speaker  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  be  hereby  authorized  to  make  appli- 
cation to  John  A.  Washington  of  Mount  Vernon,  and  to 
George  W.  P.  Custis,  grandson  of  Mrs.  Washington,  fbr 
the  remains  of  Martha  Washington  to  be  removed  and  de- 
posited in  the  capitol  at  Washington  city,  at  the  same  time 
with  those  of  her  late  consort,  George  Washing^n,  and, 
if  leave  be  obtained,  to  tdte  measures  accordin^y. 

Btaoked  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Bepreimtatives^ 
That  the  President  of  the  United  States,  the  judges  of 
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the  Supreme  Court,  Charles  Carroll,  of  Carrollton,  James 
Madison,  the  Secretaries  of  State,  of  the  Treasury,  of 
War,  and  of  the  Navy,  the  Postmaster  (general,  the  At- 
torney General,  and  the  relatives  of  the  family  of  George 
Washington,  be  invited  to  attend  at  the  ceremonies  to  be 
performed  on  the  22dlof  February  instant,  in  honor  of  the 
memory  of  George  Washington;  andthat  the  President  be 
requested  to  superintend  the  deposite  of  the  remains  of  the 
deceased  in  the  place  which  has  been  selected  for  that 
purpose. 

As  to  the  Joint  resolution,  Mr.  CLAY  said  there  could 
be  no  objection,  unless  it  was  to  the  second  name  inserted 
in  it.  He  did  not  think  the  appUcation  should  be  made 
to  any  but  the  resident  proprietor  of  Mount  Vernon,  who 
W9i  the  representative  of  the  family.  Mr.  Custis  was  only 
connected  with  the  fiimily^  by  roanrtage;  and  if  the  appli- 
cation was  made  to  him,  it  should,  for  the  same  reason, 
be  made  to  others^  of  the  same  branch  of  the  family. 
He  moved  to  strike  out  the  name  of  George  W.  P.  Custis. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  remarked  that  the  c^iect  of  the 
resolution  was  to  obtain  the  assent  of  the  ramily  to  the 
proposed  removal,  and  that  Mr.  Custis  was  tlie  only  living 
male  descendant  of  Mrs.  Mulha  Washington. 

Mr.  CLAY  withdrew  his  motion;  and,  after  some  remarks 
from  Mr.  TAZEWELL  against,  and  by  Mr.  CLAY,  in 
favor  of  the  resolution,  it  was  agreed  to. 

The  •e(k>nd  resolution,  inviting  Mr.  Madison  and  others 
to  be  present  at  the  commemoration,  was  taken  up. 

Mr.  POINBEXTER,  intending,  he  said,  to  vote  against 
the  resolution,  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  ^the  ques- 
tion of  ageing  to  the  resolution.  He  would  noVobject  to 
the  distribution  of  invitations  by  the  committee,  but  it  was 
a  novel  and  extraordinary  measure  to  issue  cards  of  invita- 
tion by  a  joint  resolution  of  Congress. 

Mr.  CLAY  was  of  the  same  opinion  expressed  by  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi;  but,  as  the  resolution  was  before 
us,  lie  hoped  he  would  with(kaw  his  objections  to  it. 

Mr.  BIBB  offered  an  amendment,  which  he  regretted 
was  not  offered  by  some  other  person,  as  it  was  his  inten- 
tion to  vote  against  the  resolution.  There  was  another 
Ex-President  besides  ^e  one  named  in  the  resolution,  to 
whom  it  was  proper  that  the  invitation  should  be  extended; 
and  he  moved  to  insert  the  name  of  J.  Q.  Adams. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  moved  that  the  resolution  be  laid 
on  the  table— agreed  to  by  a  vote  of  14  to  13. 


WXDNXSDAT,  FXBBUABT  15. 

WASHINGTON'S  REMAINS. 

On  motion  of  ^Mr.  FORSYTH,  the  joint  resolution  from 
\  House,  yesterday  laid  on  the  table, -inviting 
Linguished  persons  to  attend  the  celebration  of 


the  House,  yesterday  laid  on  the  table, -inviting  certain 
distintfuished  persons  to  attend  the  celebration  of  the  22d 
oi  February  next,  was  taken  up,  and  read  as  follows:* 

Buoked  by  the  Senate  and  Houee  of  lUpreaentaiiveet 
That  the  Prendent  of  the  United  States,  the  Secretaries 
of  State,  of  the  Treasury,,  of  War,  and  of  the  Navy,  the 
Postmaster  General,  and  the  Attorney  Genenl,  be  invited 
to  attend  at  the  ceremonies  to  be  performed  on  the  22d 
of  February  instant,  in  honor  of  the  memory  of  George 
Washington;  and  that  the  President  be  requested  to  super- 
intend tne  deponte  of  the  remains  of  the  deceased  in  the 
place  which  nas  been  selected  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said  that  the  objection  to  the  resolu- 
tion, made  yesterday,  wa.s  that  it  was  improper  for  Con- 
mss  to  give  invitations;  he  thought  differently;  but  as  he 
did  not  wish  to  revive  the  question,  he  would  submit  the 
following  substitute: 

Beeolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be 
requested  to  superintend  the  deposHe  of  the  remains  of 
George  Washingfton,  in  the  place  which  has  been  selected 
for  tlut  purpose,  on  the  23d  February  instant. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  moved  to  strike  out  all  the  names  ex- 
cept those  of  Madison  and  Carroll.  He  tiiought  the  family 


of  Washington  should  be  invited  by  the  committee.  The 
connexion  of  the  names  of  Madison  and  Carroll  with  the 
history  of  the  country,  dtstinguished  them  from  all  others, 
and  he  tiiou^t  they  should  be  speciallv  invited  to  attend 
by  a  resolution  of  Congress.  He  understood  yesterdij 
that  the  Senate  objected  to  invitations  by  resolution;  the 
object  of  bis  motion  was  to  ascertain  whether  the  Se- 
nate was  willing  to  retain  the  invitation  to  Mr.  Carroll  and 
Mr.  Madison. 

Mr.  KING  had  understood  that  the  committee  were 
autthorized  to  invite  the  attendance  of  those  gentlemen  and 
many  others. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  wished  to  include  in  the  invitation  the 
name  of  the  ex-President  Adams,  but  he  had  understood  that 
that  gentleman  had  expressed  upon  the  same  proposition, 
when  made  in  the  other  House,  an  unwillingness  to  accept 
any  mark  of  di^nction  from  other  members  of  the  same 
body  to  which  he  belonged. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  said,  if  invitations  were  to  be  given 
at  all,  he  would  be  perfecUy  willing  to  retain  the  names 
mentioned,  but  he  objected  to  the  form  and  principle  of 
the  invitation.  It  should  be  extended,  if  given  at  all,  to 
the  venerable  Sumpter,  and  to  the  biographer  and  friend 
of  Washington,  the  Chief  Justice. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  having  withdrawn  his  motion,  the 
question  recurred  on  Mr.  FoasTTH's  motion. 

Mr.  CLAY  remarked  that  the  pre&i^ng  officers  of  the 
two  Houses  were  invested  with  the  power  to  make  all  the 
arrangements  proper  for  the  occasion.  The  plan  origi- 
nated in  Congress.  It  was  fhe  work  of  Congress  from 
the  adoption  of  the  resolution,  in  1799,  to  the  resolution 
now  adopted  for  carrying  it  into  effect.  It  had  been 
thought  proper,  therefore,  to  leave  the  arrangements  with 
the  premding  officers  of  the  two  Houses,  as  the  manner  most 
respectfvd  to  the  iamily  and  the  memory  of  the  deceased. 
The  joint  resolution  reported  from  the  joint  •committee 
had  vested  the  superintendence  of  the  removal  with  the 
presiding  officers  of  Cong^ss. 

Mr.  FORSYTl)  thought  that  the  proposed  amendment 
carried  out  the  original  intention  of  Congress,  which  assigns 
the  duty  of  the  removal  to  the  Chief  Magistrate.  He  did  not 
think  that  there  would  be  any  Incongruity  between  this 
amendment  and  the  resolution  assigning  the  arrangements 
to  the  President  of  the  Senate  ami  the  Speaker  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  KING  said  there  was  no  incompatibility  between 
the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  and  the 
resolution  adopted. 

The  amendment  was  then  adopted,  and  the  resolution, 
as  amended,  was  agreed  to. 


COMMERCIAL  STATEMENTS. 
Mr.  HOLMES  rose  to  offer  a  resolution  calling  forinfor- 
mation,  according  to  the  act  of  Congress,  of  1820,  requiring 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  lay  before  Congness,  ai 
the  opening  of  the  session,  a  statement  of  the  commerce 
of  the  United  States  with  all  countries.  Mr.  H.  said  tliat 
as  the  provisions  of  the  act  have  been  made  particularly 
to  enable  Congress  to  obtain  information  that  would  enable 
them  to  act  understandingly  on  questions  which  might 
arise  relative  to  commerce,  the  importance  of  the  resolu- 
tion would  be  seen  at  once.  By  the  act,  the  Secretary  was 
requested  to  make  the  return  as  soon  as  possible  after  the 
1st  of  December,  at  each  session.  The  retiu'ns  were  to 
be  made  quarterly,  near  the  1st  of  September,  Decern 
ber,  March,  and  June.  The  last  year*  this  document,  whidi 
should  have  come  in  early  in  December,  was  withheld 
until  after  the  close  of  the  session-,  and  at  the  1st  ofMarc^ 
the  Senate  were  informed  that  the  Secretary  would  notb< 
able  to  make  it  out  during  the  session  of  Congress;  and  > 
was  not  until  eight  weeks  after  the  members  had  returnee 
home  that  the  statement  made  its  appearance.  It  wai 
very  extraordinary  that  the  statement  was  not  made  out  oi 
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the  1st  of  March.  We  know  that  it  wag  not  received  until 
eight  weeks  after  Congress  adjourned,  and  the  Senate  will 
see  that  it  is  important  to  ask  the  reason  why  the  statement 
was  not  given  before  the  close  of  the  session,  in  order  to 
apply  the  proper  remedy,  if  there  was  in  fact  any  reason 
why  thiscoula  not  be  done.  We  are  now  far  advanced  in 
the  present  session;  the  subject  of  our  commercial  rela* 
ytions  with  the  British  colonies  has  come  up  before  Con- 
Ngress  under  peculiar  circumstances:  information  has  re- 
peatedly been  sought  for  from  the  Executive,  and  yet  this 
document  is  withheld,  which  all  must  see  to  be  important 
and  necessary  to  enable  Congress  to  act  understandingly 
opon  this  question. 

The  document  referred  to  should  have  been  comnmni- 
cated  to  the  Senate  near  the  Ist  of  December;  and  more 
than  two  months  have  elapsed  since  the  time  which  the 
Secretary  b  required  by  the  act  of  Congress  to  present 
it,  and  yet  nothing  has  been  seen  or  heard  of  it.  The  re 
quest  might  be  made,  and  the  returns  given,  all  within 
the  space  of  six  days,  and  yet  for  seven  weeks  it  hM  not 
been  done,  and  the  duty  has  been  neglected.  He  wished 
also  to  know  what  had  become  of  the  answer  to  the  re- 
solutions that  were  long  since  submitted  by  himself  and 
his  colleague  relative  to  the  trade  between  the  United 
States  and  the  British  West  India  colonies,  calling  for  im- 
portant information,  most  of  which  could  have  been  given 
long  before  now.  Some  of  it  might  not  have  been  ob- 
tained at  that  time;  but  can  it  have  been  necessary  to 
spend  two  months  in  collecting  it?  In  order  to  know  the 
reason  why  this  information  had  not  yet  been  received,  and 
why  documents  so  important  to  the  Senate  were  withheld, 
Mr.  H.  submitted  the  following  resolutions: 

RaoiBedt  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  directed 
to  inform  Uie  Senate  why  the  statements  of  the  foreign 
conmerpe  of  the  United  States,  required  by  the  act  of  the 
10th  February,  1820,  have  not  been  transmitted  to  Con- 
gress; and,  if  there  is  any  impediment  to  a  compliance 
with  the  provisions  of  tliat  act,  what  legidative  provision 
is  neceflsaiy  to  remove  it. 

Beuioedt  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  di- 
rected to  inform  the  Senate  why  he  has  not  reported  in 
answer  to  their  resolution  of  2Sd  December,  1831,  calling 
for  information  in  regard  to  the  British  colonial  trade;  and 
when  the  answer  is  to  be  expected. 

These  resolutions  lie  on  the  table  one  day. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  resumed  tlie  resolution  of  Mr.  CtAT  rela- 
tive to  the  tariff. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  rose,  and  said  he  was  aware  that  be 
could  contribute  but  little  of  talent  or  information  upon 
the  subject  now  under  discussion;  and  that  most  of  what 
be  should  say  would  be  a  dull,  cold  repetition  of  that  which 
has  been  said  by  others.  Notwithstanding  this,  said  Mr. 
G.,  I  have  no  apology  to  offer  for  consuming  the  time  of 
the  Senate.  Sir,  we  ought  to  consume  time;  we  ought  to 
consult  long  together,  nor  should  we  ever  separate  until 
this  whole  matter  is  adjusted.  Our  constituents  expect 
it;  the  Executive  has  recommended  it;  duty  demands  it; 
and  the  fiiultis  ours  if  it  be  not  accomplished.  When  it  is 
recollected  that  the  people  of  the  United  States  have 
borne  adversity  of  every  kind,  both  in  peace  and  in  war, 
with  courage,  fortitude,  and  perseverance,  shall  we  so  act 
as  to  exhibit  to  the  world  the  strange  but  melancholy 
spectacle  of  discords  and  strifes,  arising  out  of  the  very 
success  of  our  Government  and  the  prosperity  of  our  coun- 
try, which  riiall  endanger  our  existence  as  a  nation?  We 
are  at  peace  with  all  nations,  and,  from  present  appear- 
ances, are  likely  to  remain  so;  the  public  debt  is  extin- 
guished for  all  practical  legislative  purposes;  and  at  this 
time,  when  gladness  should  pervade  the  land,  and  every 
American  heart  rejoice,  there  is  more  discontent  than  at 
the  most  gloomy  and  distressing  periods  of  our  history. 


Are  the  causes  of  the  complaints  which  we  hear  feigned 
and  unfounded,  or  are  they  real?  and  is  the  hand  of  op- 
pression bearing  heavily  upon  that  portion  of  our  coun- 
trymen w^ho  are  now  urging  their  claims  for  relief?  They 
believe  a  system  of  taxation,  unjust,  unequal,  and  oppres- 
sive in  its  operations,  is  to  be  continued  and  fastened  upon 
them — ^not  for  the  support  of  the  Government,  which  is 
the  only  legitimate  object  of  taxation,  but  in  order  that  a 
particular  class  of  men  may  be  benefited  by  their  labor; 
that  their  prosperity  b  to  be  checked,  and  their  labor 
rendered  unproductive  to  them,  that  capital  vested  in 
manufactories  may  be  rendered  more  profitable  to  the 
owners.  Entertuning  this  opinion,  they  are  surely  right 
in  requiring  Cong^ss  now  to  take  this  subject  into  con- 
sideration, and  to  grant  relief  so  far  as  they  are  entitled 
fo  it.  No  time  can  be  so  proper  as  the  present,  when  we 
are  about  to  establish  a  system  of  finance  suitable  to  a  na- 
tion free  from  debt  and  all  incumbrance.  It  seems  to  me 
that  it  is  likewise  the  interest  of  the  manufacturers  that 
this  controversy  should  be  brought  to  a  close.  There  is 
one  kind  of  protection  which  they  certainly  need;  that  is, 
some  security  against  frequent  legislative  changes  on  this 
subject  Stability  and  permanency  in  the  system  is  of 
more  importance  than  any  protection  you  can  extend  to 
them,  when  that  protection  is  held  by  an  uncertain  and 
precarious  tenure.  In  order  to  give  this  security,  the 
taxes  upon  the  community  must  be  reasonable;  if  they  be 
not,  nothing  can  be  more  certain  than  that  a  period  will 
arrive  when  a  change  will  be  effected,  and  under  circum- 
stances and  feelings  least  favorable  to  their  interests.  If 
the  community,  or  any  g^eat  portion  of  it,  be  oppressed, 
and  no  disposition  be  manifested  by  those  who  profit  by 
that  oppression  to  alleviate  their  suffering,  but  little  re- 
gard will  be  paid  to  their  welfare.  This  is  the  natural 
course  of  things,  and  no  class,  of  men  can  claim  an  exemp- 
tion from  it. 

To  the  argument  that  Congress  ought  not  to  reduce 
the  taxes  on  protected  articles,  because  existing  laws 
have  induced  men  to  employ  their  capital  in  these  esta- 
blishments, the  answer  is  a  plain  one.  Every  man  who 
has  thus  invested  his  money,  must  have  looked  to  the  pro- 
bability of  a  reduction  of  taxes  and  imposts  whenever  the 
public  debt  should  be  discharged,  and  the  Government 
should  no  lonjjer  need  the  money  accruing  from  high 
duties.  In  addition  to  this,  those  upon  whom  this  taxa- 
tion has  operated  with  most  severity,  have,  at  all  times, 
insi^ed  upon  its  injustice,  and  avowed  their  determination 
never  to  relax  their  efforts  until  they  obuined  redress. 
This  argtiment,  therefore,  loses  much  of  the  force  to 
which  it  would  be  entitled  under  different  circumstances. 
I  cannot,  myself,  consider  the  manufacturers  as  authoriz- 
ed to  claim  a  continuance  of  tiie  present  duties,  on  the 
ground  of  any  pledge,  expressed  or  implied,  given  by  the 
Government.  Still  these  establishments  exist,  and  should 
be  regarded  as  a  portion  of  the  public  interest;  and,  of 
course,  the  same  attention  should  be  paid  to  them  as  to 
the  other  great  interests  of  the  country,  in  any  adjustment 
which  may  be  made  upon  the  subject. 

Being  desirous  to  present  an  entire  and  unbroken  view 
of  the  opinions  I  entertain  in  relation  to  the  tariff,  the  Se- 
nate will  indulge  me,  before  I  do  so,  in  disposing  of,  and 
putting  out  of  the  wuy,  some  remarks  not  bearing  directly 
upon  tiiis  subject,  which  I  regretted  to  hear  advanced  in 
this  discussion.  I  regretted  their  introduction,  not  be- 
cause they  were  not  susceptible  of  a  satisfactory  reply, 
but  because  the  subject  beiore  us  was  of  magnitude  suffi- 
cient to  require  our  individual  attention,  and  because  I 
was  unwilling  that  party  politics  should  provoke  one 
unkind  feeling  in  this  debate.  Others,  however,  have 
thought  and  acted  differently,  and  have  thereby  made  it 
the  duty  of  the  friends  of  the  administration  to  meet  their 
assailants  upon  the  ground  they  have  selected.  At  the 
same  time  1  wish  it  to  be  understood  that  neither  retort 


395 


GALES  &,  BEATON'S  REGISTER 


396 


SCHATX.] 


Thelhnff. 


[Fkb.  15,  1832. 


nor  recrimination  form  any  portion  of  my  deii|^.  I  will 
only  endeavor  to  do  justice  to  those  who  have  no  oppor- 
tunity of  being  heard  or  defending  tliemselves  upon  this 
floor. 

I  understand  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat] 
as  saying  that,  owing  to  some  cause,  (and  he  left  it  to 
be  inferred,)  most  probably  from  the  equivocal  course 
pursued  by  the  present  Chief  Magistrate,  his  opinion, 
on  the  south  side  of  Mason  and  Dixon's  line,  was  under- 
stood to  be  in  opposition  to  the  tariff,  or  at  least  to  tlie 
Srinciple  of  protection;  while,  on  the  north  side  of  that 
ne,  a  different  opinion  is  ascribed  to  him.  A  charge  of 
this  kind  I  never  expected  to  hear.  I  didsuppose  the  whole 
American  people  liad  understood  him  in  tne  same  way. 
Upon  this,  as  upon  all  other  subjects,  when  occasions  have 
presented  themselves,  he  has  fearlessly  and  independently 
advanced  his  opinions,  reganlless  of  the  consequences  to 
himself.  He  is  not  one  of  those  who  change  their  opi- 
nions from  day  to  day,  as  some  politicians  do,  who  snuff  the 
popular  breeze,  and  obey  its  inspiration.  On  great  poli- 
tical (questions  he  forms  his  opinions  upon  reflection,  and 
he  abides  by  them  until  his  judgment  instructs  him  that 
he  ought  to  change  them.  Upon  the  subject  now  under 
discussion,  his  opinions  were  made  public  so  early  as  the 
month  of  April,  1824;  and  I  defy  any  man,  in  or  out  of 
the  Senate,  to  show  that  be  has  ever  written  or  uttered 
one  word  inconsistent  with  the  sentiments  then  expressed. 
I  differ  from  him  in  opinion  upon  this  subject;  but  that 
difference  is  no  reason  why  I  should  not  place  his  opi- 
nions fairly  before  the  Senate  and  the  nation.  His  letter 
to  Dr.  Coleman,  of  North  Carolina,  of  the  26th  April, 
1824,  contains  a  true  exposition  of  his  sentiments  in  rela- 
tion to  this  subject.  Since  that  letter  was  written  and 
published  throughout  the  United  States,  two  presidential 
elections  have  taken  place;  and  the  result  of  them  we  all 
know.  I  will  now  read  to  the  Senate  an  abstract  from 
that  letter,  containing  all  that  relates  to  this  matter. 
Mr.  G.  then  read  Uie  followiitg: 

'*  Providence  has  filled  our  mountains  and  our  plains 
with  minerals — with  lead,  iron,  and  copper,  and  given  us 
soil  and  climate  for  the  growing  of  hemp  and  wool.  These 
being  the  grand  materials  of  our  national  defence,  they 
ought  to  liave  extended  to  them  adequate  and  fair  pro- 
tection— that  our  own  manufactories  and  laborers  may  be 
placed  on  a  fair  competition  with  those  of  Europe,  and 
that  we  may  have  within  our  country  a  supply  of  those 
leading  and  important  articles  so  essential  in  war.  Be- 
yond mis,  I  look  at  the  tariflP  witli  an  eye  to  the  proper 
distribution  of  labor,  and  to  revenue,  and  with  a  view  to 
the  disdiarge  of  our  national  debt.  I  am  one  of  those  who 
do  not  consider  a  national  debt  a  national  blessing,  but 
rather  a  curse  to  a  republic,  inasmuch  as  it  is  calculated 
to  raise  around  the  administration  a  moneyed  aristocracy 
dangerous  to  the  liberties  of  the  <:ountry.  This  tariff,  I 
mean  a  judicious  one,  possesses  more  fanciful  than  real 
danger." 

I  now  submit  to  the  Senate,  whether  what  I  have  read 
does  not  contain  a  clear,  explicit,  and  unequivocal  ex- 
pression of  the  opinions  of  the  writer  upon  the  subject 
now  under  consideration;  and  whether  we  cannot  as  dis- 
tinctly understand  the  kind  of  tariff  which  he  advocates, 
from  tlie  few  lines  I  have  read,  as  we  can  the  opinions  of 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  from  his  three  days*  speech 
on  the  same  subject.  The  President  declares  himself  in 
favor  of  the  principle  of  protection;  and  that  protection  in 
the  articles  mentioned,  and  some  others,  may  properly 
form  the  primary  considerations  of  a  tariff.  In  this,  the 
opinions  of  the  President,  and  the  Senator  from  Kentuc- 
ky, [Mr.  Clat,]  agree;  nor  can  I  discover  any  difference 
between  them,  except  it  be  in  the  use  of  the  terra  "ju- 
dicious," with  wiiich  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  seems 
to  find  fault. 

If  in  this  they  differ,  I  should  infer  that  the  President 


is  in  favor  of  a  reasonable  and  judicious  tariff,  and  that  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  is  in  favor  of  an  unreasonable  and 
injudicious  one.  For  my  own  part,  I  think  them  both 
wrong  in  principle.  Revenue,  in  my  judgment,  should  in 
all  cases  be  the  primaiy  object  in  the  imposition  of  duties, 
and  protection  should  only  be  incidental  and  subordinate. 

The  description  given  bv  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
of  the  proceedings  on  the  4tli  March,  1829,  and  tlie  cha- 
racter given  to  that  vast  assembli^e  of  citizens  collected 
in  this  place,  was  altogether  different  from  what  I  had 
supposed.  I  was  not  here,  and,  therefwe,  can  only  speak 
from  what  I  have  heard  and  read.  Taking  that  for  my 
g^ide,  I  thought  that  the  thousands  and  tens  of  thousands 
had  assembled  here  for  gratulation  and  congratulation, 
and  to  see  that  man  clothed  with  the  robes  of  office  '*  who 
had  filled  the  measure  of  his  country's  plory ,"  That  gen- 
tleman [Mr.  C]  I  know  did  not  participate  in  the  general 
joy;  but  he  was  neither  intimidated  nor  dispirited;  for, 
although  he  lefl  the  city,  so  soon  as  he  reached  the 
heights  of  Georgetown  he  raised  the  standard  of  oppou- 
tion,  and  with  a  loud  voice  caUed  upon  his  scattered  le- 
gions to  unite  and  stand  ready  for  the  ensuing  conflict; 
and,  amidst  the  roaring  of  artillery,  he  carried  defiance 
even  to  the  cannon's  mouth,  although  then  under  the  conr 
trol  of  the  **  military  chiefUin." 

I  was  pleased  with  the  highly  painted  picture  of  the 
prosperity  of  the  West,  exhibited  by  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky.  I  knew  it  was  a  mere  fimcy-pieoc,  fiir  ex- 
ceeding the  reality.  I  should,  however,  have  been  more 
gratified,  if,  in  putting  down  the  flourishing  cities,  towns, 
and  villages  of  the  West,  he  had  inserted  the  city  of  Nash- 
ville.  It  would  have  been  no  disadvantage  to  the  picture; 
for  we  there  have  some  wealth  and  prosperity,  likewise — 
mostly  gprowing,  however,  out  of  agricidture  and  com- 
merce, and  ordinary  mechanical  labor.  We  are  not  much 
indebted  to  manufacturing  establishments.  When  that 
Senator  is  informed,  as  I  now  inform  him,  that  he  has  in 
that  place  a  number  of  respectable  friends,  I  hope,  in  the 
next  picture  of  the  kind  with  which  we  are  favored,  Nash- 
ville will  have  a  place;  and  if  the  neighboring  Hermitage 
should  he  offensive  to  the  eye  of  the  painter  or  his  friends, 
it  can  be  omitted.  Notwithstan<Ung  the  omission  of  this 
flourishing  city,  and  although  I  think  the  whole  deacrip- 
tion  too  poetical  and  overwrought,  still  I  am  gratified  with 
the  reflection  that  we  now  have  an  assurance  that  neither 
"  war,  pestilence,  famine,  nor  any  other  direful  scourge'* 
has  visited  the  country  since  the  4th  March,  1829. 

I  little  expected,  in  a  debate  upon  the  subject  of  the  ta- 
riff, to  hear  the  old  and  well  known  cry  of  proscription 
sounded  in  our  ears.  But,  «•  from  the  abundance  of  the 
heart  the  mouth  will  speak;"  and  this  subject  is  now  re- 
vived by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky.  I  had  supposed 
that  the  resolution  introduced  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio, 
[Mr.  Ewiwo,]  was  intended  to  hang  anti-nroscription 
speeches  upon;  I  will,  therefore,  not?o  into  tliat  subject. 
An  ample  opportunity  will  b^e  afforded  to  do  so  when  that 
resolution  shall  be  taken  up,  unless,  indeed,  the  Senator 
from  Ohio,  upon  reflection,  shall  change  his  opinion,  and 
permit  his  resolution  to  sleep  the  sleep  of  death.  Al- 
though I  am  no  advocate,  nor  ever  have  been,  for  turning 
men  out  of  oflice  for  a  full  and  frank  expression  and  ex- 
ercise of  political  opinions,  yet  there  is  one  thing  worthy 
of  preat  consideration.  The  people  of  the  United  States 
believed  a  change  in  those  who  administered  the  Govern- 
ment proper  and  necessary.  Whether  they  decided  right 
or  wrong,  I  shall  not  now  inquire;  but  1  subnut  to  tlie 
Senate  whether  the  just  expectations  of  the  country  can 
ever  be  realized  when  the  public  believe  the  hand  of  re- 
form should  be  applied,  by  a  change  of  the  Chief  Magis- 
trate only.  It  is  true  that,  in  such  a  case,  the  first  oflice 
of  the  Government  is  placed  in  different  hands;  but  if  all 
the  subordinate  officers  remain,  no  material  alteration  in 
the  administration  of  the  Government  will  be  effected, 
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uid  the  Chief  Magistrate  will  find  his  intentions  and  views 
constantly  thwarted  by  those  who  are  opposed  to  his 
opinions.  I  will  state  one  fact,  of  which  the  country  is 
not  apprised,  and  the  evidence  6f  which  I  have  beTore 
me,  furnished  from  an  authentic  source.  Here  is  a  list  of 
kU  the  clerks  in  the  diflferent  offices  in  this  city,  distin- 
guishin^p  those  who  belone  to  the  different  political  par- 
ties; ana  it  appears  that  a  large  majority,  a  very  large  one, 
ire  on  the  side  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  and  oppos- 
ed to  the  present  administration;  and  although  I  will  not 
publish  their  names  and  proclaim  their  political  opinions  to 
the  Senate,  yet,  if  that  gentleman  has  any  desire  to  know 
who  his  friends  are,  I  will  furnish  him  with  the  informa- 
tioQ,  although  I  presume  he  knows  his  friends  better  than 
I  do. 

Ilr.  Gallatin,  yes,  Albert  Gallatin,  has  been  charged  by 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  with  possessing  feelings  alien 
to  this  country,  and  has  been  told  to  go  home  to  his  native 
land,  and  teach  there  lessons  of  political  economy,  before 
be  undertakes  to  teach  us  upon  these  subjects.  Let  us 
see  who  this  Mr.  Gallatin  is,  that  has  thus  fallen  under  the 
displeasure  of  that  honorable  Senator.  He  is  an  older 
citizen  of  America  than  either  that  Senator  or  myself, 
although  we  were  both  bom  here.  He  was  here  during 
the  war  of  the  revolution;  he  was  here  at  the  adoption  of 
the  federal  constitution;  and  in  the  great  political  conflict 
which  terminated  in  the  expulsion  of  the  elder  Adams 
from  office,  he  literally  headed  the  van  of  the  republican 
forces.  When  Mr.  Jefferson  came  into  power,  and  cast 
his  eyes  over  the  whole  United  States,  for  the  purpose  of 
caHingto  his  aid,  in  the  administration  of  the  Government, 
the  ablest,  wise^  and  most  patriotic  men,  he  selected  Mr. 
Gallatin  as  one  of  his  chief  coimsellors.  During  the  eight 
years  of  his  administration,  Mr.  Gallatin  superintended 
and  conducted  the  financial  department  of  the  Govern- 
ment. "When  Mr.  Madison  came  into  office,  Mr.  Gallatin 
«ras  continued  in  the  same  station  until  it  became  necessary 
to  send  ministers  abroad  to  negotiate  a  treaty  with  Great 
Britain,  and  then  Mr.  Gallatin  was  associated  with  that 
honorable  Senator  and  other  distinguished  citizens  to 
vhom  that  high  duty  was  assigned.  Under  Mr.  Monroe's 
administration,  he  was  our  minister  at  different  periods,  at 
both  the  courts  of  Great  Britain  and  France.  Under  the 
bst  administration,  of  which  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  Cx.at]  was  a  distinguished  member,  when  a  delicate 
and  difHcult  ne^tialion  respecting  the  colonial  trade  was 
to  be  opened  with  Great  Britain,  Mr.  Gallatin  was  selected 
IS  the  most  suitable  character  to  whom  could  be  entrusted 
that  responsible  duty;  and  he  carried  with  him  abroad 
in^ructions  prepared  and  signed  by  that  gentleman  him- 
self. Further,  when. an  exposition  and  argument  was 
thought  necessary  to  be  laid  before  the  arbiter,  the  King 
of  the  Netherlands,  by  the  last  administration,  vindicating 
our  claim  to  the  territory  in  dispute  between  the  State  of 
Maine  and  Great  Britain,  Mr.  Gallatin  was  'selected  to 
prepare  it.  This  was  not  finished  at  the  late  change  of  the 
Miminlstration;  and,  bv  our  present  Chief  Magistrate,  Mr. 
Gallatin  was  requested  to  complete  it. 

You,  Mr.  President,  remember  that,  in  1811  and  '12, 
this  same  Mr.  Gallatin  was  looked  to,  by  the  politicians  of 
that  day,  as  a  political  Mentor;  and  that,  next  to  Mr. 
Madison,  no  man  in  tlie^ouncils  of  the  country  contributed 
ntere  to  the  success  of  the  United  States  in  the  great 
rtniggle  in  which  they  were  then  engaged.  Sir,  of  what 
offence  has  Mr.  Gallatin  been  guiltv?  lie  has  ventured  to 
differ  in  opinion  with  the  honorable  Senator  ft'om  Ken* 
tucky  upon  the  subject  of  a  tariff  of  duties,  and  this  is 
the  sin  for  which  he  can  find  no  forgiveness.  Others  may 
condemn  him;  I  will,  however,  take  the  liberty  of  consi- 
dering* him  one  of  the  wisest,  best,  and  most  patriotic 
nien  that  was  ever  engaged  in  the  public  affairs  of  this 
country.  He  has  been  trusted  oflener  and  longer,  and 
by  more  administrations,  in  high  and  important  stations. 


than  any  other  American  statesman,  and  has  always  been 
found  faithful.  Such  is  the  man,  trusted  by  all,  and  always 
found  faithful,  resorted  to  in  difficult  cases  by  the  Senator 
himself,  devoted  to  his  country,  and  knowing  no  other, 
who,  we  are  now  told,  is  a  "heartless  foreigner,  without 
American  feelings." 

I  will  now  say  a  few  words  upon  the  subject  of  the 
balance  of  trade,  which  is  urg^d  as  an  argument  against 
enlarging  the  commerce  of  the  United  Slates.  The  argu- 
ment IS,  that  if  a  nation  exports  less  than  it  imports,  the 
difference  is  a  loss,  and  the  balance  of  trade  is  against 
such  nation.  Upon  these  premises,  it  is  argued  that,  as 
the  importations  into  the  United  States,  tiOLing  several 
years  in  succession,  exceed  the  amount  of  the  exporta- 
tions,  our  foreign  commerce  is  disadvantageous  and  unpro- 
fitable. The  great  error,  in  my  opinion,  in  this  mode  of 
reasoning,  is,  that  the  gain  or  commercial  profit  is  charged 
as  a  loss.  There  is  nothing  more  true  in  the  commercial 
world,  than  that  the  exports  and  imports  of  a  nation  are 
regulated  by  each  other,  and  that  commerce  cannot  exist 
and  be  earned  on  by  two  countries  when  this  is  not  the 
case.  In  regular  commerce,  each  country  may  be  pro- 
fited and  g^ow  rich  by  an  interchange  of  commodities, 
and  the  balance  of  trade,  according  to  this  reasoning,  be 
against  both.  I  will  illustrate  this  in  a  way  familiar  to  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  and  myself  Suppose  a  citizen 
of  Kentucky  shall  take  his  drove  of  horses,  costing,  at 
home,  two  thousand  dollars,  to  the  State  of  Alabama,  and 
there  exchange  them  for  cotton  worth  three  thousand 
dollars,  afler  paying  all  expenses,  and  shall  return  to 
Kentucky,  bringing  with  him  his  three  thousand  dollars 
worth  of  cotton.  In  this  case,  Kentucky  has  exported 
two  thousand  dollars  worth  of  her  property,  and  three 
thousand  dollars  worth  of  property  has  been  imported 
into  Kentucky.  Now,  according  to  tliis  balance  or  trade 
doctrine,  Kentucky  has  lost  one  thousand  dollars,  when, 
in  fact,  she  has  gpiined  precisely  that  amount.  Nor  has 
Alabama  lost  any  thing;  for  the  horses  may  be  worth  in 
Alabama  one-half  more  than  they  arc  in  Kentucky.  They 
may  even  be  so  valuable  as  to  command  four  thousand 
dollars  to  the  purchaser  in  Alabama,  so  that  four  thousand 
dollars  worth  of  property  has  been  obtained  for  three. 
Thus  each  State  has  gained  a- thousand  dollars  worth  of 
property  by  the  exchange,  and  yet  the  balance  of  trade 
18 against  both.  The  same  principle  applies  between  the 
United  States  and  foreign  nations.  Ir  we  export  to  the 
amount  of  seventy  millions,  and  import  to  the  amount  of 
ninety  millions,  there  is  a  gain  of  twenty  millions,  with 
the  deduction  of  the  whole  cost  of  carriage,  or  producing 
the  interchange  of  the  articles  of  commerce.  A  ship 
may  leave  Boston,  with  trinkets  worth  two  thousand 
dollars,  may  barter  them  with  the  Indians  on  the  North- 
west coast  for  furs,  may  exchange  those  in  China  for  silks 
and  teas,  and  return  with  a  cargo  worth  fif^y  thousand 
dollars.  By  this  process,  the  owners  and  the  country  are 
enriched;  and  jet  the  balance  of  trade,  of  which  gentle- 
men talk,  is  largely  against  the  United  States.  Indeed, 
according  to  this  theory,  the  more  profitable  the  voyage, 
the  more  is  the' balance  of  trade  against  us;  and  if  we 
could  obtain  foreign  commodities  for  nothing,  it  would  be 
altogetber  against  us.  Yet,  would  not  our  country  be 
enriched  by  presents  of  rich  cargoes  from  abroad  P  Would 
any  citizen  of  the  United  Stales  think  himself  or  his  coun- 
try made  poor,  if  a  friend  in  England  sliould  send  him  a 
ship  load  of  the  most  valuable  British  fabrics  as  a  present.' 
Would  he  send  them  back  because  tliey  caused  this 
balance  of  trade  to  be  against  the  countiy  or  himself? 

Reverse  the  picture.  Send  fifty  thousand  dollars  worth 
of  your  wealth  abroad,  and  exchange  it  for  two  thousand 
dollars  worth  to  be  brought  back.  Here  the  balance  of 
trade  is  largely  in  favor  of  our  counti*y;  but  is  any  body 
enriched  by  it }  On  the  contrary,  are  not  all  concerned 
in  such  commerce  made  poor^     If  we  were  to  give  away 
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our  produce  and  merchandise,   "the  balance  of  trade," 
on  tliis  theory,  would  be  altogetlier  in  our  favor. 

The  best  trade  is,  when,  (or  every  little  you  send  out, 
much  comes  back.  Then  are  our  citizens  and  our  coun- 
try flourishing  and  getting"  rich.  The  farmer  will  tell  you 
that  it  is  better  to  get  ten  pounds  of  sugar  for  a  bushel  of 
corn  than  five  pounds.  He  always  likes  the  balance  of  trade 
against  him  in  that  way,  and  it  is  just  so  with  the  nation. 

When  gentlemen  say  that  commerce  is  not  encouraging 
American  industry,  I  answer  that  the  ai'ticles  exported 
are  the  products  of  American  labor;  that  the  ship  is  of 
American  manufacture,  and  made  of  American  timber; 
that  the  sailors  wh9  navigate  the  vessels  are  Americans, 
and  their  labor  is  American  labor.  The  whole  is  an  Ame- 
rican transaction, and  encouragement  to  American  industry. 
Foreigners  have  nothing  to  do  with  it,  except  that  they 
furniui  our  citizens  with  favorable  contracts,  by  an  inter- 
change of  articles,  the  products  or  manufactures  of  their 
respective  countries,  by  which  the  wealth  and  prosperity 
of  the  United  States  are  promoted  and  enlarged. 

Mr.  President,  why  is  this  protection  tlirough  the  me- 
dium of  high  duties  claimed  by  the  American  manufac- 
turers? It  must  be  owipg  to  cue  of  two  causes.  Either  the 
articles  can  bt  manufactured  much  cheaper  in  other  coun- 
tries, or  the  American  manufacturers  desire  unreasonable 
profits.  That  many  articles  can  be  made  cheaper  abroad 
than  in  this  country,  there  is  no  doUbt.  Labor  >s  cheaper. 
In  Russia  and  Sweden,  the  wages  of  an  able-bodied  laborer 
are  only  six  or  seven  cents  a  day;  in  Great  Britain,  the 
price  is  very  little  higher.  In  the  latter  countiy,  with 
a  population  of  one  hundred  and  sixty-five  to  the  mile 
square,  more  people  are  found  ready  to  starve,  and  of 
course  are  willing  to  work  for  a  bare  subsistence,  than  in 
the  United  States,  which  does  not  contain  seven  for  each 
mile  square.  This  inec^uality  in  the  price  of  the  produc- 
tion of  articles,  arising  from  the  diflference  in  the  price  of 
labor,  can  only  be  obviated  in  one  of  two  ways.  You 
must  either  reduce  the  price  of  labor,  by  degrading  the 
people  of  tiiis  counti'y,  so  far  as  to  compel  them  to  Tabor 
ror  a  bare  subsistence,  or  you  must  tax  the  community  to 
make  up  the  difference  in  favor  of  the  American  manu- 
factures. The  first  mode,  I  hope,  has  no  advocates  here 
or  elsewhere.  The  second  mode  is  unjust  and  oppressive, 
as  I  will  now  endeavor  to  show. 

It  is  unjust.  The  Senate  will  indulge  me  in  illustrating 
this  in  a  plain  way,  which  is  my  habit  of  conducting  argu- 
ments on  all  subjects.  Suppose  ten  men  engaged  in  agri- 
culture, and  you,  by  your  enactments  of  your  laws,  cause 
five  of  them  to  abandon  that,  and  adopt  some  other  pur- 
suit— manufactures,  if  you  please;  and  you,  at  the  same 
time,  require  Ahat  one-third  of  the  products  of  the  five  re- 
maining agriculturists  shall  be  given  to  them;  all  men 
would  at  once  exclaim,  this  is  plain,  open,  palpable  injus- 
tice. Now,  sir,  where  is  tlie  difference  between  this  and 
compelling  the  agi'iculturists  to  give  one-third  more  for 
all  the  articles  for  which  they  excliange  the  products  of 
their  farms;  or,  when  you  compel  them  to  give  one-third 
more  in  the  money  for  which  they  have  sold  their  crops, 
and  this  for  the  benefit  of  those  who  have  abandoned  their 
former  pursuits?  For  instance,  a  planter,  in  the  neigh- 
borhood of  Nashville,  where  I  live,  sends  his  three  bales 
of  cotton  to  New  Orleans  to  purchase  or  exchange  for  im- 
ported articles  for  the  consumption  of  his  family.  Now, 
the  Government  takes  no  part  of  his  cotton  from  him,  his 
agent  exchanges  the  whole  of  thtm  for  the  articles  order- 
ed; but,  in  fixing  upon  the  price  of  the  articles  received  in 
exchange,  one-third  is  added  on  account  of  tlie  duties  im- 
posed. It  seems  to  my  mind  very  evident  that  one-third 
of  the  man's  cotton  is  gone  as  certainly  and  effectually  as 
if  the  Government  had  taken  it  in  the  first  instance,  and 
then  permitted  liim  to  purchase  the  articles  one-third 
cheaper. 

What  is  the  common  practice  which  prevails  in  most 


parts  of  the  cotton-growing  country  ?  The  planter  docs 
hot  himself  export  his  own  cotton,  but  sells  it  to  his  mer- 
chant in  discharge  of  his  store  account.  Now  the  mer- 
chant pays  him  for  tlie  whole  of  his  cotton;  but,  in  the  ar- 
ticles purchased,  there  is  one-third  charged  on  account  of 
this  tax.  I'his  is  plain  and  manifest  to  every  one  who  re- 
flects upon  this  suDJect.  The  importing  merchant,  when 
he  arrives  with  his  merchandise  at  the  city  of  New  York, 
Philadelphia,  Boston,  or  Baltimore,  is  charged  by  the  Go- 
vernment with  forty  or  fifly  per  cent,  as  an  import  duty 
upon  the  articles  imported  by  him.  He,  of  necessity,  adds 
that  to  the  price,  and  then  sells  to  the  Western  merchant, 
with  a  profit  added  to  both.  To  tlie  M'^cstern  merchant 
the  original  cost,  tlie  import  duty  or  tax,  and  tlie  whole- 
sale dealer's  profit,  constitute  the  cost  of  the  article;  and 
upon  all  these,  added  together,  he  lays  his  profits. 

The  statement  1  am  now  about  to  make  will  aliow  some- 
thing of  the  operation  of  the  tariff  upon  the  Western  far- 
mers and  mechanics. 

Cost  of  merchandise  in  Europe,  -        -  $100  OO 

Expenses  of  importation,    -        -        .        .  10  OO 

»  

Value  at  the  warehouse,     -        -        -        -  110  OO 

Add  an  ad  valorem  duty  of  forty  per  cent.,  44  OO 


Actual  cost  to  the  importing  merchant. 
Add  importing  merchant's  profit,  say  ten  per 
cent.,     -         ------ 

Actual  cost  to  the  Western  merchant. 
Add  Western  merchant's  advance  to  cover 
transportation  and  profits,  25  per  cent., 


154  OO 
15  40 

169  40 
42  35 


Actual  cost  to  the  farmer  and  mechanic,     -  $211  75 

The  increase  of  the  price  to  the  farmer  and  mechanic 
in  the  Western  country,  in  consequence  of  the  tax,  may 
be  shown  thus: 

The  import  tax  itself  is      -        -        -        -  |44  00 

Importing  merchant's  profit  on  it,      -        -  4  40 


Increase  to  the  Western  merchant,     - 
Add  to  the  Western  merchant's  profit. 


48  40 
12  10 


Making  the  increased  price  to  tlie  Western 
farmer  and  mechanic,      -        -        -         .  $60  50 

Upon  every  hundred  dollars  worth  of  goods  bought  in 
Europe  and  can-icd  to  the  West,  our  people  pay  a  tax,  in 
consequence  of  the  tariff,  of  more  tlian  sixty  dollars.  This 
tariff  tax  is  higher  on  tlie  Western  people  than  on  any  other, 
because  on  account  of  their  distance  from  the  seaboard, 
and  the  greater  number  of  dealers  through  whose  hands 
the  goods  pass:  each  adding  his  profits,  and  the  time  oc- 
cupied in  the  transactions,  making  the  profits  higher,  they 
arc  made  to  pay  a  sort  of  compound  tariff.  In  this  state- 
ment, a  duty  of  foity  per  cent,  ad  valorem  has  been  assum- 
ed as  the  average  amount  of  duties,  although  it  is  believed 
that  a  higher  rate  of  duty  is  actually  paid  on  most  articles 
consumed  in  the  Western  country.  Upon  presenting  this 
view  of  the  subject,  no  one  can  fail  to  perceive  that  the 
duty  does  enter  into  tlie  price  of  the  article  to  the  con- 
sumer, which  refutes  at  once  the  fallacious  idea  that  higli 
duties  have  a  tendency  to  reduce  the  price  of  imported 
articles.  To  say  to  a  plain  minded  man  that  tlie  owner 
of  an  article  wortli  ten  dollars  could  afford  to  sell  it  cheap- 
er by  compelling  him  to  pay  five  dollars  as  a  tax  before 
he  sold  it,  would  be  to  him  a  ver)"  unreiisonable  sugges- 
tion. He  could  not  believe  it;  and  yet  it  would  be  just 
as  i*ational  as  tlie  arguments  we  hear  upon  tliis  subject. 
I  admit  that  a  strong  and  ardent  competition  between 
domestic  and  foreign  manufactures  will  reduce  articles  to 
the  lowest  price  at  which  they  can  be  produced  and  broiiglit 
into  the  market;  and,  thtrefore,  I  am  not  in  favor  of  taxing 
out  the  foreign  manufactures,  which  must  be  the  efl*c  ct  of 
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hig'h  duties^  and  of  pbcmg  ourselves  wholly  in  the  power 
of  the  domestic  manufactures.  Rather  than  see  this  state 
of  things,  I  would  say  to  all  the  nations  of  the  earth,  come 
and  trade  with  us;  brin^us  the  production  of  all  9oils  and 
climatea^  bring  us  the  articles  produced  by  y6ur  industry, 
ingenui^,  and  skill,  and  receive  in  exchange  the  super- 
abundance of  the  products  of  our  country.  Then,  sir, 
you  would  see  competition;  then  you"  would  see  prosper- 
ity return  to  every  portion  of  the  United  States,  and  more 
especially  tcrthat  which,  under  the  withering  influence  of 
this  high  tariff  system,  has  almost  become  desokte. 

It  is  urged  that  the  prices  of  articles  have  fallen  since 
the  adoption  of  the  tariff  of  1828;  and  tliis  is  ascribed  to 
the  introduction  of  the  system.  If  the  gentlemen  could 
show  that  the  price  of  protected  articles  only  had  fallen, 
or  that  the  fall  had  been  confined  to  this  countiy  only,  there 
would  then  be  som^  plausibility  in  wliat  they  say.  But 
the  unprotected  arUcles  have  fallen  in  a  still  greater  de- 
gree; and  the  fall  is  co-extensive  with  the  commercial 
world.  We  must  then  look  to  other  causes  for  the  declen- 
fion  of  prices,  than  our  hqme  competition.'  These  can  be 
foimd,  in  the  first  place,  in  the  depreciation  of  o\\r  money. 
Money  in  the  United  States  is  now  pf  one-tliird  more 
value  than  it  was  a  few  years  since.  The  amount  of  the 
circulating  medium  has  been  greatly  reduced,  in  tlie  re- 
establishment  of  a  sound  currency;  the  price  of  lands  and 
all  other  property  has  fallea about  one-third;  and  the  same 
causes  which  have  reduced  their  value,  or  price,  must 
have  a  similar  influence  upon  articles  of  merchandise. 
The  improvement  of  machinery,  also,  has  contributed 
greatly  to  diminish  tlie  price  of  production  in  manufactur- 
ed articles.     Another  cause  which  has  had  great  influence 


state  of  peace,  and,  consequently,.  Uborers  have  become 
plenty,  and  labor  cheap. 

The  prosperity  of  a  nation  depends  upon  the  wealth  and 
prosperity  of  its  citizens;  and  that  policy,  which  is  calculat- 
ed to  impoverish  the  great  mass  of  the  community,  must 
operate  to  the  prejudice  of  ^he  national  welfare.  If  an 
individual  is  compelled  to  give  a  hundre4  and  fif^  dol- 


lars *for  articles  which,  without  the  tariff,  he  could  have  have  found  a  readier  market  by  the  high  duty  on  mese 


purchased  for  one  hundred  dollars,  he  is  certidnty  worth 
less  by  fifty  dollars  than  he  would  have  been  without  this 
tax.  This  operation  is  going  on  continually  throughout 
the  country;  and,  therefore,  I  believe  Southern  Senators 
when  they  say  that, .  with  the  same  industry,  and  quan- 
tity of  labor  applied^as  formerly,  that  whole  r^on  of 
country  is  becommg  poorer  and  poorer  eveiy  day.  Why 
should  1  not  believe  them>  Can  I  give  credit  to  the  opi- 
nions  of  ^ose  who  are  strangers  to  the  condition  of  tne 
people  in  tliat  section  of  the  United  States,  when  they  tell 
us  that  the  South  is  in  a  prosperous  and  flourishing  con- 
dition, rather  thaa  to  those  Senators  who  come  from  those 
States,  and  have  their  interests  especially  committed  to  their 
charge?  The  Senator  from  Maine,  [Mr.  Houtis,]  who 
resides  so  far  to  the  Northeast  that  his  State  runs  mto  a 
British  province,  or  a  British  province  into  it,  which,  lam 
not  able  to  say,  for  I  have  not  yet  sufficiently  examined 
the  subject;  a  Senator  from  Bhode  Island,  [Mr.  Kicxobt,] 
skilled  in  arithmetic,  who  can  count  the  profits  upon  his 
fingers'  ends,  that  his  constituents  are  maiLing  by  tnis  sys- 
tem;  and  a  Senator  from  the  West,  far  beyond  the  moun- 
tains, come  forward  and  attempt  to  prove  tbat  those  who 
represent^  them  do  not  understand  their  true  interests! 
Mr.  President,  has  the  land  of  Washington,  Henry,  and 
Jefienon;  has  the  land  of  Iredell  and  Davie;  has  the  land 
of  the  Pinckneys  an4  the  Rutledges;  has  the  land  of  the 
Baldwins  and  the  Waltons,  all — alllost  the  breed  of  noble- 
men ?  Are  their  political  descendants  the  degenerate  sons 
of  worthy  sires?  We  know,  sir,  that  this  is  not  so;  that,  for 
intelligence  and  patriotism,  they  are  not  excelled  by  the 
men  of  any  Other  clime  or  country.  '  Already,  we  have 


upon  this  floor.  She  stands  not  alone;  North  Carolina 
and  yir^nia  have  firmly  and  eloquently  declared  the 
same  opinions;  and  Georgia  has  given  certain  and  unerring 
indications  that  she  will  denounce  the  inequality  and  in- 
j  ustice  of  this  system.  When  1  see  such  a  union  of  feeling 
and  sentiment  prevailing  among  those  who  have  the  best 
means  of  judg^g  of  the  effects  produced  upon  their  con- 
stituents, I  must  be  excused  for  papng  but  little  regard 
to  the  theories  and  opinions  of  gentlemen  who  live  remote, 
and  do  not  possess  the  means  of  forming  a  correct  judg- 
ment. These  gentlemen  could  as  well  succeed  in  con- 
vincing him  who  is  badly  clad,  and  is  shivering  in  the 
winter's  blast,  that  he  was  well  clothed,  and  warm,  and 
comfortable,  or  him,  who  is  perishing  for  want  of  food,  that 
he  suffers  not  H'om  hunger,  as  to  satisfy  the  people  of  the 
Soutli  that  this  system  U  not  the  cause  of  their  depression 
and  grievances. 

In  regard  to  the  Western  country,  and  every  portion  of 
it,  I  have  always  considered  this  system  injurious.  It  is 
true  the  fertility  of  our  soil  redeems  us  from  that  state 
of  suffering  which  is  felt  in  some  other-partsof  the  country; 
but  it  checks  and  retards  the  prosperity  and  growth  of  the 
West.  There  is  the  largest  body  of  rich  land,  of  which 
we  have  any  knowledge,  inviting  to  agricultural  pursuitSi 
and  you  do  violence  to  nature,  whenever  you  so  regulate 
society  by  your  laws,  as  to  prevent  its  improvement  and 
cultivation.  Bread  stuffs,  horses,  mules,  cattle,  and  hogs, 
have  been  and  can  be  produced  and  reared  in  the  great- 
est abundance.  Now,  the  true  interest  of  the  Western  far- 
mer lies  in  obtaining  a  good  market  for  these  articles  in 
the  cotton-growing  States;  but  the  policy  which  has  been 
pursued,  has  impoverished  these  States;  they  are  rendered 
upon  this  subject,  is,  that  almost  all  Eutppe  is  now  in  a  I  unable  to  buy,  and  are  compelled  to  raise  the  means  of 


their  own  subsistence  at  home,  although  their  soil  and 
climate  are  ill  adapted  to  the  production  and  raising  of 
them.  The  effect  of  this  system  has  been  to  destroy  the 
beef  market  of  the  Western  country. 

I  should  like  to  know  what  benefit  has  arisen  to  any 
great  class  of  the  community  in  that  section  of  the  Union. 
It  is  true  the  manufacturers  of  rope  ftnd  cotton^bagving 


articles;  but  the  cotton  growers,  com  growers,  and  raisers 
of  stock,  have  lost  by  taxation  more  than  the  manufac- 
turers have  gained;  and  this  is  the  f;eneral  effect  of  this 
system.  One  man  is  compelled  to  give  more  for  an  article 
than  he  would  otherwise  do,  that  me  fiivorite  of  legisla- 
tion may  thereby  obtain  profits.  In  order  to  show  more 
clearly  the  inequaUtv  and  ii^'ustice  of  the  system,  let  it  be 
remembered  that  about  two-thirds  of  all  the  exports  of 
the  United  States  consists  of  articles  grown  or  raised  in  the 
Southed  States.  How,  then,  does  it  happen  that  New 
England,  the  exports  from  wUch  are  smaU,  should,  mnce 
the  uitroduction  of  this  system,  have  grown  in  wealth  and 
prosperity  beyond  all  fonner  example,  while  that  portion 
of  the  country  most  favored  in  soil  and  climate,  producing 
more  abundant  crops  than  in  former  years,  has  experi- 
enced less  prosperity  than  at  any  fwmer  period,  ana  has 
Slink  almost  into  poverty  and  despair?  The  cause,  to  ray 
mind,  i&  quite  manifest.  Bv  the  operation  of  this  tariff, 
the  products  of  the  labor  of  one  portion  of  the  Union  ia 
transferred  to  another.  That  operation  is  effected  in  this 
way;  the  g^wer  of  articles  for  exportation  is  not  permit- 
ted to  interchange  them,  how  and  where  he  can,  so  as  to 
be  most  advantageous  to  himself;  but,  bv  the  high  duties, 
he  is  compelled  either  to  purchsise  his  mreign  articles  at 
the  increased  price  occasioned  by  those  duties,  or  be  must 
purchase  the  articles  from  New  England  at  such  price  as 
the  manufacturers  may  choose  to  affix  to  them;  equal,  at 
least,  to  the  price  of  tiie  foreign  articles,  with  the  duties 
added  to  it.  This,  sir,  is  the  great  object  of  the  system. 
It  is  to  prevent  the  citizens  of  the  United  States  firom 
csn^ying  on  commerce  and  exchanges  in  that  way  which 


heard  the  sentiments  of  South  Carolina  ably  proclaimed  may  be  most  profitable  to  them,  and  constrain  them  to 
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purchase  all  their  articles  of  convenience  and  necessity 
from  the  capitalists  and  manufacturers  of  the  Eastern 
States,  at  enhanced  prices.  This  constraint  I  consider  in- 
consistent with  the  g'enius  of  our  Government,  and  as  savor- 
ing strongly  of  tyranny  and  oppression.  It  is  an  encroach- 
ment upon  the  rights  of  the  citizens,  and  should  meet  with 
no  favor  here.  The  great  principle  of  protection  in  this 
Government  should  be  to  give  to  labor  its  whole  earn- 
ings, and  not  permit  any  portion  of  it  to  be  transferred  to 
others.  If  an  individual,  by  his  labor,  earns  a  dollar,  let 
him  have  the  whole  of  It;  and  let  no  law  exist  in  the  sta- 
tute book,  which  will  transfer,  one-third  of  it  to  others. 

In  relation  to  Tennessee,  we  have  a  greater  abiuidance 
of  iron  ore  than  is  to  be  found  in  any  other  part  of  the 
United  States;  and  we  are  manufacturing  it  successfully 
and  profitably.  On  account  of  the  goodness  of  its  <|^uality , 
and  cheapness  of  its  production,  we  are  underselhng  Uie 
manufacturers  of  iron  in  Pennsylvania,  in  the  city  of  Pitts- 
burg, the  Birmingham  of  the  West;  but  I  cannot  tell  how 
long  we  shall  be  permitted  to  enjoy  the  benefit  of  that 
market;  for  if  gentlemen  are  so  enamored  with  this  tariff 
system,  as  to  exclude  us  from  foreign  commerce,  I  should 
not  feel  much  astonished  at  seeing  an  effort  made  so  to 
construe  the  oonstitution  of  the  United  States  as  to  pre- 
vent the  iron  masters  in  Tennessee  from  competing  with 
the  Pennsylvania  manufacturers  in  their  markets.  Although 
Tennessee  possesses  great  advantages  in  the  article  of  iron, 
and  has  much  capital  employed  in  manufacturing  it,  I  can 
see  DO  justice  or  propriety  in  looking  to  the  interest  of 
these  iron  masters  alone,  regardless  oT  the  interest  of  the 
rest  of  the  community.  1  cannot  consent  to  favor  them 
at  tlie  expense  of  every  man  who  uses  a  plough,  a  hoe,  an 
axe,  a  kettle,  or  a  pan.  Therefore  I  will  consent  to  a 
reasonable  reduction  of  the  duty  on  iron,  agreeably  to  the 
principles  of  compromise,'  which  I  shall  lav  down  befi)re 
I  take  my  seat;  and,  in  so  doing,  I  have  no  fear  of  injuring 
any  manufacturer  of  iron  in  the  United  States. 

I  have  hitherto  treated  of  this  subject  as  it  operated 
upon  different  sections  of  the  country.  I  will  now  say 
something  in  relation  to  its  effect  upon  the  people  of  the 
States  most  favored  by  it.  I  do  this  with  diffidence,  be- 
cause my  personal  observation  does  not  enable  me  to  speak 
with  confidence.  When  I  have  spoken  of  the  prosperity 
of  New  England,  I  only  mean  she  is  prosperous,  when 
compared  with  other  portions  of  the  Union.  My  opinion 
is,  that  no  State,  taking  the  whole  population  together, 
has  been  benefited  by  X\\\s  system.  It  is  advantageous  to 
the  capitalists  who  own  tl^e  manufactories,  and  it  may  af- 
ford a  better  market  to  those  who  live  in  tlie  immediate 
neighborhood  of  them,  and  produce  articles  consumed  by 
the  laborers  employed  in  them;  but  to  all  others  living  in 
the  neighborhood,  the  price  of  provisions  is  rendered 
dearer;  and  even  to  the  laborers  themselves,  who  have  fa- 
milies, tlie  price  of  the  means  of  supporting  them  is  en- 
hanced, and  a  portion  of  their  wages  in  this  way  lost  to 
tliem.  In  addition  to  this,  the  price  of  all  articles  of  cloth- 
ing is  advanced;  because  the  manufacturer  will  not  sell  at 
a  lower  rate  than  will  barely  enable  him  to  keep  out  the 
competition  of  the  foreign  ai'ticles  of  the  same  kmd.  This 
is  the  effect  in  the  vicinity  of  these  establishments;  but  as 
soon  as  you  go  beyond  the  Immediate  neighborhood,  the 
^vils  are  unmixed  with  good.  All  the  disadvantages  cf 
the  higher  priced  articles  are  felt  without  any  correspond- 
ing^ benefit.  Notwithstanding  the  boasted  advantages  of 
this  system  to  New  England,  we  hear,  as  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  Clay j  denominates  it,  "  a  still,  small 
voice"  raised  in  opposition.  Yes,  sir,  we  have  heard  tlie 
still,  small  voice  ot  justice,  and  trutli,  and  pati'iotism,  from 
the  granite  State,  proclaiming  the  injustice  and  impolicy 
of  the  system.  The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Hill]  has  frankly  told  us  that  he  has  a  large  interest  in  a 
cotton  manufactory,  and  that  he  neither  needs  nor  desires 
the  protection  of  high  duties.  "  Sir,  1  rejoice  tliat  we  liave 


one  manufacturer  upon  this  floor,  who  comes  forward  and 
says  he  does  not  wish  the  interest  of  the  country  sacri- 
ficed for  private  emolument  and  gain;  and  I  have  ho  doubt 
there  arc  many  others  who  would  do  the  same,  if  they  had 
seats  here.  I  thank  that  honorable  Senator  for  the  mfor- 
mation  he  has  imparted  to  his  country  upon  this  subject. 
He  has  shown  that  the  agricultural  State  of  Vermont 
has,  within  the  last  ten  years,  gained  20,000  in  population 
upon  the  manufacturing  State  of  New  Hampshire;  that 
agriculture  has  decreased;  that  there  is  now  more  cleared 
lands  than  hands  for  its  cultivation;  that  the  price  of 
land  has  fallen,  and  the  whole  agricultural  capital  been 
much  depressed  in  value.  If  e  has  also  told  us  of  that  s}'s- 
tem  of  smuggling  which  is  so  successfully  carried  on  be- 
tween the  British  provinces  and  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  according  to  the  last  annual  report 
from  the  Treasury  Department,  the  people  of  the  United 
States  now  pay  in  taxes  on  imported  articles  twenty- 
six  million  five  hundred  thousand  dollars.  This  is  the 
sum  which  will  be  paid  into  the  treasury  for  the  pre- 
sent year,  from  that  source  of  revenue.  From  other 
sources,  that  i.S|  the  sale  of  publie  lancl«,  bank  dividends, 
and  incidental  receipts,  four  million  one  hundred  thousand 
dollars*  amounting,  in  the  whole,  to  thirty  million  one 
hundred  thousand  dollars.  I  know  of  no  reason,  I  have 
heard  none  assigned,  which  would  authorize  an  opinion 
that  there  will  be  a  diminution  of  revenue,  profidcd  the 
duties  remain  at  the  present  rates.  I  admit  that,  upon  the 
item  of  incidental  recepts,  no  gi-eat  reliance  in  making  au 
estimate  for  the  future  ought  to  be  placed.  Therefore, 
strike  off  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  from  this  item, 
and  only  retain  ten  thousand  dollars,  whlQh  will,  no  doubt, 
be  collectable  from  old  debts  for  many  years  to  come.  You 
will  then  have  a  revenue  of  upwards  of  thirty  millions. 
The  estimated  expenditure  of  the  Govenimcnt  (exclusive 
of  the  public  debt)  is  thirteen  million  three  hundred  and 
sixty -five  thousand  two  hundred  and  two  dollars.  Deduct 
from  this  sum  three  millions  of  revenue  from  the  public 
lands,  fbur  hupdred  and  ninety-six  thousand  dollars,  the 
dividends  of  the  bank  stock,  and  the  ten  thousand  dollars 
for  incidental  ifeceipts,  and  you  need  only  the  sum  of  nine 
million  eight  hundred  and  sixty-five  thousand  two  hun- 
dred dollai's,  to  meet  the  exigencies  of  Uie  Government. 
This  is  the  sum  Government  needs;  nor  is  one  dollar  more 
necessary  for  its  support.  There  wbuld,  then,  remain 
sixteen  million  six  hundred  and  thirty-four  thousand  seven 
Imndred  and  ninety-eight  dollars,  over  and  above  all  the 
demands  of  the  Government.  Another  tiling  is  certain, 
that,  upon  a  reduction  of  duties,  the  imports  will  be  in- 
creased; and  in  tliis  way  a  larger  sum  will  be  produced, 
than  any  estimate  founded  upon  the  present  amount  of  im- 
portations. 

Mr.  President,  let  us  now  present  the  question  fairly. 
Shall  the  people  of  tlie  United  States  be  taxed  upwards  of 
sixteen  and  a  half  millions  of  dollars  annually  upon  im- 
ported articles,  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  domestic 
manufiu;turers  to  tax  them  in  the  same  degree  upon  all  the 
articles  manufactured  and  sold  by  them?  This  is  the  very 
object  the  nianufhcturers  have  in  view,  in  pressing  this 
subject  on  Congress.  Their  language  to  us  is  plainly  this: 
we  want  to  make  your  constituents,  one  and  al),  pay  us  a 
higher  price  for  all  tlie  articles  we  manufacture:  this  we 
cannot  do,  so  long  as  they  are  permitted  to  buy  the  same 
kind  of  articles  made  in  foreign  countries;  therefore,  we 
insist  that  you,  by  taxation  on  foreign  articles,  shall  so  in- 
crease the  price,  that  your  constituents  will  be  constrained 
to  buy  of  us  at  prices  which  will  enrich  us.  Disguise  this 
matter  as  they  may,  this  is  the  true  cause  6f  all  that  anxiety 
and  solicitude  which  they  have  manifested  from  the  com- 
mencement of  tliis  system.  For  myself,  I  am  unwilling 
to  indulge  them  at  the  expense  of  those  whose  interests 
are  in  part  confided  to  my  care.  I  will  here  remark  that 
If  the  duty  on  protected  imported  articles  shall  amount 
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to  twenty  millions  of  dollars,  and  the  imported  article 
shall  constitute  one-half  of  the  amount  consumed  in  the 
United  States  and  the  other  half  dhall  be  supplied  from 
the  domestic  roanufactories,  the  people  of  the  United 
States  will  be  taxed  to  the  amount  ot  forty  millions:  of 
which,  the  one  half  arising  from  the  djity  on  foreign  im- 
ported articles  goes  into  the  treasury,  and  is  of  some  pub- 
lic benefit;  the  other  half  goes  into  the  hand  of  the  domes- 
tic manufacturers,  and  is  of  no  further  advantage,  than  as 
it  increases  the  wealth  of  a  few  of  the  capitalists  of  the 
country. 

Gentlemen  say  that  most  of  the  protected  articles  can 
be  manufactured  as  cheap  in  this  as  in  foreign  countries. 
If  this  be  so,  they  need  no  protection.  The  cost  of  trans- 
portation and  a  reasonable  revenue  duty  will  give  the  do- 
mestic articles  a  great  advantage  in  our  market  over  the 
importe<l  articles,  and  therefore  this  tax  on  the  community 
is  wholly  unnecessary,  so  far  as  relates  to  such  articles. 
It  is  stated  by  the  advocates  of  the  tariff  that  certain  cot- 
ton  goods  manufactured  in  the  United  States  are  exported 
to  for^i^n  countries,  and  are  there  competing  successfully 
with  articles  of  the  same  kind  manufactured  abroad.  Will 
gentlemen  be  so  g^od  as  to  tell  me  how  it  happens  that 
the  Americans  can  compete  successfully  with  the  British 
^ric  in  another  counti'y,  and  cannot  do  so  in  this,  when 
the  price  of  transportation  and  a  revenue  duty  shall  be 
placed  upon  the  British  article?  Sir,  we  cannot  be  mis- 
tdcen  upon  this  subject.  These  articles  can  be  manufac- 
tured here  as  cheap  as  elsewhere;  this  is  proved  by  their 
exportation  and  sale  in  foreign  countries.  But  the  reten- 
tion of  the  duty  enables  the  domestic  manufacturers  to 
keep  out  of.  our  markets  the  foreign  articles  which  might 
compete  with  theirs,  and  thereby  enables  them  to  secure  a 
iDonopoly,  and  place  a  higher  price  upon  the  domestic 
manufactures.  The  tariff  of  1828  is  the  law  ik)w  in 
force,  and  it  is  surely  the  most  unfortunate  law  I  have  ever 
read  or  heard  of;  I  have  never  heard  it  commended  by 
any  one,  in  or  out  of  the  Senate.  No  one  owns  it,  or  ac- 
knowledges its  paternity;  or  admits  he  had  any  agency  in 
making  it.  It  is  thrown  upon  the  wide  world  without  a 
friend  or  patron.  All  admit  that  its  passage  was  attended 
with  circumstaoccs  unfavorable  to  a  fair  and  equal  adjust- 
ment of  a  system  of  taxation.  Yet  this  law  constitutes 
the  sacred  ground  on  which  the  unhallowed  foot  of  legis- 
lation is  not  to  be  permitted  to  tread.  We  arc  told  not  tp 
touch  it  lest  the  whole  system  should  be  endangered.  Sir,  I 
have  no  desire  to  touch  it,  from  what  I  learned  from  the 
Senator  from  Mas^husetts^  [Mr.  Wkbstbr,]  two  years 
ago,  in  the  debate  on  this  subject;  I  wish  tlie  tariff  law  of 
1828  to  be  anaong  forgotten  things.  My  wish  is  now  to 
see  a  bill  presented  by  the  Committee  on  Finance,  contain- 
ing a  list  of  the  articles  imported;  then  upon  each  article, 
separately,  we  can  determine  what  reduction  can  be  made, 
without  endangering  the  manufacturing  interests.  I  am 
prepared  to  show  wliat  reduction  can  be  made  upon  cot- 
tons, woollens, ;sug;^,  iron,  and  salt^  but  I  forbear  to  pre- 
sent them  to  the  Senate  at  this  time,  believing  that  this 
can  better  be  done,  and  with  more  effect,  when  the  bill 
upon  this  subject  is  under  discussion,  and  each  article  is 
considered  separately.  If  nearly  ten  miltions  of  dollars, 
needed  for  revenue,  fairly  and  justly  apportioned  upon  all 
imported  articles,  (exclusive  of  those  now  free  of  duty,) 
and  the  cost  of  transportation  of  foreign  articles,  will  not  af- 
ford sufficient  protection,  I  fear  we  are  forcing  this  system 
beyond  the  age  and  condition  of  this  country.  My  prin- 
ciple of  protection  would  go  thus  far  and  no  farther,  ex- 
cept upon  the  ground  of  compromise.  Tax  the  people 
to  the  full  amount  of  the  exigencies  of  the  Government, 
uid  apportion  that  sum  upon  imported  articles,  and  espe- 
cially on  those  which  come  in  competition  with  articles 
vhjch  are  manu^tured,  and  which  it  is  of  national  import- 
ance should  be  manufactured  in  this  country.  I  cannot 
believe  the  people  of  the  United  States  will,  for  any  great 


length  of  time,  submit  to  high  taxation,  merely  for  the 
purpose  of  protecting  manufactures.  No  man,  not  in- 
terested in  these  establishments,  will  consent  that  a  large 
portion  of  his  earnings  shall  be  applied  to  the  profit  of  any 
class  of  our  citizens,  when  the  public  exigencies  do  not 
require  it.  The  wise  course  for  every  Government  to 
pursue,  is  to  look  to  its  true  condition,  and,  by  consulting 
all  its  interests,  attempt  to  cherish  those  employments 
only  in  which  capital  and  labor  will  find  a  suificient  re- 
ward. Our  nation  is  young;  our  land  is  fertile;  with  us, 
a  laborer  can  earn  his  fifly  cents  a  day;  in  old  countries, 
the  laborer  can  earn  only  from  six  to  ten  cents  a  day. 
Although  I  have  no  wish  to  favor  the  poor  of  other  coun- 
tries at  the  expense  of  this,  so  long  as  we  can  obtain  the 
profits  of  their  labor,  and  do  them  no  injury  by  doing  so, 
and  at  the  same  time  do  nothing  to  the  prejudice  of  the 
laborers  of  our  own  country,  I  can  see  nothing  objec- 
tionable in  it.  On  the  contrary,  if  we  can  obtain  their 
labor  at  so  low  a  price,  we  can  derive  considerable  profit 
from  it,  and  the  laborers  of  the  United  States  can  follow 
pursuits  more  advantageous  to  themselves,  and  profitable 
to  the  country. 

The  resolution  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  proposes 
to  abolish  the  duties  entirely  on  all  articles  of  a  kind  not 
manufactured  in  the  United  States,  except  silks  and  wines; 
and  to  reduce  them  on  these  articles.  So  long  as  duties 
are  paid  on  imported  articles,  for  the  purpose  of  raising 
revenue,  I  cannot  consent  to  this  proposition.  The  true 
principle  of  taxation  is  to  impose  it  on  those  who  are  best 
able  to  bear  it.  The  resolution  on  your  table  proposes  a 
total  abandonment  of  this  principle.  The  articles  to  be 
released  from  taxation  are  luxuries  used  almost  exclusive- 
ly by  tlie  rich,  while  the  burdens  are  lefl  with  all  their 
weight  upon  the  poorer  portion  of  the  community.  This 
would  be  no  alleviation  of  the  evils  complained  of;  and  I  will 
not  unite  in  holding  out  to  the  poor  man  the  delusive  hope 
that  he  is  to  be  able  to  clothe  his  family  in  silks,  and  regale 
himself  on  wine  every  day;  while  all  the  articles  of  dress 
he  purchases,  his  salt,  his  sugar,  his  plough,  his  axe,  and 
his  hoe,  and  all  other  utensils  with  which  he  earns  his  dailpr 
bread,  are  so  taxed  as  to  render  him  unable  to  raise  his 
family.  No,  sir,  give  him  his  necessaries  of  life  untaxed, 
or  taxed  lightly;  let  his  labor  have  its  full  reward,  and  he 
will  then  increase  in  his  means,  and  in  time  be  able  to 
indulge  in  luxuries  if  he  shall  please  to  do  so. 

The  object  of  the  capitalists  engaged  in  manufactures, 
in  consentine^  to  take  off  the  duties  on  articles  they  do  not 
make  in  their  establishments,  cannot  be  mistaken.  It  is 
to  concentrate  the  whole  taxation  of  the  country  upon 
those  foreign  articles  which  come  in  competition  with 
theirs.  The  operation  of  such  a  system  will  be  doubly  in 
favor  of  the  rich  capitalists.  It  will  enable  them  to  ob- 
tain all  foreign  luxuries  free  of  taxation,  and  at  the  same 
time  to  tax  the  poor  as  well  as  every  other  class  of  citi- 
zens, through  the  necessaries  of  life  consumed  by  them, 
for  the  augmentation  of  their  profits.  These  men  are  a 
privileged  order  in  our  country.  They  have  formed,  and 
seek  to  perpetuate,  a  kind  of  partnersliipjwith  the  Govern- 
ment in  taxing  the  people;  and  the  present  struggle  is  to 
abolish,  or  much  reauce,  every  tax  in  which  they  have  not 
some  share  of  the  proceeds.  They  conspire  to  raise  the 
price  of  all  necessaries  of  life,  giving  part  of  the  increase 
to  the  Government,  and  taking  part  to  themselves. 

After  all  I  have  beard  as  to  the  management  of  these  es- 
tabhshments,  I  am  still  incFined  to  the  opinion  that  they  are 
not  calculated  to  improve  the  moral  and  political  condi- 
tion of  the  country.  I  am  gratified  to  learn  that  g^at 
care  is  taken  of  the  morals  of  those  who  are  placed  in 
some  of  the  manufactories;  and  that  moral  and  religious 
instruction  is  imparted  to  them.  Notwithstanding  this, 
home  is  the  proper  place  for  the  tender  female.  Advice, 
admonition,  and  f  entle  t-eproof  from  a  mother's  tongue, 
will  sink  deeper  mto  the  heart  of  the  daughter,  than  all 
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the  lectures  th&t  can  be  delivered  by  strangers.  As  to 
their  pofitical  effect  upon  the  country^  I  can  entertain  no 
do\ibt.  The  n>en  employed  in  them  have  abandoned  all 
other  pursuits;  by  continuing  in  this  business,  they  render 
themselves  unfit  for  all  other  employments,  and  Uiey  hold 
their  Uvellhood  at  the  pleasure  of  their  employers,  and 
must  vote  according  to  their  will;  they  become  mere  de- 
pendents, and  lose  that  spirit  which  should  be  possessed 
by  every  American  citizen.  We  have  seen,  in  other 
countries,  riots  and  disturbances  produced  by  this  class  of 
the  communitjr,  when  their  wages  were  reduced  so  low  as 
to  be  insufficient  for  their  sustenance.  Instead  of  men 
cooped  up  in  manufactories,  and  subject  to  taskmasters, 
what  kind  of  citizens  are  we  able  to  have?  We  can  make 
freeholders  of  them.  Reduce  the  price  of  the  public 
lands;  put  it  in  the  power  of  each  laborer  to  procure  his 
forty,  eighty,  or  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres.  When 
seated  upon  that,  he  feels  his  independence,  and  he 
knows  he  is  at  home.  These  are  the  men  who  constitute 
ft  State,  and  make  it  prosperous,  ^eat,  and  glorious. 
They  feel  an  attachment  to  their  country;  and  when  its 
rights  are  invaded,  they  will  fly  to  its  standard.  Sir,  I 
have  seen  this  tried.  When  our  country  was  invaded, 
durin?  the  late  war,  the  men  of  the  mountains  descend- 
ed like  torrents,  and  the  men  of 'the  valleys  came  up; 
and  Uier6  was  no  controversy  who  should  go  to  the  field 
of  danger,  but  who  should  be  forced  to  remain  at  home. 
In  regard  to  the  exercise  off  the  right  of  suffrage,  should 
any  roan  attempt  to  influence  one  of  them  by  affect- 
ing a  superiority  over  him,  he  would  certainly  find  himself 
insulted,  and  he  would  be  most  fortunate  if  he  escaped 
at  that. 

Let  us  now  see,  Mr.  President,  what  effects  have  been 
produced  bv  this  system  of  taxation  upon  the  other  great 
interests  of  the  country.  In  1817,  when  it  commenced, 
the  tonnage  of  the  United  States  engaged  in  foreign 
commerce  was  809,724  tons.  In  1829,  it  was  650,142 
tons,  a  decrease  of  159,582  tons.  In  1817,  there  were 
519,186^  tons  engaged  in  the  coasting  trade.  In  1829, 
there  were  610,654  tons,  to  which  should  be  added 
something  for  the  improved  manner  of  constructing  ves- 
sels. From  this,  it  appears,  that,  taking  the  whole  tonnage 
of  the  United  States  that  is  engaged  in  foreign  commerce, 
and  also  that  engaged  in  the  coasting  trade,  the  navi^tion 
of  the  country  has  decreased  under  the  influence  of  this  sys- 
tem, which  gentlemen  say  has  imparted  its  benefits  to  every 
otlier  interest  of  the  country.  What  influence  has  it  pro- 
duced upon  commerce?  Prior  to  the  embargo  of  1807, 
with  a  population  of  only  six  millions  of  inhabitants,  our 
exports  amounted  to  about  ei^htj-four  million  five  hun- 
dred and  sixty>four  thousand  five  hundred  and  thirteen 
doUara.  In  1817,  it  amounted  to  eighty-seven  million  six 
hundred  and  fifty -one  thousand  five  Inindred  and  sixty-nine 
dollars.  In  1830,  it  amounted  onlv  to  the  sum  of  seventy- 
three  million  eight  hundred  and  forty  thousand  five  hun- 
dred and  eight  dollars.  In  the  intermediate  years,  it  will 
be  seen  by  the  annual  reports  from  the  treasur}',  there  has 
been  an  almost  regular  diminution  of  the  exports  and  im- 
ports of  the  country.  In  answer  to  the  argument  that  the 
demand  for  our  products  cannot  be  enlarged,  I  answer, 
that  if  we  use  more  of  their  articles,  other  nations  can 
and  will  consume  more  of  oura,  and  this  will  be  beneficial 
to  both  parties,  because  each  will  receive  in  exchange  a 
greater  value  than  at  present.  They  will  receive  our 
agricultural  products  at  a  cheaper  rate  than  they  can  now 
purchase  or  can  produce  the  same  articles,  and  we  shall 
receive  their  manufactures  at  a  lower  price  than  we  now 
pay  for  them.  From  tlie  foregoing  statement  of  our  navi- 
gation and  commerce,  it  appears  these  CTeat  pillars  of  our 
prosperity  have  not  been  strengthened,  but  weakened,  by 
this  system  of  restrictions;  and  when  it  is  remembered 
that  our  naval  power  and  glory,  and  cur  ability  to  defend 
our  shores  against  invasion,  are  intimately  connected  with 


the  navigation  of  the  country,  wc  ought  not  rashly  to  pro- 
mote measures  calculated  to  destroy  it.  The  agriculture 
of  the  country  is  closely  connected  with  its  commerce; 
and  that  which  is  calculated  to  depress  the  one,  has  an  in- 
jurious influence  upon  the  other. 

Still  it  is  said  that  this  nation  is  increanng  in  wealth  and 
power.  I  admit  it.  It  is  young  and  vigorous,  and  will  ^ 
on  in  despite  of  the  most  blundering  legislation  that  can 
be  puraued.  Politicians  may  adopt  Ste  most  absurd  theo- 
ries; in  the  madness  of  their  legislation,  they  may  heap 
Pelion  on  Ossa,  and  Ossa  on  Pelion,  and  the  countiy  will 
still  eo  on,  checked  and  retarded  in  its  prosperity,  but 
not  destroyed;  such  b  the  vi^r,  energy,  and  enterprise 
of  our  citizens,  and  the  fertility  of  our  soil.  But  when 
we  look  at  our  navigation  and  commerce,  cannot  every 
man  discern  the  impolicy  of  the  measures  we  have  pur* 
sued  ?  With  a  population  increasing  at  the  rate  of  three 
per  cent,  per  annum,  the  annual  increase  of  which,  at  this 
time,  amounts  to  four  hundred  thousand,  having  more 
than  doubled  itself  since  the  year  1807,  our  navigation 
and  commerce  have  actually  declined.  I  hear  it  often  re- 
peated, that  the  Southern  States  have  introduced  this  sv9- 
tem,  and  this  is  urged  as  a  reason  why  we  should  not  relax 
it.  This  is  denied  by  them.  ^  For  my  own  part,  I  have  ntevcr 
thought  it  material  to  asceftsun  how  that  fact  was.  If  the 
system  be  a  good  one,  we  ought  to  retain  it,  come  from 
where  it  may;  if  it  be  a  bad  one,  wc  ought  to  get  rid  of 
it,  whether  it  were  introduced  by  the  North,  South, 
East,  or  West. 

It  is  sometimes  urged  that  the  protecting  system  ought 
liot  to  be  abandoned,  because  New  England,  now  roost 
interested  in  Tts  preservation,  was  originally  opposed  to  its 
introduction.  It  is  creditable  to  the  statesmen  of  that 
section  of  the  republic,  that  they  saw  and  opposed  the  in- 
justice and  impolicy  of  the  system  to  which  Southern  and 
Western  men  were  measurably  blind.  It  is  not  disreputa- 
ble that  they  have  availed  themselves  of  our  errora  to 
gather  riches  at  our  expense.  But  when  tliey  embarked 
in  these  speculations,  they  had  good  reason  to  believe  that 
experience  would  teach  the  rest  of  the  Union  the  wisdom 
which  thcv  had  learned,  and  that  the  existence  of  the  sys- 
tem would  only  bo  commensurate  with  the  blindness  which 
gave  it  birth.  We  now  see  and  feel  its  evils.  Their 
weight  is  intolerable,  and  we  must  have  relief.  They 
cannot  expect  us  to  travel  onward  in'the  path  of  ruin,  with 
our  eyes  open.  We  have  suffered  for  our  blindness;  and 
if  they  shall  suffer  a  little  for  departing,  in  their  practice, 
from  the  justice  and  beauty  of  their  theory,  they  will  have 
no  great  cause  to  complain. 

I  have  now,  Mr.  President,  finished  what  I  intended  to 
say  upon  the  injustice,  inequality,  and  oppressiveness  of 
this  system  of  taxation,  and  have  also  pointed  out  the  inju- 
rious effects  which  it  has  produced,  in  my  opinion,  upon 
the  general  welfare  of  Uie  nation.  I  will  now  state  the 
terms  upon  which  I  would  be  willing,  under  existing  cir- 
cumstances, to  8cc  this  matter  adjusted.  I  know  I  am  in 
a  minority;  but  I  appeal  with  confidence  to  the  justice  of 
those  with  whom  I  diflTcr.  Th^  say  they  only  want  a  fiiir 
competition  with  foreign  articles;  let  them  have  it.  I  am 
willing  to  meet  them  upon  that  ground;  and  I  propose  the 
followmg  rule  by  which  to  place  tiiem  in  that  situation. 
Let  us  ascertain  what  articles  can  be  manufactured  in  tliia 
country  successfully;  then  ascertain  the  6riginal  price  of 
similar  articles  in  foreign  countries;  add  to  that  price  the 
cost  of  transportation  to  our  seaport  towns.  New  York, 
Philadelphia,  Baltimore,  or  Boston;  tlien  ascertain  the 
cost  of  the  domestic  article  of  the  same  kind  and  quality; 
then  add  so  much  upon  the  f;>reign  article,  by  way  of  duty, 
as  will  place  it  upon  an  equality.  We  will  then  have  a 
fair  competition,  and  low  prices.  All  beyond  this  is  mo- 
nopoly in  favor  of  domestic  manufactures,  and  injustice  to 
the  community.  I  cannot,  myself,  see  how  those  who  tell 
us  that  all  tliey  desire  is  to  prevent  the  destruction  of  their 
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esUblishmentSy  can  object  to  thU  mode  of  settling  this 
controversy.  Adopt  this  nile,  and  abolish  the  credit  sym- 
tem  in  our  import  revenue,  and  our  manufacturers  will 
bave  all  the  protection  which  they  profess  to  ask;  without 
baving  a  monopoly  of  our  markets,  they  would  yet  enjoy 
advantages  which  would  enable  them  to  carry  on  a  success- 
fiil  competittoh  with  articles  of  foreign  production}  and  an 
adjustment,  upon  the'  principle  I  have  named,  would 
greatly  reduce  the  taxation  which  b  now  oppresnng  the 
community. 

But  if  this  be  not  acceptable,  I,  as  one  of  those  oppos- 
ed to  this  system,  will  agree  to  any  moderate  periooical 
reducticm  which  will  give  the  manufticturers  tiinc  to  ac- 
commodate themselves  to  the  altered  circumstances,  and, 
at  the  same  time,  present  assure  prospect  of  ultimate  jus- 
tice to  th^  balance  of  the  community.  As  much  as  the 
South  and  Southwest  are  conscious  of  being  oppressed 
by  this  system,  their  patriotism  would  induce  them  to  suf- 
fer much  longer,  if  they  could  have  a  gndual  amelioration 
of  their  burdens,  and  a  prospect  of  final  relief. 

I  would  not  confine  my  views  of  relief  to  the  tariff  laws 
exclusively.  I  wotUd  extend  them  to-  a  class  of  citizens 
particularly  entitled  to  public  consideration.  I  mean  the 
purchasers  of  public  lands.  While  removing  oppression 
from  others,  I  would  redace  the  price  of  the  public  lands. 
1  would  put  it  in  the  power  of  every  industrious  man  to 
become  a  freeholder.  He  should  have  his  fortv,  eighty, 
or  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres  at  a  low  rate.  If  he  would 
reftde  on  it  a  reasonable  time,  say  five  years,  I  should  not 
object  to  his  having  it  without  paying  any  tbing.  This 
turning  of  day  laborers  and  tenants  into  independent  free- 
holders, is  a  kind  of  legislative  manufacturing  I  am  wil- 
ling to  encourage;  and  when  those  gentlemen  engage  in 
that,  I  will  not  big  behind;  but  I  know  who  will^-those 
who  wish  to  retain  their  present  political  power,  and  are 
unwilling  to  see  the  sceptre  depaij^from  them. 

Before  I  proceed  to  the  discussion  of  the  constitutional 
question  which  has  been,  introduced  into  this  debate,  I 
will  say  a  word  or  two  to  the  Senator  from  Maine,  [Mr. 
Holm  as.]  Hq  says  that,  twenty  years  ago,  he  was  an  ad- 
vocate for  the  constitutional  power  of  the  General  Govern- 
ment, and  now  he  finds  himself  on  the  same  ground.  I 
cong^tulate  the  gentleman  upon  his  return;  that,  after 
waf^ering  about  through  time  and  space  for  so  long  a 
period,  he  has  at  last  round  himself  within  the  orbit  of 
the  constitution.  From  the  best  observations  I  have  been 
able  to  take  since  he  last  became  visible  at  this  place,  I 
should  think,  in  his  next  transit,  he  will  approximate  veiy 
near  to  State  rights.  Whether  this  will  be  owing  to  their 
power  of  attraction,  or  to  the  propelling  power  of  the  King 
of  the  Netherlands,  or  to  both  causes  combined,  1  will 
not  undertake  to  determine. 

Are  the  existing  tariff  laws  constitutional?  It  is  my 
opinion  tliat  they  are.  I  advance  it  with  some  diffidence, 
because  I  know  there  are  many  learned  men,  both  in  and 
out  of  this  Senate,  whose  views  upon  this  subject  are  in 
direct  opposition  to  mine.  I  can  discover  but  little  practical 
good  that  can  arise  from  a  discussion  of  this  subject;  but 
as  it  has  been  introduced,  and  my  mind  is  satisfied  upon  it, 
1  can  have  no  objectioa  to  decluing  the  opinions  I  enter- 
t^n.  I  shall  debver  nophilologicaTdissertations  upon  the 
subject,  as  the  Senator  irom  Maine  has  done;  but  attempt 
to  &OW  to  the  Senate  that  this  power  exists,  not  only  by 
virtue  of  the  constitution,  but  from  necessity.  The 
power  to  regulate  commerce  and  impose  duties  on  im- 
ported foreign  artidles,  is  g^ven  to  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment expressly  by  the  constitution;  and  it  has  at  all  times 
been  considered  as  an  attribute  of  sovereignty  possessed 
by  eveiy  State  or  nation.  All  nations  have  exercised  it; 
and  had  this  confederacy  never  been  formed,  each  State, 
as  a  sovereign,  independent  Government,  would  have 
been  at  liberty  to  exercise  it  without  any  restraint,  and 
for  any  purpose  it  might  judge  proper.     Tlie  States  dis- 


covered that  this  was  one  of  the  powers  which  they 
cotttd  not  exercbe  separately  to  advantage;  and  this  was 
one  of  the  strongest  reasons  which  operated  to  produce 
the  Federal  Government.  It  was  foreseen  that,  if  each 
State  retained  this  power,  it  would  be  exercised  variously, 
and  constant  Jealousies  and  collisions  would  arise  among 
them^  and  foreign  nations,  availing  themselves  of  this 
state  of  things,  would  succeed  in  destroying  their  inde- 
pendence. It  was  then  agreed  in  convention  that  this 
power  of  regulating  commerce  and  imposing  duties, 
whatever  it  might  be,  should  be  surrendered  by  the  States 
to  the  General  Government.  This  surrender  or  transfer 
was  made  without  restriction  or  limitation.  It  certainly 
was  not  derigned  by  the  framers  of  the  constitution  that 
the  State  Governments  and  the  Federal  Government  to- 

Ssther  should  possess  less  power  upon  this  subject  than 
e  States  then  possessed,  and  would  have  continued  to 
possess,  had  each  State  remained  separate  and  distinct. 
Unless,  then,  it  can  be  shown  that,  in  the  transfer  of  this 
power,  (which  at  one  period  unquestionably  belonged  to 
the  States,}  some  diminution  was  produced,  it  is  a  fiiir 
conclusion  to  say  that  it  properly  belonn  to  this  Govern- 
ment, for  all  the  purposes  and  objects  for  which  nations 
have  been  in  the  habit  of  using  it.  It  must  be  admitted 
that  no  portion  of  this  power  renuuns  with  the  several 
States,  because  they  are  expressly  prohibited  from  impos- 
ing duties.  What,' then,  has  become  of  it,  if  it  does  not 
appertain  to  the  General  Government? 

I  will  here  remark,  that,  prior  to  and  at  the  adoption  of 
the  federal  constitution,  this  power  had  been  exercised  bv 
Great  Britain,  France,  Spain,  and  all  otiier  nations  with 
whom  we  had  intercourse;  all  of  which  was  known  to  the 
framers  of  the  constitution.     We  are,  therefore,  as  it 
seems  to  me,  not  at  liberty  to  suppose  that  it  was  intended 
by  them  that  less  power  should  be  possessed  by  that  Go* 
Vemment  to  which  they  confided  this  subject,  than  was 
possessed  and  exercised  by  those  nations  with  whom  we 
had  commercial  intercourse.  This  power  is  indispensable; 
and  without  its  existence  in  the  Federal  Government, 
there  is  no  power  in  this  country  by  which  the  regulations 
of  foreign  nations,  injurious  to  our  commerce,  can  be  coun- 
teracted.    From  1789  down  to  the  present  moment,  it 
l\as  been  exercised,  and,  until  a  few  years  past,  has  never 
been  questioned.     It  seems  to  me  that  gentlemen  fall  into 
an  error,  by  mistaking  the  abuse  of  a  constitutional  power 
for  evidence  of  its  unconstitutionality.     The  States  have 
no  power  to  declare  war;  the  war-making  power  is  trans- 
ferred by  the  constitution  to  the  General  Government;  if 
Congress  shall  wantonly  and  unnecessi«rily  declare  war,  it 
cannot  be  said  that  the  act  is  unconstitutional,  or  that  Con- 
gress has  transcended  its  authority.     They  have  abused 
a  power  committed  to  them;  Congress  has  acted  upon  a 
subject  confided  to  it  by  the  constitution;  and  for  the  im- 
proper exercise  of  its  discretion,  the  members  are  re- 
sponsible x6  the   people,  who   can  apply  the  proper 
corrective  by  the  exercise  of  the  elective  francliise.     Fur- 
ther, a  law  must  be  constitutional  or  not,  when  made;  the 
makers  of  it  violate  that  instrument  in  the  enactment  .of 
the  law,  if  it  be  violated  at  all;  hence  the  law  is  inopera^ 
tive  and  void  from  its  origin,  on  account  of  its  repugnance 
to  the  constitution,  which  is  the  supreme  law  of  the  land. 
But,  in  regard  to  the  tariff  laws,  it  is  admitted  they  ai'e 
constitutional  as  long  as  the  money  is  needed  to  pay  the 
public  debt,  or. to  supply  tiie  exigencies  of  the  Govern- 
ment.    It  is  insisted  that  they  become  unconstitutional 
when  the  debt  is  paid,  or  the  revenue  arising  from  them 
is  no  longer  needed.     According  to  this  argument.  Con- 
gress may  not  violate  the  constitution  when  a  law  is  passed, 
but  circumstances  occurring  ailer  wards  make  it  unconsti- 
tutional.    1'hia  would  be  an  unsafe  and  dangerous  ground 
on  which  to  place  the  power  of  Congress,  because  they 
could  prevent  the  law.  from  becoming  unconstitutional,  by 
indulging  in  extravagant  expenditures,  and  creating  a  ne- 
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cessity  for  all  the  money  arising  from  imposts.  >  The  tputii 
is,  the  motives  of  the  Legislature  have  nothing  to  do  with 
the  constitutionality  of  a  Taw.  The  true  mode  to  test  that 
question,  is,  to  compare  its  provisions  with  the  constitu- 
tion; and  if  no  repugnance  to  tluit  instrument  can  be  dis- 
covered in  the  law,  it  is  constitutional,  whatever  were  the 
motives  of  the  legislators,  and  it  must  stand  until  repealed 
by  the  same  power  which  enacted  it.  The  motives  of  men 
are  so  various,  and  the  causes  which  influence  their  judg- 
ments and  actions  so  different,  that  no  safe  rule  founded 
upon  them  can  be  established,  by  which  to  determine  upon 
the  constitutionality  or  unconstitutionality  of  laws.  One 
member  of  Congress  may  vote  for  a  particular  import 
duty,  with  a  view  solely  to  revenue;  another,  with  a  view 
to  protection;  and  if  toe  constitutionality  of  the  duty  de- 
pends on  the  motive  of  the  Legislature,  it  is  constitutional 
and  unconstitutional  at  the  same  time.  Because  our  con- 
stitution is  an  excellent  one,  gentlemen  appear  to  think 
that  no  oppression  or  injustice  can  be  practised 'without  a 
violation  of  it.  They  seem  to  forget  that  no  set  of  men 
can  be  clothed  with  the  authority  to  do  good,  witliout 
possessing  the  power  to  do  evil.  Congress  is  clothed  with 
powers  to  render  much  beneficial  service  to  the  people  of 
the  United  States;  but  it  also  possesses  the  power  to  adopt 
measures  highly  injurious  to  the  community;  and  it  is  to 
prevent  or  correct  this,  that  the  responsibility  of  members 
to  their  constituents  is  provided,  and  hence  the  frequen- 
cy of  elections.  Suppose  Congress  should,  regardless  of 
thepul)lic  interest,  proceed,  by  the  imposition  of  internal 
taxes,  to  raise  large  sums  of  money  for  the  purpose  of 
doubling  the  military  fortifications  of  the  country,  and  to 
increase  the  navy  to  double  its  present  force  in  two  yeai*s. 
This  would  be  very  indiscreet  legislation,  and  the  mem- 
bers who  voted  for  it  would  certainly  not  be  returned  to 
the  next  Congress;  but  still  they  would  not  justly  incur 
the  charge  of  violating  the  constitution.  •  The  true  rule 
to  be  observed,  in  deciding  upon  the  authority  of  Con- 
gress to  pass  a  law,  is,  to  inquire,  has  Congress  the  power 
to  act  on  this  subiect?  Is  it  one  of  those  confided  to  it  by 
tlie  constitution?  If  so.  Congress  may  ponstitutionally 
act;  but  in  that  action  they  may  greatly  abuse  their  con- 
stitutional powers. 

That  the  subject  of  duties  is  one  within  the  powers  of 
the  General  Government,  is  made  still  more  apparent  to 
me  by  the  consideration  that  the  amount  of  duties  is  the 
principal  subject  of  all  commercial  treaties  between  this 
and  foreign  Governments.  We  have,  but  a  few  days 
since,  ratifiec^  a  treaty  with  the  French  Government,  in 
which  duties  on  imported  merchandise  formed  an  import- 
ant article.  If  it  shall  ever  be  determined  that  the  re- 
gulation of  a  tariff  is  not  under  the  control  of  the  Gene- 
ral Government,  the  power  to  make '  commercial  treaties 
\yill  be  impaired.  Although  I  disapprove  and  condemn 
the  tariff  laws  as  inflicting  great  injustice  upon  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  community;  and  although  I  am  willing  to  join 
with  those  who  difler  with  me  upon  the  last  point  discuss- 
ed, in  the  reduction  of  duties  and  public  burdens,  I  can- 
not unite  with  them  in  pronouncing  these  laws  unconstitu- 
tional. 

Mr.  Pr^jsident,  I  have  submitted  to  the  Senate  the  views 
I  entertain  upon  the  great  questions  involved  in  this  de> 
bate.  My  conviction  is  that  the  present  tariff  laws  are 
unjust,  unequal,  and  oppressive;  still  I  am  of  the  opinion 
Congress  had  the  power  to  enact  6iem.  I  have  also  stated 
the  principle  upon  which  we  ought  to  meet  and  adjust  a 
subject  which  is  now  agitating  and  distracting  the  whole 
country.  I  entreat  the  Senate  to  consider  that  our  Go- 
vernment is  not  only  a  great  political  but  moral  structure, 
and  whatever  alienates  the  afrections  of  any  portion  of  its 
citizens,  weakens  its  strength.  Although  all  feel  and  ac- 
knowledge their  attachment  to  the  Union,  we  cannot  tell 
what  may  be  the  effect  of  ii\justice  and  oppression  long 
continued.     Should  they  who  complain  even  be  mistaken 


in  a  great  degree  as  to  the  causes  of  their  grievances,  they 
should  be  indulged  in  a  relaxation  of  this  system;  they  are 
asking  nothing  of  the  Government  only  to  be  let  alone. 
The  very  nature  of  this  controversy  entitles  them  to  &vor. 
The  manufacturers  have  obtained  the  interference  of  Con- 
gress in  their  behalf.  In  every  case  of  this. kind,  where 
there  is  doubt  whether  the  action  of  the  Government, 
when  employed  in  behalf  of  a  portion  of  its  citizens,  may 
be  injurious  to  others,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government 
not  to  act,  or,  should  it  have  acted,  to  retrace  its  steps, 
placing  aU  its  citizens  up'on  an  equal  footing,  and  letting 
them  rely  upon  their  own  industry  and  enterprise,  rather 
than  on  governmental  aid  for  Uieir  wealth  and  prospent}'. 
If  those  who  advocate  the  manufootiiring  interests  on  this 
floor,  shall  decline  to  accede  to  the  terms  of  ccmipromise 
I  have  suggested,  will  it  not  be  apparent  to  all  the  world 
that  a  ^r  and  reasonable  protection  is  not  all  that  is  desired ; 
but  that  extravagant  profits  is  their  obiect,  and  that,  too, 
at  the  expense  of  justice  fand  rightf  That  spirit,  if  it 
exists,  will  not  long  be  indulged  by  a  high-minded,  just 
people.  The  reaction  which  always,  sooner  or  later, 
takes  place  against  injustice,  will  snake  the  whole  pro^ 
tecting  system  to  its  foundation;  and  they  may  in  vain  ask 
that  compromise  which  they  now  reject.  I  ask  Senators 
if  they  will  not  yield  something*,  in  order  that  strifes  and 
contentions  may  cease,  and  good  will  and  brotherly  love 
prevail  throughout  this  gi*eat  American  family.  Sir,  in- 
auspicious and  unfavorable  as  appearances  are,  I  will  still 
indulge  the  hope  that  the  same  s{)irit  of  concession,  amit}', 
and  coficord,  which  presided  in  the  councils  of  our  fathers 
when  they  framed  and  adopted  our  constitution,  may  like- 
wise influence  our  deliberations,  that  it  may  descend  and 
abide  with  those  who  are  to  fill  our  places,  in  aXi  future 
times',  so  that  this  Government  and  this  Union  may  be  per- 
petual. 

THUnSDAT,  FXBRITART  16. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  laid  on  the  table  a  proposition  from 
Richard  Peters,  reporter  of  the  Supreme  Court,  to  pub- 
lish an  edition  of  the  laws^  treaties,  &c.  of  the  United 
States,  witli  certain  commentaries  and  judicial  decisions; 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Library. 

The  following  resolutions,  submitted  yesterday  by  Mr. 
UoLMxs,  came  up  for  consideration : 

Mesohed,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  di- 
rected to  inform  the  Senate  why^  the  statements  of  the 
foreign  commerce  of  the  United  States,  required  by  the 
act  of  the  10th  of  February,  1830,  have  not  bfcen  trans- 
mitted  to  Congress;  and,  if  there  is  any  impediment  to  a 
compliance  with  the  provisions  of  that  act,  what  legisla- 
tive piovisioh  is  necessary  to  refliove  it. 

Besohed,  Tliat  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  di- 
rected to  inform  the  Senate  why  he  has  not  reported  an 
answer  to  their  resolution  of  the  23d  of  December,  1831, 
calling  for  information  in  regard  to  the  British  colonial 
ti'ade;  and  when  the  answer  is  to  be  expected. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  went  into  a  particular  statement  of  the 
periods  at  wliidi  the  report  referred  to  had  been  received 
in  former  years,  to  ^ow  that  no  unusual  delay  had  oc- 
curred in  sending  it  in  at  the  present  session;  that,  there- 
fore, the  resolution  was  uncalled  for,  and  its  implied 
censure  undeserved;  and,  moreover,  the  document  was 
prepared  by  the  Register  of  the  Treasury,  not  the  Secre- 
tary, it  being  merely  transmitted  through  the  hands  of  the 
latter'. , 

A  considerable  debate  fo^owed.  Mr.  HOLMES  and 
Mr.  W£BST£R  replied  to  Mr.  Fobbxtb,  and  advocated 
the  resolution,  on  the  ground  Jbhat  the  orig^al  purpose  of 
the  act  of  Congress  requiring  this  important  report  to  be 
laid  before  the  two  Houses  at  the  commencement  of  eyery 
session,  was  defeated  by  the  delay,  as  it  left  Coneress  no 
time  to  profit  by  the  information  it  communicatea*-4nfor- 
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mation  which  was  of  great  importance  to  the  public,  and 
was  looked  for  with  interest  every  year;  that  no  blame 
was  imputed  to  the  Secretary  for  the  delay;  but,  as  the 
evil  existed,  it  was  proper  Congress  should  know  where 
it  lay,  that  it  might  be  remedied.  Last  year  the  report 
did  not  reach  the  members  before  September;  and  if  it 
was  not  received  in  time  every  session  to  allow  such 
legislative  action  as  the  information  might  suggest,  it  was 
of  no  use. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  moved  to  lay  the  first  resolution  on  the 
table;  which  motion  was  decided  in  the  negative,  as  fol- 
lows: «# 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Buckner,  Dallas,  Dickersdn, 
Dudley,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Man- 
gum,  Marcy,  Poindexter,  Robinson,  Smith,  Troup,  White, 
mikins.— 19. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Ewing,  Foot,  Fre- 
Onghuysen,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Miller,  Moore,  Prentiss, 
Robhins,  RuggTes,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Spragiie,  Tazewell, 
Tomlinaon,  Wag^man,  Webster. — 19. 

The  yeas  and  nap  being  equally  divided,  tlie  Chair  de- 
cided the  question  m  the  negative. 

The  question  then  was  taken  on  laying  the  second  re- 
solution on  the  table,  and  it  was  decided  in  tlie  affirmative 
by  the  following  vole :  ^ 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton*  Buckner,  Chambers,  Dallas, 
Dlckerson,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Ewing,  Foot,  Forsytfi,  Freling- 
buysen,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum, 
\ Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins, 
ttobinson,  Silsbee,  Smith,Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Troup,  Web- 
^r,  White,  WHkins.— 32.  - 

VaYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Holmes,  Ruggles,  Seymour, 
Tazewell. — 5. 

Mr.  DICKEESON  said  be  had  found  some  inconveni- 
ence from  the  want  of  the  commercial  statement  referred 
to  in  the  resolution,  and  be  had  in  consequence  inquired, 
in  persori,  at  the  Treasury  Department  when  they  might 
be  expected  to  be  sent  to  Congress.  The  answer  he  re- 
ceived was,  that  the  returns  of  the  collectors  of  the  great 
commercial  ports  of  Boston,  New  York,  itnd  Philadelphia, 
had  not  yet  been  made;  that  these  might  be  expected  in 
a  few  days,  when  the  statements  would  be  immediately 
prepared.  Mr.  D.  said  that,  being  convinced  from  this 
information  that  the  inquiry  was  unnecessary,  he  should 
vote  against  the  resolution. 

yir.  CHAMBERS  was  certainly  under  a  very  great  mis- 
take, or  the  gentleman  from  New  J/ersey  had  given  the 
vcr>'  reasons  why  the  resolution  ought  to  be  adopted.  That 
gentleman  had  been  informed  at  the  department  that  H 
was  because  the  collectors  of  thrfee  great  ports  had  not 
raade  their  returns,  that  the  annual  statement  was  not  fur- 
nished to  Congress.  Now,  said  Mr.  C,  we  want  to  know 
the  cause  of  this  delay,  that  we  may  apply  the  remedy  by 
le^lation.  He  was  surprised  that  the  inquiry  should  meet 
Willi  any  opposition. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  said  he  had  voted  against  Uyingboth 
resolutions  on  the  table,  and  he  had  done  so  in  case  of 
every  call  made  by  a  Senator  on  one  of  the  departments 
for  information.  The  very  argument  of  the  gentleman 
from  New  Jei'sey  [Mr.  Dickkbson]  was  the  one  he  re- 
fied  on  in  support  of  the  resolution.  The  gentleman  tells 
}'ou  that  he  wants  the  information  to  be  contained  in  the 
innual  statement,  And  he  cannot  get  it  because  the  collec- 
tors have  not  made  their  returns.  The  gentleman  from 
New  Jersey  was  satisfied,  and  he  wpuld  be  satisfied  also, 
if  he  liad  the  same  information.  In  voting  for  the  inquiry, 
be  had  anticipated  that  some  good  and  sufficient  reasons 
could  be  given  for  the  apparent  non-compliance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  law.  He  had  not  tfie  least  doubt,  from 
the  practice  often  years  past,  there  were  difficulties  in  the 
way;  and  it  was  foi^this  reason  that  he  wanted  to  know, 
in  some  official,  tangible  shape,  what  they  were,  in  order 
that  the  remedy  might  be  applied.     The  fiscal  year  ended 


on  the  30th  of  September,  and  the  returns  were  to  be 
made  up  to  that  time.  Now,  if  this  were  the  reason  why 
the -statement  could  not  be  furnished  to  Cong^ressin  time, 
the  law  might  desigrnate  a  more  convenient  period  for  the 
close  of  the  year.  Whatever  the  difficulties  might  be,  it 
was  necessary  to  see  and  know  them  before  they  coidd  be 
surmounted. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  thought  that  the  gentleman  from  Maine 
had  rendered  a  considerable  service  to  his  country  by  ori- 
ginating this  call.  Every  gfentleman  who  would  turn  his 
attention  to  the  subject  would  see  that  the  delays  in  the 
transmission  of  the  statement  defeated  the  objects  of  the 
law.  He  was  not  at4iU  disposed  to  find  iault  with  the  de- 
partment. A  difficulty  existed,  and  he  wanted  to  know 
what  it  was.  The  fact  was,  that  the  session  of  Congress 
was  nearly  over  before  the  commercial  information  on 
which  it  waa  intended  they  should  rely  was  received;  and 
this  difficulty  was  increased  in  the  short  session;  for  the 
members  had  all  returned  to  their  homes  before  the  state- 
ment was  received  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate.  So 
far,  then,  as  the  law  was  designed  to  assist  the  legislation  of 
Congress,  its  benefits,  were,  in  a  great  measure,  lost. 
The  reasons  of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  were  in  favor 
rather  than  ag^ajnst  tlie  adoption  of  the  resolution.  He 
had  stated,  he  thought,  that  the  subject  was  before  the 
other  House;  and  if  so,  said  Mr.  W.,  it  must  come  here, 
and  we  ougbt  to  have  the  information  required  by  the  re- 
solution to  enable  us  to  act  on  it. 

Af\er  some  further  remarks  from  Mr.  WEBSTER,  Mr. 
FORSYTH,  and  Mr.  HOLMES, 

The  question  was  taken,  and  the  resolution  was  adopted. 

WASHINGTON'S  REMAINS. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  fol- 
lowing  correspondence:  , 

Washinotow,  February  14,  1832. 

Sin:  The  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  have 
passed  a  joint  resolution  to  celebrate  the  centennial  birth « 
day  of  George  Washington,  authorizing  the  President  of 
the  Senate  and  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives to  make  application  to  you  for  his  remains,  to  be  re- 
moved and  deposited  in  the  capitol,  at  Washington,  in  •con- 
formity with  tiie  resolution  of  Congress,  of  the  24th  of 
December,  1799. 

They  have  passed  another  joint  resolution,  authorizing 
us  to  make  application  to  you,  and  to  Mr.  George  Wash- 
ington Park  Custis,  for  the  remains  of  Martha  Washing- 
ton to  be  removed  and  deposited  at  the  same  time  with 
those  of  her  late  consort,  George  Washington. 

We  herewith  enclose  copies  of  these  resolutions;  and,  in 
the  discharge  of  the  duty  imposed  on  us,  have  to  request 
that  you  would  give  as  early  an  answer  to  tliis  application 
as  may  be  practicable. 

We  have  the  honor  to  be,  with  great  respect,  your  obe- 
dient servants, 

JOHN  C.  CALHOUN, 
Prmdeniofthe  Senate  and  Vice  President 

of  the  United  States* 
ANDREW  STEVENSON, 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representaiives* 

Mr.  J.  A.  WASHiireTON, 

Mount  Vernon, 

MovKT  VxRjioK,  February  15,  1832. 

To  the  honorable  the  Prerident  of  the  Senate  and  Speaker  of 
the  B&use  of  A^preaentativesf 

Gentiime^t:  I  have  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your 
letter,  and  the  resolutions  of  Congress  to  carry  mto  com- 
plete effect  that  which  was  adopted  in  December,  1799, 
for  the  removal  of  the  remains  of  General  Washington  to 
the  seat  of  Government. 

I  have  received,  with  profound  sensibility,  the  expres- 
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sion  of  the  desire  of  Congress,  representing  the  whole  na- 
tion, to  have  the  custody  and  care  of  the  remains  of  my 
revered  relatives;  and  the  struggle  which  it  has  prodyced 
in  my  mind  between  a  sense  of  duty  to  the  highest  autho- 
rities of  my  country,  and  private  feelings,  has  been  greatly 
embsrrassing.  But  when  I  recollect  that  his  ¥rtU,  in  re- 
spect to  tlie  disposition  of  his  remains,  has  been  recently 
carried  into  fiiU  effect,  and  that  they  now  repose  in  per- 
fect tranquillity,  surrounded  by  those  of  other  endeared 
membet^  of  the  family,  I  hope  Congress  will  do  justice  to 
the  motives  which  seem*  to  me  require  that  I  should  .not 
consent  to  their  separation. 

I  pray  you,  gentlemen,  to  communicate  these  sentiments 
and  feelings  to  Congress,  with  the  pateful  acknowledg- 
ments of  the  whole  of  the  relatives  of  my  grand  uncle  for 
the  (^tingttished  honor  which  was  intended  to  his  memo- 
ry, and  to  accept  for  yourselves  assurances  of  my  grati- 
tude and  esteem. 

JOHN  A.  WASHINGTON. 

Ablikotoit  Houss,  Tuetday  nighty 

FAntary  14,  1833. 

GEicTLSMEsr:  The  letter  you  have  done  me  the  honor 
to  write  me,  requesting  my  consent  to  the  removal  of  the 
remuns  of  my  venerable  grand  parents  from  their  pre- 
sent resting  place  to  the  capitol,  I  have  this  dtoment  re- 
ceived. 

I  give  my  most  hearty  consent  to  the  rgnoval  of  the  re- 
mains, after  the  manner  requested,  and  congratulate  the 
Government  upon  the  approaching  consummation  of  a 
great  act  of  national  g^titude. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  with  perfect  respect,  gentle- 
men, your  most  obedient  servant, 

GEORGE  WASHINGTON  P.  CUSTIS. 
To  the  honorable  J.  C.  Calhoytv,  Viet  Presideatp  Sec.  and 

Afdbxw  STsvaKsoBT,  Speaker  of  the  Houk  of  JRepresen- 
*  taHoes, 

THE  TARIFF. 

Mr.  Clay's  resolution  relative  to  the  tariff  was  then 
Uken  up,  and  Mr.  GRUNDY  concluded  his  remarks  in 
opposition  to  the  resolution.  [Reported  entire,  with  the 
remarks  of  the  first  day.] 

Mr.  EWING  stated  his  intention  of  addressing  the  Sen- 
ate on  the  subject  to-morrow,  and  moved  an  adjournment. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

Friday,  February  17. 

APPORTIONMENT  BILL. 

The  bill  from  the  House  for  the  apportionment  of  re- 
presentatives among  the  several  States  accorcUng  to  the 
tiflh  census,  was  read  the  second  time;  when 

Mr.  WEBSTER  moved  to  refer  it  to  a  select  committee 
of  seven  members. 

Mr.  H  A  YNE  observed  that  the  practice  of  referring  siib* 
jects  to  select  committees  had  been  found  often  inconve- 
nient. There  were  particular  cases,  he  admitted,  in  which 
reference  to  select  committees  was  necessary,  but  this  he 
did  not  consider  one  of  them.  In  general,  he  thought,  a 
reference  to  one  of  the  standing  committees  was  prefera- 
ble.    He  would  name  the  Conunittee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  he  never  had,  before,  moved  the 
reference  of  any  subject  to  a  select  committee;  but  as 
there  was  no  standing  committee  of  the  Senate  to  which 
the  subject  could  be  appropriately  referred,  and  consider- 
ing the  mterests  of  the  various  sections  of  the  country  in- 
volved, he  thought  a  select  committee  necessary.  The 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina  had  a  right  to  have  the 
question  taken  first  with  regard  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  He  should  vote  against  it,  with  the  hope  that 
his  own  motion  would  finally  prevail. 

After  some  remai-ks  on  the  subject  by  Messrs.  CHAM- 


BERS, SILSBEE,  POINBEXTER,  and  BUCKNER,  in 
favor  of  a  select  committee;  and  Mr.  GRUNDY  against  it. 

The  question  on  a  reference  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  was  decided  in  the  negative — -yeas  20,  nays  22. 

The  question  was  next  taken  on  a  reference  to  a  select 
committee,  and  carried  without  a  division,  and  a  commit- 
tee of  seven,  on  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  ordered. 

The  following  members  were  appointed  by  ballot  to 
compose  the  committee,  viz. 

Messrs.  Wsbstxb,  Bvckhxr^  Hayve,  Marcy»  Tiftoh, 
Dallas,  and  Forsyth. 

1;  THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  Mr. 
Clay's  resolution  on  the  tariff. 

Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio,  rose  in  support  of  the  resolution. 
He  said  he  was  deeply  impressed  with  the  magnitude  and 
importance  of  the  subject  under  consideration.  Aware, 
toO|  that  it  had  received  an  extended  and  most  able  dis- 
cussion, by  men  of  wisdom,  experience,  i^id  eloquence, 
I  can,  therefore,  said  Mr.  E.,  scarcely  hope  to  elicit  aiiy 
new  truth,  or  present,  in  a  new  or  more  strikin|^  light, 
any  known  fact  or  argument  which  bears  upon  this  much 
controverted  question.  Still,  sir,  I  have  thought  it  due 
to  myself,  and  the  State  which  I  have  the  honor  in  part 
to  represent,  that  I  express  on  this  floor  the  views  which 
1  entertain  on  a  subject  in  which  that  State  has,  also,  in 
common  with  the  whole  extended  West,  a  deep  and  all- 
pervading  interest. 

I  regret  that  gentlemen,  opponents  of  the  protecting 
system,  have  thrown  into  the  discussion  much  matter  of  a 
political  character^  wholly  foreign  from  the  question,  and 
naturally  tending  to  distract  the  mind,  and  withdraw  the 
attention  from  its  calm  and  deliberate  investigation,  and 
especially  that  harsh  epithets  and  high  denunciation  have 
been,  in  part,  substituted  for  reason  and  argument.  Gen- 
tlemen, who  oppose  the  resolution  offered  by  my  honora- 
ble friend  from  Kentucky,  assume,  as  a  starting  point,  as 
premises  from  which  they  draw  largely  for  their  conclu- 
sions, tliat  the  tariff  is  odious;  and  reasons  are  offered, 
elaborate  and  inffeoious,  to  prove  that,  in  its  operation,  it 
is  oppress ve  ana  unjust. 

The  first  predicate,  that  the  tariff  is  odious,  (to  those 
who  hate  it,)  b  a  proposition  that  I  am  not  at  all  disposed 
to  controvert,  viewed,  as  It  has  been,  by  gentlemen,  in  a 
hostile  and  adverse^  spirit;  with  minds  predisposed  to  see 
in  it  every. thing  of  evil  and  nothing  good,  it  is  not  at  all 
surprising,  whatever  mav  be  its  operation,  that  It  should 
still  be  to  them  abhorred  and  hated.  Nor  is  it  strange 
that  a  share  of  the  odium,  thus  thought  due  to  the  object, 
should  attach  also  to  those  by  whom  it  was  created  and  is 
sustained;  and  such  seems  to  be  the  result.  The  policy  of 
the  friends  of  the  tariff  is,  by  honorable  gentlemen,  pro- 
nounced a  cold  and  heartless  policy;  the  contest  between 
those  who  would  prostrate,  and  those  who  would  sustain 
it,  is  said  to  be  the  struggle  of  patriotism  on  the  one  side, 
and  avarice  on  the  other.  And  all  that  is  hateful,  and 
all  that  is  hated,  in  this  system,  is,  by  the  honorable  Sena- 
tor from  Tennessee,  {Bir.  Grvitsy,]  attributed  to,  and  cast 
upon,  New  England. 

Sir,  I  stand  not  here  to  defend  New  England  agunst  this 
or  any  other  charge.  She  has,  on  iliis  floor,  representa- 
tives of  her  own,  much  more  competent  than  I  to  do  her 
justice.  Nevertheless,  it  is,  even  to  me,  a  subject  of  cu- 
rious and  somewhat  interesting  inquiry,  for  what  peculiar 
cause  she  is  now  so  deeply  implicated  by  the  honorable 
gentleman  in  this  high  pohtical  crime.  If  the  tariff  be  an 
evil,  abhorred  and  hateful,  it  would  be  natural  to  suppose 
that  those  b^  whom  it  was  first  fastened  upon  us  aliould 
bear  the  weight  of  the  odium  wluch  it  involves.  And  was 
it  New  England  that  did  this }  The  honorable  Senator  has 
already  told  us  that  New  England  opposed  the  tariff  of 
1824;  and,  sir,  she  did  present  an  almost  undivided  front 
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against  it.  Her  capital  was  vested  in  other  employment 
than  that  of  maniifarturea?  her  enterprise  cUrected  to  other 
pursuits;  and  a  di^osition  to  sudden  change  forms  no  part 
of  the  character  or  her  people.  She,  therefore,  opposed 
it,  because  she  believed  it  injurious  to  her  interests^  stout- 
ly and  firmly  opposed  it;  but  it  became  a  law.  The  di- 
rection of  her  capital  was  then  gradually  changed,  so  aa  to 
adapt  itself  to  the  legislation  of  the  country;  and  tiie  tariff 
of  1824^  which  she  had  dreaded  as  an  evil,  proved  to  be 
a  blessing.  tMtgt  sums  of  money  were  invested  in  manu- 
&cturiDg  eatablisbmenti,  vested  in  faith  of  the  legislation 
of  our  country;  and  are  the  people  of  New  England  to  be 
€har«d  with  the  whole  odium  of  this  law,  whenever  it 
may  be  odious,  merely  because  they  saw  fit  to  make  the 
best  of  that  which  they  could  not  avoid?  As  to  the  tariff 
of  1828,  it  belongs  to  no  one;  and  the  very  features  which 
are  most  objectionable,  and  most  objected  to,  by  the  ene- 
mies of  the  system,  were  introduced  by  themselves^  for 
the  purpose,  as  it  ia  said,  of  rendering  it  obnoxious. 

But  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  complains  that  New 
England  is  flouriahinff,  becoming  rich,  by  reason  of  this 
tariff,  and  significantly  inquires,  whether  this  is  done  &ir- 
ly^  Now,  admit  the  hct — admit  that  her  wealth  is  accu- 
mulating bv  reaaon  of  this  very  tariff— docs  it  afford  any 
gpund  whatever  for  the  charjge  of  fraud,  or  artifice,  in- 
sinuated against  her?  The  Unff  was  paswed  without  her 
concurrence,  and  against  her  will,  and  no  means  were  left 
to  avoid  it.  Her  people,  therefore^  did  what,  in  that  situ- 
ation»  they  roust  do,  apply  their  labor  and  capital  to  the 
existing  state  of  things;  they  became  manufiM^turers;  and 
the  Senator  from  Tennesaee,  in  his  candor,  admits  that 
even  they  are  entitled  to  something  at  our  hands;  that  they 
riioold  be  secured  from  the  inj  uncus  effects  of  frequent 
l^sktive  changes;  but  that  they  should  not  be  permitted 
to  grow  rich  at  the  expense  of  their  neighbors.  Now,  the 
offence  of  New  England  is,  that,  under  the  operation  of  a 
tariff,  forced  upon  her  by  other  sections  of  the  Union,  she 
still  goes  on  increasing  in  wealth  and  prosperity;  and,  sir, 
do  what  we  will,  legi^te  as  we  may,  die  will  still  go  on 
and  prosper.  ^  The  germ  of  prosperity  is  inherent  m  the 
habits  and  genius  of  this  people;  we  may  check  and  retard 
its  development,  but  we  cannot,  if  we  would,  destroy  it. 
The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Hatkx]  has  di- 
vined the  true  cause  of  their  steady  and  unceasing  advance- 
ment: they  are  active,  industrious,  and  persevering;  pru- 
dent and  careful,  both  in  great  and  little  things;  and  this 
characteristic  not  confined  to  any  class  or  age;  it  pervades 
the  whole  people^  descends  from  generation  to  generation, 
fit>m  father  to  son,  from  mother  to  daughter,  so  as  to  form 
a  pronunent  trait  in  their  national  character:  they  are  an 
industrious  people,  ingenious  and  inventive  in  all  the  use- 
ful arts,  careful  and  prudent  in  all  the  concerns  of  life. 
These  are  the  leading  causes  of  the  advancement  of  New 
England;  and  they  are  sufficient  to  produce  the  effect  with- 
out resorting  to  the  suspicion  of  fraud,  or  artifice,  or  tricks 
played  off  upon  other  pqrtions  of  the  Union. 

But,  in  his  appropriation  of  the  odium  of  the  tariff,  is  it 
not  a  little  surprising  that  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
diould  cast  it  all— yes,  all,  uppn  New  Engbind— New  Eng- 
land, who  had  opposed  it — struggled  against  it-— and,  at 
hst,  when  resistance  became  hopeless,  rductantlyvielded 
to  its  operation.  Where,  in  the  estimation  of  tiie  honora- 
ble gentleman,  is  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania, 
and  the  Western  States?— they  who  arrayed  their  united 
strength  in  iu  favor,  and,  in  trutii,  gave  us  the  tariff  of 
1824.  Where,  esnecially,  is  Pennsylvania — she  who,  in 
fact,  committed  all  the  political  sins  now  charged  upon 
New  England?  The  honorable  Senator  has  passed  her 
over  in  perfect  silence,  without  one  word  of  reproof— she 
who  sinned  most  deeply,  if  to  support  a  protecting  tariff 
be  a  crime.  But,  perhaps,  Pennsylvania  has,  in  the  esti- 
mitioii  of  the  honorable  Senator,  some  redeeming  quality 


it.  All  those  evil  principles  for  which  he  has  so  heavily 
denounced  New  England,  exist  in  fidl  force  in  Pennsylva^ 
nia.  She  is  as  extensively  embarked  in  manufactures^  per- 
haps more  extensively — she  is  aa  rich  as  New  England,  if 
not  richer~-she  has  equal  industry;  equal  frugali^;  a  bet- 
ter soil;  a  milder  climate;  more  nuneral  treasure;  and  ia 
growing  rich  under  our  present  system,  as  fitft,  or  faster. 
Why  is  it,  then,  that  New  England  is  borne  down  by  the 
weight  of  hb  denunciation,  and  Pennsylvania  permitted 
to  pass  almost  without  reproach?  But,  sir,  though  Penn* 
sylvania  has  escaped  the  odium  cast  by  the  honorable  Se- 
nator on  some  other  tariff  States,  particubu-ly  New  Eng^ 
land,  she  is  not,  it  seems,  in  the  opinion  of  that  ^ntleman, 
free  from  the  moral  and  political  contamination  conse- 
quent upon  the  introduction  of  manufibcturing  establish- 
ments. In  his  estinution,  it  would  seem  that  the  laborer 
in  a  manufkctoty  cannot  have  the  soul  and  spirit  of  a  free- 
man; that  he  is  borne  down  with  oppression — shrinking 
from  the  frown,  and  trembling  beneath  the  lash  of  the  task- 
master. The  benevolent  feelinp  of  that  gentleman  will, 
I  have  no  doubt,  be  gratified  with  the  assurance  that,  in 
all  this,  he  is  entireW  deceived.  He,  doubtless,  had  in 
his  nund  what  h^  has  heard  o(  but,  perhaps,  never  seen— 
a  troop  of  daves^  toiling  beneath  the  lash  of  the  driver, 
and  shrinking  from  its  stroke.  But  this  picture  does  not 
at  all  suit  the  condition  of  the  free  Uborer  of  the  Middle 
or  Western  States.  Amone  them,  farmers  or  manufactu- 
rers, it  is  all  the  same.  They  are,  in  every  sense  of  the 
woid,  freemenl  and  the  laborer  is  as  five  aa  his  employer, 
and  knowa  his  righto  as  well.  There  is  no  degradation  in 
the  condition  of  any  man,  unless  he  be  degraded  by  crime. 
The  honorable  Senator  may,  therefore,  rest  easy  upon  this 
subject.  There  b  no  more  danger  that  the  spirit  of  liber- 
ty b  expiring  in  Pennsylvama  or  Ohi(^  than  that  morab 
are  becoming  extinct  in  New  England. 

But  the  honorable  Senator  has  sung  us  a  mournful  pali- 
node over  our  decaying  navigation  interest— our  foreign 
navigation,  as  he  says,  diminishing;  our  coasting  naviga^ 
tion  increasing,  but  not  in  proportion  to  the  increase  of 
population.  Again  have  1  occasion  to  admire  the  philan- 
thropy of  the  honorable  fSenator  from  Tenncasee— hb 
deep  and  intenae  feeling  for  the  misfortunes  of  a  section 
of  the  Union  the  most  remote  from  that  which  he  repre- 
sents—mbfortunes,  toOk  which  gentlemen  who  come  from 
the  suffering  districts,  who  represent  the  principal  mari- 
time States,  themselves  have  never  known  or  felt.  But 
I  leave  this  matter  for  the  present,  and  proceed  to  the  dis- 
cussion of  my  mam  subject— 4he  general  operation  of  the 
tariff  upon  our  country,  and  especially  upon  iU  agricul- 
tural interests. 

A  flourishing  agricultural  popubtion  b  the  very  basb 
of  the  prosperity  of  a  nation— especially  of  our  republic, 
extended  and  fertile  as  ^are  ito  fields;  wide  and  varied 
as  are  its  climes;  and  it  is  with  a  view  to  the  advance- 
ment of  that  interest— especiallv  of  the  interest  of  the 
Western  fiumer— that  I  give  to  the  protecting  system  my 
decided  and  unqualified  support.  Bom  and  reared  in  that 
section  'of  the  country  which,  heretofore,  haa  been,  and 
still  is,  almost  exclusively  agricultural;  standing  in  a  situ- 
ation in  which  the  affaira  of  the  husbandman,  whether 
prosperous  or  adverse,  have  been  familiar  to  my  observa- 
tion; I  know  their  wants,  I  understand  their  interests,  and 
shall  endeavor  to  speak  their  bnguage. 

ShorUv  afVer  the  adoption  of  the  federal  constitution, 
before  the  country  had  fully  recovered  from  the  shock 
occasioned  by  the  desoUting  war  of  the  revolution,  the 
troubles  in  Europe,  growing  out  of  the  French  revolution, 
commenced,  and  in  their  progress,  and  in  their  consequen- 
ces, from  that  period  down  to  the  year  1818,  except  while 
suspended  by  the  embargo,  or  checked  by  the  war  with 
England,  gave  to  our  a|picultural  products  a  foreign  mar- 
ket, and  to  our  navigating  interest  an  advantage  over  that 
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kind.  During'  this  period,  our  Agricultural  interest  pros- 
pered to  a  degree  truly  astonishing;  it  added  to  its  other 
advanta^s  the  introduction  of  a  new  staple,  that  of  cot- 
ton, which  flourished  b^st  on  the  Southern  lands  least 
adapted  to  the  growth  of  grain,  or  to  grazing.  This  ex- 
tenaed  itself  rapidly,  and  the  demands  of  the  market  being 
for  a  lonj^  time  beyond  the  supply  produced,  it  became  a 
source  of  immense  and  rapidly  mcreasing  wealth.  Within 
this  period  of  time,  the  settlements  of  the  Western  coun- 
try, from  small  beginnings,  advanced  with  amazing  rapi- 
dity. Crowds  of  emigrants,  constantly  pressing  into  that 
country,  formed  themselves  a  market  for  nearly  ail  the  sur- 
plus produce  of  the  more  early  inhabitants;  and  whatever 
remained  beyond  this,  found  a  ready  market  in  New  Or- 
leans, both  before  and  after  its  cesnon  to  the  United  States. 
The  agricultural  interest  in  the  West  also  gained  ra- 
ther than  lost  by  the  late  war  with  England,  and  suffered 
little  from  the  suspension  of  foreig^n  commerce  which  it 
occasioned.  That  portion  of  the  country  was,  for  a  long 
time,  the  theatre  or  war,  and  the  large  supplies  required 
for  our  troops  were  furnished  by  her  already  exhaustless 
granaries;  while  the  Atlantic  cities,  and  the  manufactories 
of  the  East,  received  their  supplies  of  live  stock  from  the 
drovers  of  the  West,  and  of  corn  and  flour  from  the  grain- 
growing  portions  of  the  older  States.  But,  after  the  gene- 
ral peace  which  followed  the  final  overthrow  of  Napoleon, 
when  the  mighty  armies  which  had  devastated  Europe 
were  disbanded,  and  the  soldiers  which  composed  them 
returned  each  to  his  village  or  hamlet,  to'  repair  with  his 
labor  what  he  liad  wasted  by  his  arms;  when  a  few  years 
of  quiet,  peaceful  industry  had  restored  the  energy  of  ex- 
hausted nations,  the  scene  with  us  was  changed.  The 
fields  of  Europe,  now  cidtivated  in  peace,  produced  an 
abundant  supply  for  all  her  inhabitants,  and  consequently 
the  products  of  our  grain-growing  region,  the  Middle  and 
Western  States,  could  find  no  market  there.  England, 
after  the  peace,  continued  to  purchase  largely  of  us,  and, 
in  return,  flooded  our  country  with  her  manufactured  ar- 
ticles, until  our  Eastern  manufacturers  were  prostrated 
and  ruined  by  her  overwhelming  competition.  In  1820, 
"21,  and  '22,  the  amount  of  our  g^ain  admitted  into  her 
ports  became  less  and  less  considerable,  and,  in  1823, 
her  ports  were  closed  against  ;this  portion  of  our  pro- 
ducts. 

In  the  mean  time,  causes  were  in  operation  at  home, 
tending  to  the  total  prostration  of  the  agricultural  inte- 
rest. Our  manufactures  were  annihilated;  our  home  mar- 
ket was  thus  cut  off;  the  foreign  ports  were,  in  effect, 
closed  against  us;  the  market  ^Ich  our  armies  had  af- 
forded me  Western  farmer,  during  the  war,  had  ceased; 
that  army  disbanded,  the  soldiers  became  farmers,  and 
added  their  quota  to  the  vast  amount  of  our  surplus 
ag^cultural  products;  the  only  market  that  remained  open 
to  us  was  a  small  portion  of  the  Eastern  and  Southern 
States,  the  West  India  islands,  and,  to  a  limited  exteni, 
the  coast  of  South  America;  consequently,  our  produce 
was  freighted  upon  the  waters,  and  sent  downwards  to 
New  Orleans;  but  the  supplv  exceeded  the  demand  twice 
told;  the  market  was  glutted;  the  price  went  down  almost 
to  nothing;  and  many  a  mercantile  enterprise  there  has 
involved  even  more  than  a  total  loss.  I  well  recollect  an 
instance,  in  which,  afler  the  sale  of  boat  and  cargo,  and 
placing  the  proceeds  to  the  credit  of  the  freighter,  the 
balance  against  him,  as  claimed  by  the  commission  mer- 
chanty  was  Something  more  than  four  hundred  doUars. 
This,  however,  was  an  extreme  case;  but,  generally,  from 
about  the  year  1821  to  1825,  the  export  trade  was  ruinous 
to  all  who  engaged  in  it.  The  trutli  is,  no  foreign  mar- 
ket whatever,  beyond  the  very  narrow  limits  which  I  have 
specified,  did  exist;  and  it  was  worse  than  idle  to  force 
our  products,  especially  agpricultural  products,  upon 
any  people,  beyond  the  amount  which  their  necessities 
require.    They  are  articles  which  administer  to  neither 


the  pride  or  passions  of  men;  so  far  as  the  necessities  of 
a  people  require,  they  must,  if  possible,  procure  them; 
beyond  this  point  they  will  not,  however  cheaply  they 
may  be  obtained.  It  is,  therefore,  idle  and  chnnerical  to 
say  that,  *'if  you  increase  production,  there  will  be  mouths 
to  consume  it."  Time  may  furnish  tbem;  centuries  hence 
they  may  arise  bv  millions,  and  gather  fiikst  upon  the  foot- 
steps of  production;  bat  where  were  the  mouths  to  con- 
sume the  accumulated  products  of  the  West  in  1823,  '24, 
and  '25?  In"  our  own  countnr  we  had  them  not;  every 
market  in  America  was  filled  to  repletion;  the  ports  of 
the  British  isles  were  closed  against  us.  The  North  of 
Europe  g^ws  corn  to  an  extent  far  beyond  the  wants  of 
the  country,  and,  at  the  time  of  whicn  I  am  speaking, 
felt,  and  as  extensively  as  we,  the  pressure  consequent 
upon  over-production;  and  the  markets  upon  the  Baltic 
and  the  North  Sea  were  supplied  by  the  com  of  Poland, 
from  the  ports  of  Dantzic  and  Konigsburg;  southward, 
the  products  of  the  fertile  countries  upon  the  Danube, 
the  Dnieper,  and  the  shores  of  the  Euxine,  meet  us  at  the 
Straits  of  Gibraltar,  and  shut  us  out  of  the  Mediterranean. 

In  short,  every  portion  of  the  world  was  searched  by 
our  intelligent  merchants,  and  all  combined  did  not  fux^ 
nish  a  market  adequate  to  our  surplus  productions.  Erery 
fiirmer  in  Ohio  long  knew  and  felt  the  pressure  consequent 
upon  this  state  of  things.  Year  af^er  year  their  stacks 
of  wheat  stood  unthrashcd,  scarcely  worth  the  manual 
labor  of  separating  the  grain  from  the  straw;  so  low  was 
it  reduced,  in  comparison  with  manufactured  articles,  that 
I  have  known  forty  bushels  of  wheat  given  for  a  pair  of 
boots.  Such  was  the  state  of  things  in  the  Western  coon- 
try,  prior  to,  and  at  the  time  of,  the  revision  of  the  tariff 
in  1824. 

About  the  same  time,  unless  I  am  much  deceived,  like 
causes  produced  similar  effects,  though  to  a  less  extent, 
on  the  cotton-planting  interest  in  the  South.  The  honor- 
able Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Hatitc]  has  said 
that  '*  cotton  is  an  article,  the  production  of  which  cannot 
be  overdone."  Sir,  the  gentleman  is  mistaken;  do  but 
consider  how  many  portions  of  the  earth  produce  the  ar- 
ticle to  the  full  measure  of  the  wants  of  its  inhabitants, 
and  even  beyond  them;  take  into  view,  also,  the  capacity 
of  several  of  those  countries,  especially  our  own,  tor  in- 
creased, nay,  almost  unlimited,  production,  and  cempare 
this  wiUi  the  capacity  of  the  inhabitants  of  those  coun- 
tries, to  which  our  cotton,  or  the  fabric  produced  from  it, 
can  find  access  to  purchase  and  consume;  he  will  find, 
unless  I  am  much  deceived,  that,  of  all  articles,  (tobacco, 
perhaps,  excepted,)  cotton  is  one,  the  production  of  which 
is  most  likely  to  be  overdone. 

The  whole  of  our  present  export  is  loosely  estimated  at 
one  miUion  of  bales;  most  of  this  is  sold  in  England,  and 
forms  the  principal  supply  for  the  British  manufactures. 
Now  that  nation,  with  its  dependencies,  a  most  extensire 
cotisumer,  is,  in  the  first  place,  abundantly  supplied  with 
the  manufiictured  article;  and,  moreover,  I  ask  you  if  there 
is  a  spot  on  the  habitable  globe,  where  her  manufactured 
articles  can  find  a  market,  that  it  has  not  already  penetrated, 
and  supplied  to  the  full  extent  of  the  demand.  M'hat 
portion  of  the  earth  is  there,  where  civilized  or  even 
savage  man  is  to  be  found,  who  has  any  thing  to  give  in 
exchange  for  their  fabrics,  wliich  has  not  been  already 
sought  out  and  furnished,  even  to  repletion?  Europe, 
America,  the  islands  of  the  Pacific  and  Southern 
Oceans,  Arabia,  Hindostari,  the  further  India,  and  even 
China  itself,  are  visited  by  her  merchants,  and  flooded 
with  her  fabrics;  the  price  of  which  has  been  long  since 
reduced  below  that  of  every  other  article  used  for  cloth- 
ing, so  that  the  cost  has  not,  for  many  years  past,  pre- 
vented any  people,  even  the  poorest,  from  purchasing  to 
the  extent  of  their  wants,  or  at  least  to  the  extent  of  tlieir 
commodities  which  would  be  received  in  exchange. 

The  amount  of  our  exports  of  cotton  has  been  already 
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ftated  at  one  million  of  bales;  our  home  consumption  may 
amount  perhaps  to  two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  bales; 
makinf^,  in  the  agig^regate,  one  million  two  hundred  and  fifty 
thousand  bales^  as  the  whole  product  of  the  United  States 
— the  average  product  of  a  little  more  than  one  million  of 
acres  of  land«  There  is,  in  the  cotton  region  of  the 
United  States,  more  than  twenty  millions  of  acres  of  land 
adapted  to  the  production  of  this  staple,  besides  a  very 
large  portion  of  the  Texas,  which  is  settling  with  our  peo- 
ple, and  becoming'  our  rival  in  this  product.  If  the  de- 
mand for  cotton  had  been  unlimited,  and  if  the  fallof  price, 
conseqaent  upon  over-production,  did  not,  in  its  turn,  re- 
act upon,  and  check  production  itself,  in  a  few  more  years 
the  production  of  that  article  would  increase  more  than 
tenfold.  Such  is  the  natural  course  of  things.  The 
great  extent  of  new  and  fertile  lands,  constantly  exposed 
to  sale  at  the  lowest  price;  the  ease  with  which  a  g^eat 
portion  of  them  is  brought  into  cultivation,  and  the  abun- 
dant crops  which  they  yield,  with  the  energy  and  enter- 
prise of  the  migrating  portion  of  our  people,  would  yield 
a  vast,  incalculable  amount  of  thb  product,  for  whicb  this 
earth  may  be  searched  in  vain  to  find  a  market  That 
the  fall  in  the  price  of  cotton,  the  leadin|[C|iuse  of  all  the 
distress  complained  of  in  SouUi  Carolina,  is  owing  to  over- 
production, and  not  to  the  tariff  of  1824,  is  evident  from 
some  further  facts.  In  1818,  our  whole  exports  of  cotton 
amounted  to  ninety4wo  millions  of  pounds,  and  produced 
thirty-four  cents  per  pound.  In  1823,  the  amount  of  the 
export  had  augmented  to  one  hundred  and  seventy-three 
millions  of  pounds,  and  the  price  had  fallen  to  eleven 
cents.     Now,  a  part  of  this  astonishing  reduction  in  the 

{>rice  of  the  article  in  so  short  a  time,  is,  1  admit,  accounted 
or  by  the  rise  in  the  price  of  money  equivalent  to  nearly 
one-thixd;  deduct  this,  which  every  one  will  admit  a  liberal 
allowance^  and  the  fall  in  price,  consequent  upon  over- 
production, or,  what  is  the  same  thing,  the  producer  of 
the  raw  material  furnishing  it  faster  than  it  could  be 
wrought  up  by  the  manufiicturer,  is  more  than  one-half  in 
^ve  years;  as,  in  the  case  of  grain,  the  consequence,  or 
at  least  the  tendency,  of  this  over>prodiiction,  and  the 
glutting  of  the  foreign  markets,  has  been  the  reduction 
of  the  price  of  the  article  to  the  minimum  at  which  it 
could  be  produced.  Indeed,  the  effect  of  an  excessive 
supply  of  aiiy  -article  of  commerce  is  much  greater  than 
we  would  be  at  first  led  to  believe;  the  smaller  quantity, 
which  falls  short  of  the  demand,  generally  producing  more 
than  Che  larger  quantity,  which  exceeds  it.  As,  for  in- 
stance, the  exports  of  cotton  from  the  United  States,  in 
1818,  which  amounted  to  ninety-two  millions  of  pounds 
weight,  an  amount,  I  conclude,  less  than  the  market 
required,  brouglit  tliirty«one  millions  of  dollars.  The 
amount  exported  in  1827  was  two  hundred  and  ninety- 
four  miltions  of  pounds—an  amount  greater  than  could 
readily  find  a  market,  and  brought  but  twenty-nine  mil- 
lions of  dollars.  And  this,  in  truth,  rests  upon  a  plain 
and  common  principle  of  barter;  we  see  it  in  all  the  opera- 
tions of  lifc«  Wood,  for  example,  became  scarce  in  this 
city,  in  consequence  of  the  early  closing  of  the  navigar 
tion,  and  immediately  rose  to  an  enormous  price.  Now, 
suppose  this  city  to  rec^uire  one  thousand  cordtf  of  wood 
per  week,  during  the  wmter  months;  as  long  as  tliat  quan- 
tity continued  to  be  regularly  ofi*ered  in  the  market,  the 
sellers  and  the  buyers  would  be  upon  a  footing  of  equality, 
and  the  article  would  command  a  fair  price.  Suppose, 
again,  the  supply  to  fall  short  one  hundred  cords  per  week, 
the  wants  of  the  city  continuing  at  one  thousand  cords, 
and  the  supply  being  but  nine  hundred;  in  this  case,  the 
sellers  would  have  the  advantage  of  the  purchasers,  and 
would  fix  their  own  price;  the  nine  hundred  cords  would 
sell  (br  more  than  one  thousand:  and  suppose,  the  wants 
of  the  city  remaining  the  same,  that  the  regular  supply 
should  amount  to  one  thousand  one  hundred  cords  per 
week,  which  would  be  a  weekly  excess  of  one  hundred 


cords  of  the  supply  over  the  demand;  the  market  becomes 
glutted,  the  producers  anxious  to  sell;  the  consumers, 
careless  about  purchasing,  necessarily  bring  down  the 
price,  and  the  one  thousand  and  one  hundred  cords  week- 
ly furnished  to  the  city,  being  beyond  their  wants,  bring 
a  much  less  sum  in  the  a^^gfregate  to  the  country  which 
furnishes  it,  than  would  nme  hundred  cords,  an  amount 
below  their  wants.  The  same  principle  applies  to  com- 
merce every  where,  whether  it  oe  on  a  great  or  a  limited 
scale;  it  is  to  that,  a  law  as  constant  and  controlling  in  its 
operation  as  the  law  of  gravitation  to  the  motions  of  the 
heavenly  bodies. 

Then,  sir,  at  the  period  of  which  I  am  speaking,  1822, 
'23,  and  '24,  which  I  refer  to  as  the  season  of  the  greatest 
agricultural  depression,  especially  in  the  West,  we  had 
supphed,  and  were  supplying,  every  country  upon  the  globe 
with  our  products,  to  the  extent  they  would  receive,  and 
even  beyond  it  We  had  glutted  every  market,  and,  by 
the  excess  of  the  supply  which  we  furnished,  we  lessened 
the  aggregate  sum  which  we  received  in  return.  This 
was  ihit  case  with  every  article  of  our  products,  whether 
of  the  forest  qr  the  field:  every  thing  which  we  had  to 
export,  or  which  our  labor  would  produce,  and  which 
could  be  made  the  subject  of  exchange,  was  sent  abroad, 
and  exchanged  for  foreign  manufactured  articles.  And, 
in  every  instance,  our  excess  in  production,  and  excessive 
exportation,  on  the  principle  already  explained,  lessened 
the  amount  of  the  foreign  article,  which  we  were  able  to 
pay  for  and  receive  in  exchange.  In  this  state  of  things^ 
it  is  evident  that  increased  agricultiuid  production  could 
not  add  to,  but  rather  tend  to  diminish,  the  aggregate  of 
national  wealth.  The  simple  products  of  the  earm  can- 
not be  hoarded  and  made  a  lasting  treasure;  the  wants  of 
the  present,  and  a  small  excess  to  meet  the  contingency  of 
a  fiuiing  crop  in  any  coming  year,  is  all  that  is  ever,  of 
choice^  amained;  the  residue  is  disposed  of  for  such  price 
as  it  will  command,  and  the  increase  of  quanti^,  as  I  have 
shown,  would  necessarily  diminish  that  price. 

In  this  state  of  things,  with  a  large  amount  of  labor  and 
capital,  which  were  worse  than  cast  away  if  applied  to 
s^icultural  pursuits,  it  was  clearly  the  policy  of  the  na^ 
tion,  if  that  object  were  witliin  the  compass  of  its  powers, 
to  direct  the  excess  of  tliat  labor  and  capital  to  manufiic- 
turing.  Suppose  the  surplus  which  coiud  be  withdrawn 
from  agriculture,  witj^out  diminishing  the  value  of  our  ex- 
ports of  its  products,  to  be  one  hundred  thousand  men  and 
one  hundred  millions  of  dollars — and  the  supposition  is 
doubtless  much  below  the  actual  amount;  suppose  these 
men  and  this  capital  be  directed  to  the  manufiicture  of 
iron,  and  produce,  yearly,  the  value  of  ten  millions  of  dol- 
lars, which,  being  an  aitide  of  necessity,  we  must  other- 
wise have  imported  from  Europe;  is  it  not  obvious,  at  a 
single  glance,  that,  although  this  money  and  labor  may  not 
be  employed  as  profitably  to  the  individuals  themselves, 
as  while  it  was  applied  to  agriculture,  the  whole  of  its 
product — ^this  ten  millions  per  annum,  is  so  much  capital 
annually  created  in  our  country  by  the  direction  thus 
given  its  industry?  Most  clearly  so;  as  every  other  in- 
terest yields  the  same,  or  even  a  better  product  to  the 
nation  than  before,  we  receive  for  our  cotton,  tobacco, 
rice,  and  fiour,  exportefd  to  foreign  nations,  as  much,  at 
leasts  as  tf  the  capital  and  labor,  above  supposed,  had  con- 
tinued in  agriculture;  and,  instead  of  importing  iron  to  the 
value  of  ten  millions  of  dollars,  as  we  ahoura  otherwise 
have  done,  our  merchants  return  with  its  value  in  other 
articles  of  necessity  or  comfort.  But  this  ten  millions  of 
annual  wealth,  created  by  the  establishment  of  these 
manufactories,  is  not  confined  to  them  alone;  it  distributes 
itself  through  all  portions  of  the  community,  by  various 
interchanges:  butTof  this  hereafter. 

It  is  dimciUt  to  reason  closely  on  a  subject  so  extennve, 
and  involving  sucli  various^  relations.  I  like  the  familiar 
case  put  by  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee^  [Mr.  Gsuv- 
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BT,]  and  will  adopt  a  similar  one,  which  is  easy  of  com- 

Erehension,  and  will  serrc  to  illustrate  the  views  which  I 
ave  advanced.  Suppose  a  fanner  placed  upon  his  farm 
with  ten  sons,  all  sturay  lads,  able  to  bear  a  hand  at  any 
business  he  may  choose  to  set  them  about}  and  suppose 
that  he  can  raise  on  his  farm,  with  the  labor  of  eig'ht  of 
them,  as  much  produce  of  every  kind  as  he  can  sell  at  all 
the  markets  to  which  he  has  access:  now,  with  the  money 
which  he  rets  for  his  produce  he  must  pay  his  shoemaker 
and  his  bucksmith,  besides  purchasing  such  other  arti- 
des  as  his  family  stands  in  need  of.  In  this  case,  would 
he  not  find  it  for  the  common  interest  of  bis  &mily  to 
make  one  of  his  boys  a  blacksmith,  and  the  other  a  uioe- 
maker,  and  leave  the  other  eight  to  carnr  on  the  farm.^  It 
would  be  a  clear  saving  to  the  fiunily  oi  all  that  the  two 
boys  would  earn  at  their  trades— and  it  is  a  principle  of 
domestic  economy  which  one  of  our  Ohio  fiirmers  would 
easily  understand  and  readily  apply.  The  same  is  the 
case  with  the  nation,  but  on  a  more  extended  scale;  and, 
what  the  father  would  do  for  his  family,  the  Government 
should  do  for  the  natipn-^not  directly,  for  that  could  not 
be  done  without  an  interference  with  private  right;  but 
indh^ctly,  by  addressing  itself  to  private  interest. 

The  state  of  things  which  I  have  dwelt  upon  somewhat 
at  large,  was  that  of  our  whole  country  m  1833-'4.  It  was 
in  ^e  situation  of  the  farmer,  with  his  ten  boys,  who  could 
find  employment  but  for  eirht;  and  such,  mqre  especially, 
was  the  situation  of  the  Middle  and  Western  SUtes.  The 
low  state  to  which  our  farming  interest  was  reduced;  the 
low  price  to  which  our  fine  lands  and  the  products  of  our 
lands  had  sunk,  produced  unexampled  pecuniary  distress, 
and  called  aloud  for  relief.  Our  statesmen  were  not  slow 
in  discovering  the  cause  of  the  evil,  and  in  applying  the 
remedy;  hence  their  united  support  of  the  tariff  of  1834 
—the  merit  of  which  1  claim  for  them— for  the  Middle 
and  Western  States;  and  will  not  a^ree  that  it  shall  be 
transferred,  as  a  subject  of  either  praise  or  blame,  to  New 
England. 

The  effects  anticipated  from  the  tariff  were  such  as 
have,  in  fiict,  followed  it;  and  which,  it  is  fiur  to  say,  re- 
sulted fit>m  it.  Men  and  capital  were  transferred  from 
agriculture  to  manu&ctures.  In  those  sections  of  the 
Union,  as  New  England,  in  which  the  land  is  poor  and  un- 
productive, and  which  abounds  in  capital,  and  is  thickly 
peopled,  thdr  manu&ctures,  which  had  once  been  pros- 
trated by  a  ruinous  competition,  revived,  and  new  ones 
were,  to  a  vast  extent,  established.  The  competition  of 
thdr  labor  and  their  capital  was  withdrawn  from  the  farm- 
ing interest,  and  that  section  of  the  Union,  instead  of  con- 
trmuting  her  mite,  as  before,  to  crowd  and  glut  the  mar- 
ket of  ttie  large  Atlantic  cities  ^lith  the  products  of  agri- 
culture, herself,  thereafter  furnished  the  best  and  most 
certain  market  fbr  the  rich  products  of  the  West. 

The  Senator  from  Tennessee  has  said  that  this  inter- 
ference of  Government,  in  giving  a  direction  to  private 
capital  and  imUvidual  industry,  is  oppresnon — it  i^  injus- 
tice. I  am  now  viewing  this  subject  in  its  bearing  on  the 
nation  generally,  as  a  national  subject,  without  special 
reference  to  its  operation  on  any  particular  sections  of  the 
Union;  and,  in  tnat  view,  I  shall  reply  to  his  objection. 
He  admits  that  the  constitution  has  vested  the  power  in 
Congress  to  pass  tariff  laws,  with  a  view  to  the  protection 
of  manufacture»-^n  short,  to  pass  the  very  law  which  he 
•tigmatixes  as  oppressive,  and  for  the  very  purpose  for 
which  it  was  passed.  Now,  if  it  be  within  the  constitu- 
tional powers  of  Congress,  and  be  for  the  general  good — 
the  promotion  of  the  prosperity  of  the  whole^I  cannot, 
for  myself,  conceive  on  what  sound  principle  it  can  be 
called  oppressive.  Indeed,  it  carries  with  it  none  of  those 
features  which,  though  salutary,  are  of\en  odious,  as  ope- 
rating to  restrain  the  exercise  of  individual  will — ^the  free- 
dom of  individual  action.  The  tariff  does  not  even  this; 
but,  by  a  regulation,  which  I  trust  I  have  shown  \o  be  for 


the  good  of  tiie  whole,  it  holds  out  inducements  to  indivi- 
duals to  so  direct  their  labor  and  devote  their  capital  as 
that  it  shall  advance  the  interest  of  the  individual,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  redound  to  the  general  good.  So  far  from 
being  oppressive,  it  is  one  of  tiie  best  attributes  or  prin- 
ciples of  action  of  a  wise,  patriotic,  and  paternal  Govern- 
ment. No  one  u  constrained  to  leave  his  agricultural 
pursuits,  and  become  a  roanu&cturer.  Agriculture  is  still 
open  before  him,  with  increased  advantages.  Manu&c> 
turing  interest  invites  him,  with  even  better  prospects^ 
and  it  is  this,  the  hand  of  beneficence— the  hand  of  Go- 
vernment— which  is  extended  to  save  the  sinking  hopes  of 
its  citizens,  that  the  l^norable  Senator  stigmatises  as 
the  hand  of  oppression.  It  will  be  seen  that  the  hypo- 
thesis on  whicn  I  proceed— and  one  which  is  abundantly 
supported  by  fiicts — is,  that  we  still  export,  of  all  our 
agricultural  products,  to  the  full  extent  of  the  demands 
for  them  in  foreign  countries;  that  we  are,  therelbre,  able 
to  pay  for  and  import  from  abroad  thfe  products  of  foreign 
countries,  to  as  g^at  an  extent  as  we  could  do  if  our 
whole  population  were  confined  to  agriculture;  and  tlutt 
all  the  products  of  our  home  manu&ctures  are  so  much 
clear  yeariy  addition  to  the  aggregate  of  our  national 
wealth. 

But  it  is  urged  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
[Mr.  Hatitx]  that,  as  the  American  tariff  checks  the  im- 

Cortation  of  British  goods  into  the  United  States,  it  there- 
y  lessens  the  ability  of  the  British  manufiusturer  to  paj 
for  our  commodities,  and  reduces  the  amount  of  our  raw 
material  (cotton)  which  b  purchased  in  England:  for 
which  loss,  our  substituted  home  market  is,  as  he  says,  no 
sufficient  equivalent.  But  that  I  may  not  misinterpret  the 
honorable  Senator,  I  take  the  liberty  to  quote  nis  own 
h^guage,  from  page  eleven  of  his  printed  speech: 

**  Now  suppose,  to  make  this  matter  too  plun  for  cavil 

*  or  dispute,  that  we  exported  to  Great  Britain  one  hun- 

<  dred  thousand  bales  or  cotton,  worth  (at  thiKy  dollars 

*  a  bale^  three  nulhons  of  dollars,  and  that  we  received* 

*  in  exchange,  three  millions  of  dollars  worth  of  Britisli 

<  cotton  goods;  how  much  of  our  cotton  would  it  take  to 

*  manufacture  these  goods ^  Why,  just  twenty-five  thou- 
'  sand  bales;  while  the  remaining  seventy-five  thousand 

*  bales  would  be  disposed  of  on  the  continent  But,  sup- 
'  pose  the  importation  of  these  goods  to  be  prohibited^ 
'  and  that  they  should  be  made  at  home,  what  portion  of 
'  this  cotton  would  find  a  home  market.^    Only  twenty- 

<  five  tiiousand  bales;  and  the  remaining  seventy-five  thou- 

<  sand  bales  must  be  left  upon  our  hands." 

I  will  admit,  for  the  present,  for  the  sake  of  argument, 
that  the  manufacture  of  the  twenty*five  thousand  bales 
of  cotton  in  the  United  States  into  cotton  goods,  W(»th 
three  millions  of  dollars,  prevents  the  importation  of  just 
that  amount  of  cotton  goods  from  England;  and  that  it 
would,  consequently,  diminish  tiie  sales  of  the  British  ma- 
nufacturer to  precisely  that  amount.  He  would,  there- 
fore, want  twenty-five  thousand  balei  of  raw  cotton  less» 
to  make  the  fabric  to  supply  his  remaining  customers, 
and,  therefore,  he  would  purchase  just  so  much  the  less 
of  the  raw  material.  If,  men,  the  United  States  were  the 
only  country  in  the  world  tlutt  sent  raw  cotton  to  Great 
Britain,  the  home  market  for  the  twenty-five  tboiisanci 
bales  would  be  purely  a  substituted  market,  without  add- 
ing any  thing  to  the  agj^regate  demand.  But,  when  it  is 
considered  that  a  hffge  amount  of  the  cotton  of  which  the 
coarser  fabrics  arc  made  is  grown  in  other  countries,  as 
Brazil,  Egypt,  Greece,  and  Hindostan;  and  as  our  dmnea^ 
tic  fabric  substitutes,  principally,  those  of  the  coarser 
kind,  formerly  imported  from  England,  the  American 
cotton,  it  will  be  obvious,  does,  to  this  extent,  displace 
the  cheaper  and  poorer  article  of  Brazil,  Egjrpt,  &c.,  and 
makes,  almost  to  the  extent  of  the  amount  manufiictured,  a 
new  rather  than  a  substituted  market  fbr  our  raw  material. 

But  the  seventy-five  thousand  bales,  the  value  of  vwhicb 
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has  been  already  realized  in  the;  United  States  by  the  ma- 
mifiM^tiirinc^  of  Uie  twenty-five  thousand,  and  which,  the 
gentleman  says,  must  remain  on  our  hands  because  we 
will  not  purchase  British  cotton  goods,  is  certunly  wanted 
by  the  British  manufacturer,  of  which  to  make  the  fabric 
to  supply  his  customer  on  the  continent;  and,  on  his  hy- 
pothesis, this  soTenty-five  thousand  bales  of  raw  cotton, 
worth  two  million  two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars, 
will  make  cotton  cloth  which  the  manufacturer  can  sell 
for  nine  millions  of  dollars.     If  he  do  not  purchase,  he 
cannot  manufacture  or  sell;  and  will  he  give  up  his  mar- 
ket on  the  continent,  and  refuse  to  manufacture  for  Eu- 
rope, because  we  will  not  permit  him  to  do  so  for  us? 
The  gentleman  is  widely  mistaken  in  his  calculation  of 
consequences.     The  British  will  manufiicture  to  the  full 
supply  of  all  who  will  purchase  their  fabrics,  and  they 
will  purchase  the  raw  material  of  those  who  sell  the  best 
article  at  the  cheapest  rate,  to  the  fiill  extent  of  the  wants 
of  their  manufacturers,  and  this,  too,  without  inquiring 
what  nation  takes,  or  refuses  to  take,  their  cotton  nbrics 
in  exchan^.     The  argument  proceeds  upon  a  &lse  hy- 
pothesis; It  supposes  Great  Britain  to  be  a  poor  nation, 
which  has  little  to  offer  us  in  exchangee  fbr  what  she  pur- 
chases, and  that  she  buys  of  us  all  she  can  pay  for,  rather 
than  all  she  wants.     The  very  reverse  is  the  fact     £ng- 
isnd  is  rich;  and  we,  with  all  'our  prosperity,  are  compa- 
ratively poor.     There  is  more  than  wealth  enough  amass- 
ed upon  that  single  island  to  buy  the  fee  simple  of  the 
whole  continent  of  America.     She,  therefore,  buys  of  us 
an  that  she  wants,  and  We  buy  of  her  all  that  we  can  pay 
for;  and  the  amount  of  our  purchases  is  but  little  dmii- 
nished  by  the  establishment  of  manufactories  at  home,  and 
die  exclusion  of  many  of  their  articles  from  our  market. 
They  stin  have  enough  which  we  wish  to  purchase,  to 
command  all  our  means  of  payment;  but,  by  furnishing 
oorselVes  with  articles  of  necessiw,  we  rise,  in  our  im- 
portations from  abroad,  to  those  of"^  comfort  and  conveni- 
ence, and  perhaps  of  luxury.     Hence  the  balance  of  trade, 
heretofore,  has  been,  and  still  is,  and,  do  what  we  can, 
will  long  continue  to  be,  against  us,  and  in  favor  of  Eng- 
land.    I  am«  with  the  Senator  from  Tennessee,  that  this 
balance  of  trade,  of  which  so  much  has  been  said  and 
written,  cannot  be  very  accurately  ascertuned  from  the 
custom-house  books;  but  there  is  one  fcriterion  which  is 
unerring-— the  rate  of  exchange  between  the  two  coun- 
tries.    Bills  upon  England  sell  at  a  premium  equivalent 
to  the  expense  and  risk  of  transporting  specie.     I  am 
aware  that  our  exchange  tables  do  not  state  this  differ- 
ence correctly;  their  error  arises  from  a  wrong  mode  of 
reducing  dolhirft  to  shillings  and  pence;  but  correct  this 
error,  and  the  difference  of  exchange  is  still  large  enough 
to  indicate  a  clear  balance  of  the  direct  trade  between  us 
and  England  in  fitvor  of  that  country.     We  make  it  up, 
it  is  true,  by  a  favorable  balance  in  our  trade  with  other 
oountrKS— for  no  nation  can,  for  a  long  time,  buy  more 
than  she  pays  for;  but,  so  long  as  this  balance  continues 
in  her  favor,  and  against  us,  mere  is  no  danger  that  she 
will  not  be  able  to  purchase  all  of  our  raw  materia]  which 
it  may  be  for  her  interest  to  consume.     One  thing  struck 
rae  as  singularly  inconsistent  in  some  of  our  anti-tariff  po- 
Ctictans.     It  will  be  recollected  that  one  reason  urg^d  for 
the  tariff  of  1834  was,  that  England  shut  her  ports  against 
wr  bread  stuffs,  and,  h^  excluding  the  only  exchangeable 
ffticles  of  the  Middle  and  Western  States,  put  it  out  of  their 
power  to  purchase  her  commodities,  except  by  a  constant 
drain  of  the  precious  metals.     The  tariff  was,  therefore, 
proposed  as  a  measure  of  retaliation,  or,  rather,  of  self- 
preservation  from  the  ruinous  effects  of  the  British  com- 
mercial syste^t.     On  the  other  hand,  it  was  said  that  the 
measure  would  be  impolitic  and  ruinous;  that,  if  other  na- 
tions restrained  their  commerce,  it  was  no  reason  why  we 
should  fetter  ours;  and  that  the  laws  of  foreign  nations, 
whatever  they  might  be,  could  form  no  proper  ground  for 


legislation  on  our  part.  But  now  our  tariff,  which  ex- 
cludes some  articles  of  British  goods,  in  fsivor  of  the  home 
manufactured  article,  operates  so  oppressively  upon  Eng- 
land, that  it  not  only  justifies,  but  must  produce,  retalia- 
tory measures  on  her  part.  "  If*  (said  the  honorable 
Senator  from  South  Carolina)  *'  you  exclude  British  goods 

*  from  our  markets,  you  in  effect  exclude  our  cotton  from 
'  their  markets.  It  is  in  vain  to  tell  us  that  England  must 
'  have  our  cotton.  You  may  force  her  to  do  without  it. 
'  Even  now  she  supplies  herself,  to  a  great  extent,  from 
<  other  countries — ^from  her  East  India  possessions,  Egypt^ 

*  Brazil,  and  elsewhere;  and  you  will  make  it  her  interest, 

*  in  the  end,  to  give  up  the  American  trade  entirely.*' 
Now,  this  does  not  seem  to  me  exactly  sound  and  consist- 
ent reasoning.  When  British  legislation  operates  hardly 
upon  our  own  country,  we  are  asked  to  submit  to  it  with 
patience,  for  it  is  folly  to  retaliate;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
when  our  legislation,  in  like  manner,  touches,  or  seems  to 
touch.  Old  England,  retaliation  on  her  part  is  just  and 
necessary,  and  we  make  it  our  interest  to  give  up  our 
trade  altogether.  But,  sir,  these  fears  are  chimerical. 
There  is  no  danger  of  a  present  or  future  inability,  on  the 
part  of  England,  to  buy  all  that  we  have  to  sell,  provided 
she  wishes  to  purchase,  without  turning  the  balance  of 
trade  against  her  and  in  our  favor;  she  has  done  it  hereto- 
fore, down  to  the  present  moment,  and  I  venture  the  pre- 
diction that  she  will  continue  to  do  so  for  the  coming  age; 
and  while  this  can  be  done,  she  will  adopt  no  measures  to 
cut  off  or  embarrass  the  commerce  between  the  two 
nations— I  mean  that  commerce  only  which  does  not  in- 
terfere with  the  home  industry  of  England — for  that  indus- 
try it  has  always  been  her  policy  to  protect  and  foster, 
and  by  its  protection  she  has  accumulated  wealth  beyond 
human  conception.  I  take  it,  then,  as  an  established 
position,  that  the  protecting  system,  and  the  consequent 
establishment  of  manufactures,  has  not  reduced,  in  any 
respect,  or  in  a  single  partictilar,  except  as  before  con- 
ceded, the  foreign  market  for  our  domestic  products. 

Gentlemen  say  that  the  tariff  has  checked  the  cotton- 
growing  interest;  compelled  the  people  of  the  old  States 
of  the  South  to  abandon,  in  part,  the  production  of  their 
staple,  and  turn  to  the  cultivation  of  grain  and  the  grow- 
ing of  live  stock,  a  portion  of  their  land;  and  thereby  cut 
off  from  the  West  a  valuable  market,  which  they  once 
furnished  for  its  products.  Now  this  is,  I  conceive,  attri- 
buting to  the  tariff  effects  which  it  has  had  no  agency 
whatever  in  producing.  I  have  already  shown  that  the 
fall  in  the  price  of  cotton,  prior  to  1S24,  was  owing  chiefly 
to  over-production;  that  is  a  mischief,  however,  ^Tiich  ii;i- 
turally  tends  to  correct  itself.  When,  in  consequence  of 
over-production,  the  price  Of  cotton  became  low,  it  could 
no  longer  be  produced,  except  on  thej  better  quality  of 
lands;  consequently,  a  part  of  the  lands  of  Nprth  and 
South  Carolina,  not  well  adapted  to  the  culture  of  cotton, 
but  which  had  been  fbrced  into  the  service  by  excessively 
high  prices,  has  been  turned  to  pasture  or  the  growth  of 
grain.  This  tends  to  diminish  tneir  demand  for  Western 
produce,  as  they  become,  to  some  extent,  their  own  pro- 
ducers of  the  at*ticles  of  which  they  were  formerly  the 
purchasers;  and,  with  or  without  the  tariff,  the  same  thing 
would  have  taken  place. 

But  th^  tariff  has,  in  fact,  limited  the^  production  of  cot- 
ton, ahd  thereby  helped  to  sustain  the  price,  which  must 
otherwise  have  sunk  much  belQW  its  present  minimum;  it 
effected  this  bv  creating  and  fostering  a  new  interest,  that 
of  the  sugar  planter,  who  occupies  the  soil  and  climate 
which  is  best  adapted  to  tlie  growth  of  cotton,  and  which 
would  otherwise  have  been  confined  to  its  culture.  There 
are  now  not  less  than  one  hundred  thousand  acres  of  the 
richest  of  our  Southern  lands  appropriated  to  the  culture 
of  the  cane,  which,  in  cotton,  would  have  protluccd  an 
average  of  one  hundred  thousand  bales  per  annum;  this 
would  have  been  thrown  in  upon  the  market,  in  addition 
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to  tlie  excess  with  which  it  has  been  constantly  surcharged, 
or  it  would  have  driven  out  of  its  cultivation  a  quantity  of 
less  productive  land,  in  the  older  sections  of  the  country, 
capable  of  yielding  Uie  same  annual  amount,  probably  not 
less  than  two  hundred  thousand  acres  of  the  Carolina 
lands.  This  section  of  the  Union  then  has  been  specially 
benefited  in  its  export  trade  by  the  protecting  system:  no 
part  of  the  Union  lias  thereby  suffered  any  loss  or  injury 
m  that  particular;  but,  as  I  heretofore  remarked,  the  na- 
tion, as  a  whole,  is  able  to  pay,  by  an  exchange  of  our 
products  with  foreign  nations;  and  import,  of  their  manu- 
factured articles,  as  much  as  we  could  have  done  without 
our  system  of  protection.  The  products  of  our  manufac- 
tures are,  therefore,  so  much  additional  wealth  created 
and  brought  into  being  by  tlie  protective  system.  If  I  am 
connect  in  the  view  ofthe  subject  which  I  have  taken,  our 
foreign  commerce,  and  our  tonnage  employed  in  com- 
merce with  foreign  countries,  ought  not  to  have  diminish- 
ed without  some  other  cause  to  account  for  such  diminution : 
for  it  is  not  the  nature  of  this  system,  if  its  parts  be  pro- 
perly adjusted,  and  if  it  operate  upon  our  national  pros- 
perity, as  it  would  seem  to  me  it  must — ^it  is  not  the  na- 
ture of  thb  system  to  cause  a  diminution  of  our  foreign 
commerce  or  navigation;  and  it»  tendency  is  greatljr  to 
increase  the  coasting  trade;  and  fticts  will,  on  examination, 
be  found  accordant  to  this  position. 

The  wars  in  Europe,  to  which  I  have  already  adverted, 
gave  us,  it  will  be  recollected,  (or  a  long  series  of  years, 
the  carrying  trade  ^for  almost  half  the  world.  During  its 
continuance,  and  prior  to  the  embargo,  our  tonnage,  em- 
ployed in  foreign  commei*ce,  increased  witli  unexampled 
rapidity,  and,  in  1806  and  in  1807,  it  rose  to  an  amount 
considerably  beyond  what  it  has  reached  at  any  subse- 
quent period.  But  this  forms  no  fair  ground  of  comparison : 
extraordinary  causes  conspired  to  produce  extraordinary 
effects.  On  the  other  hand,  during  our  last  war,  in  1814, 
our  tonnage  employed  in  foreign  commei-ce  was  reduced 
to  one-fifleenth  part  of  its  present  amount;  but  this,  too, 
being  produced  by  a  cause,  temporary  in  its  nature,  and 
unconnected  with  the  advancement  or  decline  of  the  re- 
sources of  the  nation,  may  be  cast  out  of  the  account. 
But,  from  1816  down  to  1824,  our  tonnage  employed  in 
foreign  commerce  remained  neariy  stationary,  wiUi,  how- 
ever, some  slight  diminution;  but,  from  1824,  the  date  of 
the  first  obnoxious  tariff,  to  the  present  time,  the  tables 
show  a  considcral^le  increase — there  is  clearly  no  falling 
off  in  consequence  ofthe  tariff;  our  tonnage  employed  in 
the  coasting  trade  has,  in  the  mean  time,  nearly  doubled, 
and  its  efficient  value  much  more  than  doubled,  indicating 
an  increased  interchange  of  commodities  between  the  dif- 
ferent sections  of  the  Union,  much  beyond  tlie  propor- 
tionate increase  of  population.  Add  to  this  the  increased 
facilities  of  transportation,  occasioned  b^'  improvements 
which  have  been  made  in  the  communication  between  dif- 
ferent points  upon  our  rivers  and  bavs,  and  the  use  of 
steam  navigation  to  a  vast  extent,  which  has  all  arisen 
since  1816;  one  ton  of  which,  in  the  transport  ti'ade,  is 
equivalent  to  perhaps  four  tons  of  common  sail  vessels.  If 
wc  vho  take  into  view  tlie  steamboat  navigation  between 
Pittsburg,  Cincinnati,  Louisville,  and  New  Orleans,  which 
is,  in  effect,  the  coasting  trade  of  more  than  tliree  millions 
of  our  population,  the  result  will  show  an  increase,  in  a 
duplicate  ratioto  tliat  of  our  population,  ahogether  indi- 
Gitivc  of  a  prosperous  and  flourishing  domestic  commerce. 
This  increase,  since  the  tarifi'of  1824,  has  been  in  a  much 
greater  ratio  tlian  that  in  the  same  number  of  years  imme- 
diately preceding  it;  since  that  time,  too,  there  has  been 
a  steady  advance  (with  some  variation,  occasioned  by  the 
cotton  speculations  in  1825)  in  the  cash  value  of  our  ex- 
ports and  imports,  neither  increasing  in  a  less  ratio  than 
they  did  prior  to  that  year. 

I  think  it  clear,  then,  that  none  of  the  great  interests 
of  our  countj'y  hu  produced  less  of  actual  wealth,  than  it 


would  have  done  without  the  tariff;  that  all  the  wants 
of  our  people  have  been  supplied  from  agriculture^  so  &r 
as  it,  alone,  can  administer  to  the  wants  of  man,  leaving 
an  excess  of  product  as  large  as  could  be  advantage- 
ously disposed  of  abroad;' that  our  commercial  and  navi- 
gating interests  have  been  sustained,  or,  rather,  advanced; 
and  that,  therefore,  all  the  products  of  ourmanu&ctories, 
of  wliat  nature  soever,  and  made  at  whatever  cost,  which 
are  occasioned  by  the  tariff,  are  so  much  actual  wealth 
created  by  them,  and  given  to  the  nation.  It  will  be  ob- 
vious, at  once,  that,  in  the  view  of  the  subject  here  pre- 
sented, the  cost  of  production  is  wholly  immaterial,  in  a 
national  point  of  view— the  quantity  and  value  of  the  ar- 
ticle produced  is  alone  important;  for  that  is  the  aggre- 
gate amount,  by  which  the  national  wealth  has  been 
augmented.  Let  us  take  the  case  heretofore  supposed, 
of  one  hundred  thousand  men,  and  one  hundred  millions 
of  capital,  which  could  be  withdrawn  from  agriculture, 
without  diminishing  the  value  of  its  products.  It  would 
certainly  be  wiser,  in  a  national  point  of  view,  that  tliey 
should  DC  withdrawn  from  that  employment^  and  directed 
to  something  in  which  their  labor  could  be  productive, 
even  though  it  produced  but  little.  Admit  that  capital 
would  produce  six  per  cent,  per  annum,  and  that  the  la- 
borers could  earn  one  hundred  dollars  each,  if  employed 
in  agriculture,  and  that  the  same,  if  directed  to  manufac- 
turing, woidd  produce  but  three  per  cent,  on  the  capital, 
and  nfty  dollars  a  year  to  the  laborer,  still  it  would  be  for 
the  benefit  of  the  nation,  tliat  the  hundred  thousand  men 
and  the  hundred  millions  qf  dollars  sliould  be  applied  to 
manufactories;  for,  while  the  laborers  and  capitalists  were 
individually  realizing  more  profit,  by  agriculture,  they 
were  yielding  nothing  to  the  aggregate  of  national  wealth. 
On  the  otlier  hand,  while  thev  individually  make  much 
less  profit  by  manufacturing,  they  are  constantly  adding 
the  whole  product  of  their  labor  to  the  wealth  ofthe  na- 
tion. The  men  and  capital,  which  still  remained  employ- 
ed in  agriculture,  would  make  as  much  wages  and  profit 
as  all  made  when  all  were  engaged  in  it;  they  would,  of 
course,  divide  among  them  the  ten  millions  of  dollars 
which  would  have  been  earned  by  the  hundred  thousand 
laborers,  and  the  six  millions,  which  would  be  the  profit 
on  the  hundred  millions  of  capital.  It  would,  then,  be 
the  interest  of  the  remaining  agriculturists,  if  they  could 
not  otherwise  induce  this  part  which  I  have  named  to  en- 
gage in  manufacturing,  to  give  them,  as  a  bounty,  ten  of 
the  sixteen  millions,  which  would  be  saved  to  them  by 
getting  clear  of  this  excess  of  lab<M>  and  capital.  Now, 
this  is  supposing  a  strong  case  against  the  protecting  sys- 
tem; it  supposes  it  to  bring  the  home  manumctured  article 
at  more  than  twice  tlie  cost  of  the  imported,  and  yet  the 
national  interest  is,  even  on  that  hypothesis,  clearly  ad- 
vanced by  protection.  Take  the  case  of  the  Great  Falls 
factor}',  reterred  to  by  the  honorable  Senator  from  South 
Carolina;  concede  against  it  all  that  is  alleged,  wide  as  it 
is  from  the  fact,  and  test  its  utility  bv  the  principles  which 
I  trust  I  have  established,  and  it  will  be  found  to  be  a  case 
of  national  benefit,  rather  than  a  burden.  790  boys,  men 
and  females,  produce  6,000,000  yards  of  cotton  doth  from 
1,250,000  pounds  of  cotton.  The  cloth,  at  a  moderate 
estimate,  would  be  worth  eight  cents  per  yard  average. 


equal  to 

Deduct  the  price  of  cotton,  at  10  cents. 


Deduct  3  cents  per  yard  for  increase  of  price 
by  reason  of  the  tariff,        -  -  - 


$480,000 
125,000 

355,000 

180,000 


Leaves  $175,000 
As  a  clear  augmentation  of  national  wealth — that  much 
more  made  to  the  nation,  by  employing  these  790  labor- 
ers in  this  factor}',  than  if  they  had  been  employed  in 
agricultural  labor.    1  have  tlius  far  reasoned  on  the  sup- 
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position  that  the  ttriflTdoes  raise  the  price  of  the  protect- 
ed article,  and  that  to  the  full  extent  insisted  on  b^  the 
opponents  of  the  protecting^  system.  In  this  point  of 
Tiev  I  have  endeavored  to  show,  and  I  trust  successfully, 
that  it  is  a  general  benefit,  and  adds  to  the  aggregate  of 
national  wealth,  without  regard  to  the  high  or  low  prices 
which  it  may  affix  to  the  protected  article.  If,  however, 
the  prices  of  the  protected  articles  were  greatly  or  per- 
manently enhanced,  and  if  they  were  produced  in  one 
lection  of  the  Union  to  the  exclusion  of  another,  I  am  free 
to  admit  that  its  operation  would  be  unequal;  might  be 
oppresnve  upon  some  portions  of  the  tJnion,  wiiile  it 
tended  to  the  emolument  of  the  Union  as  a  whol6.  If, 
however,  after  a  reasonable  time  has  transpired  for  capi- 
tal and  labor  to  assume  its  direction  and  produce  its  effect, 
the  protected  article  is  produced  as  cheap,  or  cheaper, 
than  it  could  be  sold,  had  we  never  resorted  to  protection, 
no  section  of  the  country  is  injured,  while  the  prosperity 
of  each  and  every  part  of  it  is  advanced.  It  is  said  that 
tiie  only  rational  object  of  a  protecting  duty  is  to  raise  the 
price  of  the  protected  article  for  the  benefit  of  the  pro- 
ducer; that  it  is  its  natural  and  necessary  tendency;  and  if 
it  do  not  have  that  efiTect,  it  is  a  dead  letter,  and  that  ma- 
no&ctures  would  flourish  as  well  without  it  as  with  it. 

Plaiunble  as  these  propositions  are,  and  specious  as  is  the 
reasoning  by  which  they  are  supported,  they  are  never- 
Acless  unsound  in  theory,  and  unsustained  by  experience. 
It  is  not  the  rational  object  of  the  protecting  system, 
even  in  the  first  instance,  during  the  infancy  of  our  manu- 
ftctures,  to  raise  the  price  of  the  article,  but  to  securf  to 
the  domestic  product  the- command  of  the  market.     Sup- 
pose, sir,  that  the  regular  annual  demand  for  a  given  arti- 
cle, coarse  cottons,  for  example,  were  five  millions  of 
dollars  per  annum  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  and  sup- 
pose that  amount  regularly  imported  from  England,  and 
sold  at  ten  cents  per  yard;  suppose  that  the  same  article 
can  be  manufactured  in  Philadelphia,  profitably,  at  ten 
cents  per  yard,  is  it  yet  certain  that  a  manufacturer  could 
sustain  himself  against  the  foreign  competition,  without 
the  protection  of  Government?    In  my  estimation,  it  is 
perfectly  certain  that  he  could  not.    In  the  first  place,  the 
foreign  manufacturer  and  the  importer  have  possession  of 
the  market,  and  cannot  be  driven  from  It  unless  they  are 
undersold.     The  domestic  manufacturer  must,  therefore, 
put  down  his  goods  below  the  selling  price,  in  order  to 
obtain  the  market  from  his  rival,  and  sell  below  the  price 
at  which  a  iair  profit  could  be  realized.    But  the  foreign 
manoiacturer  and  tlie  importer,  whose  business  it  is  to 
supply  this  market,  wiH  not  yield  it  at  once  to  any  rival; 
they,  to  keep  possession  of  the  market,  put  down  the 
article  also,  and  thus  competition  lowers  it,  until  one  or 
the  other  is  rtuned:  and  I  need  not  tell  you  on  winch  that 
rain  must  fall.     Between  capitalists,  when  they  contend 
on  equal  grounds,  as  between  every  other  species  of 
power,  wielded  with  the  same  energy,  directed  by  like 
intellect,  the  stronger  must  overthrow  the  weaker.     The 
lame  contest  would  arise  in  the  attempt  to  sustain  our  ma- 
nufactures (when  established)  without  protection,  in  the 
fihce  of  foreign  competition.     The  imported  article  would 
constantly  divide  the  market  with  the  domestic;  it  would 
Mbject  our  manufactures  to  the  fluctuations  in  price  con- 
sequent upon  the  occasionsU  over-production  qf  tne  foreign 
&bric;  and  as  prompt  sales  are  necessary  to  enable  small 
capitalists  to  carry  on  business  with  success,  it  would  put  it 
out  of  the  power  of  our  domestic  mantifacturers  to  pro- 
duce and  sell  the  fid)ric  as  low  as  they  coutd  do,  if  foreign 
competition  were  restrained  or  removed.  Every  one  who 
has  any  knowledge  of  the  application  of  capital,  is  aware 
of  the  importance  of  a  frequent  and  certain  return-  of  the 
fiind  vested  with  its  profit;  if  it  be  regularly  turned  once 
a  year,  eight  or  ten  per  cent,  is  a  fair  profit  upon  it  at 
each  operation;  if  three  times  in  a  year,  three  or  four 
per  cent,   is  equally  good;  but  if  there  be  hazard  of 


delay,  or  of  loss,  the  capitalist  will  not  take  the  risk  un- 
less the  profits  are  likely  to  be  excessive:  so  that  our 
manufacturers,  when  pressed  by  foreign  competition, 
subjected  to  delay,  and  exposed  to  loss,  cannot  produce 
as  cheaply  as  they  can  when  secured  from  this  inconveni- 
ence and  risk.  And  although  they  may  produce  and  sell 
even  cheaper  than  the  article  woidd  have  been  sold,  had 
they  never  engaged  in  the  business,  yet  they  may  not  be 
able  to  go  down  with  the  article  to  the  price  to  which  it 
must  sink  in  consequence  of  the  competition  which  they 
have  caused. 

Upon  the  well  settled  principle,  that  the  relative  pro- 
portions of  demand  and  supply  nx,  or  modify,  the  price  of 
all  articles,  however  produced,  the  increased  production 
consequent  on  the  extensive  establishment  of  manufac- 
tures in  the  United  States,  must  necessarily  reduce  the 
price*  of  the  manufactured  article  in  the  markets  of  the 
world;  and,  should  we  admit  the  free  importation  of  fo- 
reign manufiictured  articles,  this  state  of  things,  if  it  could 
enst,  would  more  especially  reduce  them  in  our  own 
country. 

This  competition  would  operate  most  unfortunately 
upon  our  manufacturers,  in  another  particular.  We  all 
know  the  immense  extent  fo  which  cotton  fabrics,  for  ex- 
ample, are  produced  in  England.  There  are,  in  the  first 
plat^e,  their  own  home  market,  Uiat  of  their  colonies  and 
dependencies,  which  they  supply  without  competition; 
there  are  also  a  few  other  markets,  which  tliey  almost  en- 
tirely command.  Now,  over-production,  or  an  excessive 
supply,  owing  to  any  temporary  cause,  puts  down  tlie 
price,  as  I  have  heretofore  shown;  and  the  excess  in  quan- 
tity, if  exposed  in  the  market,  and,  owing  to  any  exigency 
of  trade,  requiring  prompt  sale,  reduces  the  value  of  the 
ag^reg^te  supply,  so  as  to  be  more  than  lost  in  the  gene- 
ral mass.  If,  then,  there  be  an  excess  of  production  at 
any  time,  which  must  be  disposed  of,  on  whatever  market 
it  may  be  crowded,  its  immediate  eifect  is  to  sink  the  value 
of  all  the  stock  of  the  same  material  in  the  same  market, 
to,  or  nearly  to,  the  price  at  which  that  may  be  put,  in 
onier  to  force  a  sale;  or  it  compels  other  dealers  to  keep 
up  their  stock,  and  wait  for  a  better  state  of  things,  and 
thus  interrupts  and  disturbs  the  regular  and  steady  busi- 
ness of  the  place.  Now,  in  case  of  over-production,  or 
a  sudden  press  to  dispose,  to  a  large  amount,  and  immedi- 
ately, of  any  manufactured  article  by  the  British  manufac- 
turer, it  would,  by  tlie  policy  of  trade,  be  thrown,  not 
upon- a  market  which  they  reg^ilarly  and  wholly  supplied, 
but  on  those  which  were  principally  supplied  by  other 
producers.  Thus,  all  the  depression  and  irregulanty  con- 
sequent upon  over-production  by  the  British  manufactur- 
ers, would  be  cast  upon  ours,  if  they  were  left  without 
protection,  and  their  ruin  and  destruction  would  be  the 
inevitable  consequence.  Our  manufacturers  have  not  suf- 
ficient capital  to  stand  the  sliock  Of  this  competition.  If 
they  have  quick,  certain,  and  steady  sales,  they  can  ma- 
nufacture many  of  our  protected  articles  as  lo^,  or  lower, 
than  the  same  can  be  imported  from  England;  but  they 
cannot  endure,  and  they  ought  not  to  be  forced  to  with- 
stand, the  vicissitudes  of  fortune  which  the  British  manu- 
fiuctu^er  and  the  British  laborer  are  heir  to,  and  which 
would  be  cast,  with  increased  effect,  on  our  shores,  if  they 
were  not  guarded  and  protected  by  the  legislation  of  our 
countr}-.  These,  sir,  are  the  reasons  why  the  friends  of 
the  protecting  system  will  not  consent  to  destroy  the  pro- 
tection on  articles  which  can  be,  and  which  are,  produced 
cheaper  now  than  they  would  Iiave  been  imported,  had  we 
never  gfiven  it  this  protection.  To  the  question,  put  witli 
so  much  emphasis — -if  the  domestic  articles  do,  in  fact, 
sell  as  low  as  the  foreign,  why  keep  on  the  protecting 
duty?  I  answer,  by  the  inquiry,  why  take  it  off?  You 
certainly  gain  nothing  by  removing  it,  and  I  have  shown 
you  that  you  may  lose  much. 
I     1  trust,  sir,  I  have  sufficiently  shown  that,  when  pro- 
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tection  is  eatential  to  sustain  our  domestic  manufactures, 
it  is  not  a  necessary  consequence  of  that  protection  to 
enhance  the  price  of  the  protected  article.  It  may,  or 
may  not,  produce  that  effect,  according  to  circumstances; 
and  the  fact  can  be  tested  only  by  experience.  Let  us  try 
it  by  that  touchstone.  The  friends  of  the  policy  contend 
that  the  system  of  protection  has  reduced  the  prices  of 
protected  articles  below  what  they  would  have  fallen  to 
without  this  protection.  Their  opponents  deny  it.  The 
proof,  already  adduced,  and  reiterated,  is  certainly  vety 
strong — to  my  mind,  conclusive — in  favor  of  the  affirma- 
tive of  the  position.  But  it  is  not  at  all  necessary  to  go 
thus  far)  the  friends  of  the  system  need  not  show  that  the 
tariff  hss  reduced,  it  is  sufficient  that  it  has  not  enhanced 
the  price  of  the  protected  article.  On  those  who  attack 
the  system  as  an  evil  thing,  it  is  incumbent  to  show  that 
it  is  productive  of  some  evil;  it  is  not  enough  that  they 
deny  it  one  or  another  of  the  good  effects  which  its  friencls 
have  claimed  for  it.  I  have  already  shown  that  no  single 
evil  has  resulted,  or  can  result,  from  this  system,  unless  it 
increase  the  price  of  protected  articles.  And  it  seems 
to  me  admitted,  by  even  the  gentleman  from  South  Ca- 
rolina, that  it  has  not  had  this  enect.  To  this  point,  I  read 
from  pages  24  and  25  of  his  printed  speech:  **  But  where 
is  tlie  evidence  to  be  found  tliat  the  tariff  has  produced 
any  reduction  whatever  in  the  price  of  the  protected  arti- 
cles? Is  there  any  other  foundbntion  for  the  assertion  than 
this,  that  the  prices  of  cottons,  woollens,  and  iron,  have 
actually  fallen  since  1824?  But  all  other  articles  have 
likewise  fallen,  protected  and  unprotected.  Real  and 
personal  estate,  cotton,  flour,  and  tobacco,  all,  all  have 
gone  down;  and  most  of  them  in  a  greater  degree  than 
woollens,  cotton,  and  iron.  Has  the  tariff  done  all  this? 
What  say  the  gentlemen?  I  have  here  a  price  current 
containing  the  prices  of  two  hundred  and  fifty  articles,  in 
1816  and  1831,  from  which  it  appears  that  there  has  been 
a  universal  reduction  in  the  price  of  articles  of  every  de- 
scription; and  that  those  admitted  duty  free  have  been  re- 
duced, at  least,  in  an  equal  ratio  with  those  paying  duties." 

Now,  sir,  admit  the  gentleman  to  be  correct,  and  it  is  all  I 
need  ask  as  a  friend  and  advocate  of  the  protecting  system. 
If  tlie  protected  articles  [those  paying  heavy  duties]  have 
held  tlieir  relative  situations  in  price,  with  those  paying  no 
duties,  it  is  evident  that  the  duty  has  not  enhanced  the 
price  of  the  protected  articles,  and  does  not,  therefore, 
operate  as  a  burden  on  any  portion  of  the  people;  and  aU 
that  is  said  about  oppression  and  injustice,  and  burdening 
the  many  for  the  benefit  of  a  few,  is  but  idle  declamation. 
But  the  honorable  Senator,  a  little  further  on,  hazards  the 
conjecture,  tliat,  if  his  tables  of  prices  current  were  care- 
fully examined,  it  would  show  that  there  has  been  a  less 
reduction  in  the  protected  articles  than  in  the  otliers.  On 
this  conjecture,  sir,  hangs  his  whole  case.  If  it  be  not 
well  founded,  supported  by  facts,  neither  the  South,  nor 
any  otlier  portion  of  the  Union,  can  have  the  least  cause  of 
complaint  against  this  system;  and  1  venture  to  say  that 
the  contrast  is  not  very  striking  in  favor  of  the  unprotected 
articles,  or,  in  the  hands  of  the  honorable  Senator,  it 
would  not  have  been  permitted  to  rest  in  mere  conjecture. 
It  cannot  be  sufficient  to  spread  ruin  and  desolation  over 
any  portion  of  our  land.  Other  tables,  however,  not  per- 
haps of  those  identical  years,  show  a  different  general  re- 
sult. A  striking  contrast  in  the  reduction  of  the  prices  of 
protected,  as  against  the  unprotected  article,  and  those 
which  have  been  the  most  sedulously  guarded  by  protec- 
tion, amounting  even  to  prohibition,  have  fallen  most. 

The  price  of  articles  which  were  formerly  supplied  us 
by  Great  Britain,  and  which  we  now  manufacture  for 
ourselves^  or  which,  in  other  words,  are  wholly,  or  in 
part,  excluded  by  our  tariff,  have,  doubtless,  fallen  some- 
what in  price  in  England,  in  consequence  of  our  system. 
The  honorable  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Hatvx] 
seems  to  consider  that  as  one  of  its  tendencies;  and  it  is 


throuffh  this  medium  of  a  reduction  in  the  price  of  the 
manuHictured  article,  that  the  duty  b  to  operate  as  a  tax 
upon  the  exporter.  Admitting  the  gentleman  to  be  cor- 
rect in  his  position  (in  which  I  am  happy  to  concur  with 
him)  that  the  tendency  of  our  protecting  system  is  to  re- 
duce the  price  of  the  protectea  article  in  the-BritiMi  mar- 
ket, it  can  do  if  on  no  other  principle  than  that  of  incteased 
competition,  or  lessening  tne  demand,  while  the  supply 
continues  the  same. 

If  this  be  the  mode  of  operation,  it  will  be  evident,  on 
a  little  reflection,  thai  it  will  act  not  alone  on  the  protected, 
but  on  the  unprotect^  articles  also,  and  tend  to  a  general 
reduction  of  the  price  in  all. 

We  have,  for  example,  directed  the  labor  of  one  hun- 
dred thousand  individuab  to  the  manufacturing  of  sundry 
articles^  say,  for  instance,  woollens  and  cottons.  These 
do  not  merely  come  into  competition  with,  but  they  super- 
sede the  market  for  the  product  of  one  hund^vd  thousand 
British  laborers  in  the  same  business.  These  branches  of 
business  will  be  at  once  overdone  to  that  extent,  and  con- 
sequently become  depressed.  Capital  and  labor  will  be, 
therefore,  witlidrawn  from  them,  and  vested  in  other 
branches,  to  which  the  mischief  has  not  extended;  conse- 
quently, there  would  soon  follow  an  adjustment  and  dis- 
tribution of  the  surplus  labor  and  capital  among  the  various 
branches  of  manufactures,  and  the  over-production  dis- 
tributed tlirough  all.  Every  thing  would  be  more  or  less 
affected  by  it,  and  a  reduction  in  the  price  of  manu&c- 
tured  articles,  generally,  would  be  the  consequence.  I 
am,  however,  inclined  to  think  that  gentlemen  much  over- 
rtte  the  value  of  our  market  to  England,  and  the  effect 
of  our  legislation  upon  her.  'But,  if  it  operate  perraa- 
nently  to  depress  the  price  of  tlie  protected  article,  it 
would,  in  the  way  I  have  mentioned,  have  a  more  general 
and  extended  operation.  In  England^  business  of  all  kinds 
is  pushed  to  the  greatest  possible  extent.  Every  cord 
is  drawn  to  its  utmost  tension;  so  that,  touch  but  one,  and 
it  instantly  vibrates  through  the  whole  connected  system. 

Much  pains  are  taken  by  gentlemen  to  account  for  the 
reduction  of  prices,  especially  upon  protected  articles. 
The  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Tx&sb]  attributes  it  to  a 
diminution  in  the  amount  of  the  circulating  medium,  and 
the  consequent  rise  in  the  value  of  money.  But  the  cause 
which  he  refers  to  had  produced  its  full  effect,  and  ceased 
to  operate,  long  before  1824.  Money  was  as  scarce,  nay, 
much  scarcer,  in  the  United  States,  and  dearer,  too,  if 
labor  be,  as  I  believe  it  is  conceded  to  be,  the  true  crite- 
rion of  value,  tlian  it  has  been  at  any  subsequent  period. 
Banks  had,  long  before  that  time,  resumed  the  payment 
of  specie,  and  all  the  necessaries  of  life,  manufactured 
articles  excepted,  had  sunk  to  the  very  lowest  point  of 
depression.  Raw  cotton,  too,  had  gone  down,  but  not 
yet  to  its  minimum,  for  it  had  not  then  £urly  overwhelmed 
the  market  with  its  abundance. 

But  let  us  not  wander  in  search  of  causes  which  lie  at 
our  doors;  the  reduction  in  the  price  of  cotton  fabrics, 
for  instance,  b  occasioned  partly  by  the  excessive  produc- 
tion of  the  raw  materbl,  which  has  reduced  that  material 
to  its  present  low  price,  to  home  competition,  and  tiie 
steadiness  of  demand  and  supply,  e^abhng  the  manufac- 
turer to  produce  the  fabric  to  tlie  b^st  possible  advantage, 
and  sell  it  on  the  lowest  terms:  add  to  this  some  improve- 
ments in  machinery,  and  much  in  tlie  conduct  and  man- 
agement of  the  establishments  themselves,  and  you  have 
^^  t^firS'^^S''^^^  ^^  ^^^  causes  which  have  produced  tliis 
extraordinary  effect;  and  surely  it  is  no  unpleasing  occur- 
rence to  those  who  have  supported  this  system  through 
every  vicissitude,  and  staked  their  fame  upon  its  result, 
that  benefits  have  flowed  in  upon  the  counti'y,  connected 
with  its  operation,  which  even  its  enemies  can  trace  to  no 
other  adequate  cause. 

But  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  IIatnk] 
tells  us,  and  the  same  idea  has  been  again  and  again  reiie- 
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rated  by  gentlemen,  that,  whatever  may  be  the  effect  of 
this  sy iitem  upon  other  portions  of  the  Union,  to  the 
South — especially  the  cJder  portions  of  tlie  Southern 
States — ^it  isevcr>'  thing  that  is  abhorred  and  pernicious — 
a  blig^lit,  a  mildew,  a  withering  curse.  Sir,  epithet  and 
denunciation  prove  nothing,  except  the  warmth  of  tliosc 
who  utter  them.  If  injury  has  been  inflicted  upon  that 
section  of  the  Union  by  the  tariff,  the  mode  of  operating 
that  injury  can  surely  be  pointed  out.  .  It  can  affect  it  by 
none  but  visible  and  sensible  means,  and  must,  as  I  con> 
ceive,  be  confined  to  a  reduction  in  the  price  of  the  staple 
of  the  country,  limiting  the  extent  of  the  demand  at  home 
or  abroad,  or  enhancing  tlie  price  of  the  commodities 
purchased  by  the  people. 

1  Iiave  already  shown  that  the  price  of  tlie  staple  (raw  cot- 
ton) IS,  in  some  measure,  sustained  by  the  tariff — ^s<k  far, 
at  least,  as  it  has  converted  cotton  lands  to  the  culture  of 
sugar,  and  thereby  limited  the  excess  of  production 
which  would  otherwise  necessanly  have  sunk  the  article 
even  below  its  present  price.  I  have,  also,  heretofore 
j^own  that  the  British  manufacturer  is  able  to  purchase 
of  us  all  that  he  wishes  to  purchase,  without  looking  to 
us  for  the  means  of  payment.  That  it  is  for  his  interest 
to  piM-chase  to  the  full  extent  of  his  market  for  the  manu- 
factured article;  that,  tlierefore,  the  extent  of  the  market 
for  the  raw  material,  at  home  and  abroad,  is  equal  to 
what  it  would  liave  been  without  the  tariff.  This  view  of 
tlic  case  is  strengthened  by  tlie  fact  that,,  since  1824,  the 
quantity  of  cotton  sold  has  increased  in  a  ratio  equal  to 
that  of  former  years,  and  the  price  has  not  sunk  in  as 
great  a  ratio.  1  have  shown,  too,  so  far  as  negative  can 
be  shown,  that  the  price  of  protected  articles  has  not  en- 
hanced in  consequence  of  the  protection.  And  no  coun- 
ter evidence  whatever  has  been  brought  forward  to 
prove  that  a  single  article  has  risen  higher,  or  fallen  less, 
10  consequence  of  protection,  except,  indeed,  the  finest 
woollen  fabrics,  articles  of  luxury,  in  which  we  have  not 
3'et  been  able  to  compete  with  the  British  manufacturers. 

The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  has  said  that  the  tariff, 
by  enhancini^  the  price  of  the  manufactured  article,  tends 
to  dinainish  its  consumption  among  the  poorer  classes; 
tlius  limiting  the  extent  of  the  demand,  and  compelling 
first  the  merchant,  then  the  manufacturer,  then  the  pro- 
ducer, to  come  down  ta  the  lowest  price  at  which  each 
can  cany  on  his  operation^  and  thus  easting  a  part  of  the 
biuxlens  of  protection  upon  the  producer,  as  such,  over 
and  above  his  share  of  the  burden  as  consumer.  How- 
ever true  this  miglit  be,  in  a  possible  state  of  things,  the 
very  reverse  of  it  is  known  to  be  the  fact  with  respect  to 
the  cotton  fabric.  If  the  tariff  has,  in  fact,  compelled 
the  British  manufacturer  to  work  cheaper,  and  the  mer* 
chant  to  receive  less  profits,  effects  which,  by  tlve  gentle- 
man's own  hypothesis,  must  be  produced  before  any  of 
the  burden  can  fall  on  the  producer  of  the  raw  material, 
as  they  both  stand  between  him  and  the  consumer — if  the 
merclianl  and  manufiicturer  are  compelled  to  take  less 
profit,  the  price  of  the  article  is,  at  once,  reduced  to  con- 
sumers in  all  parts  of  the  world,  except  the  United  States^ 
and  the  price  being  reduced,  it  is  brought  into  more  gene- 
ral use  among  th6  poorer  classes,  and  its  sale  becomes 
more  extensive  in  nineteen4wentieths  of  the  markets  of 
the  world.  I  do  not  say  that  the  gentleman's  position  is 
sound;  but,  if  it  be  so,  this  is  the  first  consequence  that 
flows  from  it.  And,  sir,  with  regard  to  the  consumption  of 
cotton  fiibrics  in  the  United  States,  which  the  gentleman 
seems  to  suppose  is,  or  may  be,,  diminijdied  by  the  protect- 
ing s^'stem,  his  w^hole  theory  is  built  upon  a  supposed 
AugmentatJoa  in  price,  the  very  reverse  of  which  we 
know  to  exist  Increased  consumption,  too,  the  natural 
consequence  of  a  diminished  price,  and  more  ability  to 
purchase,  is  obvious  to  the  most  careless  observer,  espe- 
pecially  in  the  West  No  special  injury  has,  therefore,  re* 
suited  to  the  South  by  this  operation  of  the  tariff. 
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But,  to  show  that  tlie  producer  pays  the  duty  on  the  im- 
ported article,  a  case  is  put,  well  calculated  to  puzzle,  but 
really  involving  a  mere  sophism.  I  refer  to  the  case  of 
the  "bale  of  woollens  which  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina,  lias  supposed  is  received  directly  in  exchange 
for  cottons  exported  by  the  Southern  planter,  and  which 
isstoppetl  at  the  custom-house,  and  forty  of  the  hundred' 
pieces  whicti  it  contains  taken  out  as  a  tax  to  the  Govern- 
ment. [P.  17 1  printed  speech.]  Now,  as  to  the  sup- 
position that  the  bale  of  woollens  is  imported  for  the . 
consumption  of  the  planter,  I  have  notliing  to  object 
against  it,  in  tlie  view  of  the  subject  that  I  am  now  taking. 
He  does  pay  the  duty,  not  in  his  capacity  of  producer  or 
exporter,  but  in  the  capacity  of  importer  and  consumer; 
and,  analyze  the  transaction,  separate  it  into  its  four  natu- 
ral elements,  which  have,  by  the  honorable  Senator,  been 
unnaturally  combined,  and  it  will  be  obvious.  Let  the 
Southern  planter  export  his  crop,*lav  it  down  in  the  Liver** 
pool  market,  and  sell  it  for  the  best  price  he  can  in 
cash.  This,  indeed,  is  always  done:  for  there  is  no  such 
thing  as  barter  there,  except  Uirough  the  medium  of  mo- 
ney, or  bills,  which  are,  for  all  effective  purposes,  money. 
Now,  he  sells  his  cotton  for  just  the  same  price,  whether 
he  intends  to  bring  home  broadeloths  or  m6ney.  Here 
tlie  transaction  of  the  produeer  and  the  exporter  ceases; 
the  cottpn  planter  has  for  his  crop  cash,  which  he  may 
bring  home  witli  him,  or,  what  is  still  better,  leave  on  de- 

Eosite  with  his  Eo^^lish  banker;  his  bills  on  that  banker, 
e  sells  to  the  Philadelphia  or  New  York  ^merchant  at  a 
premium,  and  he  has  his  cash  at  home,  to  be  disposed 
of  ^t  pleasure.  The  Ohio  farmer  sends  pork  and  beef  to 
New  Orleans,  which  is  shipped  to  Charleston:  or  tlie  Ken- 
tucky drover  takes  his  horses,  muks,  and  live  stock, 
through  the  Saluda  gap,  and  they  are  sold  lo  the  planter. 
The  planter  pays  witl)  tlie  cash  which  he  has  brought 
home,  or  by  a  draft  on  his  banker  in  New  York,  and  the 
exactions  at  the  custom-house  do  not,  thus  far,  afiect  the 
transaction  in  the  remotest  degree.  The  New  York  mer- 
chant who  has  bought  the  dnift  on  Engl^,  pays  it  out 
for  British  goods,  and  brings  them  home;  he  pays  the 
duty.  Now,  if  the  cotton  planter  purchases  one  half 
these  goods,  and  the  Ohio  fiumer  tlie  other  halC  ftt  the 
same  price,  is  it  not  obvibus  that  each  pays  bis  equal  share 
of  the  duty  ?  No  refinement,  no  sophistry,  however  inge- 
nious, can  change  the  true  character  of  the  trsnssetion. 
The  consumer,  and  not  the  producer,  pays  the  tax,  and 
the  several  sections  of  the  Union  pay  it  in  proportion  to 
the  amount  they  consume.  As  respects  the  importer  and 
consumer,  if  the  protected  article  is  permanently  enhanc- 
ed in  value  by  the  dutv  laid  on  it  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
tection, it  is  thus  fitr  a  burden,  and  its  propriety  and  policy 
must  be  tested  by  comparing  and  balanciM^,  as  nearly  as 
may  be,  its  evils  with  its  benefits.  But  if  the  price  of 
the  protected  article  be  not  enhanced,  no  burden  what- 
ever is  borne,  except  what  is  necesary  to  sustain  the 
revenue  of  the  country,  and  lio  advantage  is  given,  by  it  to 
one  class  of  our  cittxens  over  another. 

But  the  honorable  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
Hatite]  has  told  you,  that,  while  other  sections  of  the 
Union  are  flourishing,  increasing  in  population,  and  rising 
in  wealth,  the  condiUon  of  the  South,  that  of  his  own  SUte 
especially,  under  tlie  operation  of  this  system,  is  not  merehr 
one  of  unexampled  depression,  but  of  great  and  all-pervad- 
ing distress;  tlieir  once  busy  and  populous  cities  crumbling 
into  ruin,  theu*  fields  abandoned^  their  hospitable  man- 
sions deserted,  ami  the  husbandman,  with  a  heavy  and 
despairing  heart,  tearing  himself  from  the  scenes  of  his 
childhood  and  the  bones  of  his  anoestois,  to  seek,  in  the 
wilderness,  exemption  from  the  oppression  with  which 
this  policy  has  overwhelmed  htm. 

Is  this  fiincy,  or  is  it  fact?  I  am  inclined  to  think  the 
picture  greatly  overdrawn  i  although  the  glowing  elo- 
quence, Sie  rich  and  fervid  imagination^  and  the  deep 
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and  impassioned  tone  of  feeling  .in  which  it  is  shadowed 
forth,  tend  to  g^ve  it  a  welcome  entrance  fnto  the  mind, 
before  it  has  passed  the  ordeal  of  Uie  judgment.     But, 
in  determining^  upon  fiict,  simple  eyery-day  fact,  I  would 
prefer  the  conclusions  of  a  leas  powerful  and  a  leas  excit- 
ed intellect.     There  is  too  much  of  poetiy  in  the  descrip- 
tion; it  forcibly  reminds  one  of  the  beautiful  and  eloquent 
lines  of  Doctor  Goldsmith,  in  which  he  describes,  with  so 
much  apparent  truth  and  real  feeling,  the  deserted  fields 
and  desolate  habitations  of  the  industrious  peasantry  of 
England,  driven  from  their  bumble  but  happy  homes,  to 
seek  shelter  from  oppression  in  the  solitary  woods  of 
savage  America — 

**  When  wild  Aliamn  •preads  it*  swampt  around, 
**  And  Niagara  stuns  with  thundering  soond— " 


And  it  is  said,  I  know  not  how  covrectly,  that  our  poet 
lived  and  died  strong  in  the  conviction  of  the  general  cor- 
rectness of  the  picture  which  he  drew  of  the  progresanve 
decay  and  descnation  of  his  country.  But,  sir,  England 
was,  in  fact,  increasing  in  population,  and  so  also  is  South 
Carolina.  The  last  census  shows  a  small  increase  in 
the  free  population  of  the  Slate,  and  a  large  increase  of 
the  slaves.  The  fields  also  must  be,  cultivated  as  hereto- 
fore, for  they  yield  an  increased  export  product;  and  we 
are  told  that  they  now  raise  a  much  larger  proportion 
than  formerly  of  grain  and  live  stock  ^or  their  own  con- 
sumption. Though  by  no  means  disposed  to  admit  that 
South  Carolina  is  plunged  as  deeply  into  the  abyss  of  mise- 
ry and  despair,  as  has  been  here  depicted,  yet  1  doubt 
not  that  she  prospers  less  than  formerly,  and  less  also  than 
most  other  sections  of  the  Union:  but  for  tliis  there  are 
abundant  causes,  independent  of  the  tariC 

The  Southern  planter  does  not,  like  the  hardy  farmer 
of  the  North  ana  West,  lay  his  own  hand  to  the  plough; 
he  neither  holds  nor  flrives;  (he  culture  of  the  fields  is 
left  to  the  overseer  and  the  8lavies,and  their  cidtifation  is 
without  skill  and  without  care.  Tear  after  ytxt,  the  same 
fields  are  subjected  to  tlie  same  crop,  and  the  same  on* 
ceasing  and  unchanging  |tiVage,  without  any  means  being 
used  to  renew  or  reinvi|^r;ite  the  soik^  vThe  fields  are 
soon  Worn  down  by  excessive  cuttivation,  and  cease  to 
yield,  as  heretofore,  an  abundant,  harvest.  Extensive 
emigration  ih  siftf),  wi^outdqubty  one  of  the  causes  which 
operates  to  check  the  prosperity  of  the  older  portions  of 
the  Southern  States;  but  this  emigration  is  induced  by 
causes,  and  instigated  by  feelings,  very  different  from 
those  to  which  Jbe  genUeman  has  asenbed  it.  It  is  not 
want,  or  misery,  or,  oppression,  that  induces  it;  the  emi^ 
g^nt  curses  neidier  his  country  nor  his  lot;  and  Ins  jour- 
neying is  undertaken  and  executed  with  feelings  the  re- 
verse of  anguish  and  despair.  Sir,  it  is  the  rich  and  fertile 
Isnds  of  the  West,  of  winch  be  may  become  the  proprietor 
almost  for  nothing-HK  chamiing  country  intreidity,  fresh, 
and  rich,  an4  fair,  almost  bevond  example,  but  to  which 
the  imagination  does  not  fCl  to  add  new  beauties,  and 
color  even  with  ideal  and  unreal  charms— it  is  this  which 
operates  tipon  the  hopes,  and  elates  the  spirits,  of  the 
young  and  ardent  sons  of  the  South  and  East^  and  leads 
them  to  part  from  their  fair  fields  and  happy  homes  on 
the  Atlantic  shore,  for  fairer  fields  and  happier  homes  in 
the  far  distant  West,  fifenoe,  sir,  the  giat\t  stride  with 
which  our  population  has  borne  its  mai^h  westward,  the 
••  lion's  bound**  with  which  we  have  sprung^into  the  forest. 

But  this  spirit  of  emigration,  year  by  year,  drains  from 
the  seaboard  of  South  Carolina  her  most  hard^,  vigorousj 
and  enterprising  population.  Cotton,  the  obiect  of  their 
culture,  can  be  raised  cheaper  and  jmore  abundantly  on  the 
new  and  rich  lands  of  Georgia,  AlabMn,  Mississippi, 
Louisiana,  and  the  Territories  of  Floridat  and  Arkansas; 
and,  unlike  the  cumbrous  article  of  grain  and  its  products, 
can  be  thmsported  fVom  the  interior  fita  small  per  centum 
on  its  market  vaiue^      <^  ^ 


I  take  leave  to  refer  also  to  another  cause,  named  by 
the  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky,  and  which  bas^ 
with  the  foregoing,  a  combined  operation.  The  repeal 
of  the  laws  of  primogeniture — the  equal  distribution  of 
the  real  estate  annong  all  the  children,  sons  and  daughters 
alike — however  fiivorabTe  to  the  wealth  and  prosperity  of 
the  people  in  other  sections  of  the  Union,  does,  owing 
to  the  peculiar  situation  and  habits  of  tlie  South,  seriously 
affect  Uieir  condition.  Judging  from  the  statistical  tables 
which  show  the  comparative  increase  of  population  in 
different  sections  of  the  Union,  and  comparing  that^  of 
South  Carolina  with  others,  I  am  led  to  the  conclusion 
that  one-fourtli  part  of  the  free  born  of  that  State,  which 
reach  the  yt;ars  of  maturity,  emigrate;  and,  by  the  existing' 
laws,  they  carry  with  them,  to  their  new  homes,  not  merely 
their  share  of  ^e  personal  estate  of  the  family  from  whicb 
they  are  descended,  but  also  of  the  land  and  slaves,  which 
form  the  substratum  of  the  wealth  of  the  country.  Thus, 
year  after  year,  is  there  a  regular  and  continual  drann  of 
the  best  and  most  eflicient  population  of  the  Stable,  and 
their  wealth  also-— even  their  real  property  pays  an  annaal 
rent,  if  I  may  so  call  it,  torher  emig^tion.  But  this  is  not  all. 
The  great  increase  of  the  slaves  over  that  of  the  free  popu- 
lation, shows  that  the  emigrants  do  not  generally  take  with 
th  em  their  proportion  of  slaves,but  that  they  rem^n  as  here- 
tofore, in  some  measure  regardant  to  the  soil.  They  have 
risen  now  to  more  than  one-half  the  population  of  that 
State,  and  are  fast  gaitting*upon  the  wlntes  in  the  ratio  of 
increase;  they,  indeed,  compose  almost  the  whole  Mor- 
ing  population  of  the  country;  they  labor  without  judg- 
ment, for  their  inteBecU  are  not  cultivated— >without 
energy,  for  they  labor  without  motive;  hence,  the  acqui- 
KtioD  of  wealth  from  labor,  its  great  and  only  real  basis^ 
must  be  small  in  a  country  situated  like  this,  compared 
witli  what  it  is,  where  every  man,  with  his  own  hand,  cut- 
tivates  his  own  fam^  or  watches  over  its  improvement; 
where  all  are' laborers,  and  all  intelligent,  industrious,  and 
peraeverin^--careful  of  the  present,  and  provident  of  the 
future. ' 

Sir,  the  curse  of  slavery,  and  not  the  tariff,  is  in  truth 
the  withering  curse  which  blights  the  fair  hopes  of  this 
fair  and  otherwise  happy  and  favored  land.  It  is  not  so 
much  the  drain  Upon  her  population,  for  in  this  other  and 
prosperous  States  share  her  lot;  but.  it  is,  that»  while  tiie 
sound  and  wholinome  portion  of  the  population  iows  off — 
the  bold  and  enterprising  freeman— the  slave  remains  fixed 
to  the  soil,  yearly  consuming  more  and  more  of  its  products, 
and  yearly  displacing  and  sending  into  exile  (if  emigration 
be  exile)  more  6f  the  free  born  of  the  land.  1  need  not 
follow  out  thc~picUire  in  anticipation  of  its  consequences; 
the  subject' is  one  of  deep  regret  and  gloomy  forebo^ngs. 
But  one  thing  more  will  I  take  occasion  here  to  remark. 
In  many  sections  of  the  Unipn»  and  in  foreign  countries, 
too^  public  opinion  has  greatly  erred  as  to  the  genera] 
feeling  and  conduct  of  the  individual  masters  towards  their 
slaves.  So  far  as  I  have  observed,  (and  my  observation 
has  been  somewhat  extenmve,  especially  in  Yk^nia  and 
Kentucky,)  there  is  notliing  in  it  to  shock  humanity.  On 
the  contrary,  the  feelings  of  tlie  masters  towards  them 
a|)pear  to  be  those  of  kindness  and  affection.  And  this 
evil,  cast  upon  our  Southern  brethren,  not  by  their  own 
acts,  or  of  their  own  choice,  but  by  the  cupidity  of  a  fo- 
reign nation  while  we  remained  her  colonies,  is  one  for 
which  they  are  entitled  to  any  thing  rather  than  reproach 
and  censure.  And  it  is  an  evil  which,  in  the  present 
state  of  public  feeling,  the  Legislature  of  the  Union  can- 
not, in  the  more  Southern  sections  of  our  countrv»  either 
remove  or  m^tig^te.  Philanthropy  indulges  visi<ms  of 
this  kind,  at  present,  in  vain. 

'Another  mode  in  which  the  same  cause  operates  in- 
juriously to  that  section  of  the  Union,  is,  that  it  Icsscnn 


their  capacity  for  commereial  enterprise.     A  negro  slave 
is  unfit  for  a'ship  carpenter  or 'a  sailor;  and,  in  a  country 
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where  there  is  no  laborin^^  class,  except  slaves,  ships  can- 
not be  built*  or  manned,  to  the  same  advantage,  as  in  the 
Eastern  and  Middle  States,  where  laborers  are  freemen, 
and  possess  intelligence  and  enterprise  for  every  under- 
takings, however  arduous,  or  however  varied.  The  navi- 
gating interest,  therefore,  independently  of  the  tariff, 
must  centre  elsewhere  than  in  the  Southern  States.  And 
finally*  the  well  known  and  familiar  habits  of  the  Southern 
people — free,  liberal,  uncalculatlng — ^living  to  the  fuU  ex- 
tent of  their  means,  however  ample,  and  trusting  to  their 
land  and  slaves  as  a  perpetual  supply,  and,  beyond  that, 
improvident  of  the  tuture.  Time  brings  with  it  an  in- 
crease of  population,  but  not  or  wealth;  and  the  decay 
and  exhaustion  of  their  soil,  and  the  fall  in  the  price  of 
their  staple,  produces  a  depression  which  is  severely  felt, 
but  which  ia  unfortunately  attributed  to  that  which,  of  all 
things,  is  most  remote  from  its  real  cause. 

Need  I  add  another  to  this  long  and  mournful  list  of 
causes  for  the  calamities  under  which  our  Southern  bre- 
thren suffer,  and  of  which  they  complain?  I  have  explained 
the  causes  of  the  alleged  decay  of  their  navigating  inte- 
rest. Why  is  their  commerce  (as  the  honorable  Senator 
says  it  is)  transferred  Into  the  liands  of  the  merchants  of 
Philadelphia  and  New  York,  and  carried  on  bv  tlieir  capi- 
tal? I  have  already  spoken  of  the  habits  of  the  Northern 
and  Middle  States — the  steady  eye  which  they  have  to 
the  future — ^tHeir  disposition  to  accumulate  and  embody 
capital,  and  their  skill  to  direct  it  to  every  prosperous 
enterprise.  They  have  the  ships — they  have  the  seamen ~ 
they  have  habits  of  life  and  a  turn  of  mind  fitted  to  mer- 
cantile pursuits — «nd  they  Imve  capital;  with  or  without 
a  tariff,  the  commerce  of  the  South  must  have  fallen  into 
their  hands. 

These  causes  combined,  operate  on  the  city  of  Charles- 
ton»  the  decay  of  which  has  been  so  eloquently  and  feel- 
ingly depicted  by  the  p^entleman  from  South  Carolina}  and 
though  disposed  to  thmk  his  coloring  somewhat  too  dark, 
I  cannot  for  a  moment  doubt  the  general  correctness  of  the 
lad  picture  which  he  has  drawn — that  there  has  been  a 
great  and  roarKed  decay  in  the  wealth,  the  business,  and 
the  prosperity  of  that  city.  But,  sir,  independently  of 
tho!>e  causes  which  I  have  named,  and  wnich  operate 
alike  upon  t])e  older  portions  of  South  Carolma,  there  is 
one  other,  which  tends  to  depress  the  business  of  Charles- 
ton alone.  There  have  sprung  up  in  the  interior^a^range 
•f  populous  and  flourish mg  towns,  Columbia,  Augusta, 
and  Camden,  which,  within  a  few  past  years,  have  been 
rapidly  growing  in  commercial  importance,  and  have  cut 
oil  almost  wholly  the  interior  trade  from  Charleston,  mak- 
ing that  city  a  mere  place  of  transit,  or  rather  of  shipmertt. 

Sir,  these  causes  which  I  have  detailed — and  I  ap- 
peal to  Southern  gentlemen  for  their  correctness  and 
truth — ^bave  operated  with  combined  effect,  for  years, 
upon  the  destinies  of  this  people;  and  are  they  not  suffi- 
cient, though  checked  and  opposed  as  thev  may  be  by 
the  nches  of  nature  which  an  all-bountiful  Providence 
lias  scattered  over  the  land — are  thev  not  sufficient  to 
produce  all  the  depresaon  and  all  tne  misery  wlijch  is 
vainly  supposed  to  spring  from  the  protecting  system? 

I  cannot,  therefore,  on  the  most  full  and  careful  consi- 
deration which  I  have  been  able  to  give  this  subject,  con- 
cur with  gentlemen  in  the  opinion  tliat  the  protecting 
system  operates  oppressively  [on  the  Soutliern  or  any 
other  section  of  the  Union.  In  the  West,  so  fiip  as  expe- 
rience can  test  its  efficacy,  it  has  produced,  and  is' pro- 
ducing, all  the  good  which  its  friends  and  supporters 
have  ever  predicted.  From  the  state  of  ruinous  depres- 
sion to  which  agricultural  interests  had  sunk,  in  1824 — an 
era  «fhich  our  Western  farmers  will  long  bear  in  remem- 
brance— ^they  have  gradually  risen,  iinder  the  fostering 
influence  of  tills  system,  connected  and  consorted  with 
that  of  our  internal  improvement,  until  they  have  reached 
a  point  of  prosperity,  which,  though  not  rich,  or  tower- 


ing, is  sufficient  to  spread  comfort  and  gladness  over  our 
happy  land. 

Sir,  entertaining  these  views  of  the  tendency  and  effects 
of  the  protecting  system,  X  yield  to  it  my  hearty,  and  sludl 

five  it  my  decided  support.  I  do  not,  by  any  means, 
old  tliat  our  present  system  is  perfect;  there  are,  doubt- 
less, in  some  of  its  leading  principles,  and  many  of  its  de- 
tails, much  that  may  be  modified,  amended,  and  improved; 
and  I  am  willing,  too,  to  sacrifice  something  upon  the 
altar  of  conciliation  and  peace;  but  I  will  not  conWtit  to 
surrender  the  principle  oi  protection,  or  so  to  mould  its 
details,  as  to  prostrate  and  rum  the  interests  which  It  has 
reared  and  cherished. 

[A  portion  of  the  above  was  delivered  on  thc^ducbeeding 
sitting  day,  but  the  speech  is  given  here  enth^.']  ' 
The  Senate  adj  ourned  to  Monday.  ' 

Moiriii.T,  FsBBuimx  20. 
THE  TARIFF.     .! 

The  Senate  having  resumed  the  conaideratian  of  Mr. 
CiiAt's  reaolatioD, 

Mr.  BWINO  concluded  his  renntrks  oommeliced  yes- 
terday, (as  given  above.) 

Mr.  MILL£R,  of  South  Carolina,  then  expressed  a  de- 
sire to  address  the  Senate,  and  moved  a  postponement  of 
the  subject  till  to-morrowt  which  was  agreed  X». 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  emnmunicated  a  letter  from 
the  Secretary  of  the  TreaffiiTy,  in  reply  to  Mr.  Holkks's 
resolution  calling  for  the  reasons  ofthe  delay  in  the  trans- 
mission of  tlie  annual  commercial  statements.  [The  Se- 
cretary recommends  thfit  the  collectors^  hereafter,  be  di- 
rected, under  proper  penalty,  to  make  their  returns 
monthly  instead  of  (quarterly.]  The  report  was  ordered 
to  be  printed,  and:  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Com- 
merce. 


TUSSDAT,  FSBBnABT21. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  conuderation  ofthe  resolution 
submitted  by  Mr.  Clat,  together  with  the  amendment 
proposed  thereto  bv  Mr.  Hatitb. 

Mr.  MIIXER,  or  South  Carolina,  rose,  and  addressed 
the  Senate  as  follows:  He  said,  if  he  were  to  consult  his 
own  convenience,  or  sense  of  propriety,  he  would  rest 
the  defence  ofthe  case  proposed  now  to  be  advocated 
with  the  able  and  eloquent  arguments  which  had  been 
made  by  those  who  had  preceded  him  in  this  debate;  but 
when  it  is  recollected,  said  Mr.  M.,  that  the  portion  of 
the  Union  from  which  I  come  feels  a  deep  solicitude,  (in- 
deed, if  I  mistake  not,  the  whole  country  is  agitated  by 
this  question,)  when  it  is  recollected  that  those  whom  I 
represent  are  an  agricultural  people,  relying  on  their  own 
inaustry  and  their  own  farms  for  their  support,  not  deriv- 
ing any  benefit  from  this  protective  system;  on  the  con- 
trary, the  exclusive  subjects  and  vicUms  thereof,  I  trust 
the  Senate  will  bear  with  me  while  I  present  some  con- 
siderations, which,  in  my  opinion,  ought  to  influence  its 
Judgment  in  determining  this  matter.  I  know  too  well,  said 
Mr.  M.,  what  is  due  to  myself  and  the  representative  prin- 
ciples of  our  Government,  to  question  tlie  parity  of  the 
motives  of  those  who  differ  from  me.  I  admit  that  others 
may  pursue  the  interest  of  their  constituents,  and  their 
own,  legitimately  on  this  floor.  It  will  not,  I  presume,  be 
denied  to  me  to  insist  on  mine.  Without  repudiating  the 
selfi^  principle  which  has  so  much  influence  in  our  con- 
duct, the  views  I  propose  to  present  will  be  rather  to  ^ve 
a  benevolent  and  social  dire<^on  to  it;  to  insist  that  jus- 
tice, even-handed  justice,  is  the  basis  of  all  our  civil 
rights;  and  that,  however  inconvenient  it  may  be  fbr  the 
moment  to  submit  thereto,  society  cannot,  ought  not,  to 
exist,  where  justice  and  equal  rights  are  excluded  ftom 
the  laws  by  which  it  is  gfovemed. 
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If  it  could  be  shown  that  the  present  tarifT  laws  were 
unjust,  uneaual,  and  unconstitutional,  I  should  feel  de- 
graded by  admitting^  as  an  equal  that  man  who,  conceding 
this,  would  still  maintain  the  propriety  of  their  continu- 
ance. I  can  readily  imagine  that  those  who  affirm  the 
right  to  impose  this  system,  reason  themselves  into  the 
belief  that  there  is  no  impropriety  In  doing  so.  For  my 
part,  I  feel  a  settled  conviction  that  these  laws  are  uncon- 
stitutional, unjust,  and  unequal,  and  that  they  ought  to  be 
modified  80  as  to  produce  a  revenue  only  demanded  for  the 
constitutional  uses  of  the  Government,  and  that  this  revenue 
should  be  raised  on  such  ai-ticles  as  will  subject  the  whole 
people  of  this  nation  to  an  equal  portion  of*  its  payment. 

The  character  of  this  bo<ly,  its  origin,  history,  and  final 
purposes,  will  constrain  all  to  admit  that  the  Federal  Go- 
vernment is  not  one  having  unlimited  power;  we  are  as- 
sembled here  the  representatives  of  States  having  separate 
laws,  customs,  and  interests:  and  in  this  body  the  State  of 
Delaware  is  felt  as  much  as  the  State  of  New  York.     The 
argument  on  the  other  side  proceeds  on  the  assumption 
that  the  Federal  Goveniment  is  unlimited.    It  is  true  that 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  did  admit,  in  his  first  address 
on  Uiis  subject,  tliat  we  had  no  power  to  lay  a  tax,  and 
tlien  disburse  it  for  the  benefit  of  the  States.     I  was  grati- 
fied to  liear  the  question  asked  by  him,   "where  is  the 
constitutional  power  to  distribute  the  surplus  revenue  ?" 
If,  says  he,  "  the  same  persons  who  pay  in  receive  back, 
then  this  tax  is  useless  and  expensive,  since  much  is  lost 
in  its  collection  and  disbursement.     If  the  same  people  do 
not  get  back,  who  pay  in,  then  there  is  injustice;  inasmuch 
as  you  tax  those  who  do  not  enjoy  the  benefit,  to  gfive  it 
to  those  who  do."    I  thank  the  gentleman  for  this  conclu- 
sive argument  against  the  constitutional  right  to  raise, 
through  Congreas  a  revenue  to  be  distributed  among  the 
States.     May  not  the  same  thing  be  said  of  the  tax  levie^l 
for  the  protection  of  manufactures^    If  the  same  person 
pays  the  tax  who  received  the  protection,  then  vou  eain 
nothing  by  the  circuit,  but  lose  the  expense  or  colfect- 
ingi  but  if  those  pay  the  tax  who  do  not  share  in  the  pro- 
tection, then  the  injustice  is  as  g^'cat  as  in  the  other  case. 
But  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  in  the  same  breath  in 
which  he  denounced  the  division  of  the  surplus  revenue, 
went  on  to  insist  that  internal  improvement  should  be 
carried  on,  in  the  Western  country,  by  the  application  of 
the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  public  lands  to  such  purposes 
there,  by  entirely  abandoning  the  constitutional  objection 
to  the  power  of  distribution.     Sir,  is  not  the  public  land 
public  property?    Is  not  the  fund  derived  therefrom  pub- 
lic revenue^     When  it  comes  into  the  treasury,  is  it  not  a 
portion  of  the  common  property?    flow  comes  it  to  pass 
that  you  cannot  divide  this  among  all  the  States,  but  that  the 
Western  Stotes  can  constitutionally  apply  the  whole  of  it 
to  their  use?    If  three  millions  arc  derived  from  the  sales 
of  public  lands,  are  they  not  so  mucUin  relief  of  the  taxes 
of  the  country?    But  will  the  gentleman  put  an  ear-mark 
on  this  monev,  and  say,  because  it  came  from  the  West,  it 
must  go  back  to  the  West,  in  contradiction  to  the  very 
principles  which  he  has  laid  down?    It  was  said  by  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky,  that  the  resolutions  presented  by 
hini  avoided  the  debatable  ground;  that  thev  ofllered  a 
basis  for  the  adjustment  of  the  turiflT,  in  which  we  might 
all  agree.     I  differ  entirely  with  the  gentleman,  in  my 
opinion  of  the  state  of  the  controversy.  I  Understood  him, 
on  a  former  occasion,  to  say  he  regarclcd  agriculture  as  tlie 
primary  interest.     In  this  I  agree  with  him;  manufactures 
cannot,  for  many  years  to  come,  approximate,  in  point  of 
national  importance,  to  agriculture. 

The  real  (luestinn  tlien  is,  shall  the  great  primary  inte- 
rest of  the  country  be  sacrificed  to  a  secondary  one?  Sliall 
those  who  till  tiie  ground  be  made  tributary  to  tiiosc  who 
handle  the  shuttle?  I  am  at  a  loss  to  conceive  how  it 
would,  for  a  moment,  be  supposed  tliat  the  propn»itiun  to 
rcdiice  (he  duties  on  what  arc  called  unprotected  articlr-s, 


would  or  could  be  met'as  middle  ground.  It  is  a  notori- 
ous fact,  that  the  greatest  national  interest — the  very  basis 
of  our  commerce,  is  worn  down  so  much  by  the  pressure 
of  this  system,  as  to  endanger  its  existence.  Ever  since 
the  principle  of  protection  nas  been  avowed,  we  entered 
our  protest  against  it;  we  will  never  consent  to  recognise 
it  as  the  legitimate  offspring  of  the  constitutional  powers 
of  Congi'ess.  Our  utmost  economy  and  industry  have 
scarcely  saved  us  from  ruin;  we  can  forego  the  luxuries 
of  life — we  can  omit  to  buy  tropical  fruits,  European  or 
Asiatic  finery;  but  we  cannot  do  without  salt,  iron,  and 
woollen  and  cotton  cloth;  these  are  articles  without  which 
the  planter  and  farmer  cannot  live;  and  these  are  the  ar- 
ticles which  it  is  proposed  to  raise  your  entire  revenue 
from.  So  far  from  the  proposition  on  the  other  side  be- 
ing a  compromise,  it  is  adding  a  new  and  offensive  feature 
to  the  tariff;  it  is  relieving  the  whole  nation  from  taxa- 
tion, and  saddling  it  on  the  agricultural  part  alone;  it  is 
relieving  the  wealthy  monopolist,  and  compelling  the 
middling  and  poorer  class  to  bear  the  bunlen.  It  is  essen- 
tially at  war  with  the  republican  foi-m  of  our  Government. 
It  will  make  the  poor  poorer,  and  the  rich  richer;  and 
finally  build  up  an  aristocracy  here,  as  hateful  and  odious 
as  the  nobility  in  Great  Britain. 

Standing  here,  as  I  do,  representing  a  portion  of  tlic 
people  who  have  a  right  to  examine  the  motives  which 
influence  your  legislation,  and  pronounce  on  them,  I  do 
not  hesitate  to  affirm  that  tiie  constitution  does  not  autho- 
rize you  to  impose  a  tax  which  is  partial,  and  intended  so 
to  operate  on  different  interests.  Your  taxes  must  be  uni- 
form. a\ny  plan  or  device,  by  which  portions  of  this  re- 
public sliall  escape  taxation,  and  other  portions  be  made 
to  pay  it,  is  unconstitutional.  I  do  not  speak  as  a  judge, 
but  as  one  representing  the  people,  the  primary  source  of 
all  1)0 we r,  when  1  declare  tiie  principle  assumed  in  these 
resolutions  is  at  wai*  with  the  genius  of  liberty,  as  well  as 
the  letter  of  the  constitution.  As  a  principal,  looking  at 
the  veiled  purposes  of  the  agent,  I  have  a  right  to  pro- 
nounce on  the  act,  and  condemn  it.  Such  a  law  has  no 
more  force  than  the  cords  by  which  the  hands  of  Sampson 
were  bound  by  a  deceitful  and  treacherous  mistress.  Sir, 
I  regard  this  as  a  question  of  property — ^a  controvcrs)' 
about  meum  and  ftium.  It  has  been  a:iid  by  all  those  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  that  the  constitutional  ques- 
tion has  been  waived.  The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  WiLKixs]  seemed  to  suppose  we  could  come  to 
terms  on  this  matter,  since  my  colleague  had  not  passed 
the  constitutional  difficulty.  I  do  not  know  whether  he 
continues  in  the  same  temper  nnce  he  has  received  the 
resolutions  of  the  Pennsylvania  Legislature.  The  Sena- 
tors from  Kentucky,  from  New  Hampshire,  Maine,  and 
Tennessee,  whether  for  or  against  the  system,  have  main- 
tained the  constitutional  power  of  Congress.  I  owe  it  to 
those  I  represent,  that  no  misapprehension  of  their  opinions 
should  arise  on  the  constitutional  powers  of  the  Govern- 
ment. So  far  from  surrendering  this  position,  they  nercr 
were  more  tiioroughly  satisfied  than  now,  that  the  power 
to  enforce  this  system,  as  a  substantive  power,  either  finan- 
cial or  commercial  in  its  nature,  does  not  exist.  1'his  is 
considered  a  settled  point  with  us;  Virginia  has  so  decided; 
North  Carolina  has  on  this  floor,  by  her  able  Senator?, 
avowed  it;  South  Carolina  has  repeatedly  so  decided; 
Georgia  lias  maintained  the  same,  in  tiie  luminous  and  un- 
answerable report  of  her  Legislature;  Alabama  and  Mrs- 
sissippi  have  done  the  same,  and  it  is  thought  Tennessee  is 
of  the  same  opinion.  We  hear  the  whole  of  the  cotton- 
growing  States,  expressing,  by  their  highest  public  func- 
tionaries, that  this  law  is  unconstitutional.  The  gentle- 
men on  the  other  side  ought  to  be  admonished  that  upon 
this  subject  the  highest  authority  has  already  spoken;  tJicy 
ought  to  regard  it  as  a  settled  question  with  tnose  Statesi 
not  now  debatable;  and  this  fact  ought  lo  he  well  weigh- 
ed in  the  argument  of  this  subject.     [Here  Mr.  M-  rt-^" 
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extncts  from  the  proceeding  of  the  Virginia  Legislature, 
and  South  Carolina  and  Georgia  Legislatures,  expressing 
their  opinion. on  the  constitutioiial  question.]  The  Sena- 
tors from  Kentucky  and  from  Maine  liave  both  travelled 
out  of  the  observations  of  my  colleague,  and  liave  fastened 
on  the  expression,  that  the  unconstitutionality  of  the  tariif 
was  still  insisted  on  to  pronounce  philippics  against  South 
Cirolina  and  nullification.  Now,  it  will  be  recollected 
tiiat  tliis  subject  was  not  introduced  into  this  debate  by  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina (  nor  is  it  considered  as  ne- 
cessarily a  proper  topic  for  debate  here;  but  the  honor- 
able Senators  cannot  expect  to  assail  doctrines  allc^d 
b}  them  to  be  peculiar  to  South  Carolina,  without  finding 
them  sustained  here  as  well  as  elsewhere.  I  sliall  thcre- 
iore,  in  reply  to  the  Senators  from  Kentucky  and  Maine, 
maintain,  nrst,  that  the  tarifi',  for  protection,  is  nut  consti- 
tutional; and,  in  the  second  place,  that  the  States,  by  their 
reser^'cd  rights,  may  decLire  them  so.  The  power  to  en- 
force the  protecting  duties  is  derived  from  two  clauses  in 
the  constitution. 

First,  under  the  revenue  clause:  and,  secondly,,  under 
theclaiiae  regulating  commerce. 

I  will  consider  Uiese  separately;  and  here  let  me  re- 
mark tliat  the  constitutionality  of  apy  tax  must  be  a  ques- 
tion of  degree,  rather  than  principle:  or,  more  properly 
speaking,  the  principle  must  depend  upon  the  degree.  In 
our  State  Legislatures,  where  the  taxing  power  is  suppos- 
ed to  be  indefinite,  it  may,  by  being  pushed  too  far,  be- 
come unconstitutional.  A  State  law,  imposing  ninety-nine 
cents  tax  upon  every  dollar  of  thft  capital  of  an  individual, 
without  some  overwhelming  necessity,  would  be  resisted, 
and  the  United  States*  court  would  be  resorted  to,  to  check 
the  State  Qovernment  against  such  an  act  of  confiscation. 
But  in  the  Federal  Qovernment,  which  is  one  of  limited 
character,  it  must  always  be  able  to  show  a  warrant  in  the 
charter  for  what  It  does;  the  extent  of  a  tax  must  neces- 
sarily determine  the  right  to  impose  it;  hence  the  motive 
becomes  important,  and,  strictly  speaking,  ought  always 
to  appear.  As  the  opinions  of  Mr.  Hamilton  have  oflen 
been  adverted  to  on  this  subject,  let  us  see  what  he 
»ys  on  the  extent  to  which  the  mipost  taxes  may  be  car- 
ried. In  page  77  of  the  Federalist,  be  says  "  It  is,  therefore, 
evident  tl)at  one  National  Government  would  be  able,  at 
much  leas  expense,  to  extend  the  duties  on  imports  beyond 
comparison,  further  than  would  be  practicable  to  tlie  States, 
sepsfately,  or  to  any  partial  confederacies;  hitherto,  I  be- 
lieve it  may  be  safely  asserted  that  these  duties  have  not, 
on  an  average,  exceeded  in  any  one  State  three  per  cent. 
In  France,  they  are  estimated  at  fifteen  per  cent,  and  the 
proportion  is  still  greater  in  Great  Britain;  there  seems  to 
be  notliing  to  hinder  their  being  increased  in  this  coimtry 
to  at  least  treble  their  present  amount." 

It  has  not  been  pretended,  in  this  debate,  that  to  pro- 
vide for  the  common  defence  and  general  welfare,  en- 
laces the  taxing  power  beyond  the  objects  especially 
entrusted  to  the  care  of  Congress.  But  it  is  said  it  is  a 
necessary  incident  to  the  revenue  power  to  protect  do- 
mestic manufactures;  and  a  reference  has  been  made  to 
the  address  of  the  Free  Trade  Convention,  as  conceding 
this  right. 

Before  I  proceed  to  consider  this  as  an  incidental  power, 
let  me  fasten  it  down  as  a  substantive  one.  The  argument  of 
the  Virginia  resolutions,  on  this* question,  as  wellas the  ar- 
gument in  Uie  Federalist,  botli  attributed  to  Mr.  Madison,  is 
80  conclusive,  that  tlie  boldest  advocates  for  construction 
seem  to  abandon  the  idea  of  resorting  to  those  general 
phrases,  *<  common  defence  and  general  welfare,"  as  con- 
ferring any  substantive  power.  What,  then,  have  you  the 
right  to  impose  a  tax  for?  Nothing,  but  to  effect  some  ob- 
ject, which  the  Government  may  desire  money  to  consnm- 
mate,  under  the  express  provisions  of  the  constitution. 
There  is  no  power  to  spend  money  in  the  protection  of 
manufactures;  and  hence  you  have  nottheriglit  to  impose  a 


tax  for  that  oMect.  I  now  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to 
this  incidental  power.  It  is  said  that  the  first  act  of  Con- 
gress, laying  duties,  maintained  the  protecting  principle, 
as  it  is  established  by  the  reciting  clause,  or  preamble.  By 
adverting  to  the  debate  on  this  oill,  it  will  be  seen  that  it 
was  throughout  considered  as  a  financial  measure;  there 
was  g^cat  opposition  to  this  mode  of  taxation,  and  the  in- 
troduction into  the  act  of  this  preamble  was  to  increase  its 
patronage,  by  inducing  those  opposed  to  it,  as  a  species  of 
taxation,  to  look  to  the  effect  of  the  law,  rather  than  the 
cause  of  it.  As  it  was,  in  point  of  fact,  a  revenue  measure, 
it  could  do  no  harm  to  introduce  one  'of  its  incidents  into 
the  preamble;  for  it  was  unquestionably  true  that  it  afford- 
ed protection  to  the  precise  extent  that  it  levied  a  tax  on 
importation.  This  incidental  power  is  claimed  botli  under 
the  revenue  and  commercial  clause.  I  will  illustrate  my 
position  by  some  examples,  and  the  argument  may  be  con- 
sidered as  applicable  to  each.  It  has  been  affirmed  by  the 
Senators  from  Maine  and  Tennessee,  that  you  cannot  ex- 
amine the  motive  to  the  law.  This  I  deny,  and  maintain 
that  no  law,  enacted  by  the  Federal  Government,  is  valid, 
unless  supported  by  a  constitutional  motive. 

The  regulation  of  the  affairs  of  the  household  is  vested 
in  the  head  of  the  family.  A  parent  has  the  riglit^  for  a 
lawful  purpose,  to  chastise  his  child,  to  improve  his  tem- 
per and  manners;  tlie  power  to  enforce  such  regulations 
IS  given  to  advance  the  interest  and  welfare  of  tlie  child; 
the  legality  of  the  act  may,  or  rather  must,  depend  upon 
the  motive.  If  a  parent  were  to  punish,  under  this  inde- 
finite power,  a  child,  because  he  did  not  steal,  or  commit 
a  crime,  the  legality  of  that  punishment  might  be  ques- 
tioned in  any  court,  and  the  parent  made  answerable 
therefor.  The  same  of  a  master,  and  his  slave,  or  ap- 
prentice; under  the  general  right  to  regulate  the  labor  of 
such,  no  incidental,  unlawful  purpose  can  be  consummated. 

We  are  too  apt,  in  considering  this  question,  to  resolve 
the  incident  into  the  principal.  It  cannot  be  denied  but 
many  original,  substantive  powers  may  be  so  executed  as 
to  effect  incidental  benefits.  We  must,  however,  never 
lose  sight  of  the  fact  that  the  mere  incidental  power  can- 
not be  lawfully  converted  into  the  principal  one. 

Among  other  illustrations  of  this  question,  I  will  relate  a 
story  of  a  gentleman  who  once  went  to  reclaim  a  female 
lunatic  from  a  singular  habit,  which  she  had  adopted,  of 
sleeping  among  cows.  In  a  clear  moonlight  night,  he 
wrapped  himself  up  in  a  sheet,  and  advanced  towards  the 
unfortunate  lady;  his  purpose,  the  surrounding  objects, 
the  wild  countenance  of  the  maniac,  were  by  no  means 
calculated  to  g^ve  his  judgment  the  entire  ascendancy  over 


too!  With  this  he  cast  a  hasty  gUnce  over  his  shoulders, 
saw  his  shadow,  became  panic  struck,  and  moved  off; 
when  she  cried,  <*run,  black  devil;  catch  white  devil!" 
and  the  poor  frightened  ghost  was  run  down  by  his  own 
shadow.  The  advocates  of  the  tariff  seize  witli  more  tluin 
insane  quickness  the  incidental  protection  affoixled  by 
legitimate  revenue,  to  run  down  the  principal,  thereby 
making  the  shadow  conquer  the  substance. 

Again,  sir,  I  will  state  a  case,  furnishing  my  opinion  of 
the  incidental  and  principal  power  of  Government  on  this 
subject.  Suppose  the  commissioners  of  roads  called  on 
to  lay  out  a  new  road,  and,  in  doing  so,  they  come  to  a 
swamp,  which  requires  an  embankment  to^be  thrown  up; 
and  while  they  atre  deliberating  where  they  shall  locate  the 
road,  a  person  who  has  a  mill  seat  comes  forward  and  says, 
it  does  not  concern  the  public  where  this  road  is  laid 
down;  I  have  a  valuable  mill  seat  which  wil)  be  service- 
able to  the  neighborliood;  1  suggest  the  propriety  of  lo- 
cating the  road,  so  that  the  embankment  may  be  con- 
verted into  my  mill  dam,  and  thereby  the  labor  saved  to 
me  of  making  this  dam.  It  being  a  matter  of  indifference 
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to  the  commissioners  where  the  road  is  laid  out,  this  con- 
cession is  made  to  the  individual;  he  avails  himself  of  this 
public  act,  the  main  inducement  to  which  is  the  comple- 
tion of  the  highway,  and  he  incidentally  is  benefited  to  the 
whole  extent  of  the  labor  bestowed  on  the  embankment. 
Thus  the  public  executes  its  original  substantive  purpose, 
and  the  mdividual  takes  the  incidental  benefit.  But  let 
me  ask,  with  what  grace  would  this  same  individual  de- 
mand of  the  commissioners  of  the  road  to  set' about  and 
erect  a  mill  dam  for  him  where  no  road  was  inte^ided,  or 
demanded  by  the  public^  And  yet  this  would  not  bfe  more 
proposterous  than  the  manufacturers  now  insisting  that 
because  protection  to' the  extent  of  the  revenue  has  here- 
tofore been  extended,  that,  therefore,  now  they  must  have 
protection  when  revenue  is  not  wanting. 

Latterly  the  advocates  of  the  protecting  system,  finding 
the  revenue  power  not  sufRciently  strong  to  build  their 
hopes  upon,  have  resorted  to  the  clause  in  which  the  right 
to  regulate  foreign  commerce  among  the  States  is  con- 
founded. Let  me  examine  this  view  of  the  subject  for  a 
moment.  Neither  the  history  of  tlie  times,  the  contempo- 
raneous commentaries,  nor  the  proper  import  of  these 
words,  can  be  relied  on  as  sustaining  this  construction. 
The  ol)ject  in  conferring  on  the  Federal  Government  the 
power  to  regulate  commerce,  was  to  improve,  facilitate, 
and  add  new  life  thereto.  Under  the  old  confederation, 
foreign  nations  refvised  to  form  commercial  arrangements, 
because  we  presented  a  broken  surfiice  and  a  mutilated 
front;  each  State  adopting  its  own  commercial  code.  One 
of  the  main  inducements  to  the  change  of  the  confedera- 
tion, was  to  enable  the  Federal  Government  to  act  as  an 
entire  nation  in  its  foreign  intercourse.  Hence  it  is  said, 
in  the  commentary  submitted  to  the  American  people  in  the 
Federalist:  "  The  powers  delegated  to  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment are  few  and  defined.  Those  which  remain  with  State 
Governments  are  numerous  and  indefinite.  The  former 
will  be  exercised  principally  in  external  objects,  as  war, 

{)eace,  negotiation,  ancl  foreign  commerce;  with  which 
ast,  the  power  of  taxation  will,  for  the  most  part,  be  con- 
nected. The  powers  reserved  to  the  several  States  will 
extend  to  all  the  objects  which,  in  the  ordinary  course  of 
affairs,  concern  the'  lives,  liberties,  and  property  pf  the 
people;  and  the  internal  order,  improvement,  and  pros- 
perity of  the  State.  The  operations  of  the  Federal  Go- 
vernment will  be  most  extensive  and  important  in  time 
of  war  and  danger;  those  of  State  Governments  in  time  of 
peace  and  security.  The  administration  of  private  justice 
between  the  citizens  of  the  same  State,  the  supervision  of 
agriculture  and  other  concerns  of  a  similar  nature;  all 
those  things,  in  short,  which  are  proper  to  be  provided 
for  by  local  legislation,  can  never  be  desirable  cases  of  a 
general  jurisdiction.  It  is  therefore  improbable  that  there 
should  exist  a  disposition  in  the  federal  councils  to  usurp 
the  powers  with  which  they  are  connected." 
I  The  pretension  of  regulating  commerce  so  as  to  pro- 
tect domestic  manufactures,  is  not  avowed  here,  jior  can  it 
be  shown  that  it  ever  was  alleged  as  an  inducement  to 
the  adoption  of  the  Federal  Government,  other  than  as 
incidental  to  the  taxing  power. 

There  are  but  two  ways  to  regulate  commerce;  the 
one  is  by  treaty,  the  other  by  legislation. 

Could  any  thing  be  more  absurd  or  offensive  to  the 
moral  sense  of  this  nation,  than  a  treaty  with  a  foreign 
nation,  stipulating  a  cessation  of  all  conunerce  between 
the  two?  The  assumption  of  such  basis  for  a  treaty, 
would  be  treated  with  public  indignation,  and  the  people 
of  both  nations  would  soon  revise  such  a  treaty.  I  defy 
the  production  of  any  case,  in  which  our  Government  has, 
under  tlie  power  of  regulating  commerce,  proposed  to 
cripple  it  by  treaty;  to  atlvance,  enlarge,  and  improve  it, 
is  the  great  object  of  our  commercial  treaties.  The  idea 
of  negotiating  with  foreign  Powers,  to  destroy  commerce, 
is  so  ridiculous  and  abeunl  that  no  one  will  pretend  tliat 


the  treaty-making  power  can  be  resorted  to  for  the  pro- 
tection of  domestic  industry. 

But  it  is  said  we  can  do  this  by  legislation.  Witli  a  pro- 
per motive,  I  admit  we  can  legislate  a  regulation  of  com- 
merce into  existence,  not  to  protect  manufiu:ture$,  but  to 
countervail  foreign  restrictions.  It  was  lawful  and  consti- 
tutional for  our  Government  to  interdict  the  direct  trade 
between  this  country  and  the  British  West  Indies;  and  how 
so?  Not  to  increase'the  price  of  sugar  and  molasses,  or  to 
reduce  the  price  of  lumber  and  naval  stores;  but  to  restore 
the  reciprocsl  and  equal  terms,  the  commerce  between 
the  British  and  American  possessdons.  It  would  be  no 
more  constitutional  to  prohibit  foreign  commerce  with  a 
view  to  domestic  protection,  than  to  make  treaties  to 
abolish  commerce.  The  power  was  not  confided  for  such 
purposes,  and  when  so  used  is  fraudulent  and  void .  But  it  is 
said  the  British  Government  refused  to  receive  our  bread 
stuffs;  and  therefore  we  can  refuse  to  receive  her  manu- 
factures. This  b  not  the  true  motive.  The  British  com 
laws  were  in  force  long  since.  It  never  was  contended, 
upon  the  adoption  of  the  constitution,  that  the  existence 
of  the  com  laws  in  England  would  give  an  indefinite 
right  to  trammel  our  commerce  with  that  nation;  nor  is  it 
pretended  your  prohibitory  laws  are  enacted,  bona  fide^ 
with  a  view  to  retaliate  on  the  British  corti  laws.  This 
was  an  aflerthought,  resorted  to  to  give  color  to  legislation; 
adopted  avowedly  to  effect  what  was  denied  to  the  Gene- 
ral Government  by  the  convention.  The  power  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  nations,  and  among  the  States, 
is  given,  using  the  term  regulate,  as  common  to  both.  I 
will  ask,  can  Congress  prohibit  Tennessee  iron  from  being' 
sold  in  Pitt^urg,  under  the  power  to  regulate  commerce 
among  the  States  ?  Or  woald  the  power  to  prohibit  W  esiem 
trade  in  live  stock  be  entertained  by  Congress,  to  foster 
the  farming  interest  of  the  South?  One  of  the  modes 
proposed  by  Col.  Hamilton,  in  his  famous  report  on  manu- 
laptures,  to  encourage  them,  was  to  prohibit  |the  exporta- 
tion of  the  raw  material.  Would  any  one  on  this  floor 
avow  the  right  to  prohibit  the  exportation  of  cotton,  in  or- 
der to  lessen  the  price  to  the  manufacturer?  Or  would 
any  one  be  countenanced  in  the  proposition  to  tax  domes- 
tic manufiictiires  at  the  North,  and  to  enable  the  South 
to  engage  with  success  in  that  branch  of  industry  ?  Never- 
theless, all  these  consequences  will  fairly  result  from  the 
assertion  of  the  power  to  regulate  commerce,  so  as  to  de- 
stroy it,  and  establish  one  branch  of  industry  on  the  ruins 
of  another.  But  it  is  said,  if  Congress  has  not  this  power, 
it  is  extinct;  because  the  SUtes  have  surrendered  it.  The 
States,  may  have  surrendered  this  power  without  confer- 
ring it  on  Congress.  There  are  some  things  which  cannot 
be  done  either  by  the  Federal  Government  or  the  SUtes. 
"The  powers  not  delegated  to  the  United  SUtes  by  the 
constitution,  nor  prohibited  by  it  to  the  States,  are  rteserr- 
ed  to  the  States  respectively,  or  to  the  people .  •»  This  sup- 
poses there  may  be  some  powers  neitJier  g^nted  to  the 
United  States,  nor  retained  by  the  States,  which  may  still 
remain  with  the  people.  But  has  the  constitution  not  pro- 
vided for  this  very  case,  by  conferring  on  the  several 
States  the  right  to  lay  taxes  and  impost  duties,  with  the 
consent  of  Congress  ?  If  this  power  was  not  conferred  for 
this  precise  purpose,  it  is  clearly  a  nugatory  one.  It  was 
evidently  intended  to  enable  such  States  as  wished  to  pro- 
tect her  citizens  against  foreign  competition,  to  do  so, 
with  the  consent  of  Congress,  and  at  the  expense  of  those 
on  whom  the  tax  would  operate. 

The  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  supposes  he  has  found 
an  "extinguisher"  for  this  argument,  when  he  shows  that 
the  State  tax  is  to  go  into  the  treasurer  of  the  United  States. 
Upon  mature  reflection,  I  think  he  wdl  not  find  this  so  clear. 
It  is  admitted  that  the  tax  imposed  to  protect  domestic 
manufactures,  is  paid  as  a  bounty  to  them;  And  the  ques- 
tion is,  who  ought  to  bear  this  tax — those  who  impose,  or 
those  who  resist  it?    If  it  be  so  important  to  a  State  to 
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protect  its  own  industrv,  let  the  citizens  of  such  ft  State 
baknce  the  prolit  and  loss  of  this  matter;  *'  qui  sentit  com- 
modunif  ckbi  aenHre  ineommodum;***  and  he  will  be  a  lit- 
tle carefUl  how  far  he  taxes.     But  when  a  tax  is  laid  by 
those  who  receive  the  benefit,  apd  do  not  pay  it,  what 
respofi^bility  hare  you  aeainst  unjust  extortion  and  exac- 
tion?    Mr.  Madison,  in  his  letter  to  Mr.  Cabell,  states  his 
surprise  that  this  construction  should  be  given  to  the  clause 
under  consideration.     He  reasons,  to  show  that  this  clause 
vas  to  confer  the  right  on  the  States  to  provide  for  the 
eietution  of  their  inspection  laws.     This  would  not  have 
been  tlie  object,  since  the  right  to  pass  such  laws,  witliout 
the  consent  of  Congress,  is  conceded  by  the  very  clause. 
*'  No  State  shall,  without  the  consent  of  Congress,  lay  any 
impost,  or  duties  on  imports  or  exports,  except  what  may 
be  absolutely  necessary  for  executing  its  inspection  laws." 
Now  what  is  absolutely  necessary  for  executing  the  in- 
spection laws,  may  be  enacted  without  die  consent  of  Con- 
gress, and  clearly  docs  not  go  into  the  United  States'  trea- 
sury, since  die  very  exception  confers  -both  the  power  and 
the  use  of  the  money.     Otlier  and  more  substantial  taxes 
vere  in  contemplation,  when  it  was  considered  proper  to 
reouire  the  consent  of  Cong^ress  to  permit  their  passage, 
and  when  those  who  paid  the  taxes  are  required  to  forego 
the  benefit  of  them.     In  transferring  the  import  duties, 
Ud,  with  the  consent  of  Congress,  by  the  State  Govern- 
ment, from  the  State  treasury  to  the  United  States'  trea- 
sary,  some  indirect  object  was  to  be  effected,  else,  in  con- 
ce£ng  this  power  to  the  States,  the  nett  proceeds  would 
not  have  been  abstracted  from  those  who  imposed  the  duty. 
I,  therefore,  conclude  the  reasons  assigned  by  Mr.  Madison 
ire  not  conclusive. 

This  clause  not  only  furnishes  inherent  evidence  of  the 
purposes  intended  to  be  effected,  but,w«  have  the  opinion 
or  one  pf  the  ablest  deleg^ates  to  the  convention,  that  this 
was  the  intention — ^1  mean  Luther  Martin.  *  He  says:  **  By 
this  same  section,  every  State  is  prohibited  from  laying  im- 
posts, or  duties  on  imports  or  exports,  without  the  permis- 
sion of  the  General  Government.  It  was  urged  that,  as 
afanost  all  sources  of  taxation  were  given  to  Congress,  it 
would  be  but  reasonable  to  leave  the  States  the  power  of 
bringing  money  into  their  treasuries  by  laying  a  duty  on 
exports,  2f  thc^  sliould  think  pfoper,  which  might  be  so 
light  as  not  to  mjure  or  discourage  industry,  and  yet  might 
be  productive  of  considerable  revenue;  also,  that  thefe 
m^t  be  cases  in  which  it  would  be  proper,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  encouraging  manufacture^  to  fay  duties  to  prohibit 
the  exportation;  and  even,  in  addition  to  the  duties  laid  by 
Congress  on  imports,  for  the  sake  of  revenue,  to  lay  a  duty 
to  discharge  the  importation  of  particular  articles  in  a  State, 
to  enable  the  manufacturer  tiiere  to  supplv  us  on  as  good 
terms  as  they  could  be  obtained  from  a  foreign  market. 
However,  the  most  we  could  obtain  was  that  this  power 
might  be  exercised  by  the  States,  with,  and  only  widi,'the 
consent  of  Congress,  and  subject  to  its  control;  and  so 
mxious  were  they  to  seize  on  every  shilling  of  our  money 
for  the  General  Government,  that  they  insisted  that  tiie  little 
revenue  that  might  thus  arise  should  not  be  appropriated 
to  the  use  of  the  res^iective  States  where  it  was  collected, 
bat  should  be  paid  into  the  treasury  of  the  United  States; 
vid  accordingly  it  is  so  determinedi'^ 

We  have  here  the  history  of  this  clause,  by  Mr.  Martin, 
directly  after  the  convention,  showing  the  point  debated, 
and  the  point  decided  made  to  his  State;  not  founded  on 
the  glimmering  recollection  of  years,  but  contemporane- 
wisly  with  the  adoption  of  the  constitution.  When  you 
look  at  the  words  of  this  clause,  and  the  account  given  by 
Mr.  Martin, who  can  doubt  what  it  yna  intended  to  effect^ 
It  never  entered  the  mind  of  this  great  statesman  and  law- 
yer that  the  power  to  reg^ilate  commerce  could  be  con- 
strued so  as  to  protect  manufactures.     This  idea  seems  to 
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have  originated  even  with  Mr.  Madison  at  a  period  subse- 
quent to  the  Virginia  resolutions;  for  we  find  him  going 
out  of  tiie  question  then  before  him,  to  reprobate  Mr. 
Hamilton's  report,  made  on  the  5th  December,  1791— the 
report  referred  to  so  often  in  this  debate.  In  the  famous 
report  of  his,  which  was  made  by  him  in  1799,  he  says:  "To 
these  indications  might  be  ad(led,  without  looking  further, 
the  official  report  on  manufactures  by  the  late  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  and  the  report  of  the  committee  of  Con- 
gress in  January,  1797,  on  the  protection  of  agriculture. 
In  the  first  of  these  it  is  expressly  contended  to  belong  to 
the  discretion  of  the  National  Legislature  to  pronounce 
upon  the  objects  which  concern  the  general  i^'elfare,  and 
for  which, under  that  description,  an  appropriation  of  mo- 
ney is  requisite  and  proper.  And  there  seems  to  be  no 
room  for  a  doubt,  that  whatever  concerns  the  general  inte- 
rests of  learning,  of  agriculture,  of  manufactures,  and  of  com- 
merce, is  within  the  sphere  of  the  riational  Councils  as  far 
as  regards  an  application  of  money .  The  latter  i-eport, "  says 
Mr.  Madispn,  **assi^mes  the  same  latitude  of  power  in  tne 
national  councils,  and  applies  it  to  the  encouragement  of 
agriculture,  by  means  of  a  society  to  be  established  at  the 
s^at  of  Government.  Although  neither  of  these  .reports 
may  have  received  the  sanction  of  a  law  cari^ing  it  into 
effect,  yet,  on  the  other  hand,  the  extraordinary  doctrine 
contained  in  both  has  passed  without  the  slightest  positive 
mark  of  disapprobation,  from  the  authority  to  which  it 
was  addressed."  .    ' 

Can  it  be  doubted,  if  the  reports  here  anihladverted  on 
had  based  themselves  upon  Uie  right  to  regelate  commerce, 
the  same  anathema  would  not  have  been  pronoOneed }  The 
idea  had  not  then  occurred  either  to  Mr.  Hamilton  or  Mr. 
Madison,  to  fasten  on  the  clause  to  reflate  commerce,  to 
build  up  home  industry;  if  so,  why  this  dispute  about  the 
financial  power,  if  it  fairly  belonged  to  the  Government 
under  any  clause?  Why  reprobate  the  mere  assertion  of 
the  abstract  power  as  a  usurpation  ?  ' 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  quoted  an  act  of  the 
Leofislature  of  South  Carolina,  in  favor  of  the  policy  of  es- 
tablishing manufactures.  This  is  in  oonformity  with  tiie 
very  theory  which  is  here  contended  for.  Let  the  States 
protect  their  own  manufactures.  South  Carolina  is  not 
opposed  to  manufactures;  she  is  only  opposed  \o  taxing  tiie 
people  in  one  State  to  protect  the  manufactures  of  another, 
a&;ainst  their  will,  and  without  a  lawful  reason  to  do  so. 
Sir,  we  are  not  opposed  to  manufactures  npr  internal  im- 
provement, when  carried  into  effect  by  State  authorities. 
We  have  spent  liberally  our  funds  for  internal  improve- 
ment. We  have  not  asked  tiie  Federal  Government  to  aid 
our  manufactures,  nor  help  us  to  make  our'  roads.  Our 
opposition  is  to  the  consolidation  of  all  power  in  the  Fede- 
ral Government,  by  whicti  Uie  union  of  the  States  will  be 
destroyed,and  our  free  institutions  yield  to  a  Government 
mdi^e  vigorous,  more  energetic.  Notliing  but  a  despotisin 
can  make  the  )ee;islatton  of  thecentral  Government  acqui- 
esced in,  when  it  interferes  witii\  the  every-^lay  transac- 
tions of  life  of  a  people  who  live  In  this  vast  continent.  It 
is  tills  which  Mr.  JeflTerson  conwdcrs  worse  than  a  dis- 
union. And  yet  the  rapid  strides  made  by  the  Federal  Go- 
vernment to  consoFidation  and  despotism  create  no  alarm. 
Extreme  powers  are  pressed  withou^t  the  least  concern  as 
to  results,  and  the  warning  voices  of  Washington  and  Jef- 
ferson are  treated  as  the  idle  wind.  Sir,  the  gentlemen 
on  tiie  other  sidp  will  search  in  vain  in  the  history  of  the 
times,  or  the  journal  of  the  convention,  for  the  power  now 
clidmed.  If  this  power  had  been  avowed  and  roaintauned 
as  conferred  by  tne  constitution,  this  Government  would 
not  havfe  been  formed.  The  agricultural  States  would 
not  have  become  parties  to  the  compact,  knowing  that 
their  right  would  be  so  affected.  This  matter  docs  not 
depend  upon  inference  or  application.  By  referring  to  the 
I  journal  or  the  convention,  it  will  be  seen  this  power  was 
[expressly  denied. 
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**To  establisli  public  institutions,  rewards  and  immuni- 
ties for  the  promotion  of  agriculture,  commerce,  trades, 
and  manufactures,"  were  proposed  and  rejected.  1  have 
not  seen,  either  in  the  journal,  debates,  or  commentaries, 
by  Hamilton,  Madison,  and  Jay^  one  single  expression  fa- 
voring the  idea  that  this  power  was  conferred,  except  as 
a  mere  incident  to  revenue.  [Here  Mr.  M.  referred  to 
the  opinions  of  Messrs.  Jefferson,  Hamilton,  Madison,  &c., 
to  show  that  this  power  was  not  supposed  to  be  conferred.] 
The  whole  argument  upon  the  adoption  of  the  first  tariff 
turned  upon  tfie  measiu'e  as  a  financial  one,  and  the  naked 
question  of  protection,  as  a  constitutional  right,  is  no- 
where to  be  found,although  it  may  often  have  been  advert- 
ed to  as  an  incident  to  tlie  substantive  power  of  revenue. 
In  that  point  of  view,  it  is  not  now  resisted.  The  argument 
might  be  rested  on  this  single  interrogation:  would  the 
advocates  of  this  system  venture  to  lay  a  direct  tax. on  the 
nation,  either  as  a  commercial  or  financial  arrangement, 
and  give  the  product  to  the  manufacturers  to  enable  them 
to  keep  up  tneir  establishments?  If  they  would  not  ven- 
ture to  do  so  directly,  by  what  authority  can  they  do  so 
indirectly?  Sir,  the  people  of  South  Carolina  believe 
^ese  laws  to  be  unconstitutional,  and  they  believe  further 
that  they  have  the  right  to  declare  them  so.  In  this  they 
may  err.  But  we  have  it  from  the  eloquent  apostle,  the 
great  champion  of  christian  faith,  that  "Those  who^know 
not  the  law,  yet  do  the  things  contained  in  tlie  law,'*  their 
consciences  shall  be  a  law  unto  them.*'  The  Senate  ought 
to  keep  in  mind  this  fact,  that  such  is  the  opinion,  the 
honest  and  fearless  opinion  of  the  majority  of  the  people  of 
at  least  one  of  tlie  States.  7*hat  they  have  not  heretofore 
carried  out  their  opinions,  is  owing  to  their  unwillingness 
to  put  themselves  apparently  in  opposition  to  what  should 
be  the  constituted  authority  of  the  nation,  its  legislative 
enactments.  Sir,  tlie  Senator  from  Maine  has  travelled 
out  of  this  debate  to  reprimand  South  Carolina  for  her  po- 
litical faith,  and  has  given  in  his  experience  in  tliis  matter. 
I  liave  understood  the  Senator  from  Maine  to  be  a  profess- 
ed follower  of  Mr.  Jefferson,  a  republican  in  pnnciple, 
and  a  friend  to  the  States  in  practice.  However,  do  his 
sentiments  on  this  subject  comport  wjtli  such  suppositions? 
He  informs  us  that  he  ha?  always  been  the  consistent  ad- 
vocate of  the  suprem^acy  of  Congress:  that  the  States 
sometimes  have  put  on  airs,  but  they  have  always  been 
wrong,  and  that  South  Carolina  is  particularly  reprehen- 
sible for  the  opinions  put  fortli  by  her.  I  do  not  envy  tlie 
gentleman  the  complaisance  he  derives,  by  the  reference 
to  his  consistency  and  supposed  orthodoxy. 

The  doctrine  of  divine  nght,  and  passive  obedience,  has 
MO  charms  for  mer  If  I  thought  as  the  Senator  from 
Maine,  I  would  not  avow — ^I  would  conceal  it.  His  senti- 
ments accord  with  the  ,prerogative  party — the  Govern- 
ment part^.  I  speak  not  in  the  ^ense  in  which  the  terms 
are  used  in  this  country — not  ii^  the  odious  association 
connected  with  our  revolutionary  history — but  as  the 
terms  are  used  in  England,  when  I  say  the  sentiments  of 
the  Senator  from  Mame  would  locate  him  with  the  torv 
party.  In  every  free  country,  having  the  claim  to  consti- 
tutional libei-ty,  mankind  will  divide  into  those  who  take 
sides  with  the  power,  and  tliose  who  take  sides  with  the 
people.  The  old  English  whig  is  not  the  less  a  friend  of 
his  country,  and  the  enemy  of  anarchy  and  revoUition,  be- 
cause he  resists  the  power  of  the  crown,  and  maintains 
the  constitutional  rights  of  the  people.  The  principles  of 
South  Carolina  are  the  whig  principles — the  principles 
which  dethroned  the  Stuarts,  and  achieved  oui'  revolution. 
They  ai*e  the  principles  which  brought  Mr.  Jefferson  into 
power,  and  upon  which  the  maintenance  of  our  constitu- 
tional liberty  rests.  Our  creed  may  be  summed  up  in 
this — the  declaration  of  our  right  to  resist  encroachment 
and  usurpation,  and  the  determination  to  use  tlie  reserved 
rights  of  the  people  against  the  assumed  power  of  the 
Government.    The  avowal  of  these  opinions  calls  forth 


the  animadversion  and  reprehension  of  the  Senators  from 
Kentucky  and  Maine.  Let  me  tell  the  Senators  that  there 
is  nothing  in  the  .qualities  of  tliese  sentiments,  neither  in 
the  sources  whence  they  sprang,  the  effects  they  have 
produced,  nor  their  moral  influence  upon  civil  society, 
which  is  calculated  to  bring  a  blush  upon  the  cheek  of 
those  who  avow  them^  We  believe  the  people  did  not 
invest  this  Government  with  absolute  and  supreme  power; 
that  some  rights  were  reserved  to  the  people  of  Uie  States, 
as  States;  and  that  the  people  of  the  States  must,  from  ne- 
cessity, be  the  gufuxliaii  or  tlieir  rights.  It  is  idle  to  tell 
me  I  have  rights  which  I  have  no  means  to  enforce.  It  is 
a  mere  illusion  to  tell  me  that  the  States  have  rights,  as 
opposed  to  the  Federal  Government,  and  that  those  rights 
are  to  be  protected  by  the  Federal  Government.  It  is  com- 
mitting the  lamb  to  the  wolf.  There  is  no  difference  be- 
tween a  right  which  does  not  exist,  and  a  ri^t  which  can- 
not be  enforced.  I  place  no  value  on  an  imperfect  ri^ht: 
a  private  title  to  lands,  where  tlie  statute  of  frauds  is  in 
force,  is  no  title  at  all.  It  is  a  solemn  mockery  to  tell  the 
States  tliat  they  have  certain  rights  reserved,  but  they  can 
be  ascertained  only  by  subtracting  them  from  those  which 
the  Federal  Government  may  choose,  without  control  or 
restraint,  to  exercise.  I  can  illusti^ate  my  opinions  on 
this  subject  with  no  more  force  than  by  relating  a  familiar 
and  friendly  conversation  with  one  of  my  constituents  on 
the  disputed  powers  of  the  two  Governments.  He  told 
me  he  was  opposed  to  the  doctrine  of  nullification,  but 
asked  my  opinion  upon  the  matter;  whereupon,  I  got  out 
of  my  sulky,  and  marked  on  the  ground  a  square,  and 
said  to  him,  *<  Now,  these  lines  contain  the  whole  of  your 
land;  you  sell  half  to  me,  with  the  usual  covenants;  I  take 
possession,  and  very  soon  begin  to  trespass  beyond  wliat 
you  sold  me;  you  protest  against  this,  asd  ask  by  what 
authority  I  pass  the  line$  to  which  I  reply,  it  is  true  the 
boundary  expressed  in  the  premises  of  your  deed  lias  been 
passed  by  me,  but  there  is  a  clause — ^the  habendLMi^  which 
says  I  am  to  have  and  to  hold  the  land,  together  with  all 
rights,  appurtenances,  &c.  thereunto  incident,  or  any- 
wise appertaining.  Now,  one  of  these  incidental  rights 
is  just  to  take  as  much  of  your  reserved  laud  as  suits  my 
convenience,  or  my  interest.  To  this  you  reply,  this  is  not 
a  fair  construction  of  the  deed.  Very  well,  we  will  go  to 
law;  but  who  is  to  decide?  When  I  gravely  tell^ou,  my 
servant,  my  faithfiil,  intelligent  servant  is  to  decide;  he, 
and  he  only,  shall  decide  this  matter — would  not  your 
indignation  rise  at  the  avowal  of  such  unparalleled  injus- 
tice and  effrontery?" 

With  thb  illustration  I  kft  my  friend  to  his  reflections, 
and  the  next  time  I  saw  him  he  informed  me  he  was  now  for 
nullification;  he  saw,  very  clearly,  that  the  States  had  no 
rights,  unless  they  had  some  way  of  protectinp^  them. 

Would  any  man  in  liis  senses  make  a  bargain  such  as  is 
here  described,  and  confer  on  the  person  interested  the 
right  to  appoint,  pay,  and  dismiss  the  person  who  is  to 
decide  on  it?  This  is  the  pretension  set  up  by  tlie  Gene- 
ral Government,  to  construe  its  own  charter,  and  take 
what  it  pleases,  and,  in  case  of  reustance,  to  refer  the 
matter  to  its  creatures,  liable  to  be  operated  on  by  in- 
creased salaries,  or  the  judgment  influenced  by  additional 
selected  incumbents.  •  Instead  of  creatine  a  batch  of  new 
peers,  you  can  create  a  batch  of  manulactuHng  judges. 
If  we  become  a  partv  to  a  compact  containing  such  pro- 
visions, we  are  bound  to  submit;  but  it  must  be  very  c^ear 
l^^guage  which  would  satisfy  a  rational  mind  d^t  any 
intelligent  people  would  so  compromise  their  rights. 
Against  such  a  conclusion  we  have  the  great  names  of 
Washington,  Jefferson,  Madison,  Hamilton,  Parsons, 
Roane,  and  McKean,  backed  by  the  great  body  of  the 
democratic  party. 

Sir,  I  have  said  we  have  these  great  names,  besides 
common  sense,  the  fair  construction  of  the  English  lan- 
guage, and  our  Anglo-Saxon  notions  of  liberty,  to  sustain 
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US.     General  Wuliingfton,  in  his  farewell  address,  makes 
the  fbtlowing  observation: 

•'  It  is  important,  likewise,  that  the  habits  of  thinking, 
in  a  free  country,  should  inspire  caution  in  those  entrusted 
witli  its  administmion,  to  confine  themselves  within  their 
respective  constitutional  spheres,  avoiding,  in  the  exer- 
cise of  the  powers  of  one  department,  to  encroach  upon 
another.  The  spirit  of  encroachment  tends  to  consoli- 
date the  powers  of  all  the  departments  in  one,  and  thus  to 
create,  whatever  the  form  of  government,  a  real  despot- 
ism. A  just  estimate  of  that  love  of  power,  and  prone- 
ncss  to  abuse  it,  which  predominates  in  the  human  heart, 
is  sufficient  to  satbfy  us  of  the  truth  of  this  position.  The 
necessity  of  reciprocal  checks  in  the  exercise  of  political 
power,  by  dividing  and  distributing  it  into  difierent  de- 
positories, and  constitutinp^  each  the  guardian  of  the 
public  weal  against  invasion  by  the  others,  has  been 
evinced  by  experiments,  ancient  and  modern:  some  of 
tbem  in  our  own  country,  and  under  our  eyes.  To  pre- 
serve them  must  be  as  necessary  ss  to  institute  them.  If, 
in  th«  opinion  of  the  people,  the  distribution  or  modifica- 
tion of  the  constitutional  powers  be,  in  any  particular, 
wrong",  let  it  be  corrected  by  an  amendment  in  the  way 
which  the  constitution  designates.  But  let  there  be  no 
change  by  usurpation:  for  though  this,  in  one  instance, 
may  be  the  instrument  of  good,  it  is  the  customary  wea- 
pon by  which  free  Governments  are  destroyed.  -The 
precedent  must  always  greatlyoverbalance,  in  permanent 
evil,  any  partial  or  transient  benefit  which  the  use  can, 
at  any  tine,  yield." 

What  is  the  meaning  of  the  necessity  of  reciprocal 
checks  in  the  exercise  of  political  power,  by  dividing  and 
distributing  into  different  depositories,  and  constituting 
each  the  guardian  of  the  public  weal  against  the  invasion 
of  the  other,  unless  it  means  that  the  States  who  have  po- 
litical rights,  as  opposed  to  federal  rights,  must  be  the 
guardian  of  them?  The  father  of  his  country  has  caution- 
ed against  consolidating  all  power  into  the  hands  of  the 
Federal  Government,  and  its  tendency  to  despotism.  He 
has  not  only  pointed  out  the  danger,  but  suggested  the 
remedy — the  constituting  each  power  the  guardian  of  tlie 
public  weal  against  invasion  by  the  other. 

Let  us  no«'  hear  Colonel  Hamilton— not  in  the  conven- 
tion, insisting  wliat  the  constitution  should  be,  nor  in  the 
Treasury  Department,  carrying  out  his  high-toned  princi- 
ples, but  in  his  addrcM  to  the  people  of  the  States,  per- 
uiading  them  to  adopt  the  constitution,  and  giving  a  com- 
mentary which  has  always  been  considered  almost  as 
binding  as  the  text.  He  maintains,  in  various  numbers, 
(lie  powers  and  righU  of  the  States,  as  will  be  seen  by 
reference  tg  his  writings  in  the  Federalist. 

"  If  a  number  of  political  societies  enter  into  a  larger 
political  society,  the  laws  which  the  latter  may  enact,  pur- 
suant to  tlie  powers  entrusted  to  it  by  its  constitution, 
must  necessarily  be  supreme  over  those  societies,  and  the 
individuals  of  whom  tliey  are  composed.  But  it  will  not 
follow  from  this  doctrine  that  acts  of  tlie  larger  society, 
which  are  not  pursuant  to  its  constitutional  power,  but 
which  are  invasions  of  the  residuary  authorities  of  the 
bmsiUer  societiesg  will  become  tlie  supreme  law  of  the 
hnd.  These  will  be  merely  acts  of  usurpation,  and  will 
deserve  to  be  treated  as  such."  Such  a  Uw,  he  says 
^n,  *<  would  not  be  the  supreme  jaw  of  the  land,  but 
a  usurpation  of  power  not  granted  by  the  constitution.*' 

"  It  may  safely  be  received  as  an  axiom  in  our  political 
Mitem,  tliat  the  State  Government  will,  in  all  possible 
contingencies,  afford  complete  security  against  invsnons 
of  the  public  liberty  by  the  national  authority.  Projects 
of  usurpation  cannot  be  masked  under  pretence  so  likely 
to  escape  the  penetration  of  select  bodies  of  men  as  of  the 
people  at  large." 

'*  Power  being  almost  always  the  rival  of  power,  the 
General  Governmejit  will,  at  all  times,  stand  ready  to 
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check  the  usurpations  of  the  State  Government;  and  these 
will  have  the  same  disposition  towards  the  General  Go- 
vernment. The  people,  by  throwing  themselves  into 
either  scale,  will  make  it  preponderate.  If  their  rights 
are  invaded  by  either,  they  can  nttke  use  of  the  other  as 
the  instrument  of  redress.  How  wise  will  it  be  in  them, 
by  cherishing  the  Union,  to  preserve  for  themselves  an 
advantage  which  can  never  be  too  highly  prized." 

'*  In  the  compound  republic  of  America,  the  power  sur- 
rendered by  the  people  is  first  divided  between  two  dis- 
tinct Governments,  and  then  the  power  allotted  to  each 
subdivided  among  distinct  and  separate  departments. 
Hence  a  double  security  arises  to  the  rights  of  the  peo- 
ple. 1  he  different  Governments  will  control  each  otner, 
at  the  same  time  that  each  will  be  controlled  by  the  peo- 
ple," • 

"  It  is  well  known  that,  in  the  Roman  republic,  the  le- 
gislative authority,  in  the  last  resort,  resided  for  ages  in 
two  diff*erent  political  bodies — ^not  as  branches  of  the  same 
legislature,  but  as  distinct  and  independent  legislatures, 
in  each  of  which  an  opposite  interest  prevailed — ^in  one 
the  Patrician,  in  the  other  the  Plebian.  Many  arguments 
might  have  been  adduced  to  prove  the  unfitness  of  two 
such  seemingly  contradictory  authorities,  each  having 
power  to  annul  or  repeal  the  acts  of  the  other.  But  a 
man  would  have  been  regarded  as  frantic  who  should  have 
attempted,  at  Rome,  to  disprove  their  existence.  And 
yet  these  two  le^latures  existed  for  ages,  and  the  Ro- 
man repubUc  attained  to  the  pinnacle  of  human  greatness." 

Mr.  Jefferson,  in  the  Kentucky  resolutions,  maintams 
the  doctrine  we  contend  for,  in  terms  not  to  be  mistaken: 
he  who  runs  may  read  it.  The  following  sentiments  from 
the  pen  of  that  great  man  cover  the  whole  ^^round: 

*<  The  several  States  composinp^  the  Uiuted  States  of 
America  are  not  united  on  the  pnnciple  of  unlbnited  sub- 
mission to  the  General  Government;  but  that  by  compact, 
under  the  style  and  title  of  a  constitution  for  the  United 
States,  and  of  amendments  tliereto,  they  constituted  a  Ge- 
neral Government  for  special  purposes;  delegated  to  that 
Government  certain  dennite  powers,  reservii^,  each  State 
to  itself,  the  residuary  mass  of  right  to  their  own  self- 
government;  and  that,  whensoever  the  General  Govern- 
ment assumes  undelegated  powers,  its  acts  are  unauthori- 
tative, void,  and  of  no  fi>rce;  that  to  this  compact  each 
SUte  acceded,  as  a  SUte,  a|id  as  an  integral  party,  its 
co-States  forming  to  itself  the  other  party;  that  the  Go- 
vernment, created  by  this  compact,  was  not  made  the  ex- 
clusive or  final  judg^  of  the  extent  of  the  powers  dele- 
gated to  itself-*^nce  that  would  have  made  its  discretion, 
and  not  the  constitution,  the  measure  of  iU  power;  but 
that,  as  in  all  cases  of  compacts  among  parties  having  no 
common  judge,  each  party  has  an  equal  right  to  judge 
for  itself,  as  well  of  infracUons  as  of  the  mode  and  measure 
of  redress." 

In  the  Virginia  resolutions,  irom  the  pen  of  Mr.  Madi- 
son, we  find  the  foUowing  position  maintained: 

*'  It  appears  to  youf  committee  to  be  a  plain  principle, 
founded  m  common  sense,  illustrated  by  common  prac- 
tice, and  essentitd  to  tlie  nature  of  compacts,  tliat,  where 
resort  can  be  had  to  no  tribunal  superior  to  the  authority 
of  the  parties,  the  parties  themselves  must  be  the  rightful 
judges  in  the  last  resort,  whether  the  bargain  has  been 
pursued  or  violated. 

*<  The  constitution  of  the  United  States  was  formed  by 
the  sanction  of  the  States,  given  by  each  in  its  sovereign 
capacity.  It  adds  to  the  stabiHty  and  dignity,  as  well  as 
to  the  authority  of  tlie  constitution,  that  it  rests  on  this  le- 
gitimate and  solid  foundation.  The  States,  then,  being  the 
parties  of  tlie  constitutional  compact,  and  in  their  sove- 
reign capacity,  it  follows,  of  necessity,  that  there  can  be  no 
tribunal  above  their  authority,  to  decide,  in  the  last  resort, 
whether  the  compact  is  made  by  them  or  violated,  and  con- 
sequently that,  as  parties  to  it,  they  must  themselves  de- 
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cide,  in  the  last  resort,  such  questions  as  tnay  be  of  suffi- 
cient magnitude  to  require  their  interposition." 

1  refer  to  this  report  for  its  own  intrinsic  and  unanswer- 
able reasoning;  not  because  it  is  the  opinion  of  Madison, 
but  because  the  pruiciples  contained  in  that  report  were 
adopted  and  recognised  by  the  democratic  republican 
party.  This  great  civilian  was  at  that  time  in  the  prime  of 
life,  surrounded  by  patriots,  and  sustained  by  pure  princi- 
ples. That  his  opinions,  before  or  vSicr  this  time,  should 
vary  from  this  report,  matters  nothing.  The  Question  is, 
when  was  he  right?  In  the  convention,  when  he  avowed 
the  States  *'were  only  corporations,  haying  the  power  to 
make  laws,  and  those  effectual  only,  if  they  are  not  contra- 
dictory to  the  '  general  confederation — when  he  avowed 
the  States  ought  to  be  placed  under  the  control  of  the 
General  G()veriimcnt,  at  least  as  much  so  as  they  were  un- 
der the  King  and  British  Parliament?  In  his  letter  to  the 
North  American  Review,  when  he  m.iintained  the  supre- 
macy of  the  federal  judiciary  >  or,  in  1799,  when  he  wrote 
his  masterly  commentary  on  the  principles  of  our  Govern- 
ment^-to  be  found  in  the  State  paper  from  which  the 
above  is  an  extract? 

Sir,  we  rest  upon  the  cfreat  names  to  which  I  have  refer- 
red. Are  these  auUiorities  to  be  contemned  ?  and  is  South 
Carolina  put  under  the  ban,  whilst  she  follows  truth  and 
correct  principles,  illustrated  and  enforced  by  the  illustri- 
ous patnoto  or  1776—1798? 

Let  us  advert  to  the  constitution  itself,  and  see  how  far 
its  plain  import  will  sustain  the  doctrine  that  the  rights 
of  the  States  are  alone  to  be  determined  by  the  federal 
judiciary. 

"  The  judicial  power  shall  extend  to  all  cases  in  law  and 
equity,  arising  under  the  constitution,  the  laws  of  the 
United  States,  and  the  treaties,  made,  or  which  shall  be 
made,  under  their  authority,'*  &c, 

'*In  all  cases  affecting  ambassadors,  other  public  mi- 
nisters, and  consuls,  and  those  in  which  a  State  shall  be  a 
party,  the  Supreme  Court  shall  have  original  jurisdiction, 
both  as  to  law  and  fact,  with  such  exceptions  and  under 
such  regulations  as  the  Congress  shall  make." 

There  is  no  mention  made  of  appeals  from  State  courts 
here.  Under  the  terms  *' such  regulations  as  Congress 
shall  make,"  are  the  States  chained  down. 

In  partitioning  out  the  federal  powers  between  the  ex- 
ecutive, legislative,  and  judicial  departments,  4io  one 
should  suppose  that  the  States  can  be  considered  as  ad- 
verted to.  The  President  is  to  have  certain  powers.  Con- 
gress to  have  tertAin  powers,  and  the  judges  to  exercise 
certain  powem— all  obviously  federal  in  their  nature.  The 
President  is  not  to  sec  a  State  law  executed;  Congi^ess  is  not 
to  legislate  for  the  States;  and  why  is  it,  that,  under  general 
phrases,  used  with  reference  to  the  partition  of  the  federal 
powers,  it  is  assumed  that  the  Supreme  Court  is  to  revise 
and  execute  judgments  of  the  State  courts?  If  the  State 
courts  had  been  within  the  scope  of  the  meaning  of  inferior 
courts,  subject  to  the  appellate  power  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  why  declare  that  they  should  be  bound  by  tiic  con- 
stitution, laws,  statutes,  in  a  distinct  and  separate  clause? 
We  are  told  by  the  Chief  Justice,  in  his  life  of  Washing- 
ton, that  the  federal  constitution  was  committed,  after  its 
adoption,  to  the  federal  party;  and,  it  seems,  what  it  lack- 
ed of  energy,,  they  determined  to  acquire  by  legislation. 

The  iuaiciarv  act  sprang  into  existence,  embodying 
principles  which  were  repudiated  in  the  convention,  and 
which,  to  a  certain  extent,  have  never  been  acquiesced  in, 
notwithstanding  the  ingenious  devices  resorted  to,  by  con- 
struction, tosuDvertthe  authority  of  the  States. 

Without  denying  the  authority  of  the  judiciary  act, 
there  is  still  a  redeeming  spirit  in  the  constitution,  which 
rises  above  all  artifice,  and  bids  defiance  to  every  scheme 
of  federal  subjugation.  So  long  as  the  trial  by  jury  shall 
be  preserved,  it  is  impossible  to  enslave  the  people  of  this 
commonwealti);  and  when  it  is  recollected  that  your  laws 


cannot  be  enforced  without  the  aid  of  juries,  whose  inte- 
rests and  prejudices  will  be  interposed  to  save  their  coun- 
trymen, federal  legislation  and  federal  judges  are  impo- 
tent'and  powerless,  for  purposes  of  tyranny  and  oppression. 

It  is  true,  upon  a  late  occasion,  in  open  defiance  of  the 
principles  of  the  letter  of  the  constitution,  the  right  of  the 
trial  by  jury  has  been  violated,  aod  the  liberty  of  her  citi- 
zens invaded  by  a  course  of  reasoning  as  arbitrary  and  des- 
potic as  ever  signalized  the  judgments  of  the  courts  diiring- 
the  reigpn  of  the  Stuarts.  Such  infractions  upon  the  con- 
stitution cannot  be  successfully  repeated;  and  if  they  should 
be,  the  State  auUiorities  have  complete  power  to  counter- 
act them;  and  we  have  no  riglit  to  presume  such  anthority 
will  not  be  called  forth  in  vindication  of  this  palladium  of 
civil  liberty.  There  is  no  usurpation  against  which  I  would 
bring  tiie  reserved  rights  of  a  State  into  action  in  its  most 
efficient  form,  sooner  than  in  maintsilniugthe  trial  by  jury. 

There  is  scarcely  any  law  in  which  I  would  not  acqui- 
esce, when  enforced  by  neighbors  and  friends^— by  tliose 
having  similar  rights  and  similar  feelings.  Hi  is  is  our  la&t 
peaceable  refugee — the  sanctuary  which  is  not  to  be  vio- 
lated witiiout  State  authority  interposing  to  punisli  the 
sacrilege. 

The  Senator  from  Maine  has  referred  toCMmstead*8case 
in  Pennsylvania,  to  prove  the  folly  of  a  State  attempting 
to  resist  the  federal  authority;  and  has  humorously  spoken 
of  Gen.  Bright.  This  is  an  authority  on  our  side,  rather 
than  otherwise;  it  shows  what  were  the  opinions  of  those 
truly  democratic  statesmen  and  patriots,  Snyder,  McKcan, 
and  Tilghman.  Can  any  doubt^buttiie  commonwealth  of 
Pennsylvania  woukl  have  prevailed  in  that  controversv, 
but  for  the  decision  of  her  own  chief  justice  against  her' 
And  altiiougK  h»  decided  the  point  then  in  issue  against 
the  State,  he  still  maintained  the  right  of  the  State  judges, 
to  protect  her  citizens  against  usurped  autiiority  by  the 
Federal  Government.  Olmstcad's  case  no  more  proves 
the  want  of  power  in  the  .State  authorities  to  protect  her 
citizens'  rights,  than  the  case  of  Tassels  and  Cohen  proves- 
the  want  of  authority  of  Uic  United  States'  court  to  protect 
their  citizens  against  State  usurpation. 

In  the  case  of  Olmstead,  Chief  Justice  Tilghman  main- 
tained the  jurisdiction  of  the  State  court,  but  refused  to 
act  in  that  specific  instance.  In  the  case  of  Tassels  and 
Cohen,  the  Supreme  Court  did  |ireciseK  the  same;  they 
considered  prudence  the  better  part  of  valor.  The  Fede- 
ral Government  ought  to  be  cautious  how  it  tries  its 
strength.  The  Popes,  in  the  proudest  days  of  their  power, 
chose  to  govern  rather  by  ^ear  than  force.  Let  the  Se- 
nate remember,  Bonaparte  lost  his  throne  by  his  march  to 
Moscow.  The  Federal  GoveriHnent  relics  more  on  it-^ 
moral  than  physical  force  to  sustain  itself.  Wsl'he  people 
owe  allegfiance  to  two  separate  Governments,  and  may,  on 
a  conflict  of  authority,  elect  which  they  will^bey.  A 
judge  has  no  power,  without  the  posse  comitaius.  Fede- 
ral laws  cannot  be  enforced,  but  by  the  people  of  the 
States.  The  laws  of  Congress,  and  the  laws  of  the  State, 
operate  upon  the  same  territory,  and  depend  on  one  peo- 
ple for  their  execution;  where  they  conflict,  they  may  !>e 
considered  as  two  overseers  on  tlie  same  plantation,  giving 
contrary  orders;  the  slaves  may  elect  which  to  obey;  and 
if  confusion  arises,  the  master  must  come  forward  and  ad- 
just the  difficulty,  control  the  overseers,  lay  down  the  rule 
and  enforce  it.  So  must  Uie  whole  people  of  the  United 
States,  who  are  the  only  master,  in  case  confusion  arises 
between  the  State  and  federal  jurisdiction,  come  forward. 
It  was  thus  they  did  in  the  case  of  Chisholm  against  the 
State  of  Georgia,  when  Georgia  refused  to  submit  to  the 
Supreme  Court.  It  is  unwise  and  impolitic  for  this  tio- 
vcrnment  taput  tiic  skill  of  the  State  Governments  to  the 
test,  in  eluding  and  baffiing  its  laws.  If  a  State  Legisla- 
ture were  to  make  the  collection  of  duties  beyond  a  cer- 
tain extent  penal,  say  petit  larceny,  how  would  you  save 
your  officer  from  the  consequences  incident  to  such  logis- 
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htion?  The  State  judges  would  try,  the  juries  convict, 
and  the  sheriff  inflict  forthwith  the  punishment;  and  of 
what  arail  would  your  writ  of  error  or  appellate  juristUc- 
tion  be,  supposing  it  to  exist,  which  ianot  conceded.^  If 
you  persist  in  this  reckless  disregard  of  public  opinion, 
your  authorit}'  in  certain  sections  of  the  Union  will  be  con* 
temned*  scouted,  scoffed  at,  and  become  a  reproach  and 
a  by- word.  listen  to  what  that  able  and  enlientened  ju- 
rist. Chief  Justice  Parsons,  kid  down  upon  this  subject. 

"An  act  of  usurpation  is  not  obligatory — ^it  is  not  law; 
uiy  man  may  be  justified  in  his  Resistance  to  it:  let  him 
be  considered  as  a  crininal  by  tlie  General  Government, 
yet  his  own  fellow-citizens  alone  can  convict  him — they 
arc  his  jury;  and  if  they  pronoimce  him  innocent,  not  ail 
the  powers  of  Congress  can  hurt  him— «nd  innocent  they 
certainly  wUl  pronounce  him,  if  the  supposed  law  which 
he  resisted  was  an  act  of  usurpation." 

Sir,  one-half  of  the  States  of  tiiis  Union  have  avoided, 
and  acted  on  the  principle,  that  the  States  have  rights, 
and  the  means  of  enforcing  them.  Massachusetts,  Maine, 
New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Maryland,  Connecticut,  Ohio, 
Virginia,  South  Carolina,  Georgia,  Alabama,  and  Kentuc- 
ky. And  the  Senator  from  Maine  is  entirely  mistaken 
in  sui)po9ing  they  have  always  been  vanquished  in  the 
controversy.  Sometimes  tlie  Federal  Government  has 
prevailed,  sometimes  tlie  States,  but  generally  good  sense 
and  mutual  forbearance  have  adjusted  the  controversy. 

Considering  the  situation  of  Maine  at  this  time,  the 
opinions  expressed  as  well  as  by  that  State  as  by  Massa- 
chusetts on  the  subject  of  the  Northeastern  boundary,  1 
think,  the  Senator  from  Mune  maintains  his  consistency 
rather  at  the  expense  of  public  opinion,  and  the  local  in- 
terest of  his  constituentsf  and  there  is  but  one  ground  upon 
which  I  can  justify  his  course.  If,  by  loyalty  to  the  Fede- 
ral Government,  he  can  get  it  to  interpose  to  protect  the 
rights  of  Maine,  it  will  be  better  than  to  let  Maine,  single 
handed,  struggle  for  them. 

The  Senator  from  Maine  thinks,  because  'he  stood  up 
for  the  Federal  Government,  against  State  authority,  du- 
ring the  late  war,  that  be  has  a  right  now  to  take  to  him- 
self the  9A.VQ&  credit  for  stending  forth  its  champion  in  yto- 
found  peace.  He  tells  us  the  times  have  changed,  and 
we  have  changed  with  them.  I  contend  that  it  was  per- 
fectly right  in  the  gentleman  to  sustain  the  Government 
of  the  Union  during  the  war;  and  equally  right  now  to 
sustain  the  Government  of  the  States. 

Under  different  circumstances  different  rules  ofconduct 
are  perfectly  defensible,  and  the  gentleman  migut  maintain 
his  consistency  of  action  at  the  expense  of  becoming  ridicu- 
lous. When  he  is  in  deep  water,  we  should  expect  him  to 
use  the  swimming  motion;  when  on  land,  we  should  expect 
him  to  stand  up  and  walk.  I  have  seen  it  stated  of  a  gen- 
tleman who  fell  ovei^oard  in  a  river,  that  lie  was  so  alarm- 
ed at  tlie  tlioughts  of  drowning,  he  contintied,  after  he 
was  safe  on  shore,  to  swim.  During  the  war,  we  were 
struggling  in  deep  water,  and  it  was  all  right  for  the  honor- 
able Senator  to  swim  then;  but  now  he  is  upon  the  terra 
firma,  let  him  escape  from  the  river;  let  him  stand  erect 
upon  Elaine  and  State  rights.  But  it  is  said,  if  the  Gene- 
lal  Government  luu  not  the  power  against  all  opposition 
to  support  itself,  our  Umon  is  a  rope  of  sand.  This  is  a 
mere  fallacy;  the  Government  rests,  at  last,  upon  the 
States,  and  is  founded  on  the  supposition  that  the  people 
will,  for  their  own  interest,  sustain  it.  Cannot  the  States, 
by  refusing  to  act,  dissolve  the  Government?  May  they 
not  refuse  to  elect  Senators,  electors,  and  members  to  the 
«tl)cr  House?  Does  this  make  the  Government  a  rope  of 
sand?  The  question  is,  will  the  people  do  what  is  oppos- 
ed to  their  own  interest?  Have  they  not  intelligence  and 
forecast  enougfh  to  govern  themselves?  This  is  presumed 
by  the  theory  of  our  Government.  Is  there  any  danger 
that  the  weaker  power  will  resist  the  stronger  one,  unless 
it  is  clearly  right'    But  it  is  said  that  both  pacties  have  a 


rig^t  ta^  put  their  construction  on  the  extent  of  their 
powers;  that  the  Federal  Government  will  always  construe 
for  itself,  and  enfbrce  by  its  authority  its  own  cfmstructton. 
Of  course,  this  must  necessarily  belong  to  the  Federal 
Government.  *  The  question,  then,  would  resolve  itself 
into  this — would  a  small  man  permit  a  larger  one  quietly 
to  take  a  portion  on  his  toe?,  and  refuse  to  push  him  off, 
merely  because  the  larger  one  might  resent  and  punish 
him  for  doing  what  he  had  the  most  tuiquestioiwble  right 
to  do?  And  here  let  me  remark  on  the  specific  differ- 
ence between  South  Carolina  and  €reorgia  nullification. 
In  the  case  just  referred  to,  the  Georgian  would  knock 
down  the  trespasser  without  notice,  and  the  Soutli  Caro- 
linian would  say,  my  friend,  stand  off  my  toes,  or  1  will 
push  you  off;  none  but  the  coward  will  submit  to  the  in- 
vasion of  his  personal  rights.  No  one  ought  to  act  on 
the  supporition  of  dangler  resulting  from  what  he  has  a 
right  to  do. 

There  can  be  no  doubt  but,  m  conce^ng  to  Congress 
the  power  to  levy  taxes,  the  objects  upon  which  the 
taxes  are  to  operate  must  be  selected  by  that  body.  ^  In 
selecting,  however,  the  articles  for  taxation,  the  constitu- 
tion again  takes  care  that  injustice  shall  not  be  done.  The 
taxes  must  be  uniform;  any  desigpn  to  violate  this  rule 
would  be  unconstitutional.  In  fact,  the  constitution  was 
intended  to  secure  life,  liberty,  and  property;  and  no  legis- 
lative device  can  be  resorted  to,  to  pierce  the  panoply 
which  that  instrument  throws  over  the  rights  and  liberties 
of  the  people  of  this  country.  It  is  an  entire  protection, 
even  the  heel  cannot  be  wounded;  and  when  it  shall  cease 
to  subserve  his  purpose,  our  Government  henceforth  will 
degenerate  into  a  despotism — an  irresponrible  despotism. 

Upon  the  expediency  and  policy  of  this  system  the  free 
trade  reports,  memorials,  and  arguments  of  those  who 
have  preceded  me,  will  save  me  the  tnMible  of  gmng 
much  in  detail  at  this  time.  It  has  been  said  that4he  home 
mdrket  has  been  improved  for  agricultural  products, 
through  tihe  agency  of  this  system.  I  have  no  doubt 
the  free  trade  policy  would  greatly  increase  the  demand 
for  most  of  the  agricidtural  products.  And  to  sustain 
this  portion,  I  quote  the  following  judicious  observations: 

"  The  fVee  Irade  5^«/em.—Some  idea  of  its  advantages 
over  the  restrictive,  may  be  seen  by  comparing  the  amount 
imported,  when  the  duties  ^ere  one  hundred  cenU  per 
gallon  on  Madeira  wine,  with  the  same  when  the  duty 
was  reduced  to  fifty  cents. 
By  the  first,  the  customs  received,  as  per  Mr. 

Ingham's  report  -  -  - 

By  the  second,  as  per  Mr.  McLane's  report 


$97,00 

96      ^ 

_      ,000 


Difference, 


After  deducting  charge  of  cdlectir^g, 


12,000 

$1,900 

"  For  tliis  nineteen  hundred  dollars "^ess  at  the  custom- 
house, the  country  derive  a  b  enefit  t)f  about  two  hundred 
thousand  dollars  per  annur^  for 'there  being  imported 
neariy  double  the  quantity  of  VTine;  the  exports,  whether 
in  the  shape  of  codtisb,  f*joMT^  or  rice,  would  be  that  much 
greater  to  pay  for  it,  b  esides  the  advantages  the  naviga- 
tion secured  by  carryi  jig  bo  much  more;  and  people  in 
moderate  circumstances  can  afford  todrinkagUss  of  good 
wine  instead  of  dele'  cerious  trash. " 

The  Senator  fro  m  Rhode  Island  has  gone  into  a  cal- 
culation to  show  that,  upon  the  supposition  that  the 
duty  increases  t'/je  price  of  the  article,  the  cotton-plant- 
ing States  dcr  ive  %n  enormous  increase  of  their  pro- 
fits by  the  tax.  of  three  cents  per  pound  on  cotton;  and, 
by  establishu/g  this  acknowledged  absurdity,  supposes  he 
will  escape  '/rom  the  argument,  so  far  as  regards  the  duty 
on  cotton  goods.  The  fair  way  to  test  this  matter  is  to 
repeal  th<  j  duty  on  both.  I  pledge  myself,  if  the  Senator 
will  vote,  to  repeal  the  duly  on  manufactured  cotton  goods. 
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I  will  vote  to  repeal  the  duties  on  raw  cotton.  It  is  not 
pretended  that  the  tax  operates  as  an  increase  of  the  price 
of  the  domestic  article,  to  the  whole  amount  of  the  tax  in 
every  instance.  But  we  are  told  the  duties  reduce  the  prices 
of  the  article,  and  that,  in  progress  of  time,  \iv''e  shall  be  sup- 
plied with  the  domestic  fabric  at  prices  below  the  foreign 
article.  This  does  not  seem  likely  to  be  the  result,  as  ap- 
pears from  the  following  letter,  written  by  an  intelligent 
merchant  of  Columbia,  South  Carolina,  from  New  York: 

New  Yobk,  Septembtry  1831. 

DxAR  Sib:  I  have  forwarded  you  some  New  York  pa- 
pers, and  now  discharge  what  1  feel  to  be  a  duty,  in  stating 
to  you  the  state  of  this  market;  this  1  could  do  with  some 
accuracy,  by  saying  at  once  that  there  is  an  advance  of 
twenty  per  cent,  in  all  descriptions  of  staple  goods,  such 
as  are  indispensable  to  planters.  I  will,  however,  go  more 
into  details.  Since  September,  1830, 
Nails  have  advanced     1  ct.  per  lb.  20  per  ct. 

Bar  lead        «  U       «  25 

Bale  roping  '<  3         <«  40 

Anvils  and  vices  2  to  3  m  26 

White  lead  (25  kegs)  31  cts.  per  keg  12^  « 
Hardware  has  advanced  in  price  from  ten  to  twenty  per 
cent.  All  descriptions  of  domestic  goods,  such  as  brown 
and  bleached  homespuns,  striped  homespUns,  checks, 
ticklings,  negro  clothmg,  &c.,  have  advanced  twenty  per 
cent,  in  twelve  months;  and  cotton  yams  twenty-five  per 
cent.  Dufil  blankets  and  coarse  woollens,  about  twenty 
per  cent." 

Every  planter  in  the  Southern  country  knows  that  these 
articles  have  increased  in  price.  The  continued  assertion, 
bv  the  manufacturers,  that  the  higher  the  duty,  the 
cheaper  the  article,  is  iust  about  as  true  as  the  proposi« 
tion  that,  by  putting  a  nsh  into  a  tub  of  water,  the  weight 
is  not  thereby  increased;  and  the  latter  would  be  quite  as 
susceptible  of  proof  by  learned  dissertations  on  hydrosta- 
tics, as  the  other  is  by  pretenders  to  political  and  statistical 
infallibility.  One  thing  we  all  know,  that  something  can- 
not come  out  of  nothing;  that  we  pay,  now,  nearly 
thirty  milions  in  taxes,  drawn  from  imports.  If  the  duties 
are  taken  off  articles  not  manufactured  in  the  United 
States,  one  of  two  things  must  happen,  either  that  the  fo- 
reign article,  burdened  with  the  duty,  will  be  consumed, 
or  that  it  will  be  excluded  by  the  domestic  article.  If  con- 
sumed, it  proves  that  the  tax  increases  the  price;  if  not 
consumed,  where  wiUyouget  your  revenue^  If  domestic 
fsjurics  fall  below  the  price  of  the  foreign  article,  then  the 
tax  will  prohibit  the  foreign  article,  and  we  shall  have  no 
revenue.  Sir,  this  will  not  be  the  result;  the  foreign 
article  will  still  be  imported,  consumed,  and  the  people 
taxed. 

It  will  be  recollected  that,  two  years  since,  a  company 
was  incorporated  in  South  Carolina  to  make  a  railroad 
from  Charleston  to  Hamburg;  and  thev  applied  to  Congress 
to  assist  them.  While  the  result  of  this  application  and 
the  extent  of  their  means  remained  uncertain,  an  intelli- 
gent capitalist  told  me  that,  if  the  scheme  failed,  the  com- 
pany would  realize,  in  the  purchase  of  manufactured  u-on, 
which  pays  a  less  duty  than  the  raw  material,  the  sum  of 
one  hundred  thousand  dollars  upon  the  iron  purchased  for 
the  railroad  in  Europe,  hy  selling  it  for  common  agricultural 
purposes.  With  such  fiicts  as  these  before  us,  who  can. 
subscribe  to  the  doctrine  that  the  duty  decreases  the  price  ? 
We  have  on  our  tables,  essays,  written  to  prove  that  it 
is  all  nonsense  to  take  off  any  of  the  taxes.  Is  it  not  palpa- 
ble that  those  who  think  so,  do  not  pay  them,  but  derive 
the  benefit  therefrom  ? 

When  gentlemen  are  driven  from  every  position  be- 
hind which  they  entrench  themselves,  they  fiill  back  upon 
vested  rights,  and  tell  us  it  was  the  South  that  imposed 
this  system;  they  get  furious,  and  say,  it  was  yoa  that  have 
done  the  mischief.     Now,  what  are  the  facts  ^     In  1816, 


we  bad  just  escaped  from  a  hazardous  war;  the  manufac- 
tures to  a  certain  extent  sprang  up  under  war  duties; 
Bonaparte  had  been  put  down;  the  whole  disposible 
British  force  had  been  thrown  upon  our  shores;  our  capi- 
tal had  been  sacked  and  burnt;  Baltimore  assailed;  their 
squadrons  fell  dowil  the  Chesapeake,  passed  South, 
threatened  Charleston,  making  only  a  bow  to  Fort  Moultrie; 
attacked  New  Orleans,  were  gloriously  defeated,  ami 
soon  after  a  treaty  of  peace  put  an  end  to  the  war:  cotton 
rose  from  seven  cents  to  thirty;  and  while  prosperous  be- 
yond measure,  exulting  jn  the  arms  of  peace,  and  triumph- 
ing over  the  trophies  of  the  war,  we  consented,  upon  the 
{>ure  principles  of  benevolence,  to  sustain,  by  libesal  le^ 
ation,  the  manufacturing  interest.  And  this  is  brought 
forward  against  the  South  as  a  criminal  charge.  You 
asked  us  then  for  a  pittance  as  a  bounty,  because  it  wxs 
given  you;  now,  with  a  pistol  presented  at  our  breast, 
demand  all  we  have. 

I  believe  I  speak  the  truth  when  I  say  the  average  pro- 
duct of  the  Soutli  Carolina  planter  is  not  more  than  six 
hundred  pounds  of  cotton  to  the  hand;  and  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana,  who  sits  near  me,  wlib  is  good  authority 
on  this  subject,  admits  that,  with  this  result,  the  expenses 
of  such  a  planting  interest  must  equal  the  income.  Can 
any  one  doubt,  then,  that  the  duty  of  forty  per  cent, 
might  as  well  be  laid  upon  the  exports  as  imports?  Accord- 
ing to  this  rule,  the  Government  gets  two  hundred  and 
forty  weight,  and  the  pUnter  three  hundred  and  sixty,  of 
the  product  of  each  laborer.  And  yet  the  honorable  Se- 
nator from  Kentucky  has  gone  into  a  calculation  to  prove 
that  South  Carolina  does  not  pay  an  equal  portion  of  the 
taxes.  Assuming  the  ag^egate  amount  of  the  imports  of 
the  whole  State  to  be  eight  millions,  and  that  our  aggre- 
gate expenses  equal  our  inccMne,  it  would  follow,  ss  a 
mathematical  cenainty,  that  we  pay  from  three  to  four 
WUioiis  as  our  portion  of  the  taxes.  It  is  considered  by 
the  manufacturers  a  species  of  crime,  on  our  part,  to  own 
slaves;  but  I  can  tell  these  philanthropists  that  their 
pohcy  makes  us  cannibals^  for  it  is  not  at  all  uncommon 
with  us,  for  benevolent  masters  to  be  forced  to  sell  tlieir 
slaves  to  pay  for  their  subsistence;  and  many  punters  may 
be  said  literally  to  be  living  on  their  capital.  If  the 
average  product  of  the  cotton  planter  were  as  great  as 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  estimated  it,  I  sliould  be  less 
inclined  to  censure  the  Government  for  its  exactions- 
[Here  Mr.  CLAY  explained,  by  saying  his  position  was, 
that  the  avera^  of  the  whole  of  the  cotton-planting  Stales, 
according  to  information  received  by  him,  he  believed  to 
1)e  equal  to  five  bales.  ]  This  may  be  so;  I  only  speak  of  the 
product  of  that  part  of  the  country  with  which  I  am  sc* 
quainted,  when  I  say  1  believe  the  same  does  not  exceed  two 
bales.  The  Senator  from  Ohio  seems  to  think  the  planter 
can  escape  from  the  tax  imposed  on  imports,  by  selling  his 
produce  in  liverpool,  depositing  his  money  in  bank,  and 
then  selling  bills  drawn  on  it.  But  let  me  ask,  where,  in  the 
mean  time,  are  those  articles  to  come  from,  which,  accord- 
ing to  the  admission  of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana,  are  equsl 
to  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  the  crop  ?  The  planter  or  his 
slaves  cannot  wear  money,  or  eat  money;  he  must  import 
the  articles,  without  which  his  businesis  cannot  go  on;  or 
he  must  bring  home  his  money,  and  buy  at  an  increased 
price  those  taxed  articles  from  the  domestic  manufacturer. 

1  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  a  publication  fur- 
nished by  tlie  Senator  from  Louisiana,  as  to  the  compara- 
tive results  of  the  sugar  planter  of  Louisiana,  and  the 
cotton  planter  of  South  Carolina;  the  one  protected,  and 
the  otlier  prostrated,  by  the  Government. 

<'  The  ca))ital  invested  in  a  plantation  capable  of  pro- 
ducing, by  the  best  management,  400,000  pounds  of  su- 
gar, and  10,000  gallons  of  moUisses,  worth  on  the  plantation 
23,000  dollars,  must  consist  as  follows: 

1,500  acres  of  land,  at  $50  per  acre  -        75,000 

90  hands,  at  $600  each     -  -  -        54,000 
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40  pain  of  working  oxen,  at  $50              .  2,000 

40  hones.  At  $100             •            .            -  4,000 

Horizontal  mgmr  null        ...  4,000 

2  sets  of  boilen,  at  $1,500  each   -            •  3,000 

Buildings  of  all  descriptions         -            -  25,000 

12  carts     .....  1,200 

80  ploughs            ....  300 
All  other  utensils,  such  as  timber,  wheels, 

hoes,  spades,  axes,  scjrthes,  &c.            •  1,500 


$170,000 

**  Hie  annua]  expenses  on  the  above  plantation 

cost  10,700 

dollars  in  the  following  items: 

Provisions  of  all  kinds 

- 

3,500 

Clothing  of  all  sorts  - 

m 

1,570 

Medical  attendance  and  medicine 

. 

500 

Annual  losses  in  negroes 

- 

1,500 

Taxes 

* 

500 

Horses  and  oxen 

• 

1,200 

Repain  of  buildingps  - 

- 

700 

Ploughs,  carts,  &c.     - 

- 

300 

Overseer,        -            -            - 

- 

1,000 

$10,700 
**  Two  crops  of  cane  are  generally  made  in  succession 
on  the  same  land,  one  of  plant  cane,  the  other  of  the 
second  year's  growth;  it  then  lies  fallow  two  years,  or  is 
planted  in  com  and  beans. 
Gross  proceeds         ....      $23,000 
Expenses      .....        10,000 
Nett  proceeds  ....         12,300 

Being  about  7  per  cent,  on  the  capital  invested." 
1  have  in  my  possession  accounts  of  sales  of  a  cotton  plan- 
tition  in  Soutli  Carolina,  with  about  the  same  capital,  and 
the  proceeds  are  less  than  three  thousand  dollars!  The 
hst  year  with  us  has  been  an  unfavorable  one;  but  five 
thousand  dollars  is  a  fair  average  estimate  of  this  planta- 
tion; by  this  it  will  be  seen  that  the  gross  amount  of  tlie 
cotton  planter  is  not  half  as  much  as  the  expenditure  of 
tbe  sugar  planter,  with  the  same  capital,  the  one  making 
a  grosi  amount  of  $23,000,  the  other  of  $5,000;  and  yet  the 
sugar  planter  is  to  be  enriched  at  the  expense  of  the  cot- 
ton planter,  through  the  agency  of  the  Government. 
Wc  do  not  envy  the  prosperity  of  i>ther  sections,  from 
causes  beyond  our  control;  our  labor  is  now  nnprodac- 
tire:  we  ask  nothing  but  the  right  to  use  what  God  and 
nature  has  given  us;  and  this  is  deqied  us  to  favor  interests 
nstly  more  prosperous  than  we  are. 

What  has  been  done  for  the  four  Southern  States,  Vir- 
ginia, North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  and  Georgia?  No- 
thing!— literally,  nothing  f  This  is  the  proscribed  regfion; 
▼e  are  made  to  feel  the  Government,  not  by  the  bounties 
it  confers^  but  the  burdens  it  imposes,  k  is  here  that  con- 
tending parties  for  political  power  assail  each  other,  with- 
out the  least  respect  to  the  opinions,  interests,  or  preiu- 
dices  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  country.  The  honorable 
Senator  from  Kentucky  makes  a  merit  of  turning  his  back 
on  us.  Sir,  what  have  we  done  to  provoke  the  ven- 
geance of  our  brethren  ?  Did  we  not  assist  to  achieve  our 
independence }  Did  not  South  Carolina  furnish  her  share 
of  men  and  money  to' maintain  the  cause  of  the  revolution? 
Did  m'e  not  stand  by  our  country  during  the  late  war? 
What  portion  of  the  funded  debt  came  to  the  South  ? 
What  portion  of  the  pensions  does  she  receive?  What 
portion  of  the  appropriations  for  internal  improvement? 
How  much  of  the  public  land?  Of  thik  we  complain  not; 
ae  ask  nothing  but  equal  laws,  and  that  the  Government 
should  not  sequester  our  estates,  and  divest  us  of  what 
lawfully  belongs  to  us.  When  we  complain  of  the  action  of 
vour  laws  upon  our  industry,  we  are  told  to  remove  to  the 
rich,  lands  in  the  West.  Is  this  your  remedy,  that  your 
legislation  shall  drive  us  into  exHe?  Have  you  sympathies 
for  the  Indian,  which  you  have  not  for  the  white  people? 


If  the  West  be  the  country  it  is  represented  to  be,  why  is 
it  that  such  an  immense  sum  has  been  conferred  on  its  in- 
habitants in  the  shape  of  bounties,  in  their  purchase  of 
public  land?  It  appears  from  evidence  I  have  before  me, 
upwards  of  sixteen  millions  have  been  remitted  to  the  pur- 
chasers of  public  land.  The  South  has  been  liberal. 
When  it  was  prosperous,  the  tariff  of  1816  was  conceded 
by  them;  when  purchasers  of  public  lands  said  they  could 
not  comply  with  their  contracts,  their  purchases  have  been 
remitted.  When  we  stand  upon  our  chartered  rights,  who 
can  now  upbraid  us  with  a  want  of  patriotism?  The  time 
has  arrived  when,  if  we  do  not  take  care  of  our  own  house- 
hold, we  shall  be  Worse  than  infidels. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  told  us  that  cotton  plant- 
ing is  the  most  successful  and  prosperous  labor  in  the 
country.  I  have  shown  that  it  is  plainly  not  so  in  South 
Carolina.  And  he  has  alluded  to  the  non-consumption 
resolutions  adopted  some  two  or  three  years  since,  on  the 
subject  of  Western  live  stock.  It  is  true  we  did  feel  dis- 
satisfied that  a  people,  apparently  deriving  so  ^eat  a  be- 
nefit from  our  staple,  should  combine  with  an  alien  interest 
to  break  it  down;  and  these  resolutions  were  resorted  to, 
as  well  to  open  the  eyes  of  the  people  of  the  Western 
States,  as  to  make  an  experiment  how  far  wc  could  fall  in 
with  the  restrictive  system.  There  is  but  one  of  two 
courses  \tft  to  oppose  the  unjust  restriction  of  commerce; 
either  to  throw  it  off,  or  fall  in  and  make  the  most  of  it. 
A  large  portion  of  South  Carolina  would  be  benefited  by 
excluding  Western  live  stock;  but  these  demonstrations 
against  ttie  Western  trade,  although  tending  to  lessen  it, 
were  soon  found  insufficient;  voluntary  associations  to  re- 
sist tlie  pKhibitory  system  can  scarcely  succeed,  when 
smunling  will  go  on  against  the  severest  penalties.  When 
we  found  the  friends  of  the  American  system  among  us 
profiting  by  our  voluntary  restrictions,  we  had  notliing  left 
but  to  trade  with  the  innocent  Kentuckian,  who  abjured 
the  tariff,  or  to  trade  with  the  smu^ling  Carolinian,  who 
was  a  friend  of  the  tariff.  As  public  sentiment,  through- 
out South  Carolina,  seemed  opposed  to  the  restrictive 
system,  in  all  its  forms,  free  trade  has  been  resumed  with 
the  West,  and  is  still  carried  on,  I  believe,  as  one  of  the 
principal  sources  of  the  commerce  and  wealth  of  that 
country.  Those  interested  in  grazing,  and  live  stock,  are 
thought  to  exceed  far  those  interested  in  manufactures,  in 
that  region.  This  will  be  seen  by  the  following  commu- 
nication, which  1  doubt  not  the  correctness  of: 

7b  the  Editors  of  the  Kentucky  Reporter, 

CCMDSRLAHD  FoRO,  Jon,  5. 

DsAB  Sib:  As  heretofore,  I  send  you  the  amount  o^ 
stock  passing  this  place,  on  the  Wilderness  and  Turnpike 
road,  during  the  year  1831,  for  markets,  which,  perhaps, 
some  of  your  many  readers  may  be  desirous  of  knowing, 
to  wit: 

Horses, 4,077 

Mules, 1»999 

Total,        -      6,076 
Hogs,   (including  307  shoats  drove 

with  beef  cattle,)      -        -        -    71,459 
SUlI-fed  beef  catUe,     ...         842 

Sheep, 387 

Probable  amount  of  all,     -        -        #980,000 

We  have  been  told  tliat  the  abolition  of  the  rights  of 
primogeniture  was  the  cause  of  depression  at  the  South; 
that  we  are  too  poor  to  live,  too  proud  to  work,  too  honor- 
able  to  resort  to  ignoble  means,  and  hence  we  rush  into 
nullification.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  is  entirely  mis- 
taken in  the  character  of  our  laws,  the  habits  of  the  people, 
and  causes  which  urge  them  on  to  nullification.  We  have 
a  law  with  us  which  subjects  all  idlers,  strollers  from 
tavern  to  tavern,  loungers,  disorderly  persons  following 
no  lawful  employment,  to  be  taken  up  for  vagrancy;  and  I 
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have  known  a  roan  deposite  his  cash  in  security  for  his 
^od  behavior,  as  the  only  alternative  lefl  him  from  be- 
mg  sold  as  a  slave  to  some  one  wiio  would  make  him  work. 
There  is  not  a  more  laborious  or  industrious  people  in  the 
world  than  the  people  of  South  Carolina;  they  live  by 
work,  while  otlicrs  live  by  their  wits.  The  only  portion 
of  our  population  who  are  exempted,  by  courtesy,  from 
working,  is  tlie  female  part.  With  us, 'the  men  support 
their  families  by  their  industry;  the  fathers  and  sons  save 
tlie  mothers  and  sisters  from  the  rays  of  tlie  sun,  or  a  de- 
pendence on  strangers.  It  is  said  tlie  progress  of  civiliza- 
tion is  marked  by  the  estimate  in  which  the  female  por- 
tion is  held  in  society.  Among  the  savaj'-cs  and  barbarians, 
it  is  considered  degrading  for  the  males  to  work;  they 
hunt,  fish,  and  engage  in  war,  but  the  females  till  the 
ground,  hoc  the  corn,  and  make  something  to  subsist  on. 
From  the  display  made  of  female  industry  in  this  debate, 
1  should  be  inclined  to  think  we  were  retrograding  to  a 
state  of  barbarism.  From  a  letter  before  me,  taking  a  sin- 
gle cotton  factory  as  a  sample,  the  whole  number  of  fe- 
males employed  m  the  cotton  factories  is  sixty-six  thou- 
sand. Where  are  the  meii?  what  are  they  doing?  Why 
do  they  not  take  the  burden  of  subsistence  and  protection 
of  tliose  females?  If  I  had  it  in  my  power,  I  would  make 
it  a  penal  offence  for  a  manufacturer  to  engage,  in  his 
employment,  an  unmarried  female,  in  the  lifetime  of 
either  parent.  The  little  pitUnce  thus  made  is  but  a  poor 
equivalent  for  the  hazard  and  danger  to  which  their  health, 
peace,  virtue,  and  honor,  are  exposed.  If  we  cannot 
boast  of  female  operatives  in  manufacturing  establishments, 
we  are  not  made  to  blush  by  the  developments  of  Magda- 
len societies. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire,  in  the  course  of  his 
speech,  made  a  suggestion  which  it  is  proper  for  me  to 
notice.  It  acquires  additional  importance  from  the  cir- 
cumstance that  similar  charges  ai-c  made  from  what  may 
be  considered  the  ministerial  quarters.  He  says,  he  hopes 
that  no  unison  of  purpose  exists  between  some  of  those 
politicians  who  urge  the  highest  duties,  as  necessary  to  the 
viul  interests  of  the  country,  and  some  of  those  who  ui^e 
to  a  forcible  existence  of  high  duties,  because  they  were 
oppressive.  1  can  assure  the  Senator,  if  the  insinuation  was 
levelled  at  me,  or  those  with  whom  1  act,  that  it  has  no 
foundation.  I  repel  the  imputation.    What  double  motive 


pensation  forseemine  what  we  are  not?  What  act  have 
we  done  which  has  shown  our  attachment  to  principle  is 
vacillating  or  ambidextrous  ?  Show  us  the  anti-tarift'  mea- 
sure we  have  opposed,  or  the  anti-tariff  man  that  we  have 
turned  from  and  abandoned. 

Let  us  see  how  far  the  honest  men,  tlie  patriots,  the 
judicious  tariff  men,  diff(^r  with  high  pressure  tariff  men. 
The  treasury  report  on  this  subject  is  nearly  identical 
with  the  resolutions  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky; 
it  proposes  to  keep  on  tlie  duties  on  all  which  are  called 
the  protected  articles.  The  political  compromising  party, 
with  which  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  acts,  con- 
stitutes the  head  of  the  tariff  column  of  attack.  If  there 
be  a  wish  to  meet  on  middle  ground,  let  the  friends  of 
protection  advance  to  the  centre;  I,  for  one,  will  not  stickle 
for  a  hair-breadth  on  this  question.  All  we  desire  is 
justice,  equality,  and  uniformity  in  the  regulation  of  the 
tariff,  so  as  to  meet  the  expenditures  of  tlie  civil  list  and 
just  wants  of  the  Government. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  animadverted  upon  the 
conduct  of  the  President  ^ttd  tern,,  the  Senator  fVom  Mary- 
land,  on  accmmt  of  his  not  constituting  the  Committee  on 
Internal  Improvements  favorable  to  increased  expenditures 
in  that  branch.  While  he  censures  for  this,  he  does  not 
give  the  honorable  Senator  credit  for  creating  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance  a  manufacturing  committee,  or  making 


the  manufacturing  committee  thoroughly  what  it  pur- 
ports to  be.  He  is  as  severe  with  the  President  pro  tern. 
as  Junius  was  with  the  Duke  of  GraAont  he  is  not  willing 
to  admit  that  he  can  do  right  by  accident.  It  is  obvious 
that  the  American  system  party  want  the  whole  game  in 
their  own  hands;  they  are  not  willing  to  surrender  any 
thing. 

The  friends  of  high  taxes  and  the  British  restrictive  sys- 
tem feel  the  full  force  of  the  breach  made  in  the  symmetry 
of  Uieir  policy  by  the  payment  of  the  national  debt.  If 
we  were  in  debt  as  much  as  Great  Britain,  no  question 
would  arise  about  the  constitutionality  of  the  tariil'.  The 
forcing  power  could  then  be  applied  to  any  extent. 
This  diflercnce  is  not  sufficiently  marked  by  those  who 
look  to  tho  policy  of  Great  Britain  as  an  example  to  be 
followed. 

Prohibitory  duties  are  but  parts  of  one  entire  whole — 
aristocracy,  monopoly,  debt.  The  wealtJi  of  the  few,  aiul 
tlie  poverty  of  the  many,  make  up  tlie  British  system;  and 
and'  tliis  is  held  up  to  us  as  an  example  to  follow,  by  the 
American  system  diampions. 

Gi*eat  reUance,  in  this  debate,  is  placed  on  the  opinions 
and  reports  of  Alexander  Hamilton.  Let  us  hear  what  he 
says  of  the  propriety  of  adopting  the  British  system: 

lie  says,  *'  I  believe  tlie  British  Government  forms  the 
best  model  the  world  ever  produced;  and  such  lias  been 
its  progress,  in  the  minds  of  many,  that  this  truth  gratlu&I- 
ly  gains  ground.  This  Government  has,  for  its  object, 
public  strength  and  additional  security.  It  is  said  with  us 
to  be  unattainable.  If  it  was  once  formed,  it  would  main* 
tain  itself.  All  communities  divide  themselves  into  tlie 
few  and  the  roany.  The  first  are  tlie  rich  and  well  born; 
the  other,  the  mass  of  the  people.  The  voice  of  the 
people  has  been  said  to  be  the  voic&  of  God;  and  however 
generally  this  maxim  has  been  quoted  and  believed,  it  is 
not  true  in  fact.  The  people  are  turbulent;  they  seldom 
judge  or  determine  right.  Give,  tlierefore,  the  first  class 
a  distinct  and  permanent  share  in  the  Government;  they 
will  check  tlie  unsteadiness  of  the  second.  As  they  cannot 
receive  any  advantage  by  the  change,  Uiey,  tliei>efore, 
will  ever  maintain  a  good  Government." 

This  is  the  language  of  tlie  great  Cory pheus  of  the  pro- 
tective policy.  The  tariff  laws  are  the  foundation^  in  f'act^ 
of  the  British  system,  on  which  tlie  **  the  rich  and  well  born" 
will  mount  and  rule  the  honest  yeomanry  of  this  country. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky,  in  his  zeal  to  hear  down 
free  trade,  with  less  than  his  usual  magnanimity  has  as- 
ssiiled  the  learned  author  of  the  Free  Trade  memorial.  He 
has  told  him  to  go  home  to  Europe,  and  inculcate  iiis  prin- 
ciples. The  same  causes  which  made  him  seek  refuge  in 
this  land  of  freedom,  still  operate  to  keep  him  here.  He 
has  been  an  American  citizen  longer  than  I  have;  he  has 
done  his  country  some  little  service,  and  lias  been  ably 
sustained  on  this  fioor.  And  let  me  tell  the  Senator  one 
tiling — if  that  individual  were  a  member  of  this  Senate,, 
he  would  defend  himself  from  the  imputations  thus  heaptd 
upon  him,  with  the  sparkling  eye  of  genius,  and  the  cut* 
ting  sarcasm  of  a  tongue  as  skilled  in  debate  w  powerful 
in  advocating  the  cause  of  truth.  1  was  the  more  surprised 
to  hear  the  denunciations  of  this  gentleman,  unce,  at  the 
Free  Trade  Convention,  he  was  looked  upon  with  some 
jealousy  for  his  supposed  political  partiality  to  tlie  Sena* 
tor  from  Kentucky.  We  live  in  strange  times,  and  seem 
to  be  acting  the  Hids^mmer  Night's  Dream — ^thoae  we  woo, 
turn  from  us;  and  those  who  woo,  we  turn  from. 

The  gentleman  is  not  b^kward  in  retaining  foreigners 
in  his  ranks.  1  will  not  say  to  Mr.  Carey,  **  Go  home.*'  I 
am  willing  that  he  may  still  remain,  and  shed  any  light  he 
may  possess  in  favor  of  the  principles  he  thinks  right.  In 
the  eulogy  which  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  pronounced 
on  the  foreign  emigrants  to  thb  country,  he  omitted  to 
notice  the  Scotch.  This  might  have  been  considered  ac> 
cidental,  but  for  the  thrust  he  made  at  the  Scotch  mer- 
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chAnt  in  another  part  of  his  argument  They  are,  by 
some  means  or  other,  put  down  as  the  friends  of  free 
trade,  and  consequently  denounceH.  Now,  the  troth  is, 
wc  have  not  in  the  country  a  rowe  industrious,  moral,  and 
worthy  class  of  people  than  the  Scotch.  Of  those  engaged 
in  a^^cuHure,  they  are  temperate,  untiling,  and  intelli- 
gent, and,  with  us,  convert  to  use  and  subsistence  a  portion 
of  our  lands  which  would  otherwise  remain  a  wild  and 
waste  wilderness. 

How  <ioc8  it  happen  that  the  Scotch  merchant  comes  in 
for  so  fau^  a  share  of  the  Senator's  vengeaifce  against  free 
traded  Is  it  because  liis  habits,  his  intelligence,  his  honesty, 
and  hir  dealing  elevate  him  in  tlie  commercial  world 
above  the  surrounding  competitors?  Is  it  because  the 
merchant  from  Old  £ngland,  and  the  merchant  from  New 
England,  flourish  not  in  the  vicini^,  but  are  banished, 
blighted,  and  withered  by  Scotch  mdustry,  and  Scotch 
sagacity?  Or  is  it  because  cotton  bagging  is  made  in  Inver- 
ness and  Dundee?  Sir,  no  nation  stands  higher  than  Scot- 
land for  the  production  of  great  men,  or  for  the  additions 
which  have  been  made  to  arts  and  sciences,  or  to  the  im- 
provements of  society,  moral  or  intellectual.  1  will  not 
detract  from  the  Gaelic  character,  or  irreverently  speak 
of  a  people  who  boast  of  such  countrymen  as  Bruce, 
Burns,  and  Brougham. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  been  kind  and  re- 
spectful to  South  Carolina,  while  he^reprobated  her  prin- 
ciples, and  made  war  upon  her  friends.  He  will  pardon 
me  for  telling  him  what  the  people  of  that  State  think  of 
the  rival  Western  candidates  for  the  firat  honors  of  the 
country.  They  think  tiie  Senator  from  Kentucky  is  a 
*'  whole  hog"  tariff  man,  and  that  General  Jackson  is  not 
much  of  atarifi'man.  Their  principles  form  their  asso- 
dations;  and  the  present  ultra  notions  of  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky,  upon  matters  of  constitutional  law  and  public 
policy,  place  an  impassable  gulf  between  them  and  him. 
Vtt  honor  him  for  his  eloquence — for  his  early  opposition 
to  federal  encroachments — ^particularly  his  opposition  to 
thc^  incorporation  of  the  United  States'  Bank.  We  value 
bis  services  during  the  late  war,  when  he  stood  forth  the 
champion  of  his  country  against  a  bold  and  talented  mino- 
rity. We  are  grateful  to  him,  and  his  associates,  for  their 
success  in  procuring  an  honorable  peace — ^for  his  present 
principles  and  his  present  policy,  we  praise  him  not. 

Among  other  animadversions  upon  the  temper  mani- 
fested in  the  South,  the  Senator  Trom  New  Je!*8ey  has  read 
»  piece  from  a  Southern  paper,  headed  **  A  call  to  arms." 
Upon  being  asked  fur  his  authority,  it  turns  out  to  be  from 
the  Richmond  Enquirer.  And  this  is  quoted  to  us  in  such 
a  way  as  to  induce  a  belief  that  the  people  were  even  now^ 
falhng  into  ranks,  to  oppose  by  force  tlie  Government; 
and,  of  course,  it  could  be  no  other  people  than  the  hot- 
headed nulliiication  party.  Sir,  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  understands  the  Richmond  Enquirer  on  some  points; 
and  I  am  surprised  that  he  should  seem  disposed  to  hold 
the  South  responsible  for  the  belligerent  call  of  Thomas 
Hitchie. 

There  was  a  time  when,  whatever  appeared  in  that  pa- 
per, (one  of  the  most  influential  and  widely  circulated 
papers  in  the  Southern  country, )  might  be  considered  as 
indicating  the  temjier  of  the  South.  That  time  has  gone 
by.  We  were  wont  to  look  upon  Richmond  as  the  West 
Point — the  strong  post  on  our  frontier — mounted  by  the 
Enquirer,  under  whose  battery  we  reposed  in  safety  and 
security.  But  such  is  not  the  case  now.  While  our  old 
men  aixl  women,  and  little  children,  rested  in  safety  by 
day,  and  security  by  night,  in  defiance  of  Southern  interest 
and  Southern  feelings,  the  sentinel  on  the  wall,  with  un- 
equalled perfidy,  recreant  iind  traitorous,  turned  his  fire 
upon  his  own  people,  and,  as  far  as  he  could,  spread  de- 
solation in  his  own  camp.  He  is  the  survivor  of  Nat  Tur- 
ner, and  the  confederate  of  Lundy  and  GaiTlson. 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  Thursday,  the  23d. 


ThVBSDAT,  FEBnUAKT  23. 

TERRITORIAL  JUDGES. 

The  following  resolution  was  submitted  by  Mr. 
HOLMES,  (and  agreed  to  on  the  following  da^:) 

Besolved,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  be  in- 
structed to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  providing,  by 
law,  for  a  more  permanent  tenure  of  office  for  the  judges 
of  the  territories  of  the  .United  States,  or  for  a  different 
mode  of  appointing  them  than  is  now  provided. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Don  Carlos  Dehault  Delassus,  to- 
gether with  the  amendment  reported  thereto  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  Claims;  and,  after  some  debate,  in  which  Mr. 
JOHNSTON  advocated  the  allowance  of  the  claim  to  its 
full  extent,  and  Mr.  RUGGLES  replied,  the  bill  was,  on 
motion  of  Mr.  SMITH,  laid  on  the  table. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  reso- 
lution submitted  by  Mr.  Clat,  together  with  Mr.  Hathe's 
amendment. 

Mr.  MIIiL^R  concktded  his  remarks  commenced  on 
Tuesday,  (as  reported  above.) 

Mr.  DALLAS  then  took  the  floor,  and  moved  an  ad- 
journment. 

FniDAT,  FSBKUABT  24. 

Tliis  day  was  spent  in  the  consideration  of  various  pri- 
vate bills,  and  in  executive  business;  after  which. 
The  Senate  atljourned  to  Monday. 

Monday,  FsnauABT  27. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  laid  on  the  table  an  amendment  which, 
he  stated,  he  had  intended  to  propose  to  the  bill  **for 
the  apportionment  of  representatives  among  the  several 
States  according  to  the  fifth  census,"  when  the  same 
should  be  under  consideration;  and  he  also  laid  on  the  table 
sundry  documents  relating  to  the  subject  of  said  bill;  and 
ordered  that  the  amendment  and  documents  be  printed 
for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

•    THE  TARIFF. 

The  resolution  of  Mr.  Clat  being  resumed, 

M.".  DALLAS  rose.  Unaccustomed,  said  he,  to  the 
contests  of  deliberative  bodies,  and  deeply  sensible  how 
little  claim  I  possess  to  the  attention  of  so  experienced  a 
council  astiiis  Senate,  1  have  shrunk  with  solicitude,  here- 
tofore, from  venturing  to  participate  in  its  most  import;  iit 
discussion. 

Bringing  with  me  to  your  hall  no  recollection  or  pre- 
tence of  past  services  fur  the  common  good,  no  ability  to 
enlighten,  and  no  erudition  with  which  to  add  to  the  stores 
of  your  wisdom,  I  am  painfully  assured  that  personal  pru- 
dence should  keep  me  silent.  The  force,  fervor,  and 
brilliancy  of  the  distingtiished  gentlemen  who  have  pre- 
ceded me,  rendered  doubly  effective  by  the  remembrance 
of  their  former  toils  and  achievements  fijr  the  prosperity 
and  honor  of  our  country,  add  peril  to  the  temerity  of  my 
undertaking,  and  1  would  gladly  have  escaped  the  dan- 
ger by  avoiding  to  attract  your  notice. 

There  are  times,  however,  sir,  when  selfish  apprehen- 
sions must  be  surmounted  by  the  impulsesof  duty;  there  are 
positions  which  seem  not  merely  to  require,  but  to  justify, 
individual  presumption;  and  there  are  some  absorbing 
questions  of  general  policy  which  a  public  agent  or  re- 
presentative must  not  be  allured  from  confronting,  by 
timid  suggcstioiui,  springing  from  an  honest  sense  of  infe- 
riority. Such  times  are  the  present;  such  a  position  is 
that  of  a  Senator  deputed  hither  by  the  commonwealth  of 
Pennsylvania;  and  such  a  question  is  the  one  involved  in 
the  original  resolution  oftered  for  adoption  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Kentucky,  and  the  amendment  or  substitute  ten- 
dered by  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina. 
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I  approach  the  subject,  ^Mr.  President,  simply  with  a 
desire  to  discharge,  in  reference  to  it,  the  debt  I  owe  to 
the  country  and  to  my  constituents.  Fresh  from  the  walks 
of  private  mdustr}',  I  feel  unshackled  as  to  the  present  by 
any  commitments  in  the  past.  I  am  wedded  by  former 
vows  or  promises  to  no  systems;  bound  to  assert,  in  main- 
tenance of  political  consistency,. no  doctrine  but  that  of 
republicanism;  and  pledged  to  no  measures,  except  those 
which  my  understanding  and  unbiassed  judgment  may  in- 
dicate as  best  for  the  stability,  reputation,  and  happiness 
of  an  immense  and  augmenting,  a  free  and  virtuous,  peo- 
ple. This  attitude  has  its  dangers  as  well  as  its  advan- 
tages: its  dangers  restricted  to  myself,  I  willingly  encounter; 
its  advantages,  I  would  cheerfully  exchange  for  the  tried 
wisdom,  the  justly  accorded  weight,  and  tlie  practised 
ability  of  those  who  surround  me. 

Finy-six  years  have  ripened  this  confederated  nation  to 
a  condition  of  unprecedented  and  incontestable  greatness: 
greatness  in  extent;  greatness  in  resources;  greatness  in 
moral  and  intellectual  character;  greatness  in  political 
structure  and  jurisprudence;  greatness  in  the  renown 
which  follows  just  and  successful  wars;  and  greatness 
which  results  from  the  acquiation  of  a  before  unknown 
sum  of  human  contentment  and  freedom.  Providence 
has  smiled  upon  the  work  of  our  progenitors,  and  has 
blessed  its  process.  The  whole  civdized  world  has 
marked,  with  reiterated  astonishment,  the  rapidity  of  our 
advancement;  and,  at  this  moment,  from  the  Pisgah  of  Elast- 
ern  eminence,  exulting  and  longing  myriads  are  pointing 
to  our  Western  institutions  as  the  objects  towards  which 
they  have  yet  fruitlessly  journeyed  through  a  wilderness 
of  ages  and  of  wretchedness. 

This  glorious  inheritance,  even  w^hile  some  of  those  by 
whose  valor  and  wisdom  it  was  founded,  fashioned,  and 
fostered,  are  still  living  to  enjoy  and  adorn  it,  has  devolved 
upon  us.  The  descent  is  one  of  which  we  cannot  be  too 
proud,  of  which  we  cannot  be  too  careful.  Let  us  guard 
it  with  jealous  veneration:  and  if  it  be  true,  as  I  fear  it  is, 
that  we  do  not  possess  that  original  and  perennial  source 
or  fund  of  virtue  and  of  mind  which  would  enable  us  to 
enlarge  or  exalt  it,  let  us,  at  least  imitatively,  pledge  our 
lives,  our  fortunes,  and  our  sacred  honors,  to  maintain  it 
as  it  now  is. 

The  solemnity  of  this  invocation,  Mr.  President,  is  ap- 
propriate to  the  period  at  which  we  have  arrived,  and  the 
parties  by  which  we  are  distracted.  A  novel  and  unparal- 
leled event  is  on  the  eve  of  consummation,  and  may  be 
regarded  as  already  accomplished.  Thirteen  States  have 
expanded  into  twenty-four;  four  millions  of  freemen  have 
increased  to  nearly  foui*teen;  tlie  first  and  second  wars  of 
independence  have  been  triumphantly  conducted;  trea- 
sures of  almost  incalculable  amount  have  been  generously 
expended  by  a  united  and  generous  people;  the  reputa- 
tion of  the  land  has  been  immeasurably  elevated;  and  yet 
the  half  century  of  our  existence  closes  with  resources 
not  only  not  undiminished,  but  boundlessly  auguinented, 
with  public  faith  unbroken,  and  with  the  national  debt 
extinguished!  I  will  not,  sir,  dwell  upon  these  extraor- 
dinary truths;  I  will  not  draw  an  invidious  contrast  with 
the  condition  of  less  favored  countries  or  Governments; 
but  this  I  will  say,  that  he  who  can  reflect  upon  these 
wonderful  achievements  of  our  people  and  Uieir  policy, 
without  gratitude  to  both,  without  delight  and  pride,  must 
be  more  or  less  than  an  American  patriot. 

Who  is  there,  sir,  that,  seeing  this  g^eat  result  of  our 
councils  and  forecast,  can  desire  a  change  in  the  organic 
structure  or  practical  legislation  by  which  it  has  been  ef- 
fected? I  have  heard  much  on  this  floor  of  sectional 
divisions,  sectional  interests,  sectional  doctrines,  sectional 
feelings,  and  sectional  parties;  of  the  East,  the  South,  and 
the  West;  but  1  cannot  adopt  the  language,  and  will  not 
entertiin  the  sentiments  by  which  it  is  prompted.  1  chum 
no  peculiar  merit  for  tl\e  noble  commonwealth  whose  re- 


presentative I  am,  for  her  uniform  devotion  to  the  union 
and  democracy  of  these  States — for  her  unwavering  co- 
operation in  all  the  efforts  wbic|i  have  carried  the  nation 
to  its^iresent  exaltation;  she  has  done  no  more,  and  no  less, 
tlian  other  portions  of  our  republic.  But  I  will  not  re- 
cognise the  right,  claimed  frpm  what  quarter  it  may  be, 
to  mar  and  deface  the  monument  of  our  common  labors; 
to  tear  down  piecemeal,  or  at  a  blow,  the  structure  which 
every  hand  has  equally  and  simultaneously  contributed  to 
erect*,  to  prostrate  and  crumble  into  dust  the  fairest  fabric 
ever  yet  reared  by  the  energies  and  virtues  of  confederat- 
ed freemen. 

I  trust  that  I  shall  not  be  misunderstood.     My  allunoni 
have  no  particular  direction.     Standing,  as  it  were,  upon 
the  soil  of  my  native  State,  and  surveying,  with  pro- 
found attachment  and  respect,  the  sister  republics  which 
encircle  her,  Lean  have,  as  she  can  have,  no  interest,  ob- 
ject, or  desire,  but  for  the  general  peace,  prosperity,  and 
happiness.     It  is  in  these  only  that  Pennsylvania  can  de- 
light; it  is  in  these  only  that  ^e  can  find  her  own  tnn* 
auillity  and  content.     Suppose,  sir,  for  one  moment,  that 
sne  consented  to  address  the  respective  sections  of  our 
country,  with  a  view  to  inculcate  or  to  beseech  harmony 
and  conciliation,  how  would  she  do  it?    By  recurring  to 
past  errors  of  opinion,  or  misconduct  in  practice?    By 
weighing  the  demerits  of  one  with  the  merits  of  another  f 
By  adopdng,  and  reiterating,  and  enforcing  every  species 
of  crimination  and  recrimmation?      No,  sir.    An  error 
atoned  for  is  forgotten;  an  injury  repaired  is  a  benefit.  It 
is  wiser,  it  is  better,  to  remember  virtues  and  servicea, 
than  to  exasperate  with  tho  repetition  of  imagined  or  real 
wrongs.     1  think  she  would  say  to  the  East,  you  were  the 
cradle  of  tlie  infiint  liberties  of  America^  your  sons  fought 
the  earliest  battles  of  independence;  your  prowess marslul- 
led  the  colonies  from  their  vassalage^  ana  your  wise  men 
toiled  with  indefatigable  zeal  to  mould  the  existing  form 
of  National  Government     Will  you  compress  to  destruo> 
tion  that  which  bids  fair  to  be  an  everlasting  monument  of 
your  love  of  freedom  and  of  order  ?    I  think  site  would 
say  to  the  South — our  warmest  affections  are  with  you; 
we  have  sympathized  in  every  diversity  of  political  suc- 
cess and  defeat;  you  have  shed  your  blood  profusely  in 
asserting  and  sustaining  our  common  honor  and  our  com- 
mon rights;  we  know  your  patriotism,  which,  though, 
like  tiie  mariner's  needle,  it  may  suddenly  and  casually, 
amid  the  boisterous  waves  of  party  contention,  tremulously 
vibrate  and  depart  from  its  true  direction,  will  neverthe- 
less instinctively  return,  and  steadily  pouit  to  the  pole  of 
union  and  of  concord;  we  still  love  you;  we  will  still  lis- 
ten to  you  with  fond  partiality;  and  we  will  submit  to 
almost  any  sacrifice  which  can  promote  your  welfare. 
Surely,  you  will  not  break,  as  an  empty  bubble,  tlie  orb 
which  you  so  truly  adorn,  and  to  preserve  wliich  we  have 
so  long  and  unitedly  labored.     I  think,  sir,  she  would  say 
to  tlie  West — you  are  the  cherished  offspring  of  the  con- 
federacy, inheriting  and  exhibiting  all  tlie  £gh  qualities 
of  your  ancestry;  you  are  destined  speedily  to  surpass  us 
in  physical  strengUi,  and  at  least  to  equal,  if  you  do  not 
overshadow,  us  in  the  vigorous  resources  of  intellect  and 
of  enterprise;  you  have  a  genial  climate,  a  prolific  soil, 
and  a  hai*dy  yeomanry;  do  not,  like  an  ambitious  slioot, 
too  unsparingly  absorb  the  vital  sap  of  your  parent  stem; 
repay,  with  magnanimous  forbearance,  the  kindness  which 
cl/enshed  your  youth,  and  gjave  you  the  means  of  rapid  and 
imposing  maturity.     Such,  Mr.  President,  would  be  the 
tone  of  Pennsylvania;  dictated  by  no  selfish  policy,  «w 
covertly  aiming  at  no  peculiar  advantage;  but  profoundly 
and  devotedly  intent  upon  the  restoration  of  fraternal 
feeling,  upon  maintaining  the  pai'amount  fmd  priceless 
blessing  of  our  bond  of  union ! 

If,  su*,  in  tlie  picture  I  have  sketched  of  tlie  condition 
of  our  country,  shades  have  been  omitted  which  really 
exist,  they  ought  to  be  introduced^  they  ought  to  be 
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frankly  met,  and  the  attembled  wisdom  of  the  lespeUtive 
bodies  should  anxiously  devise  remedies  and  relief.  The 
iropreaaive  and  {gloomy  description  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina,  [Ifr.  Hatitb,]  as  to  the  actual  state  and 
wretched  prospects  of  his  immediate  fellow-citizens, 
awaken»the  liveliest  sympathy,  and  should  command  our 
attention.  It  is  their  rifht;  it  is  our  duty.  I  cannot  feel 
indifferent  to  the  suff*enngs  of  any  portion  of  the  Ame- 
rican people;  and  esteem  it  inconsistent  with  the  scope 
and  purpose  of  the  federal  constitution,  that  anymajority« 
no  matter  how  large,  should  connive  at  or  protract  the 
oppression  or  miserv  of  any  minority,  no  matter  how 
small.  1  disclaim  and  detest  the  idea  of  making*  one  part 
subservient  to  another;  of  feasting  qpon  the  extorted  sub- 
stance of  my  countrymen;  of  enriching  my  own  region 
by  draining  the  fertility  and  resources  of  a  neighbor;  of 
becomin|^  wealthy  with  spoils  which  leave  their  legitimate 
owners  impoverished  and  desolate.  But,  sir,  I  want  proof 
of  a  fact,  whose  existence,  at  least  as  described,  it  is  dif- 
ficult even  to  concave:  and,  above  all,  I  want  the  true 
causes  of  that  fact  to  be  ascertained;  to  be  brought  within 
the  reach  of  legislative  remedy,  and  to  have  that  remedy 
of  a  nature  which  may  be  applied  without  producing  more 
msxrhiefs  than  those  it  proposes  to  cure.  The  proneness 
to  exaggerate  social  evils  is  greatest  With  the  most  pa^ 
triotic.  Temporary  embarrassment  is  sensitively  appre- 
hended to  be  permanent.  Every  day's  experience  teaches 
how  apt  we  are  to  magnify  partial  mto  universal  distress, 
and  with  what  difficulty  an  excited  imaigination  rescues 
itself  from  despondency.  It  will  not  do,  sir,  to  act  upon 
the  glowing  or  pathetic  delineations  of  a  gifled  orator;  it 
will  not  do,  to  become  enlisted,  by  ardent  exhortations,  in 
s  crusade  against  established  systems  of  policy;  it  will  not 
do,  to  demolish  the  walls  of  our  citadel  to  the  sounds  of 
plaintive  eloquence,  or  fire  the  temple  at  the  call  of  im- 
passioned enthusiasm. 

What,  sir,  is  the  cause  of  Southern  distress?  Has  any 
gentleman  yet  ventured  to  designate  it?  Can  any  one  do 
more  than  suppose,  or  argumentatively  assume  it?  I  am 
neither  willing  nor  competent  to  flatter.  To  praise  the 
honorable  Senator  from  South  Carolina  would  be 

**  To  add  pf  rfome  to  the  rioted- 
Waitefiil  and  riaiculout  vaeeM.** 

Bat  if  he  has  failed  to  discover  the  source  of  the  evils  he 
deplores,  who  can  unfold  it?  Amid  the  warm  and  indis- 
criminating  denunciations  with  which  he  has  assailed  the 
jSoficy  of  protecting  domestic  manufactures  and  native 
produce,  he  frankly  avows  that  he  would  not  **  deny  that 
there  are  other  causes  besides  the  tariff*  which  have  con- 
tributed to  produce  the  evils  which  he  has  depicted." 
What  are  those  "other  causes?"  In  what  proportion 
have  they  acted'  How  much  of  this  dark  shadowing  is 
ascribable  to  each  nngly,  and  to  all  in  combination?  Would 
the  tariff*  be  at  all  felt,  or  denounced,  if  these  other  causes 
were  not  in  operation  ?  Would  not,  in  fact,  its  influence,  its 
discriminations,  its  inequalities,  its  oppressions,  but  for 
these  **  other  causes,"  be  shaken  by  the  elasticity  and 
energy  and  exhaustless  spirit  of  the  South,  as  ''dew- 
drops  from  the  lion's  mane?'*  These  inquiries,  sir,  'must 
be  satisfactorily  answered  before  we  can  be  justly  required 
to  legislste  away  an  entire  system.  If  it  be  the  root  of 
ail  evil,  let  it  be  exposed  and  demolished.  If  its  poison- 
ous exhalations  be  but  partial,  let  us  preserve  such  por- 
tions as  are  innoxious.  If,  as  the  luminary  of  day,  it  be 
pare  and  salutary  in  itself,  let  us  not  wish  it  extinguished, 
because  of  the  shadows,  clouds,  and  darkness,  which  ob- 
scure its  brightness  or  impede  its  vivifying  power. 

Sir,  there  are  **  other  causes"  than  the  policy  of  pro- 
tection, to  which  our  Southern  brethren  mignt,  and,  in  my 
opinion,  ouglit  to  impute  the  deplored  evils  under  which 
they  suff^er.  Some  of  these  are  adequate  to  produce,  and, 
if  not  pn>videntia]ly  arrested  in  their  progress,  will!  una- 
Toidably  produce,  calamities  far  more  extensive  and  ideso. 
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lating  than  9ny  yet  experienced.  Evenr  day,  every  hour, 
augments  their  force,  enlai^vs  their  sphere,  and  manifesti 
their  agency.  Nor  is  their  onward  march  a  sketch  of 
fancy,  or  the  conclusion  of  plausible  argument:  it  is  a  fact, 
diacemible  to  every  eye,  Known  to  every  well-informed 
man  in  the  country,  appreciated  by  every  candid  one,  and 
disputed  by  none.  The  delusion  and  mistake  he  in  consi- 
dering these  **.other  caases"  as  secondary  and  slight,  in- 
stead of  primary  and  powerful:  in  insiting  upoh  a  subject 
of  political  dislikei  consequences  fidrly  and  obviously  at- 
tributable to  specific,  natural,  social,  or  moral  agencies: 
in  fastening  upon  the  tariff*,  as  fanatics  are  apt  to  fasten 
upon  their  reputed  conjurer  or  ^mard,  the  storm  of  the 
elements,  the  barrenneas  of  plantations,  the  debility  aris- 
ing from  constitutional  disease,  and  the  mysterious  opera- 
tions of  decay. 

I  have  said  that  **  other  causes"  exist,  adequate  to  all  the 
lamented  distresses.  Among  these,  is  one  which,  alone,  un- 
aided by  co-operation  from  others,  necessarily  leads  to  re- 
sults of  widespread,  protracted,  and  conspicuous  embar- 
rassment and  desolation.  The  great  Soatfiem  staple, 
cottony  is  the  product  of  an  exhausting  plant— a  plant 
which  feeds  voraciously  upon  the  fertili^  and  strength  of 
the  best  soils.  Every  returning  season  finds  the  euth  in 
which  it  is  cultivated  less  competent  to  supply  its  exactions, 
and  sustaining,  therefore,  a  less  hardy  and  generousgrowth. 
The  ultiHiate  dissatisfaction  of  the  planter,  whose  produce 
thus  annually  diminishes,  is  tnevitaole.  He  struf^les,  per- 
haps for  years,  in  fruitless  efforts  to  revive  tlie  orieinal  fe- 
cundity of  his  fiirm;  to  arrest,  at  least,  its  gradual  £crease 
from  eight  or  six  bales,  by  the  hand,  to  two  or  three:  and 
he  submits  to  the  reduction  of  his  profits  and  m«ny  depri- 
vations, rather  than  abandon  a  home  to  which  be  has  oe- 
come  habituated,  a  neigborhood  in  which  he  has  acquired 
character  and  friends,  and  a  social  circle  to  which  his  fa- 
mily are  endeared  and  i^ached.  But  the  finaJ  period  of 
oomparative  sterility  must  arrive;  the  season  wherein  la^ 
bor  will  be  unrewarded,  granaries  unreplenished,  and 
means  unrenewed,  must  come  to  him  or  to  his  successor: 
and,  when  that  period  is  at  liand,  the  dejected  and  dis- 
appointed owner  looks  elsewhere  for  consolation  and  re- 
source. Then  it  is,  sir,  the  impelled  and  adventurous 
husbandman  of  North  and  South  Carolina,  while  he  has  yet 
scarcely  entertained  the  project  of  removal,  casts  his  anx- 
ious eyes  upon  the  immense  region,  in  his  immediate  vici- 
nity, of  land,  much  che^iper  than  in  his  native  State,  of 
virgin  soil,  upon  whose  charms  his  fiivorite  voluptuary  has 
not  yet  battened,  of  e^ual,  if  not  superior,  climate,  and 
of  ascertained  fitness,  m  every  respect,  for  the  plant  to 
which  his  skill  and  industry  have  long  been  adapted.  Is 
it  surprising  that  this  boundless  range  of  territory  should 
attract  capital  and  enterprise  to  the  culture  of  cotton  from 
all  parts  of  the  country?  That  the  (|uaatity  of  production 
should  rapidly  augment,  and  its  relative  value  or  price  iaO, 
or  that  it  should  offer  temptations,  irreristible  by  conscious 
industry  and  frugality,  to  abandon  the  comparatively  spent 
farms  heretofore  tilled? 

Men,  sir,  will  change  their  abodes,  under  the  circttm- 
stances  to  which  I  have  adverted,  by  an  impulse  which 
may  almost  be  renamed  as  a  law  of  our  nature.  The  se- 
rious concerns  of  life  are  not,  cannot,  and  ought  not  to 
be  reguUted  by  the  amiable  sentiments  which  connect 
tliemselves  with  the  recollections  of  the  past.  We  quit 
the  homes  of  our  ancestors,  the  graves  of  our  kindred, 
the  hills  and  valleys  of  our  childhood,  with  many  a  sigh, 
it  is  true,  and  with  many  a  longing,  lingering  look  behind; 
but  we  quit  them  all,  with  proud  and  self-sustaininjr  reso- 
lution, in  pursuit  of  subsistence,  of  settlements  for  our 
children,  of  personal  and  permanent  independence.  Such 
have  been  the  course  of  human  conduct,  and  the  career 
of  human  action,  in  all  ages,  and  in  every  quarter  of  the 
globe.  The  land  of  promise  was,  and  always  will  be,  tlie 
goal  of  ceaseless  emigration.     We,  sir,  especially,  are  a 
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mijp^topy  people.  With  almost- every  range  of  climate, 
and  an  unlimited  extent  of  land  wherefrom  to  choose,  •<a 
world  before  us,  and  Providence  our  guide,"  our  readi- 
ness to  improve  the  condition  of  life,  by  entering  upon  new 
scenes  of  activity,  is  at  the  same  time  unobstructed  by  the 
difficulties  and  doubts  which  repel  the  inhabitants  of  other 
countries.  Our  political  institutions  are  every  where 
throughout  our  continent  the  same.  Our  language,  with 
inconsiderable  and  few  exceptions,  is  uniform:  our  medium 
of  exchange,  money,  coin,  and  even  one  species  of  bank 
paper,  is  identical  i  the  great  practical  hindrances  are  un- 
known to  ust  and  we  may  pass  through  every  degree  of 
salubrious  temperature,  and  over  thousand^  of  leagues, 
changing  in  our  progress  nothing  but  the  sky.and  the  soil. 
Hence  it  is  that  we  have  long  since  turned  our  backs 
upon  the  Atlantic  and  its  shores,  to  gaze  upon,  and  to  bend 
our  steps  towards  the  lich  plains,  the  laughing  valleys,  the 
thronged  rivers,  and  the  health-inspiring  hills,  of  the  Ame- 
rican .  West. 

If,  then,  sir,  the  appalling  picture  of  the  honorable  Se- 
nator from  South  Carolina  be  strictly  tnie:  and  if  it  be 
also  true,  aa  no  one  has  been  or  can  be  adventurous  enough 
to  deny,  that  the  regions  luring  immediately  to  the  west  of 
those  districts  which  his  picture  is  designed  to  represent, 
are  open  and  still  opening  for  a  cheapeV  and  more  abun- 
dant growth  of  the  very  cotton  to  whose  depreciated  va- 
lue he  ascribes  Southern  distress  and  complaint,  I  recog- 
nise, in  the  cause  to  which  I  have  referred,  an  adecjuate 
cause:  a  causo  absolutely  distinot  from  the  tariff:  a  cause, 
in  its  origin  and  effects,  transcendently  beyond  the  course 
of  any  policy;  a  cause,  oat  of  the  reach  of  legislative  re- 
medy: a  cause  which  human  ageots  are  utteny  incompe- 
tent to  control,  arrest^  mitigate,  or  modify. 

Sir,  this  incurable  and  impracticable  cause  made  its  ef- 
fects, to  a  certain  extent^  visible,  before  the  tariff  of  1824 
was  enacted,  and  before  that  of  1816  could  possibly  have 
been  felt:  not  long  tMr  -Mississippi  became  a  State,  in 
1817:  shortly  after  Arkansas,  became  a  territory,  in  March, 
1819:  shortly  after  the  acquisition  of  the  Floridas,  in  Feb- 
ruary, 1819:  and  shortly  after  Alabama  was  embraced  aa 
a  member  of  the  Union,  in  December,  1819.  An  intelli- 
gent and  observing  traveller,  in  18^2  and  1823,  could  then 
see  the  deplored  evils  in  progress.  He  could  then  notice 
that  the  productiveness  of  cotton  lands  increased  ax  he 
journeyed  towards  the  setting  sun;  that  the  ability  of  each 
hand  would  double  or  treble  its  crop  every  hundred  or 
two  hundred  miles;  and  that  western  Carolina,  following 
the  epimple  of  the  eastern,  was  becoming  comparatively 
neglected  or  deserted  by  a  population  which  sought  more 
fertile  and  rewarding  soils.  .  He  could,  tJien,  in  the  lan- 
guage of  the  honorable  Senator,  '^see  fields  abandoned, 
the  hospitable  mansions  of  fathers  deserled;  ag^riculture 
drooping;  slaves,  like  their  masters,  working  harder  and 
faring  worse;  and  tlie  planter  striving  with  unavailing  ef- 
forts to  avert  the  ruin  which  is  before  him:"  he  could  then 
see  *'the  once  tliriving  planter  reduced  to  despair;  cursing 
his  hard  fate,  gathering  up  the  small  remnants  of  h'lk  bro- 
ken fortune,  and,  with  bis  wife  and  his  little  ones,  tearing 
himself  from  the  scenes  of  his  childhood,  and  the  boneaof 
his  ancestors,  to  seek  in  the  wilderness  that  reward  for  bis 
ndustr}',"  of  which  the  gradual  exhaustion  of  his  inherited 
soil,  and  the  teeming-richnessof  new  and  neighboring  re- 
gions, **  had  deprived  him."  And  even  since  then,  this 
incurable  and  impracticable  cause  has  been  aggravated, 
as  the  northern  portions  of  Louisiana  have  become  acces- 
sible to  population,  and  subjected  to  agricultural  pursuits. 
This  incurable  and  impracticable  cause  will  long  continue 
to  operate,  increasing  in  power  as  it  enlarges  in  scope; 
but  whether,  in  a  national  aspect,  it  be,  in  the  aggregate, 
for  good  or  evil,  no  human  capacity  can  determine.  View- 
ed with  reference  to  the  strictly  Sontliern  States  alone,  no 
one  deplores  its  effects  more  sincerely  than  I  do.  The 
Carolinas  havdnobly  stemmed  it  thus  fiw;  the  general  sum 


of  their  wealth  and  numbers  augmenting,  in  its  spite,  stea- 
dily and  surely.  But  the  entire  Union — ^the  whole  people 
of  the  United  States— cannot  well  be  deemed  injuriously 
affected  by  a  process  which  transfers  the  citizens  of  one 
commonwealth  to  another;  which  converts  the  .unhappy 
and  discontented  planters  of  the  Atlantic  coast  into  thriv- 
ing and  joyous  settlers  of  inland  regions;  which,  however 
much  it  may  depopulate  and  desolate  the  East,  carries 
capital,  industr}',  intelligence,  and  the  arts,  to  develop 
the  resources  and  ensure  the  felicity  of  the  West. 

I'hat  other  causes  still,  Mr.  President,  for  Southern  dis- 
tress, do  exist,  cannot  be  doubted.     They  combine  with 
the  one  I  have  indicated,  and  are  equally  unconnected 
with  the  manufacturing  policy.     One  of  these  it  is  pecu- 
Itai'ly  painful  to  advert  to«  and,  when  1  mention  it,  1  beg 
honorable  Senators  not  to  suppose  that  I  do  it  in  the  spirit 
of  taunt,  ofrepruaci),  or  of  idle  declamation.     Regarding 
it  as  a  mi^ortune  merely,  not  as  a  fault;  as  a  disease  in- 
lierited,  not  incurred;  perhaps  to  be  aJleviate«l,  but  not 
eradicated,  I  should  feel  self-condemned  were  I  to  treat 
it  other  than  as  an  existing  fact,  whose  merit  or  demerit, 
apart  from  the  question  under  debate,  is  shielded  from 
commentary  by  the  highest  and  most  just  considentions. 
I  refer,  sir,  to  the  character  of  Southern  labor,  in  itself, 
and  in  its  influence  oo  others.     Incapable,of  adaptation  to 
tlve  ever-varying  changes  of  human  society  and  existence, 
it  retains  tl\e  communities  in  which  it  is  establislfed,  in  a 
condition  of  apparent  and  comparative  inertness.    The 
hghts  of  science,  and  the  improvements  of  art,  which 
vivify  and  accelerate  elsewl^ere,  cannot  penetrate,  or,  if 
t)[iey  do,  penetrate  with  dilatory  inefficiency,  among  its 
operatives.      They  are  merely  instinctive  and  passive. 
While  the  intellectual  industry  of  other  parts  of  this  coun- 
try springs  elastically  forward  at  every  fresh  impulse,  and 
manual  labor  is  propelled  and  redoubled  by  countless  in- 
ventions, machines,  and  contrivances^  instantly  understood 
and  at  once  exercised,  the  South  remains  stationary,  inac- 
cessible to  such  encouraging  and  invigorating  aids.    Nor 
is  it  possible  to  be  wholly  blind  to  the  moral  effect  of  tliis 
species  of  labor  upon  tliose  freemen  among  whom  it  ex- 
ists. A  disrelish  for  humble  and  hardy  occupation;  s  pride 
adverse  to  drudgery  and  toil;  a  dread  that  to  partake  in 
the  employments  allotted  to  color,  may  be  accompanied 
also  by  its  degraclation,  are  natural  and  inevitable,    'fbe 
high  and  lofty  qualities  which,  in  other  scenes  and  for 
other  purposes,  characterize  and  adorn  our  Southern  bre- 
thren, are  fatal  to  the  enduring  patience,  the  corporal  ex' 
ertion,  and  the  pains-taking  simplicity,  by  which  onl>  » 
successful  yeomanry  can  be  formed.     When,  in  fact,  sir, 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  asscrU  that  "slaves  arc 
too  improvident,  too  incapable  of  that  minute,  constant 
delicate  attention,  and  that  persevering  industry  which  is 
essential  to  the  success  of  manufacturing  establishments, 
he  himself  admits  the  defect  in  the  condition  of  Southern 
labor,  by  which  the  progress  of  his  favorite  section  must 
be  relai'ded.    He  admits  an  inability  to  keep  pace  with  the 
rest  of  the  world.     He  admits  an  inherent  weakness;  a 
weakness  neither  engendered  nor  aggravated  by  tlietarifi 
--•which,  as  societies  are  now  constituted  and  directed,  mvi** 
drag  in  the  rear,  and  be  distanced  in  the  common  race. 

Sir,  in  further  exploring  the  real  causes  of  the  distresses 
so  pathetically  delineated,  I  might  call  your  attention  to 
the  general  state  of  trade,  domestic  and  foreign,  through- 
Out  all  Christendom.  The  South  cannot  claim  to  be  exempt 
from  a  universal  viHitation.  Her  staples  must  sink  in  com- 
parative value,  as  have  sunk  the  staples  of  every  other 
State  or  people.  Her  agricultural  ]iroduce  cannot  alone 
commancl  the  high  price  of  former  years^  She,  too,  must 
submit  to  feel  the  necessary  and  pervading  iii0ifence  of  » 
long  European  peace,  following  upon  an  almost  uninter- 
rupted century  of  war;  of  a  general  and  eager  resumption 
of  the  primitive  and  productive  occupations  of  men,  br 
hundreds  of  thousands  heretofore  set  apart  solelf  to  con- 
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same  or  to  destroy?  oF  a  consequent  excess  beyond  the 
watnts  of  maakind,  In  all  the  articles  essential  to  our  sub- 
s.*stence,  comfort.  Or  safety.  The  redaction  in  the  price 
of  cotton,  induced  by  an  over-production,  not  merely  in 
the  Unitc<l  States,  but  in  the  East  Indies  and  elsewhere, 
U  less  than  might  reasonably  have  been  expected;  and, 
instead  of  ascribing  to  the  tariff  that  which  has  already 
occurred,  it  is,  perhaps,  owing  to  this  denounced  policy 
that  the  reduction  has  not  proceeded  to  a  much  greater 
extent.  It  is  curious  to  remark,  sir,  that  within  the  veiy 
month,  during  which  the  Senator  from  Soutli  Carolina 
proscribed  the  protecting  system  as  the  root  of  aU  evil — 
wliile  he  levelled  the  battery  of  his  eloquent  speculations 
and  ingenious  deductions  against  this  "accursed"  destroyer 
of  cotton  and  its  planter — ^tiiat  very  cotton,  in  the  market  of 
Kcw  Orleans,  wasniised  in  value  by  the  positive  and  direct 
operation  of  the  tariff  in  furnishing  a  aomestic  demand. 
I  quote  from  the  New  Orleans  price  current,  under  date 
oF  Saturday,  January  28,  1832: 

•*  Cotton. — The  market  this  week  1ms  not  been  so  brisk 
as  it  was  lastj  purcluusers  for  the  European  markets  gene- 
rally decline  operating  at  the  prices  now  asked,  and  the 
main  dependence  of  sellers  is  on  the  demand  for  the  At- 
bntrc  cities  and  the  Northern  manufactories. 

*«  A  lot  or  entire  crop  of*  fifty-four  bales  Tennessee  was 
sold  at  the  extraordinary  price  of  eleven  and  a  half  cents. 
The  staple  is  said  to  be  decidedly  the  best  that  ever  came 
from  that  section  of  the  couiitry,  (near  Nashville,)  fully 
equal  to  the  best  Mississippi:  its  general  appearance 
evinced  the  most  careful  culture  and  putting  up:  it  is 
from  the  plantation  of  the  President  of  the  United  States." 

1  acknowledge,  Mr.  President,  that  a  single  practical 
illustration  of  this  kind  outweiglis,  in  my  mind,  the  most 
plausible  theories  and  ti^e  longest  train  of  artificial  logic. 
Give,  then,  sir,  to  the  undoubted  and  comprehensive  causes 
of  Southern  distress  to  which  I  have  referred,  their  true 
importance,  and  ascribe  to  them  reasonable  effects,  such 
effects  as  candor  and  good  sense  cannot  fail  to  ascribe; 
and  how  little,  if  any,  of  the  mischiefs  depicted  and  de- 
jilored  can  we  jiutly  impute  to  the  popular  policy  of  pro- 
tection? It  is  possible  that,  like  most  human  arrange- 
ments or  projects,  its  advantages  may  be  accompanied  by 
correlative  disadvantages;  many  imperfections  may  exist 
not  discernible  to  our  limited  apprehensions,  which  work 
uith  silent  inefHciency,  and  mar  tlie  general  tendeuc)'  of 
the  system;  nay,  some  positive  and  partial  injury  may  be 
occasioned,  wliile  the  universal  good  is  steadily  accom- 
pbshing.  But  Southern  distress  is  explainable  upon  prin- 
ciples and  from  causes  wholly  independent  of  the  taiiflT; 
impracticable  to  the  highest  energies  of  legislation;  always 
to  be  lamented,  but  irremediable  at  least  by  us. 

Having  thus,  sir,  removed  from  debate,  or  from  my 
own  mind,  the  oppressive  weight  of  so  mucli  of  the  argu- 
ment of  the  Senators  opposed  to  me,  as  consists  of  glowing 
and  gloomy  pictures  of  human  wretchedness  and  local  de- 
solation, I  must  be  permitted  to  state  my  impressions  of 
vliat  this  great  national  policy,  rather  disingenuously 
termed  our,  or  the  American  system,  truly  is. 

Its  foundation,  Mr.  President,  is  the  broad  and  impreg- 
nable principle  of  national  independence;  and  its  object 
and  tendency  are  to  give  to  the  American  people,  the  en- 
tire people,  the  people,  as  a  mass,  and  in  detail,  employ- 
ments of  their  own,  resources  of  their  own,  strength  of 
tlieir  own,  and  happiness  of  tlieir  own;  which  cannot  be 
injuriously  affected  in  war  or  peace,  througli  stratagem 
or  design,  by  any  other  people.  Such  are  its  cardinal 
characteristics.  If  there  be  any  portion  of  the  means  for 
cfiecting  this  policy,  which  does  not  s<juare  with  these 
characteristics,  to  that  I  am  opposed.  If,  m  attaining  these 
fundamental  and  invaluable  objects,  partial,  occasional, 
or  sectional  injury  be  inflicted,  that  1  would  remedy  or 
redress,  by  exertmg  the  force  of  all  our  institutions  as 


complished  without  some  sacrifice  to  at  least  a  part:  but, 
undoubtedly,  the  dangers  and  inconveniences  of  every 
scheme  of  legislation  snould  be  contracted  to  as  narrow  a 
sphere  as  possible,  should  be  anxiously  mitigated  as  much 
as  possible,  and  should  ultimately  be  repaid  as  fully  as  pos- 
sible. 

Sir,  this  is  no  selfish  policy,  in  the  odious  sense  of  that 
epithet.  To  the  American  people,  as  contradistinguished 
from  any  and  every  other  people,  it  may  be  so.  Nature, 
in  the  creation  of  peculiar  languages,  various  climates,  and 
different  forms  of  Government,  has  compelled  distinct  and 
separate  masses  of  men,  Communities,  and  nations,  to  be 
selfish.  It  is  their  state  of  nature,  liable  to  be  modified,  as 
civilization  leads  to  intercotii*se,  barter,  and  reciprocity,  by 
convention  and  mutual  agreement  only.  National  selfish- 
ness results  from  necessity,  and  is  beyond  reproach.  With- 
out it,  independent  existence  is  unimaginable:  without  it, 
we  could  have  no  country. 

But  honorable  Senators  have  described  this  polic^%i 
emanating  from,  and  exclusively  useful  to,  rich  capitalists^ 
monopolists,  and  manufacturers.  If  it  be  so,  let  us  aban- 
don it.  But,  before  acquiescing  in  the  description,  it  is 
our  duty  to  reflect  and  to  examine. 

As  a  policy,  sir,  adapted  to  the  welfare  of  any  nation, 
it  emanates  from  remote  antiquity,  and  has  been,  more  or 
less,  cherished  and  practised  by  every  people.  Modern 
pliilosophy  may  sometimes  be  disadvantageously  contrasted 
with  ancient  wis^Iom,  as  beautiful  abstractions  are  oAen 
disproved  by  a  succession  of  experiments.  Egypt,  in  her 
grandeur,  Greece,  in  her  brilliancy,  Rome,  in  her  omnipo- 
tence, deduced  their  magnificence  and  vigor,  at  least  in 
part,  from  this  **  accursed"  policy.  It  was  known  to  them 
all;  it  was  enforced  by  them  all;  and  it  aggrandized  them 
all.  These  are  great  names!  and  the  annab  of  history 
tender  for  enumeration  many  others  familiar  to  the  learn- 
ing of  those  whom  I  address.  It  is  true,  as  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  has  said,  that  the  political  economy 
of  free  trade,  however  captivating  in  theory,  is,  indeed, 
"a  discovery  of.  modern  times."  It  has  no  existence  but 
in  books.  It  never  has  been  tested,  and  it  never  can  be 
tested,  witiiout  the  Utopian  resort  to  a  Congress  of  nations 
— a  resort  recommended  by  some  pamphleteer,  whose 
treatise,  laid  upon  our  tables  within  a  few  weeks  past,  seems 
to  come  in  aid  of  this  "discovery  of  modem  times"--* 
resort,  which  like  anotlier  Congress,  that  of  Panama,  will 
prove  "  introuvable,"  anxious^  and  pompously  sought, 
but  never  found. 

Let  us,  however,  Mr.  President,  quitting  the  too  ample 
range  of  foreign  history,  come  home;  and,  with  a  view 
to  reason  best  from  what  I  may  be  presumed  to  know 
best,  let  me  speak  of  Pennsylvania.  Whenoc,  and  when, 
did  this  policy  of  encouraging  our  own  manufactures  ori- 
ginate there?  Its  source  was  in  her  people,  as  contradis- 
tinguished from  her  rulers  or  politicians,  and  it  sprung 
forth  in  the  earliest  days  of  her  settlement.  Its  fathers 
were  the  frugal,  self-poised,  sagacioi^u,  steady,  and  sterlinir 
Germans — those  very  *<  stupid  and  ignorant  black  Dutch," 
whom  certain  partisans  of  certain  official  candidates,  du- 
ring a  recent  canvas^  seemed  specially  to  delight  in  cari- 
caturing and  libelling.  They  started  it;  their  practical 
wisdom  fostered  it;  their  stubborn  attachment  to  indepen- 
dence, in  every  shape,  inculcated  and  taught  it«  their  in- 
genuity, thrift  economy,  and  invincible  perKvenuice 
planted  the  seed,  reared  the  tree,  and  ripened  the  fruit 
Our  German  emigrants,  sir,  brought  with  them  habits  of 
enlarged  observation  and  sober  thought.  They  found  their 
adopted  home  teeming  with  sJl  that  the  necessities  or  tastea 
of  men  could  reauire.  They  set  their  creative  skill  and 
industry  to  work,  unshackling  their  occupations  and 
wants,  as  tliey  had  freed  their  souls,  from  subserviency  to 
distant  Europe.  If  rentlemen  will  term  this  policy  **  the 
American  system,"  let  it  be  known  and  acknowledged 


best  I  can.     The  good  of  tlie  whole  is  rarely,  if  ever,  ac-lthat  its  first  American  Rudiments  emanated  from  Pennsyl- 
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vania  Germans,  then  in  the  condition  of  mere  "servantsf** 
that  its  tendency  to  emancipate  their  new  abode  from  so- 
cial thraldom  was  indicated  by  tliem;  and^at  the^  never 
have,  and  probably  never  will  abandon  it.  I  turn,  indlustra- 
tion  and  confirmation  of  what  I  say,  to  a  passage  in  <*  Gor- 
don's History"  of  the  commonwealth  to  which  I  belong: 
**The  same  jealous  spirit  which  confined  the  commer- 
cial energies  otthe  colonies,  restricted  their  advancement 
in  manuuctures  and  the  arts.  The  handicrafts  which  were 
indispensable  for  the  supply  of  agricultural  implements, 
the  purposes  of  simple  architecture,  and  other  primitive 
wants,  took  vigorous  root  in  Pennsylvania  immediately 
on  the  foundation  of  the  city.  Many  of  the  first  settlers 
were  mechanics,  who  found  ample  employment  in  supply- 
ing the  wants  generated  by  the  rapid  progress  of  the  infant 
ci^.  The  Indian  trade  supplied  furs  for  hatters,  and  skins 
soon  became  abundant  for  the  workers  in  leather.  The 
wood  of  the  country,  its  walnut,  maple,  oak»  ash,  and 
c^rry,  furnished  materials  for  carpenters,  joiners,  wheel- 
wrights, and  wagon-makers;  and,  in  the  skill  of  their  im- 
ported servants,  especially  the  Germans,  the  colonists  soon 
found  the  means  to  supply  almost  all  their  wants  of  first 
necessity,  with  many  or  the  comfortsandsomeof  the  luxu- 
ries of  the  mechanic  arts.  So  remarkable  were  the  indus- 
try and  success  of  the  colonists  in  these  branches,  tliat 
complaints  were  made  to  Parliament  by  interested  indivi- 
duals, that  their  progress  was  detrimental  to  Great  Britain. 
The  parent  State,  witli  great  maternal  kindness  to  her 
children  at  home,  but  with  the  indifference  of  a  stepmo- 
ther for  those  abroad,  rapidly  adopted  measures  to  caeck 
their  envied  prosperity. 

«  So  early  as  1699,  the  wool,  yarn,  and  woollen  manu- 
factures of  the  colonies  were  forbidden  *  to  be  shipped 
there, or  even  laden  in  order  to  be  transported  from  tlience 
to  any  place  whatever^' and  in  1719,  the  Commons  de- 
clared, '  that  the  erecting  manufactories  in  the  colonies 
tended  to  lessen  their  dependence  on  Great  Britain.'  In 
1732,  hats  were  subjected  to  the  same  restrictions  as 
woollen  manufactures,  and  hatters  were  forbidden  to  em- 
ploy more  than  two  apprentices  at  once,  or  any  black  or 
negro,  at  their  trade,  or  to  make  hats,  unless  they  had 
served  an  apprenticeship  of  seven  years.  In  1750,  whilst 
pig  and  bar  iron  were  allowed  to  be  imported  duty  free 
to  Great  Britain,  the  colonists  were  denied  the  privilege 
of  erecting  any  mill  or  other  engpine  for  shtting  or  roUing 
iron,  or  any  plating  forge  to  work  with  a  tilt  hammer,  or 
any  furnace  for  making  steel,  under  tlie  penalty  of  two 
hundred  pounds. " 

This  historical  extract,  Mr.  Prendent,  developing  the 
spirit  in  which  the  policy  commenced,  and  the  counteract- 
ing spirit  with  which  Great  Britain  endeavored,  success- 
fully, to  repress  it,  will  be  elucidated  by  a  note  subjoined 
to  one  of  the  celebrated  and  patriotic  **  Farmer's  Letters" 
of  John  Dickinson,  written  in  1767.  It  purports  to  be  a 
quotation  from  •*  Tucker  on  Trade." 

'*  If  we  are  afraid  that  one  day  or  other  the  cokHiies 
will  revolt  and  set  up  for  themselves,  as  some  seem  to  ap- 
prehend, let  us  not  drive  them  to  a  necessity  to  feel  them- 
selves independent  of  us,  as  they  will  do  the  moment  they 
Serceivethatthev  can  be  supplied  with  all  tilings  within 
lemselves,  and  do  not  need  our  assistance.  If  we  would 
keep  them  still  dependent  upon  their  mother  country, 
and,  in  some  respects,  subservient  to  her  views  and 
welfare,  let  us  make  it  their  interest  always  to  be  so." 

Sfir,  these  extracts  attest  alike  the  source  andtlie  wisdom 
of  the  policy.  Nature  herself,  in  unfolding  the  exhaust- 
less  stores  of  her  bounty,  in  our  forests,  our  minerals,  our 
ores,  and  our  quarries^  invited  and  impelled  Pennsylvania 
to  Its  adoption.  With  her,  it  never  bore  the  artificial 
character  ascribed  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia.  She 
felt  it  to  be  instilled  in  the  all-persuasive  language  of  a 
blessing  Providence.  Nor  is  it  with  her  **  a  modern  dis- 
covery," designed  for  monopolisms  or  rich  capitalists.  She 


felt  it  to  be  a  boundless  resource  for  her  faithful,  hardy, 
and  generous  population,  to  be  kindred  with  their  sturdy 
independence,  and  to  be  commensutatc  with  their  ardent 
and  ennobling  love  of  country.  True,  It  was  early  and 
long  checked  by  the  ung^racious  and  jealous  stepmother; 
true,  this  now  powerful  commonwealth  was  made  to  re- 
semble the  Indian  papoose,  conscious  of  vital  energies, 
and  struggling  to  exert  theln,  yet  'bandaged,  restricted, 
and  confined,  that  the  wandering  agility  of  a  mercenary 
parent  might  be  undiverted,  unobstructed,  and  unimpair- 
ed; but  she  never  lost  sight  of  it,  nor  wavered  in  her 
partiality.  It  has  grown  with  her  growth  and  strengthened 
with  her  strength.  Her  Illustrious  Franklin,  second  to  no 
one,  justly  represented,  in  his  examination  before  the 
House  of  Commons,  both  her  disposition  and  her  aptitude; 
and  her  sons  have  kept  and  still  keep  It  steadily  in  view. 
Even  the  vapid  insurrection  of  het  whisxey  boys,  in  1794— 
a  partial  movement  in  hostility  to  an  odious  tax,  and  never 
countenanced,  as  the  Senator  from  Virginia  seemed  to 
Imagine  or  imply,  by  anpr  department  of  public  authori^-- 
may  be  regarded  as  evidence  of  her  deeply  seated  solicl- 
tuoe  to  encourage  and  protect  domestic  factories.  During 
the  war  of  1812,  her  patriotism,  surpassed  by  none  of 
her  confederates,  sided  with  her  policy;  and  she  has,  per- 
haps, ching  to  it  since  with  the  greater  tenacity,  because 
of  the  then  freshly  excited  repugnance  to  English  pre- 
tension and  intercourse. 

Perhaps,  sir,  the  honorable  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
TrLsa]  mny,  perceive  in  this  review  of  the  course  of 
Pennsylvama  an  explanation  of  her  present  unanimity^ 
a  unanimity  which  he  insinuates  has  resulted  from  a  want 
of  reflection  and  examination.  Tliat  State  has  reflected 
and  examined  for  a  century.  The  recent  resolution  of  her 
General  Assembly  is  but  the  last  sound  of  a  voice  which 
has  uniformly  uttered  the  same  doctrine  and  conviction. 

I  have  said  that  once  the  patriotism  of  PennsylTania 
sided  with  her  policy:  and  I  agree  tliat  now  her  interests 
are  involved  in  its  steady  prosecution.  She  has  incurred, 
within  a  few  years  back,  a  greater  public  debt  than  the  ex- 
isting one  of  the  nation.  Her  internal  improvements,  im- 
mense and  Inestimable,  have  been  mainly  and  vigorously 
directed,  under  the  auspicious  shield  of  your  protective 
svstem,  to  the  development  of  her  own  resources  and 
the  encouragement  of  her  own  industry.  Her  legal  code 
has  given  every  facility  to  the  attainment  of  public  conve- 
nience, free  intercourse,  and  safe  transportation.  The 
noble  turnpikes,  broad  highways,  countless  canals,  solid 
bridge,  and  splendid  railways,  which  intersect  and  unite 
all  parts  of  her  territory,  are  the  products  of  a  full  reli- 
ance in  the  stability  and  excellence  of  the  policy.  Dp  you 
suppose  that  she  would  have  gone  thus  far  in  expenditure, 
merely  to  become  the  recipient  and  channel  of  exotic  fa* 
brics— of  European  husbandry  and  manufactures  >  No, 
sir.  Her  purpose  has  heen  to  scatter  her  own  rich  ores 
among  her  laborious  people :  to  bring  into  operation  her 
water  power:  to  supply  her  mechanics  and  her  poor  with 
her  various  woods,  her  inexhaustible  fuel,  her  salt,  her 
minerals:  and  to  carry  comfort  and  independence  to  the 
homestead  of  every  farmer. 

What  are  the  fruits  of  this  Pennsylvania  policy }  I  ^i^ 
illustrate  them  by  recurring  to  the  single  article  of  her 
own,  iron.  Its  quality  is  unquestionably  equal,  if  not  su- 
perior, to  that  oi^England.  Its  coheslveness  is  greater-^* 
chain  of  an  inch  and  a  half  in  diameter  not  breaking  till 
burdened  witli  a  weight  of  sixty  tons,  while  a  similar 
English  one  yielded  to  forty-three  tons  only:  one  of  an 
Inch  and  an  eighth  broke  not,  till  oppressed  by  full  forty- 
one  tons.  For  welding  also,  it  is  superior;  superior  for 
spikes  and  bolts  employed  in  constructing  ships;  superior 
for  wheel  tires;  and  at  least  equal  for  use  on  railways. 
Our  iron-workers  are  willing  toglve,and  actually  do  give, 
twenty -five  per  cent,  more  for  the  American  than  the  Kng- 
lish  article. 
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The  effect  of  our  policv  on  this  essential  metal  has  been 
striking'ly  evinced,  nrst,  in  aug^menting'  the  number  of  its 
factories  and  its  quantity:  secondly,  in  reducing  the  prices, 
of  its  manufiictures:  ana,  thirdly,  m  disseminating  widely, 
through  its  agency,  the  means  of  subsistence  and  comfort. 

1.  Since  the  year  1824,  thirty-four  new  iurnaces  have 
been  erected  in  Pennsylvania,  west  of  the  Alleghany  moun<^ 
tain — each  forming,  not  a  mine  of  wealth  for  the  rich  mono« 
polist,  butanucleusforabusy.tlmving,  and  joyous  village. 

puring*  the  years  1829  and  1830,  Uie  quantity  of  iron 
roUed  at  Pittsburg'  alone  increased  from  three  thousand  to 
more  than  nine  thousand  tons. 

2.  The  reduction  of  the  prices  was  a  necessary  conse- 

?aence  of  the  domestic  competition,  created  and  excited 
ly  the  policy.  Since  1818,  1819,  and  1820,  the  imple- 
ments  of  husbandry  have  sunk  in  price  thus:  Axes,  from 
twenty-four  dollars  to  twelve  dollars  by  the  dozen:  scythes, 
spades,  and  common'  shovels,  fifly  per  cent.  Iron  hoes, 
at  nine  dollars  by  the  dozen,  have  given  way  to  steel 
ones,  at  four  dollars  by  the  dozen:  socket  shovels,  once 
sold  at  twelve  dollars  by  the  dozen,  now  sell  at  four  dol- 
lars and  fifty  cents:  iron  vices,  once  at  twenty  cents  by  the 
pound,  now  at  ten  cents:  braziers'  rods  were,  in  •1824, 
imported' at  three  hundred  and  thirteen  dollars  by  the  ton, 
and  now  are  made  at  one  hundred  and  thirty  dollars:  and 
steam  engines  have  actually,  since  1823,  uUen  fifty  per 
cent,  in  price,  while  at  the  same  time  the  amount  of  mate- 
rial and  labor  of  which  they  are  composed,  has  nearly 
doubled. 

3.  The  extent  to  which  the  manufacture  of  tliis  sub- 
stance contributes  to  diffuse  the  means  of  support  and 
comfort,  cannot  be  precisely  estimated  as  to  any  particular 
district  of  country.     The  proportion  of  its  effective  action 
upon  Pennsylvania  may  alone  be  presumed  from  a  fair  cal- 
culation of  its  aggregate  value  in  the  Union,  and  a  general 
knowledge  of  the  numerous  and  important  establishments 
scattered  throuKhout  that  State.     It  is  ascertained,  with 
reasonable  certainty,  that,  in  the  small  county  of  Delaware, 
about  two  hundred  and  tliirty-five  persons  annually  pro- 
duce a  value  of  two  hundred  and  seven  thousand  one  hun- 
dred and  seventy-five  dollars,  which  undergoes  its  local 
and  natural  distribution.     In  the  large  counties  of  Centre 
and  Huntingdon,  extensively  engaged  in  the  business,  the 
computation  necessarily  rises  much  higher.    Now,  it  is 
believed,  from  such  returns  as  have  been  collected,  that 
in  the  United  States  there  are  no  fewer  tlian  twenty-four 
thousand  nine  hundred  and  seventy-nine  iron  workmen, 
each  having,  on  an  average,  four  individuals  dependent 
upon  his  labors:  one  hundred  and  twenty-four  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  ninety-five  human  beings  are  therefore 
provided  with  adequate  livelihood  by  this  single  branch 
of  industry  in  its  earliest  stages.     Supposing  each  work- 
man to  receive  the  modicum  of  one  dollar  a  day,  or  say 
three  hundred  dollars  a  year,  and  there  are  disseminated 
in  wages   no  less  than  seven  million  four  hundred  and 
ninety-three  thousand  seven  hundred  dollars:   their  fa- 
brics, finding  their  way  to  various  markets,  scatter,  as  they 
advance,  the  charges  of  transportation,   computed  to  ex- 
ceed one  million  two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars: 
and  thus  the  entire  process  furnishes,  for  diffusion  among 
the  laboring,  meritorious,  and  most  useful  masses  of  so- 
ciety, an  annukl  sum  little  short  of  nine  millions  of^ollars. 
The  proportion  of  this  imposing  value  which  falls  to  the  lot 
of  Pennsylvania,  maybe  imagined,  but  cannot  be  asserted. 

My  effort  and  object,  Mr.  President,  are  to  avoid  de- 
tails. Tliose  which  I  have  ventured  to  state,  from  the  best 
sources  of  information  accessible  to  my  inquiries,  are 
merely  meant  as  illustrative  of  the  policy,  in  its  operation 
upon  Pennsylvania,  l^hose  parts  of  the  States  particular- 
ized are  neither  the  Birmingham,  so  called  by  the  honor- 
able Senator  from  Tennessee,  nor  the  other  city,  which 
perhaps  be  would  designate  as  our  Liverpool — ^they  are  in 
the  interioc,  and  are  mainly  devoted  to  the  primary  and  es- 


sential pursuit  of  agriculture.  Her  interest  in  the  system, 
I  repeat,  sir,  is  undeniably  great.  She  will  be  thrown 
back  a  century  by  its  relinquishment.  What  is  to  become 
of  her  vast  investments  in  internal  improvements  of  every 
description,  if  her  citizens  are  to  be  deprived  of  the  meant 
and  the  motives  which  make  them  productive^  What  is 
to  become,  let  me  ask,  of  the  investment  of  her  people  of 
twenty  millions  in  the  coal  interest,  if  foreign.  Nova  Sco- 
tia, or  other  coal  seizes  upon  and  gluts  her  markets?  The 
gentleman  from  Virginia  might  well  have  remembered 
Uiat  thQ  duty  upon  imported  coal  was  devised  and  impos- 
ed originally  for  the  benefit,  and  by  the  representatives  of 
the  "  Ancient  Dominion;"  and  we  nave  heard  recently  *<a 
still,  small  voice"  (which  "8till,tma]l  voices,"  by  the  bye,  I 
honestly  respect)  from  the  coal  reeions  of  that  patriotic 
common wealth,in  the  form  of  two  ably  written  memorials, 
lying  upon  our  desks,  and  addressed  to  Congress,  praying, 
unlike  their  Senator,  for  the  unflincliing  continuation  of 
the  protecting  duty. 

Emanating,  then,  fia^  as  this  policy  has,  in  Pennsylvania 
at  least,  during  her  earliest  days,  and  from  her  people, 
how  is  it  to  be  considered  exclusively  beneficial  to  mono- 
polists and  rich  capitalists?  Gentlemen  appear  to  me  to 
fasten  upon  the  accidents  of  a  system  as  the  system  itself, 
and  to  appeal  to  prejudice  more  than  to  reason.  This  Is 
neither  a  fair  nor  candid  course  of  argument.  Capitalists 
are  to  be  found  in  every  occupation.  The  disparit)'  of 
pecuniary  means  necessarily  creates  them.  Superfluous 
capitals-capital  which  its  possessor  finds  idle  upon  his 
hands,  or  unprofitably  employed — will  be  anxiously  and 
hastily  embarked  in  promising  pursuits.  It  is  certainly  bet- 
ter for  the  general  prosperity  that  it  should  |}e  thus  actively 
used,  no  matter  how  rapidly  it  may  accumulate,  than  that 
it  should  remain  inert,  as  a  mere  miser*s  hoard.  The  fact, 
therefore,  that  your  policjr  puts  it  in  requintion,  brinirsits 
dormant  faculties  into  action,  and  makes  it  a  part  of  the 
common  working  material  of  the  country,  is  one  on  which 
the  friends  of  the  manufacturing  system  may,  and  do  justly 
repose.  The  notion  is  alike  novel  and  unfounded,  that, 
because  modes  of  employing  wealth  arise  from  the  execur 
tion  of  a  law,  therefore  the  law  is  enacted  for  the  benefit 
of  the  wealthy  only.  If  the  commercial  system,  so  zeal- 
ously and  exdusively  sought  by  some,  be  preferred,  as  for 
n'anv  years  it  was,  do  not  your  roerchantsf  become  appa- 
rently nabobs  and  monopolists?  Senators  may  perhaps 
recollect  the  period  when  palaces,  equipages,  and  sump- 
tuous splendors  were  enjoyed,  if  indeed  tney  be  deemed 
enjoyments,  by  no  other  classes  of  our  people.  Some  im- 
mense landed  proprietors,ho]ding  in  subservience  a  nume- 
rous tenantry,  occasionally  vied  with  the  luxurious  displays 
of  successful  trade:  but  the  mass  of  our  citizens,  the  small 
farmers,  mechanics  and  laborers,  groped  their  way  through 
life  as  well  as  they  could,  humble,  simple,  and  undbtin- 
guished.  Yet,  sir,  should  I  not  subject  myself  to  the  im- 
putation of  drawing  an  unjust  inference,  were  I  to  say  that 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  from  1789  to  1816, 
proceeded  upon  the  desire  and  the  design  of  legislating 
exclusively  to  make  rich  merchant^  and  traders?  They 
were  made  rich — ^their  profession  engaged  the  conti'oHing 
partiality}  but  I  am  far  from  sugg^ting  that  what  contri- 
Duted  to  individual  advancement  had  no  relation  or  ten- 
dency whatever  to  the  common  good. 

The  capitalist,  Mr.  President,  in  any  general  and  acces- 
sible occupation,  is  as  one  to  ten  thousand.  He  alone  can- 
not be  the  object  of  any  law,  made  in  a  free  and  intelligent 
country.  The  accident  of  his  superior  resources  or  op- 
portunities is  neither  known  nor  regarded.  Why  do  you 
create  a  navy?  Certainly  not  for  the  sole  purpose  of  ap- 
pointing officers  to  a  fieet.  Why  do  you  organize  an 
army?  Certainly,  not  to  invest  with  ornaniental  epaulettes 
and  shoulder  knot^  your  gene rab,  colonels,  andioajors. 
Why  do  you  construct  a  bank?  Clearly  not  for  tlie  bene- 
fit of  directors  or  even  stockholders.    These  are  illustra- 
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tive,  though  not  precisely  analogous  cases.  The  objects 
in  each  are  the  security,  honor,  and  interest  of  the  whole 
community:  and  yet  in  each  you  must  be  content  to  at- 
tain that  object  in  the  usual  manner — with  incidents  inse- 
parable, in  the  nature  of  things,  from  its  pursuit.  You 
might  as  readily  attempt  to  bring  the  ocean  under  tlieswav 
of  your  sUrs  and  stripes,  without  the  agency  of  Hulls,  Dc- 
caturs,  Bainbridges,  and  Perrys?  or  to  defeat  vour  ene- 
mies on  the  heights  of  Queenstown  and  the'  plains  of 
Plattsburg,  without  your  Scotts  and  Macombs,  as  to  call 
forth  the  salutary  energies  and  independent  powers  of  do- 
mestic industry,  without  moneyed  capital,  contributed  un- 
der the  pledge  of  your  protecting  policy.  We  have  heard 
much,  sir,  of  the  fifty  Eastern  monopolists,  and  the  seven 
hundred  Louisiana  planters.  Who  would  legislate  for 
them }  They  come  to  the  policy  after  you  establish  it :  but 
the  policy  neither  goes  to,  nor  is  it  made  for  them.  It  is 
uncandid  and  disingenuous  to  single  oilt  odious  or  unpopu- 
lar phrases  or  epithets,  and  applying  them  to  some  con- 
comitant parts  of  our  system,to  raise  toe  cry  of  «*mad  dog," 
while  the  immense  multitude,  and  the  universal  objects  it 
contemplates  and  desires,  are  studiously  overlooked. 

Sir,  the  honorable  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Grun- 
dt]  has  alone  seemed,  though  but  partially,  to  recognise 
tliis  error  of  their  argument,  by  denying  that  the  operative 
manufacturers  were  benefited  by  the  policy.  He  advan- 
ces one  step  beyond  the  capitalists,  and  admits  a  desijrn, 
tliough  he  disputes  its  practical  accomplishment,  of  giving 
resources  and  aid  to  the  hundred  of  thousands  of  work- 
men suboi-dinately  engaged.  Here,  permit  me  to  say,  the 
reply  is  obvious  and  conclusive.  If  they  be  not  benefit- 
ed, why  do  they  steadily  adhere  to  their  occupations,  and 
why  do  their  numbers  constantly  increase?  Surely  men 
are  not  apt  to  cling  tenaciously  to  alosincf  business,  or  to 
crowd  towards  employments  already  injuriously  overstock- 
ed. Surely,  rather  than  undergo  the  curtailment  in  their 
means  of  subsistence,  the  slow  progress  towards  want  and 
starvation  described,  they  would  prefer  embracing  the 
generous  invitations  of  Western  ho8pitality,and  settle  upon 
these  boundless  and  fertile  lands,  upon  which  only  the 
gentleman  conceives  tnie  independence  and  content  are 
to  be  found.  U  is  something,  sir,  to  obtain  for  tl^eir  labor 
and  steady  wages  throughout  the  year:  wages  uninterrupt- 
ed by  the  seasons:  wages  unaffected  by  the  fluctuations 
of  weather:  wages  paid  with  a  punctuality  almost  exactly 
proportionate  to  their  own  attention  and  desert.  And  it 
is  sometliing,  agreeably  to  the  views  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina,  to  have  the  option  at  least  of  continuing, 
without  incurring  the  risk  of  utter  destitution,  among 
their  friends  and  families,  in  tlie  places  of  their  birth  or 
choice.  If,  indeed,  the  assumption  be  well  founded,  that 
these  operatives  are  worse  oflPwitb,  than  without,  the  po- 
licy,  honorable  Senators  might  spare  tlieir  eloquent  de- 
nunciations, and  suffer  iU  downfall  to  be  achieved  by  it- 
self: a  short  experience  of  iU  palsying  effects  would  be 
followed  by  general  abandonment,  and  it  would  be  lefl  to 
die  a  natural  death,  by  those  without  whom  its  existence 
is  impossible.  Let  me,  however,  add,  that  were  it  even 
conceivable  that  the  policy  should  be  maintained  and  eiv 
forced  while  its  essential  agents  suffered  constant  and  re- 
newing injury,  still  it  is  broader  in  its  scope:  pausing  not 
within  the  nairow  sphere  of  its  workshops,  but  coursing 
into  the  ramifications  of  the  community:  intended  for  no 
particular  class,  but  for  all  society. 

Two  suggestions,  sir,  have  been  made  from  the  same 
respected  quarter,  the  Senator  from  Tennessee,  which 
require  notice.  They  are  not  new,  and  have  oflcn  been 
refuted;  but  their  present  parentage  entitles  them  to  pre- 
sent respect,  i  refer  to  the  allegations  that  the  manufac- 
turing policy -is  accompanied,  first,  by  demoralizing  effects, 
and,  secondly,  by  dungerouspoiitical  tendencies.  If  either 
of  these  wei*e  true,  the  last  place  in  which  I  should  expect 
to  find  thepoUcy  established  or  advocated,  would  be  thai 


State—the  one,  sir,  whence  I  come — whose  whole  history 
manifests  an  unremitting  and  sedulous  solicitude  to  pro- 
tect and  promote  the  moral  and  political  purity,  of  her 
people. 

The  dreaded  demoralization  is  anticipated,  as  to  female 
operatives,  from  their  early  and  prolonged  separation  from 
natural  guardians.     The  practical  routine,  sir,  is  other' 
wise.      The  erection  of  an  appropriate  factory  in  the 
neighborhood  affords  a  means  to  retain  them  within  the 
reach,  and  under  the  admonitions  of  their  parents.    It  su- 
persedes the  necessity  of  resorting,  as  has  heretofore  been 
usual,  to  cities  or  lai'ge  towns,  in  the  capacity  of  nurses, 
seamstresses,  or  servants.     I  need  not  depict  the  danger 
ous  temptations  which  always  surround  the  latter  course; 
the  hardships  of  domestic  servitude;  the  allurements  to 
thoughtless  or  depi-aved  associations;  the  unavoidable  ribks 
of  cliaracter,  principle,  and  deportnnent.     A  recent  illus- 
tration, whose  aptness  must  constitute  my  excuse  for  its 
introduction,  fell  within  my  own  personal  knowledge,  and 
proves  both  the  hazards  of  the  former  practice,  and  the 
salutary  efficacy  of  the  one  engendered  by  manufacturing 
establisliments.     About  three  years  ago,  the  daughter  of 
an  honest  and  laborious  farmer  of  Montgomery  county— of 
Valley  Forge — one  of  no  less  than  eleven  children,  intel- 
ligent, amiable, and  virtuous,  left  her  family  with  the  laud- 
able wish  to  relieve,  by  her  own  exertions,  the  scanty  re- 
sources of  her  father,  and  came  to  tlie  city  of  Philidtlphis 
in  search  of  menial  employment     The  caprice  of  mas- 
ter or  mistress  often  obliged  her  to  change  her  place  of 
abode;  until  she  at  last  unfortunately  enlisted  in  the  ser- 
vice of  a  heartless  and  mercenary  wretch,  who,  with  the 
expectation  of  extorting  from  her  terrors  the  little  earn* 
ings  of  her  industry,  or  from  her  relatives  the  reward  of 
silence,  deliberately  planned  the  appearances  of  a  larceny, 
and  a  formal  accusation.     He  affected  to  have  been  rob- 
bed of,  I  do  not  remember  how  much — violently  taxed  her 
with  the  crime~-and,  with  the  show  of  a  pistol  pointed  at 
her,  forced  a  bewildered  and  almost  senseless  confession. 
She,  in  vain,  implored  that  her  brother  or  her  parent  should 
be  sent  for:  no  mercy,  no  pity  was  even  affected,  until  her 
torturer  presumed  his  object  attained  by  her  acknoultdg- 
ment  of  guilt.     Then,  indeed,  compromise,  commisera- 
tion, repayment,  and  finally  hush-money  to  a  large  amount, 
became  matters  of  conversation  and  intimation.     Inte- 
grity, however,  had  regained  its  firmness,  as  the  apprehen- 
sion of  personal  violence  was  dissipated.     An  affectionate 
relative  came  to  her  aid:  she  steadily  resisted  all  further 
appeals  injurious  to  her  innocence;  and,  having  stated  the 
circumstances  under  which  her  confession  had  been  com- 
pelled, she  put  her  persecutor  at  defiance,  and  cliallenged 
a  public  prosecution.     It  was  instituted.     On  the  trial,  her 
employer  and  his  family  appeared  as  witnesses,  and  mani- 
fested the  most  deliberate  and  persevering  detern)ination 
to  consummate  her  ruin :  but  the  sagacity  of  a  jurj'  detect- 
ed tlie  falsehood,  and  the  triumph  of  truth  ensued.    She 
returned  to  her  rural  home,  after  having  undergone  months 
of  deep  anxiety,  of  doubtful  reputation,  of  unremitted  ago- 
ny.    During  her  absence,  a  factory  had  sprung  up  in  the 
vicinity  of  her  humble  birth-place;  and  thither,  sir,  she 
fled  with  delight,  to  seek  the  livelihood  her  spirit  impel- 
led her  to  acquire;  away  from  scenes  whose  dangcw  she 
shnmk  fi*om  again  encountering;  and  in  daily  intercoui^ 
with  those  whom  she  loved,  honored,  and  obeyed!    Inc 
narrative  exemplifies  a  pervading  consequence  of  our  po- 
licy, totally  at  variance  with  the  speculative  derooraliia- 
tion  so  fervently,  though  unfoundeoly,  attributed. 

But,  says  the  honored  Senator,  your  system  is  fraught 
with  tendencies  poisonous  to  pure  and  independent  poli- 
tics: endangering  or  subverting  the  elective  franchise: 
subjecting  the  numerous  operavives  of  your  factories,  at 
the  hazard  of  forfeiting  favor  and  subsistence,  to  vote  at 
elections  as  their  employer^  may  prescribe.  I  do  nm 
think  the  argfuincnt  quite  American:  It  tinderratcs  the 
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moral  character  of  our  countrymen,  and  draws  a  distinc- 
tion not  warranted  by  fact.  It  presupposes  a  citisen  mean 
and  degenerate  enough,  simply  because  a  manufacturer,  to 
sell  bis  birthright  for  a  mess  of  pottage.  Would  such  an 
assumption  be  admitted  aa  to  field  or  forming  laborers? 
Arc  they  not  dependent  for  wages  upon  the  goodwill  of 
others?  Are  their  politics  not  equally  controllable  by  their 
fears?  Is  there  a  standard  for  measuring  American  pub- 
lic virtue  graduated  according  to  the  private  -pursuits  of 
life?  The  honorable  gentleman,  I  believe,  did  tell  us 
what  be  conceived  necessary  to  safe  and  substantial  poli- 
tics; a  forty  acre  freehold!  an  interest  in  the  soil!. and 
he  gravely  enunciates  his  preference  of  one  Western  yeo- 
man, with  his  plov  of  earth  to  stand  on,  over  a  hundred  ar- 
tificers. It  is  fairly  presumable  that,  if  forty  acres  make 
the  patriot,  forty  thousand  acres  will  make  a  tliousand 
times  better  one:  the  greater  the  estate  which  imparts  re- 
publicanism, the  better  the  republican.  I  regret,  Mr. 
Prraident,  to  hear  these  exploded  freeholds  eulogized 
from  such  a  quarter.  I  had  thought  that  1  might  have 
taken  my  political  creed  from  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
as  confidently  and  safety  as  from  the  Ups  of  any  on^.  But 
it  is  otherwise— at  least  upon  this  point.  Sir,  the  doctrine 
of  freeholds,  is  not  democratic.  It  was  repudiated  and 
branded  as  utterly  untenable  by  Mr.  Jefierson:  it  has  long 
ance,  aAer  some  signal  struggles,  received  its  death-blow 
and  intfrment  in  Pennsylvania.  We  do  Qot  allow  that 
property  confers  patriotism,  or  that  money  makes  the  man : 
and  if  such  is  the  reasoning  with  which  you  assail  the  in- 
stitutions of  domestic  manufactures,  we  warn  you  that  you 
are  using  against  friends  tlie  threadbare  arguments  and  im- 
potent weapons  of  the  old  federal  phalanx — arguments  and 
weapons  which  must  in  time  induce  the  belief  that  your 
cause  and  spirit  are  identical  with  theirs.  I  put  it,  sir, 
emphatically,  to  the  gentleman  to  whom  I  am  replying, 
whether,  in  principle  or  in  practice,  from  the  earliest  hour 
to  the  present  day  of  this  Government,  any  oneof  tlie  con- 
federated sisters  can  pretend  to  liave  surpassed,  or  even 
matched,  the  commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania  in  sterling 
and  sturdy  democracy.  His  candor  nods  assent,  I  per- 
ceive, to  the  justice^f  the  pretension.  I  ask  him,  then, 
whether  that  political  poison  must  not  be  an  extremely 
slow  one  indeed,  which,  in  the  very  central  region  and 
hotbed  of  its  vims,  has  failed  for  fifty  years — rather  one 
hundred — to  affect  injuriously,  in  tlie  smallest  perceivable 
extent.  Sir,  there  are  no  safer  or  sounder  republicans 
than  tlie  German  and  Irish  farmers  and  manufacturers  of 
Pennsylvania:  and  permit  me  to  remind  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee,  that,  as  far  as  the  recent  refoi*mation  in  our 
Government  be  a  satisfactory  index,  none  are  more  inflex< 
ibly  true  to  their  country  and  its  fundamental  principles. 

Unable,  then,  Mr.  President,  to  consider  the  policy  as 
odiously  selfish,  or  as  emanating  from  and  exclusively  be- 
neficial to  monopolists  or  rich  capitalists,  I  recur  to  its  ori- 
gin and  objects  nationally. 

How  has  it  become  incorporated,  almost  inseparably,  in 
Our  code  of  legislation?  The  answer  may  seem  to  carry 
me  somewhat  further  than  any  of  its  advocates  have  yet 
gone:  but  my  reflections  lead  me  to  the  conviction  that  it 
is  a  le^timate  scion  of  the  revolution;  that  the  encourage- 
ment and  protection  of  our  own  manufiictures  were  ob- 
jects contemplated  by  the  sages  and  soldiers  of  that  great 
epoch,  as  alike  the  proof  and  the  security  of  independence. 

The  power  to'  regulate  commerce,  and  thus  to  keep  our 
industry  and  resources  subservient  to  her,  was  conceded 
by  the  colonies  to  the  mother  country.  It  was,  however, 
one  of  the  leading  powers  of  sovereignty,  the  efficiency  of 
which  underwent  frequent  canvass,  and  to  the  cnioyment 
and  exercise  of  which  they  aimed,  the  moment  the  word 
independence  was  uttered.  The  design  of  Great  Britiun 
was  to  extort  revenue  on  articles  exported  thence  to  the 
colonies  here,  and  which  she  prohibited  the  colonies  from 
manufacturing  for  themselves.     Hence,  independence,  re- 


sistance to  the  revenue  acts,  and  the  establishment  of  our 
own  factories,  were  simultaneous  and  assoofating  ideas. 

The  import  of  the  phrase  **  to  regulate  commerce,"  em- 
ployed in  the  constitution,  oeases  to  require  comment  or 
elucidation,  when  we  advert  to  the  writings  of  contempo- 
raneoos  statesmen;  to  wMch  I  turn,  rather,  however,  to 
show  the  seeds  of  our  policy  to  have  been  planted  prior  to 
the  revoUition. 

John  Dickinson,  sir,  the  author  of  those  «*  Farmer's 
Letters,"  to  whicli  I  have  once  before  called  the  attention 
of  the  Senate,  permed  them  in  1767,  nine  years  prior  to  the 
declaration  of  independence,  and  was  a  member  of  that 
august  convention  which  framed  the  constitution  of  the 
United  States,  in  1787,  to  which  instrument  he  affixed  his 
sigpnature.  In  his  *  *  letters,"  andin  ottr  constitution,  it  is  not 
unreasonable,  nor  unimpressive,  to  find  the  same  language 
employed  with  the  same  meaning.     In  one,  he  wrote  thus: 

*'  Great  Britain  has  prohibited  the  manufacturing  iron 
and  steel  in  these  colonies,  without  any  objection  being 
made  to  her  right  of  doing  it.  The  like  right  she  must 
have  to  prohibit  any  other  manufacture  among  us.  Thus 
she  is  possessed  of  att  undisputed  precedent  on  that  point. 
This  authority,  she  will  say,  is  founded  on  the  original 
intention  of  settling  these  colonies;  that  is,  that  she 
should  manufacture  for  them,  and  that  they  should  supply 
her  with  materials.  The  equity  of  this  policy,  she  will 
also  say,  has  been  universally  acknowledged  by  the  colo- 
nies, who  never  have  made  the  least  objection  to  statutes 
for  that  purpose;  and  will  further  appear  by  the  mutual 
benefits  flowing  from  this  usage,  ever  since  the  settlement 
of  the  colonies. 

"  Our  great  advocate,  Mr.  Pitt,  in  his  speeches  in  the 
debate  concerning  the  repeal  of  the  stamp  act,  acknow- 
ledged that  Great  Britain  could  restrain  our  manufactures. 
His  words  are  these:  <  This  kingdom,  as  the  supreme  go- 
verning and  legislative  power,  has  alwap  bound  the  colo- 
nies by  her  regulations  and  restrictions  m  trade,  in  naviga- 
tion, in  manufactures — ^in  every  thing,,  except  that  of  tak- 
ing money  out  of  their  pockets  without  their  consent.*  " 

In  another  letter,  sir,  he  employs  similar  phraseology, 
and  manifests  a  similar  attention  to  the  subject.  Speaking 
of  the  course  of  the  "parent  country,"  he  proceeds: 

•*  She  made  laws,  obliging  her  colonies  to  carry  to  her 
all  those  products  which  she  wanted  for  her  own  use;  and 
all  those  raw  materials  which  she  chose  herself  to  work 
up.  Besides  this  restriction,  she  forbade  them  to  pro- 
cure manufactures  from  any  other  part  of  the  globe,  or 
even  the  products  of  European  countries,  which  alone 
could  rival  her,  without  being  first  brought  to  her.  In 
short,  by  a  variety  of  laws,  she  regulated  this  trade  in  such 
a  manner  as  she  thought  most  conducive  to  their  mutual 
advantage,  and  her  own  welfare." 

It  is  impossible  not  to  percnve  the  vast  importance  at- 
tributed by  this  writer  and  patriot  to  the  exercise  of  the 
power  of  protecting  manufactures  through  the  means  of 
commercial  regulations;  it  is  impossible  not  to  perceive 
that  he  treats  it  as  an  essential  ingredient  of  sovereipity; 
and  it  is  impossible  to  impute  to  him  a  desire  for  the  inde- 
pendence and  sovereignty  of  his  own  country,  which  did 
not  involve  the  possession  and  exercise  of  this  power.  It 
was  high  in  his  meditations,  and  perhaps  equal,  in  his 
esteem,  to  any  other  object  of  his  labors. 

During  the  debates,  m  the  convention  of  Virginia,  on 
the  adoption  of  the  constitution,  Patrick  Hehry,  sir,  though 
inflexibly  hostile  to  the  proposed  plan,  acknowledged,  in 
no  unequivocal  manner,  that  this  policy  had  been  contem- 
plated— bad  been  a  leading  and  pervading  inducement--- 
during  the  revolutionary  struggle.  Notwithstanding  Uie 
frequent  and  lucid  assurances  then  made  by  Mr.  Madison 
and  others,  he  warmly  protested  against  the  system,  be- 
cause it  did  not  expressly  provide  the  protection  to  do- 
mestic industry,  which  we  deemed  adequately  secured  by 
plain  and  necessary  implication. 
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<<Let  me  mfonn  the  honorable  g^entleroan,  said  he,  that 
no  nation  evei^aid  itg  debts  by  a  change  of  government, 
without  the  aid  of  industry.  You  never  will  pay  your  debts 
but  by  a  radical  change  of  domestic  economy.  At  present, 
you  buy  too  much,  and  make  too  little,  to  pay.  Will  this 
new  system  promote  manufactures,  industry,  and  frugality  ? 
If,  instead  of  this,  your  hopes  and  designs  will  be  disap- 
pointed, you  relinquish  a  great  deal,  and  hazard  infinitely 
more,  for  nothing.  Will  it  enhance  the  value  of  your 
lands?  Will  it  lessen  your  burdens?  Will  vour  looms 
and  wheels  go  to  work  by  the  act  of  adoption  ?  If  it  will, 
in  its  consequences,  produce  these  things,  it  will,  conse- 
quently, produce  a  reform,  and  enable  you  to  pay  your 
debts.  Gentlemen  must  prove  it.  I  am  a  sceptic,  an  in> 
fidel,  on  this  point!  I  cannot  conceive  that  it  will  have 
these  happy  consequences.  I  cannot  confide  in  assertions 
and  allegations." 

Tliese  *<  happy  consequences,"  Mr.  President,  were 
unattainable  under  the  articles  of  confederation:  but  the 
instant  tliat  the  present  constitution  went  into  operation, 
the  policy  by  which  alone  they  could  be  attained,  was 
formally  and  expressly  announced,  avowed,  and  impelled. 
The  preamble  to  the  act  of  Congress  approved  by  Wash- 
ington on  the  appropriate  day  for  every  measure  of  na- 
tional independence,  the  4th  of  July,  1789,  has  been 
already  read,  and  firmly  fixes,  as  one  of  the  corner-stones 
of  American  legislation,  <*  the  encouragement  and  pro- 
tection of  domestic  manufactures."  An  honorable  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Maxocx]  indulges  the  supposi- 
tion that  this  disrelished  phrase  was  probably  introduced 
inadvertently  or  artfully,  and  passed  without  due  considera- 
tion of  its  import.  Not  so,  ar$  for,  by  examining  the 
statute  book,  be  will  discover,  that  it  was  carefully  re- 
peated, at  the  next  session  of  Congress,  at  the  commence- 
ment of  an  act,  approved  again  by  Washington  on  the 
10th  of  August,  1790. 

These  remarks  are  not  made  to  establish  .specifically 
the  constitutionality  of  the  policy;  an  effort  on  that  score, 
I  leave  to  those  who  think  that  a  doubt  may  be  reasonably 
entertained  about  it:  I  go  further,  and  trace  it  as  an  ob- 
ject of  the  revolutionary  contest — a  secondary  one,  if  gen- 
tlemen please — but  a  well  remembered  and  powerfully 
attractive  one. 

Sir,  no  single  State  could  or  can  effectuate  this  system. 
It  involved  then,  as  it  involves  now,  "  domestic  tranquilli- 
ty," *•  common  defence,"  and  •*  general  welfare."  Any 
separate  member  of  the  Union  is  incompetent  to  it — a  com- 
mon sovereignty,  whose  enactments  will  comnnand  com- 
mon obedience,  is  absolutely  necessary.  Local  laws,  while 
the  intercourse,  between  the  States  remains  free,  could 
accomplish  nothings  a  project  of  bounties  could  lead  only 
to  wasteful  expenditure;  while  adj<»ning  and  surrounding 
States,  pursuing  opposite  views  and  counteracting  schemes, 
would  unavoidably  come  into  conflict,  disturb  the  general 
harmony,  and  effectually  undermine  or  defeat  the  policy. 
Our  revolutionary  statesmen  perceived  all  this,  and  pro- 
vided the  only  resource — such  a  Government  as  the  one 
we  enjoy.  If  that  Government  now  halts — ^if  it  ever  shall 
halt,  it  will  fail  to  carry  out  the  designs  of  the  revolution 
to  their  true  results;  it  will  fail  to  achieve  social,  in  con- 
nexion w.th  political,  independence. 

I  feel  persuaded  that  the  sentiments  which  I  have  ex- 
pressed coincide  with  those  by  which  the  chosen  states- 
men of  our  country  have  been  animated,  when  divested  of 
partisan  feelings.  Names,  indeed,  no  matter  how  great 
or  glorious,  sir,  furnish  little  force  to  reasoning.  Political 
infallibility  is  ascribable  to  no  man.  It  tends,  however,  to 
make  modern  navigators  in  the  wide  ocean  of  legislation 
more  confident  of  their  course,  when  they  ascertain  it  to 
have  been  approved  by  former  pilots.  The  opinions  and 
conduct  of  many  of  our  most  admired  predecessors  have 
been  sufficiently  dwelt  upon  by  others  who  preceded  me 
in  this  debate.     I  shall  restrict  my  remarks  on  this  head 


to  a  few  words  as  to  the  first  and  the  last  Pre«dent  of  the 
United  States;  and  this  I  do  the  more  cheerfully^  because* 
of  all  the  eminent  personages  who  have  adorned  our  an- 
nals, I  solemnly  believe  these  two  to  have  imbibed  and  ex- 
hibited more  of  the  true  spirit  of  the  revolution  of  1770, 
than  any  others. 

Of  General  Washington,  little  need  be  said,  beyond  ad- 
verting to  the  fact  of  his  being  fairly  conndered  toe  prac- 
tical rounder  of  the  policy,  by  approving,  as  Executive 
Magistrate,  the  leading  acts  of  Congress  of  1789  and  1790. 
He  did  nothing  so  distinct  and  important,  without  full  de- 
liberation, and  entire  acquiescence:  nor  is  it  possible  to 
reconcile  with  his  known  caution,  his  sanctioning  laws,  de- 
claring an  intent  "to  encourage  and  protect  domestic  ma- 
nufactures," upon  any  other  grounds  than  his  favorable 
judgment  and  feelings.  There  is,  however,  an  incident 
connected  with  his  personal  and  political  histor}%  which 
leaves  still  less  room  for  doubt  as  to  his  fixed  sentiments. 
It  is  an  incident  recorded  within  a  month  after  it  occurred, 
in  an  address  of  a  contemporary,  the  late  distinguished 
Caesar  A.  Rodney,  of  Delaware,  delivered  in  the  city  of 
Philadelphia.  At  the  very  moment  when  his  influence 
upon  the  destinies  of  his  country,  and  upon  the  deliberu- 
tioiis  of  its  Legislature,  would  be  most  powerfiil:  when  he 
would  naturally  strive  to  give  to  his  fellow-citizens  the 
plainest  and  most  direct  pledges  as  to  his  future  course: 
when  he  would  most  solicitously  study  to  accommodate 
his  actions  to  the  known  principles  and  wishes  of  the  whole 
American  people— at  that  moment,  about  to  take  the  oath 
of  office,  as  the  first  President  under  the  new  constitution, 
in  New  York,  he  announced  himself  as  clothed,  from  head 
to  foot,  in  the  produce  and  manufacture  of  American  in- 
dustry! Sir,  this  indisputable  fact,  preceding  but  a  few 
days  the  action  of  Congress,  is  too  eloquent  in  itself  to 
require  comment. 

Of  General  Jackson  I  have  somewhat  more  to  say,  be- 
cause of  the  remarks  made  by  Senators  on  both  sides  of 
tliis  interesting  and  vital  subject,  tending,  as  I  believe,  to 
produce  impressions  kltoeether  erroneous  and  unfounded. 
An  honorable  gentleman  from  Virgin^  [Mr.  Ttlbk,]  with 
apparently  peculiar  reference  to  vR  representatives  of 
New  York  and  Pennsylvania  upon  this  fioor,  hss  describ- 
ed a  small  portion  of  the  Jackson  party  as  separating  them- 
selves from  the  main  body  on  this  question.  Sir,  it  is  not 
a  party  question :  it  involves  none  of  the  principles  or  mea- 
sures of  party :  it  is  akin  to  other  high  topics  for  legislative 
deliberation  even  now  before  us,  in  character,  operation, 
and  result  purely  patriotic.  On  this,  as  on  the  others  al- 
luded to,  I  will  take  counsel  from  a  sense  of  national  honor 
and  interest  only.  *^ 

The  people  of  Pennsylvania,  Mr.  Prendent,  with  an  un- 
paralleled majority,  exceeding  fifty  thousand  ^voters,  and 
with  all  the  moral  force  of  a  united  democracy,  (placed 
the  President  at  the  head  of  the  Government,  in  gratitude 
to  his  eminent  services,  and  in  reliance  upon  his  avowed 
principles.  They  were  not  mistaken,  and  have  not  been 
disappointed.  Of  his  services,  known  and  appreciated  by 
all  who  hear  me,  it  is  unnecessary  to  speak.  Of  his  prin- 
ciples, in  special  allusion  to  the  policy  under  discusnon,  I 
assert,  with  entire  confidence;  and  will  immediately  prove 
the  assertion,  that  they  coincide  now,  as  they  coincided 
prior  to  his  election,  with  those  of  the  commonwealth 
whence  I  come.  If,  indeed,  the  Senators  from  New  York, 
with  my  colleague  and  myself,  have  separated  from  tlie 
Jackson  party,  we  are  in  excellent  company;  associated 
with  several  representatives  from,  the  sound  and  orthodox 
small  States  of  the  West,  and  cheered  onward  and  led  by 
the  chief  himself  of  that  party;  by  the  chief,  under  whose 
banners  the  victory  was  accomplished;  by  the  chief  whose 
political  doctrines  organized  and  rallied  the  party;  by  the 
chief,  of  whose  conduct  and  practices  the  party  is  justly 
proud. 

Sir,  the  Senator  from  Tennessee,  {Mr.  GamsT,]  an  able 
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«iid  determined  opponent  of  our  policy,  than  whom  none 
«f  118  can  pretend  better  to  undentand  Uie  enlarged  views 
and  principles  of  the  Chief  liagiatrate,  candidly  confessed 
the  truth  of  my  position,  and  regretted  the  diiTeKnce  of 
opinion  between  himselfand  his  ezalteil  friend.  He  firankly 
read  you  a  letter  written  in  1824,  and  then  publislied 
Ibr  the  satislaction  of  an  eagerly  inquiring  people.  That 
letter  furnished  a  pledge  which  has  never  been  denied; 
which  has  been  signally  redeemed;  nay,  which  has  been 
renew qd,  fi'om  time  to  time,  with  "the  mingled  sincerity 
and  forbearance  characteristic  of  the  man  and  the  public 
functionary.  There  lie  before  roe  Uie  three  messages  ad- 
dressed, at  successive  sessions,  to  Congress,  by  President 
Jackson;  and,  in  confirmation  of  what  I  have  said,  I  beg 
to  be  indulged  while  I  read  an  extract  or  two  from  each 
of  them.' 


desired,  the  people  have  aright  to  demand,  and  have 
demanded,  that  it  be  so  modified  as  to  correct  abuses  and 
obviate  injostice." 

Messaee  of  the  6th  of  December,  1831.  **  A  modifica- 
tion of  the  tariff,  which  shidl  produce  a  leduction  of  our 
revenue  to  the  wants  of  the  Government,  and  an  adjust- 
ment of  the  duties  on  imports,  with  a  view  to  equal  justice 
in  relation  to  all  our  national  interests,  and  to  the  coun- 
teraction of  foreign  policy,  so  far  as  it  may  be  injurious  to 
those  interests,  is  deemed  to  be  one  of  the  principal  objects, 
which  demand  the  consideration  of  the  present  Congress." 

Now,  sir,  these  passages,  extractea  from  ^  highest 
i^ndmost  authentic  evidence  we  possess  of  the  opinions  of 
the  Chief  Magistrate,  when  lairly  conadered,  in  con* 
nexion,  and  in  reference  to  his  station,  contain  a  broad 
and  ample  confirmation  of  the  policy  of  encouraging  and 


Message  of  Stli  December,  1829.      '*We  must  eveit^protectin^  domestic  manufactures.     They  are  strictly  coa- 
expect  selfish  leipslation  in  other  nations;  and  are,  there-  sistent  with  the  "judicious  tariff"  to  which  he  openly 

fore,  compelled  to  adapt  our  own  to  their  rep^idations,  in  ...    ^  -.     _. 

a  mantter  best  calculated  to  avoid  serious  in^urv,  and  to 
hannoiiize  the  conflicting  interests  of  our  agnculture,  our 
commerce,  and  our  manufactures." 

'*The  general  rule  to  be  applie4  in  graduating  the  duties 
upon  articles  of  foreign  growth,  or  manufiMsture,  is  that 
which  will  place  our  own  in  fair  competition  with  those  of 
other  countries;  and  the  inducements  to  advance  even  a 
atep  beyond  this  point  are  controlling  in  regard  to  those 
articles  which  are  of  primary  necessity  inl  time  of  war. 
When  we  reflect  upon  the  difficulty  and  delicacy  of  this 
operation,  it  is  important  that  it  shoiUd  never  be  attempted 
but  with  die  utmost  caution.  Frequent  legislation,  in  re- 
gard to  any  branch  of  industry,  affecting  its  value,  and  by 
which  its  capital  may  be  transferred  to  new  channels,  must 
always  be  productive  of  hazardous  speculation  and  loss." 

'*  Looking  forward  to  the  period,  not  far  distant,  when 
a  sinking  fund  will  no  longer  be  required,  the  duties  on 
those  articles  of  importation  which  cannot  come  in  com- 
petition with  our  own  productions,  are  the  first  that  should 
engage  th^  attention  of  Cong^ss  in  the  modification  of 
tlie  tariff.  Of  these,  tea  and  coffee  are  the  most  promi- 
nent; they  eiTtcr  largely  into  the  consumption  of  the  coun- 
try, and  have  become  articles  of  necessity  to  all  classes. 
A  reduction,  therefore,  of  the  existing  duties  will  be  felt 
as  a  common  benefit;  but,  like  all  other  legislation  con- 
nected with  commerce,  to  be  efficacious  and  not  injurious, 
it  should  be  gradual  and  certain." 

Message  of  7tli  December,  1830.  *<The  power  to 
impose  duties  on  imports  originally  belonged  to  the  seve- 
ral  States.  The  right  to  adjust  those  duties,  with  a  view 
to  the  encouragement  of  domestic  branches  of  industry, 
is  so  completely  incidental  to  that  power,  that  it  is  difficult 
to  suppose  the  existence  of  one  without  the  other.  The 
States  have  delegated  their  whole  authority  over  imports 
to  the  General  Government,  without  limitation  or  restric- 
tion, saving  the  very  inconsiderable  reservation  relating 
to  their  inspection  laws.  This  authority  having  thus  en- 
tirely passed  from  the  States,  the  right  to  exercise  it,  for 
tlie  purpose  of  protection,  does  not  eust  in  them;  and, 
consequent]}^  if  it  be  not  possessed  by  the  General  Go- 
vernment, it  must  be  extinct.  Our  political  system  would 
thus  present  the  anomaly  of  a  people  stripped  of  the  right 
to  foster  their  own  industry,  and  to  counteract  the  most 
selfish  and  distinctive  policy  which  might  be  adopted  by 
foreign  nations.  This,  surely,  cannot  be  the  case.  This 
indispensable  power,  thus  surrendered  by  the  States,  must 
be  within  the  scope  of  the  autliority  on  the  sul^ject  ex- 
pressly delegated  to  Congress.  I  am  well  aMrare  that  this 
is  a  subject  of  so  much  delicacy,  on  account  of  the  ex- 
tended interests  it  involves,  as  to  require  that  it  should  be 
touched  with  the  utmost  caution;  and  that,  while  an  aban- 
donment of  tlie  policy  in  which  it  originated — ^a  policy 
coeval  with  our  Government,  ajid  pursued  tlirough  suc- 


proclaimed  himself  decidedly  partial  in  1824.  They  asMr^ 
unequivocally,  the  doctrine  and  the  right  of  protection. 
They  inculcate  a  paramount  attention  to  great  national 
interests,  and  an  raierence  to  measures  counteractive  of 
any  foreign  system  injurioua  to  those  interesti;  and  they 
impressively  suggest  extreme  caution  in  adopting  changes, 
at  the  same  time  that  they  designate  imports  articles 
which  do  not  come  into  competition  with  any  products  or 
fabrics  of  our  own,  as  the  proper  ones  upon  which  first  to 
commence  a  reduction  of  the  revenue.  It  ia  also  to  be 
remembered  that  any  variation  in  the  tariff,  witliin  the  pur- 
view of  the  Prendent's  recommendation,  was  always  ac- 
companied with  the  expectation  that  a  surplus  of  revenue 
would  be  collected. 

Beyond  these  just,  and  wise,  and  candid  principles,  it  is 
unnecessary  to  argue.  *  *  Abuses"  and  **  inj  usticc,  no  one 
can  ever  sanction  or  defend  upon  this  floor.  It  is  only 
necessary  to  deagnate  them,  to  secure  any  modifications 
by  which  they  wul  be  effectually  arrested  and  remedied. 

Sir,  I  have  deemed  it  rigidly  applicable  to  tlie  scope  of 
my  remarks,  and  merely  fair  to  toe  executive  officer  of 
tlie  nation,  to  take  this  rapid  review  of  his  recorded  senti- 
ments. They  are  what  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  could 
not  but  acknowledge  them  to  be:  and  they  unite  him,  as  I 
conceive,  in  oomdlunioQ  with  Washington,  in  favor  of  our 
policy. 

The  relation,  Mr.  Preadent,  of  the  observafioos  which 
I  have  had  the  honor  to  submit  to  the  consideration  of  the^ 
Senate,  to  the  two  resolutions  before  us,  is  obvioua  and 
direct. 

The  first  resolution-^that  of  the  Senator  f^om  Kentuc- 
ky—-presupposes  the  national  debt  paid,  and  proposes  to 
reduce  the  duties  on  articles  imported,  as  far  at  least  as  is 
consistent  with  the  principle  and  practice  of  protecting  the 
great  national  interests  involved  in  domestic  manufactures. 

The  second  resolution^-that  of  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina— proposes  to  reduce  the  revenue  to  theexi^enaes 
of  Government,  and  to  abandon,  graddalty,  but  ceitiaiUy» 
the  principle  and  practice  of  protection. 

The  first  asserts  protection,  but  is  perfectly  compatible 
with  modifications  in  detail:  the  second,  in  dengn  and 
spirit,  repudiates  modification  wholly,  and  insists  upon  en- 
tire relinquishment.  It  is  possible  and  proper  ibr  any 
one  to  vote  for  the  adoption  of  the  first,  and  yet  feel  at 
perfect  liberty  to  acquiesce  in  just  ai^  reasonable  altera^ 
tions  of  the  policy.  It  is  impossible  and  improper  for  any 
one  to  vote  tor  the  second,  who  is  not  prepared  to  l«r  the 
axe  to  the  root,  and  to  demoliali  the  entire  edifice  of  pro- 
tection, to  deny  the  existence  or  salutary  nature  of  the 
power,  in  the  federal  system,  to  pronounce  a  sentence  of 
condemnation  and  usurpation  upon  all  who  have  preceded 
us,  and  to  tiirow  back  upon  the  separate  States,  as  unfit  or 
unworthy  of  retention,  the  delegated  and  important  au- 
thority of  fostering  the  industry  of  the  American  people. 


cessive  administi'ation»— is  neither  to  be  expected  Qr|     Believing,  sir»  as  I  do^  thjit,  whatever  nay  luive  beea 
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the  charmoter  of  its  origin,  this  GoTernment  actiuUy  ema- 
nates,  under  the  fonas  of  an  adopted  conititation,  from 
the  people  of  the  United  States,  and  is  essentially  as  well 
national  as  federative:  that  the  powers  to  Itry  imposts  and 
to  regulate  commerce  are  powers  not  merely  expressly 
granted  by  the  States,  but  are  powers  without  which  the 
Government  ought  not  and  cannot  exist:  that  the  grant  of 
those  powers  was  accompanied  with  the  full  knowledge 
that  they  had  been  umvenally,  and  would  be  here,  made 
the  means  of  protecting  domestic  produce  and  manu&c- 
tures  from  the  injurious  courses  and  incursions  of  other 
countries:  that,  in  lact,  such  protection  was  one  of  the 
moving  objects  of  the  revolution,  of  the  Union,  and  of  the 
explicit  delegation  of  those  powers:  and  that  a  policy  was 
promptly  established  in  conformity  with  these  views,  and 
has  unceasingly  been  pursued.  I  am  unwilling,  and,  con- 
iistentlv  with  my  understanding  of  the  senatorial  oatii,  I 
«m  unsble,  to  sanction  the  proposition  of  tiie  gentleman 
from  Soutii  Carofina,  by  which  all  this  is  virtually,  if  not 
directiy,  repudiated  and  denied. 

The  resolution  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  is,  per- 
haps, in  itself  unsatisfiictory.  Prevented  as  we  are  by 
tne  constitution  from  originating  any  revenue  bill,  I  enter, 
tain  some  doubt  as  to  the  propriety  of  instructing  a  com- 
mittee to  report  what  we  may  be  ultimately  obliged  to 
dismiss  as  out  of  our  competencjr.  On  this  suggestion, 
however,  I  shall  wait  lor  explanation,  giving  my  i4>proba- 
tion  to  what  is  befbre  us,  merely  as  a  resolution  testing  the 
sense  of  tli^  body  on  a  principle  by  wluch  our  fhture  le- 
^alation  is  to  be  governed.  I  prefer  it,  then,  sir,  for  two 
reasons:  first,  because  the  reduction  of  the  revenue  which 
it  proposes  to  effect,  is,  at  least  proitmta,  right  and  proper  i 
mid,  secondly,  because  it  leaves  us  free  to  conciliate  and 
concede,  upon  stricter  examination  of  this  complicated 
and  multifarious  subject,  in  the  deti^  of  an  adjustment. 
1.  Tlie  proposed  reduction  of  revenue  is  pro  tanio  right. 
Agreeably  to  the  estimates  furnished  by  the  head  of  the 
Treasury  Pepartment,  in  his  annual  report  to  Congress, 
the  amount  to  be  raised  from  imposts  tor  the  year  1833 
is  $15,000,000.  Supposing,  as  we  reaaonabW  may,  that, 
at  the  present  rates  of  duties,  the  customs  lor  1833  wiU 
yield  a  aum  similar  to  the  one  they  are  estimated  to  yield 
for  1833,  to  wit,  13^500,000,  there  would  be  an  excess, 
beyond  U\e  amount  desired,  of  $11,500,000.  But  the 
amount  of  feduction  to  be  produced  by  cairying  into  ef- 
fect the  objects  of  the  resolotion,  is,  according  to  belief, 
about  1^,000,000:  leaving  then,  in  fact,  a  surplus  of  re- 
venue for  1833,  not  exceeding  $3,500,000.  I  am  aware, 
sir,  that  I  exclude  from  this  calculation  the  annual  pro- 
ceeds of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands,  and  dividends  on 
bank  stock  i  and  I  do  so,  upcm  the  suggestions  and  propo- 
sals made  and  enforced  in  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury. 

It  is  advancing  pretty  far,  in  relief  of  the  people  from  a 
^rstem  of  impost  autiea  which  they  really  feel  but  litde,  to 
reduce  -at  one  blow  to  the  extent  of  $8,000,000,  and  to  leave 
for  further  and  more  cautious  reduction  only  $3,500,000. 
The  objeotiom^  sir,  made  to  advancing  thus  far,  upon 
the  plan  of  the  resolution,  do  not  a|>pear  to  me  souna  or 
valio.  Why,  it  ia  asked,  will  you  diminish  your  taxes  upon 
luxuries,  and  leave  the  necessaries  of  life  burdened^  lUie 
question  involves  a  mistake  in  faet^  applying  to  two-thirds, 
nerhaps  three-fourths,  of  the  objects  on  which  the  reduc- 
tion or  duty  will  operate.  Tea,  coffee,  indigo,  drugs,  and 
some  others,  cannot  be  classed  as  luxuriesi  they  ought  to 
be  considered  necessaries.  But  suppose  otherwise:  and 
let  me  aak  honorable  Senators,  what,  of  all  American  pro- 
duce, is  more  entitled  to  le^aiative  protection  than  a  ne- 
cessary of  life }  And  what  is  lest  entitled  to  it  than  a  mere 
luxury?  Admitting  the  allegation  that  the  manufactures 
of  England,  or  of  Europe,  are  necessaries  of  lifb  to  the 
American  people,  are  we  to  be  forever  dependent  for  the 
absolute  and  essential  means  of  subsistence  and  comfort, 


upon  the  labor,  the  seasons,  the  market,  and  the  good- 
will of  a  distant  country  ?  Has,  indeed,  the  argument  come 
to  this?  Are  we  required  to  go  back  into  a  worse  than 
colonial  bondage?  to  look  for  the  boon  of  prolonged  ex- 
istence to  foreiffn  trade  only?  to  confide  in  rivals  or  ene- 
mies, nay,  on  winds  and  waves,  for  the  necessaries  of  life  ? 
Sir,  it  cannot,  it  must  not  be.  Imposts  and  internal  taxes 
are  essentially  different  in  the  objects  they  are  intended 
to  reach,  and  in  the  rules  by  which  their  imposition  is  ^- 
rected.  The  rule  of  taxing  luxuries  rather  than  the  ne- 
cessaries of  life,  is  inflexible  in  any  system  for  raising 
interns!  revenue:  but,  in  drawing  revenue  from  objects  of 
foreign  commerce,  the  rule  is  reversed,  not  for  tibe  pur- 
pose of  fikvoring  luxuries,  but  to  shield  from  destruction 
the  native  necessaries  of  life.  To  say  tlwt  the  dutiable 
articles  are  necessaries  of  life,  presents  the  strongest  pos- 
rible  reason  for  preventing  their  coming  into  ruinous  com- 
petition with  similar  articws  of  our  own  growth  or  fornix, 
tion.  If  we  cannot  do  without  them,  we  must  cultivate 
or  make  them  for  ourselves:  s«id  our  means  of  cuhivntion 
or  roanufikcture  must  be  protected  ftcm  the  undermining 
and  desolating  effects  of  intrurive  supplies  frtxn  abroad. 

The  honorable  Senator  fitnn  South  Carolina  admits  of 
one  exception  to  h>s  rule  of  fi*ee  trade,  in  lavor  of  articles 
*<  strictly  necessary  to  national  defence."  Should  not  the 
same  breath  wbioti  characterised  the  manufacturea  of 
Europe  as  necessaries  ot  life  have  sanctioned  another  ex- 
ception? Or  does  he  deem  the  defence  of  the  nation  a 
higher  purpose  than  the  existence  of  the  people  who  com- 
pose it?  Sur,  if  our  country  be  wortii  inhabiting,  it  can 
abundanUy  produce,  within  itself,  shielded  frxim  exotic 
interfer^ce,  aN  that  is  requisite  for  the  life  and  comfoK 
of  man.     I  would  disdain  it  otherwise. 

But  while  you  foster  and  protect  the  means  of  produc- 
ing the  necessaries  of  life,  what  is  the  effect  of  abolishing 
the  duties  now  exacted  upon  the  imported  luxuries?  Cer- 
tainly, bring  those  luxuries  witlun  the  poor  man*s  reach 
if  he  lias  them  not  already:  or,  if  he  has  them,  as  is  thi 
case  generally  with  tea  and  coffee,  to  augment  his  fund  by 
which  to  produce  other  articles  of  necessity  or  comfoii, 
to  the  extent  of  the  before  existing  duty.  To  that  extent, 
at  least,  he  is  benefited  and  relieved. 

But  we  are  told,  the  proposition  stops  too  suddenly 
short,  and  contemplates,  nay,  makeannavoidable,  a  aurplua 
of  revenue;  and  the  oppression  of  drawing  money  out  of 
the  pockets  of  the  people  for  nothing,  merely  to  accumu- 
late it  in  the  treasury,  has  been  glowingly  imputed.  This 
argument,  sir,  plausible  and  proper  as  it  may  seem,  begs 
the  whole  question  at  issue.  Prove  the  protection  of  jour 
manufactures  to  be  nothing;  prove  the  national  interests 
of  domestic  industry  to  be  nothing;  'prove  social  indepen- 
dence, without  which  political  independence  is  almost  a 
shadow,  to  be  nothing;  prove  these  nothings,  and  then 
you  may  triumphantly  retain  in  the  pockets  of  the  people 
the  twenty-five  cents  a  head  which  we  propose  to  devote 
to  nothing.  Sir,  these  nothings  constitute  a  great  equiva- 
lent for  which  the  American  people  will  freely  and  cheer- 
fully pay.  Pay  twenty-five  cents  each!  Ay,  pay  quad- 
ruple the  amount,  and  feel,  as  they  in  r^ity  woidd 
become,  tenfold  richer  by  the  payment. 

The  idea  of  a  surplus  is  not  a  novelty;  nor  should  it  in- 
spire alarm.  It  waa  long  since  foreseen,  as  the  practical 
result  of  any  modification  of  the  policy  reasonably  to  be 
expected,  by  the  present  Chief  Magistrate,  and  he  frankly 
laid  before  his  countrymen  a  plan  tor  its  distribution.  For 
my  own  part,  sir,  whatever  modes  of  applying  it  might  be 
adopted,  I  entertain  no  fears  about  a  full,  an  overflowing 
treasury,  while  it  continues,  as  now,  under  the  control  of 
the  representatives  of  a  prudent,  sagacious,  and  virtuous 
people.  It  would  be  liable  to  no  misuse  or  perversion,  to 
which  ordinary  revenue  is  not  liable.  Its  appropriation 
must  pass  through  the  same  fonns;  be  devisea,  debated, 
and  directed  by  the  same  men;  and  be  protected  uiKkr 
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exactly  the  aune  responabilities.  I  can  readilji  indeed» 
conceive  that  a  comxnon  ti*eaaure>  locked  upi  if  you  will, 
as  resource  in  sudden  eroerrencteSi  might  operate,  as  does 
even  now  the  possession  of  the  public  lands,  to  preserve 
the  confederacy,  when  mere  patriotism  restricts  its  ener- 
Ipes  and  virtues  to  the  natroW  sphere  of  a  State. 

2.  But  that  which  principally  recommends  tlie  original 
resolution  to  my  preference,  b  the  fact  of  its  leaving  me 
at  liberty  to  concede  any  just  and  reasonable  modifications 
or  changes  in  the  details  of  the  policy,  which  may  be  satis- 
fiictorily  designated. 

I  am  inflexiblei  siry  as  to  nothing  but  adequate  protec- 
tion. The  process  of  attaining  that  may  undergo  any 
tautation*  Secure  that  to  the  home  labor  of  this  country, 
and  our  opponents  shall  have>  as  far  as  mv  voice  and  suf> 
frags  can  give  it  to  them,  a  '*  carit  blantSu?^  whereon  to 
MtUe  ai^  arrangement  or  adjustment  their  inteUigence 
laaj  suggest.  It  might  have  been  expected,  not  unrea- 
loiiAbiy,  that  they  who  desired  change  should  tender  their 
projett  that  they  would  designate  noxious  particular^  and 
mtimate  their  remediesf  that  they  would  mvoke  the  skill 
sod  assistance  of  practical  and  experienced  observers  on  a 
subject  with  which  few  of  us  are  fioniliar;  and  point  with 
preciaon  to  aiich  parts  of  the  extensive  lystem  as  can  be 
modified  without  weakening  or  endangering  the  whole 
structure.  Thepr  have  forbom  to  do  this.  They  demand 
an  entire  demohtion.  Free  trade  is  the  burden  of  their 
eloquence^  the  golden  fleece  of  their  adventivous  enter- 
prise^  the  goal  wort  of  which  they  will  not  pause  even  to 
breathe.  I  cannot  join  their  expedition  fior  such  object. 
An  established  policy,  coeval,  in  the  language  of  President 
Jackson,  with  our  Government;  believed  by  an  immense 
majority  of  our  people  to  be  constitutional,  wise,  and  ex- 
pedients may  not  beabruptly  abandoned  bv  Congress,  with- 
out a  treacherous  departure  Irom  duty,  a  shameless  derelic- 
tioa  of  sacred  trustand  confidence.  To  expect  it,  is  both 
extravagant  and  unkind.  But  show  us  vour  scheme:  call 
it  one  of  revenue  exclusively,  if  you  wilU  names  and  epi- 
thets are  iroroaterial«  let  it  accommodate  our  policy  with 
the  new  fiscal  attitude  of  the  nation,  and  with  ^our  wishesi 
uid,  for  one,  I  will  give  it  the  &vorable  hearing  and  con- 
saderatkni  to  which  the  purity  of  yoxit  motives  and  ^our 
alleged  aufferings  certainly  entitle  it.  It  is  not  impossible, 
■ir,  (though  I  confess  myself  a  very  feeble  instructor  on 
ths  vast  bunness)  that  some  rational  project  may  spring 
from  sober  and  analytical  mquiry,  to  reconcile  us  all.  I 
have  heard  intimated  that  new  regulations  in  collecting 
the  revenue  might  make  the  protection  to  manufactures 
even  more  effectual  than  it  now  is,  and  yet  remove  every 
cause  of  complaint.  Let  gentlemen  set  them  forth  for 
candid  scrutiny.  Shall  it  be  by  exacting  the  payment  of 
duties  in  cash?  By  a  system  of  licenses  to  auctioneers?  By 
abolishing  the  assessment  of  duties  on  minimum  values? 
Develop  the  scheme*  and  enable  us  to  judge.  Do  you 
prefer  sittaiiung  your  purpose  by  ^lecific  reductions  of 
duty?  On  what  articles,  then?  to  what  extent?  by  what 
gradual  decrease?  AU  we  desire,  to  enable  us  to  prove 
our  readiness  to  accommodate  this  entangling  and  distract- 
ing theme  of  le^slation,  is,  that  generalities  may  be  relin- 
quished; that  an  unconiditional  surrender  to  tlie  Utopian 
theory  of  free  trade  may  not  be  invoked  i  and  that  soch 
BxxlificatioDS  of  the  existing  policy  may  be  chalked  out  as 
will  be  useful  to  our  opponents  without  being  destructive 
to  tlie  policy  itself. 

I  lament,  Mr.  President,  having  been  obliged,  in  the 
discharge  of  a  supposed  duty,  to  trespass  so  long  upon 
the  indulgent  attention  of  the  Senate.  1  would  close  cheer- 
fully, and  forbear,  in  conformity  with  my  ori^nal  deter- 
mination, adverting  to  any  topic  not  directly  connected 
with  the  subject  of  discussion.  One  matter,  however,  has 
been  incidentally  introduced,  and  has,  in  truth,  been  often 
vehemently  uived  upon  our  reflection,  as  to  which  I  might 
be  deemed  a  nithlcss  and  unfeeling  representative  were 


I  to  abstain  from  expressing  the  decided  sense  and  anxious 
sentiments  of  the  patriotic  community  who  sent  me  here. 
Sir,  1  have  nothing  so  much  and  so  deeply  at  heart,  as 
the  maintenance  of  the  harmony  and  perpetuity  of  thit 
Union.  Whatever  may  be  the  contrary  and  irreconcilable 
appearance  of  opinions,  no  danger  is  to  be  apprehended^ 
and  no  difference  can  be  contemned,  while  the  preserva- 
tion of  our  constitution,  and  tlie  good  of  the  country,  are 
the  leading  and  paramount  objects  of  us  all.  If  there  be 
any — certainly  there  are  none  upon  this  floor — ^who  seek 
to  distract  tlie  peace  and  dissolve  the  bonds  of  our  federa- 
tive Government;  who  would  put  at  hazard,  in  pursuit  of 
temporary  prqjects,  or  to  indulge  ambitious  aspirants,  the 
repose  and  institutions  of  the  republic;  who  contemplate 
change  and  revolution;  I  beseech  such  men  to  extend 
tlieir  forecasting  vinon  into  the  future,  and  to  confront 
posteritv.  Let  mem  be  warned,  by  anticipating  the  judg- 
ment or  that  tribunal.  The  excitements  of  the  day  may 
be  gratified:  they  may  delude  themselves  into  the  belief 
tliat  they  are  laboring  to  vindicate  the  constitution,  or  to 
uphold  the  principles  of  human  liberty;  but  if  they  reck* 
lessly  involve  the  American  people  in  the  horrors,  uncer- 
tainties, and  fatal  consequences  of  civil  war,  and  of  violent 
disruption,  they  must  be  content  to  receive,  as  a  merited 
reward,  an  immortality  of  detestation.  Their  party  and 
I)altry  pretexts  will  be  forgotten;  their  refined  discrimina- 
tions'in  theory,  and  their  high-wrought  declamation,  will 
be  forgotten;  even  their  virtuous  passions  will  cease  to 
extenuate  their  offence;  and  all  posterity,  struggUng  in 
vain  to  recombine  the  elements,  and  to  rebuild  the  edifice 
of  our  great,  and  glorious,  and  happy  confederacv — amid 
the  desolation  of  perpetual  conflicts,  and  in  the  darkness 
of  sectional  bondage — will  doom  them  to  loud,  deep,  and 
everlasting  execration.  Let  no  man,  sir,  seek  elevation 
or  renown,  at  the  price  of  the  National  Union  and  tran- 
quillity. He  will  never  find  it.  Failing,  he  must  rank, 
during  fife,  amonf^  the  few  outcasts  whom  we  have  }et 
engeiKler^;  and  if  he  achieve  his  countr]r's  ruin,  when 
dead,  the  burning  lava  of  universal  hatred  will  roll  hissing 
over  his  grave;  and,  though  like  "the  aq>iring  youth  who 
fired  the  Epbesian  dome,*'  he  should  acquire  fiuncb  it  will 
be  the  fiune  ofbitter  and  boundless  abhorrence. 


TrxsDAT,  FaBBca&T  28. 
THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  having  ftpun  taken  itp  Mr.  C&at*s  resolu- 
tion respecting  the  tarm, 

Mr.  DALLAS  resumed,  and  oocupied  about  two  hours 
in  conchufing  the  remarks  he  commenced  yesterday, 
(wUch  are  given  above  entire.) 

Mr.  FORSTTH  then  took  the  floor,  and  commeneed  a 
speech  against  the  resolution.  After  speaking  a  short 
time,  he  yieUed  to  a  motion  for  adjournment;  and 

The  Senate  a^jtramed. 

WxDirBsnAT,  FxaBuamT  S9. 

The  biB  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands^ 
authorising  a  reduction  of  the  price  of  said  lands,  was 
taken  up,  and  considered  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole. 
The  amendments  to  strike  out  the  3d  and  5th  sections, 
and  to  strike  out. seventy-five  and  insert  fifty  cents  as  the 
price  per  acre,  were  adopted;  and,  after  some  remarks  by 
Messrs.  BUCKNER,  KII4G,  and  JOHNSTON,  it  was  or- 
dered to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  having  again  proceeded  to  the  special  order 
of  the  day,  being  Mr.  Claims  resolution, 

Mr.  FORSTTH  concluded  his  remarks  against  the  re- 
solution in  a  speech  of  two  houra;  after  whicn, 

>Ir.  HOBBIKS  took  the  floor;  and 

The  Senate  acy^^urncd. 
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THUmSDATy  MAHClft   1. 

PATENT  OFFICE. 

The  resolution  from  the  House  of  RepKsentBtives  for 
recording^  patents  for  useful  inventions,  wis,  on  motion  of 
Mr.  SMITH,  taken  up  for  consideration. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  the  resolution  passed  the  House 
seven  or  eight  weeks  ago,  and  was  of  an  urgent  nature. 
Patentees  allege  great  Tosses  on  account  of  the  delay  and 
difficulty  which  occur  in  procuring  copies  of  their  patents. 
The  papers  have  not  been  recorded  for  forty  yearsj  and 
the  files  must  be  overlooked,  in  search  of  each  particular 
paper.  The  Patent  Office,  so  far  from  being  a  charge 
on  the  Government,  had  paid  into  the  treasury,  over  and 
above  its  expenses,  one  hundred  thousand  (lollars  and 
upwards. 

Mr.  RUGGLES  asked  how  many  clerks  were  now  in 
the  Patent  Office,  and  what  were  their  duties. 

Mr.  BENTON  Could  not  say  how  many  clerks  there 
were,  but  it  was  stated  by  the  superintendent  that  the  re- 
cords were  forty  years  behindhand,  and  could  not  be 
brought  up  without  the  eniploytnent  of  extra  clerks. 

Mr.  SMITH  stated  that  the  number  of  clerks  was  small, 
and  hardly  equal  to  the  performance  of  the  current  bus- 
ness  of  tiTe  office,  without  attending  to  the  arrearages. 

Mr.  BENTON  read  from  the  National  Calendar  the 
names  of  the  clerks  and  their  salaries,  and  made  further 
explanations.  It  was  never  contemplated,  he  said,  that 
the  Patent  Office  should  be  a  source  of  revenue;  and,  at 
present,  it  was  one  hundred  and  three  thousand  dollars  in 
advance  to  the  treasury. 

A  report  on  the  subiecf,  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  was  then  read. 

The  resolution  was  then  read  a  third  time,  and  passed. 

APPORTIONMENT  BILL- 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
the  connderation  of  the  bill  from  the  House  to  apportion 
the  representatives  among  the  sevend  States  according 
to  the  fifth  census. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  offered  the  following  amendment  to 
the  bill: 


SU*ikc  out  all  afVer  the  enacting  clause,  and  insert: 
'*  That,  from  and  after  the  od  day  of  March,  one  thou- 
sand eight  hundred  sjid  tbirty'^hree,  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives shall  be  composed  of  members^  elected  agreea- 
bly to  the  following  ratio:  that  is  to  say,  oi^e  representa- 
tive for  cveiy  forty-seven  thousand  persons  in  each  State, 
computed  according  to  the  rule  prescribed  by  the  consti- 
tution of  the  United  8tates»  ana  one  additional  member 
for  each  State  whose  fractional  numbers,  remaining  after 
dividing  its  whole  numbers  by  forty^seven  thousand  as 
aforesaid,  shall  exceed  twenty-five  thousand  persons,  the 
said  number  of  representatives  in  any  State  not  exceeding 
one  for  evety  thirty  thousand  persons;  that  is  to  say,  witli- 
in  the  State  of  Maine,  eight;  within  the  State  of  New 
Hampshire,  six;  within  the  SUte  of  Massachusetts,  thir- 
teen; within  the  SUte  of  Rhode  Isknd,  two;  within  the 
State  of  Connecticut,  six;  within  the  State  of  Vermont, 
six;  within  the  State  of  New  Tork«  forty-one;  witliin  the 
State  of  New  Jersey,  seven;  within  the  State  of  Pennayl- 
vania,  twenty-nine;  within  the  State  of  Delaware,  two; 
within  the  State  of  Maryland,  nine;  within  the  State  of 
Virginia,  twenty-two;  Within  die  State  of  North  Carolina, 
fourteen;  within  the  State  of  South  Carolina,  ten;  within 
the  State  of  Georgia,  nine;  within  the  State  of  Kentucky, 
thirteen;  within  the  State  of  Tennessee,  thirteen;  within 
the  State  of  Ohio,  twenty;  within  the  State  of  Indiana, 
seven;  within  the  State  of  Louisiana,  four;  within  the 
State  of  Missouri,  three;  within  the  State* of  Alabama,  six; 
within  tlie  State  of  Mississippi,  three;  and  within  the  State 
of  Illinois,  two.'* 
>tr.  WEBSTER  said  this  w»  an  impoiUnt  and  deli- 


cate question  for  the  Senate  to  act  upon;  for  it  respected 
the  disposition  of  political  power  among  the  States  of  the 
Union.  It  settled  the  number  of  representatives  from 
each  State,  and  (he  number  of  electors  of  President  and 
Vice  President  to  be  asfi£rned  to  each  State.  Undcf  our 
system  of  Government,  mis  was  always  a  delicate  ques* 
tion,  and  to  the  Senate  it  presented  peculiar  difiicuftiesy 
since  it  affected  States  which  were  here  all  equally  repre' 
sented.  Though  it  might  seem  simple  to  assign  members 
according  to  numbers,  yet^-in  tliis  case,  it  was  attended 
with  some  embarrassment.  The  ratio  assumed  by  the  bill^ 
as  it  now  stands,  is  forty-seven  thousand  seven  hundred-^ 
pving,  when  applied  to  the  population  of  the  States,  two 
hundred  and  forty  members  to  the  House  of  Represcnti- 
tives,  and  leaving  fractions  considerably  large.  The  ad- 
ditional seven  hundred  produced  no  relative  effect  what- 
ever. It  neither  augmented  nor  dinrinishcd  the  mrmbcr 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  nor  affected  the  number 
of  representatives  of  any  one  State,  Porty-seven  Uiou- 
sand  gives  the  same  num|>er,  and  from  the  same  States 
with  forty-seven  thousand  seven  hundred.  The  only  ef- 
fect of  the  seven  hundred  was  to  diminish  the  apparent 
amount  of  unrepresented  fractions.  He  had  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  bill,  in  its  present  form,  was  liable  ty 
invincible  constitutional  obligations;  but,  before  be  consi- 
dered them,  he  wouM  draw  the  attention  of  the  Senate  l» 
the  inequality  of  the  bill,  since  it  was  impossible  that  any 
individual  sbouM  have  a  representative:  perfect  equality 
of  representation  was  unattainable;  but  it  was  the  object 
of  Congress  to  attain  to  the  nearest  poswble  degree  of 
equafity.  In  this  matter,  equality  was  justice.  This  bill, 
assinning  47,7XX)  as  a  ratio^  leaves  large  fractions  in  the 
sntidl  States;  it  leaves  large  fractions  in  contiguous  States 
The  three  Southwestern  States,  Louisiana,  Alabama,  and 
Mississippi,  had  very  large  fractions;  New  Hampshire^ 
Massadiusef  ts,  «nd  Vertftont  had  esfch  a  large  fraction; 
New  Jersejj  had  «  very  large  fraction.  A  little  com- 
parison will  show  how  unequal  the  bill  is  as  to  these 
States.  Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  Vermont,  and 
New  Jersey  had  51,180  persons  for  each  wpre^J; 
tative,  while  New  York  had  a  representative  to  47,8w 
inhabiUnts;  New  York  and  Pennsylvania  had  fractions 
amounting  together  to  only  seventeen  thousand.  Ver- 
mont and  New  Hampshire,  ^th  ten  members  of  Con- 
gress, had  fractions  of  seventy-three  thousand.  A  cor- 
rected return  from  the  southern  district  of  New  Voj* 
gives  to  that  State  five  thousand  more  inhabitants^  whu* 
diminishes  the  disparity  referred  to,  pro  tanto.  MassBchi^ 
setts,  Vermont,  New  Hampshire,  and  New  Jersey  had 
fractions  amounting,  in  the  aggregate,  to  144,168.  Ano- 
ther illustration  of  the  unequal  operation  of  the  bin  w>» 
this.  New  York  had  two  members  more  than  New  Kng^ 
Ijiud  with  a  population  less  by  forty  thousand  than  that  of 


New  EngUnd.  Six  SUtes,  with  110  members,  had  a  fraction 
of  only  forty  thousand.  To  those,  if  you  add  ^'o''^*'^ 
xolina,  you  have  seven  States,  with  a  majority  of  the  whoie 
number  of  members,  and  a  fraction  of  only  53,000.  y  erj 
mont  alone  had  a  fraction  of  forty  thousand;  New  Bnr»»"» 
bad  a  fraction  of  120  or  130,000.  New  Jersey  and  Vcfw 
mont.  with  eleven  members  of  Congress,  had  a  fraction  w 


nted 


mont, 

75,000,  which  was  more  than  the  whole  unrcpresc 
population  of  those  SUtes  whose  members  coi]5titutea 
majority  of  Congress.  New  England  had  forty  thousai'.t^ 
more  inliabiUnts  Uian  New  York,  and  New  York  had  two 
more  representatives  than  New  England.  The  bill  aho 
threw  large  fractions  upon  new  States — upon  Alabama, 
Mississippi,  and  Louisiana;  winch  Sthtcs,  before  the  next 
census,  will  be  vastly  increased  in  population.  In  "^"X 
other  statements  and  views  Mr.  W.  illustrated  thcincqu*- 
lity  of  the  bill.  He  next  called  the  attention  of  tiic  Senate 
to  the  means  of  remedying  this  inequality.  A  just  and 
practicable  I'emedy  was  to  idlow  icprcscntativcs  for  brg« 
fractions.    Tlie  constitution  prescribed  that  the  reprcscn- 
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tatiTes  should  be  apportioned  unong  the  levtral  States  ac- 
cording^ to  their  population*  meaning^  as  near  as  may  be. 
That  Uiere  should  be  s^  precise  distribution,  was  impos' 
sible)  but  it  should  be  as  nearly  precise  as  may  be. 
There  was  no  -greater  inequality  in  allowing^  something* 
raore^  than  in  allowing'  something^  less  than  a  number  which 
an  accurate  apportionment  would  require.     We  move  to 
seek  the  greatest  attainable  degree  of  equality.     It  had 
occurred  to  him  that,  throwing  aside  seren  hundred  as 
immaterial  to  the  effect  of  the  ratioi  and  allowing  a  repre- 
sentative for  fractions  exceeding  a  moiety  of  the  ratio, 
would  produce  greater  equality,  and  do  more  justice 
than  any  other  practicable  mode.     The  present  bill  g^ves 
240  members.     The  ratio  of  47»000  would  also  give  240 
members,  while  each  State  will  send  the  same  mimber  to 
-  which  47)700  would  entitle  it.     There  are  fifteen  States 
whose  fractions  exceed  a  moiety  of  the  ratio.     The  amend- 
mcBt  fixes  the  fraction  to  be  represented  at  25>000 :  of  these 
are  fifteen  States,  whose  ftactions  amount  to   25,000. 
These  are  distributed  throughout  the  United  States  with 
a  respectable  degree  of  eqiuJity.     There  are  three  in  the 
East:  Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  and  Yeltnont.  Four 
in  the  middle  States:  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  New  Jer- 
sey, and  Delaware.     Four  in  the  South:  Maryland,  Vir- 
ginia, North  and  South  Carolina.    Two  in  the  West:  Ohio 
and  Missouri;  and  two  in  the  Southwest,  Alabama  and 
Louisiana.  It  leaves  unrepresented  no  fi«Gtkm  greater  than 
16.000,  except  that  of  Maine,  which  is  23,000.     It  is  not 
fair  to  consider  that  as  a  Isrge  frsction  which  falls  short  of 
a  moiety  of  tbe  ratio.  The  recommendatioB  of  the  amend- 
ment was,  that  the  time  would  come,  by  the  natural  ope- 
ration of  events,  when  the  old  States  must  consent  to  part 
with  a  considerable  portion  of  their  present  representa* 
tion.     He  confessed  that  he  thou|^ht  it  an  object  not  at 
present  to  anticipate  this  state  of  thmgs,  by  depriving  any 
old  State  of  a  positive  degree  of  power.     He  would  pro- 
pose the  reduction  of  the  present  number  until  it  became 
necessary.     Between  the  number  240  and  the  number 
255,  as  the  number  of  the  members  of  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives, there  was  no  ^fference  in  principle.     He 
had  heard  many  say  that  the  principle  of  his  amendment 
was  just,  but  that  it  was  liable  to  tome  constitutional  ob- 
jections, which  had  their  origin  in  the  messsge  of  General 
Washington,  returning  1j)e  fint  apportionment  bill,  in 
1792.     Mr.  W.  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  prin- 
ciple was  constitutional,  if  the  bill,  in  its  whole  fhime,  was 
constitutional.    The  bill  <^  1792  was  rejected,  because, 
instead  of  apportioning  the  representatives  among  the  ae- 
veral   States  according  to  a  ratio,  it  assumed  a  certun 
mimber  of  representatives,  and  4utrib«led  them  among 
the  several  States,  assgning  to  each  State  its  number  of 
representatives,  without  laying  down  the  rule.     Mr.  W 
here  read  the  passage,  which  objected  to  the  bill,  that 
there  was  no  one  number,  on  divisioD,  which  would  yield 
the  numlier  of  members  in  this  bill,  and  that  it  allotted  to 
eight  of  the  States  more  than  one  representative  for  every 
thirty  thousand,  contrary  to  an  express  provision  of  the 
constitution.     There  was  a  strong  disposition  on  the  part 
«>f  Congress  at  that  time  to  increase  the  number  of  the 
Houae  of  Representatives.    None  of  the  objections  urgtid 
in  the  message  apply  to  this  amendment.     It  gives  to  no 
State  a  number  of  representatives  exceeding  one  for  each 
thirty  thousand.     Tbe  objection,  that  there  is  no  one  divi- 
Aon  which  will  jrield  the  number  of  members  proposed, 
does  not  now  touch  the  amendment.     Qeneirai  Washing- 
ton dill  not  mean  such  a  division  as  would  divide  the  re- 
presentative numbers  of  each  State  without  having  any 
remainder.     His  objection,  he  underwood,  wenit  to  the 
|act  that  there  was  no  equal  ratio  applieable  'to  all  tiie 
States.     If  the  bill  had  said  there  should  be  one  member 
fur  every  forty  thousand,  and  one  for  erery  fraction  of 
25,009,  It  would  have  had  a  ra^io  which,  though  complex, 
Wis  e<^ial  in  its  <ipei«tioii  upon  all  tbe  States*    lie  would 


defy  any  body  to  find  in  the  rejected  bill  what  General 
Washington  said  he  could  not  find-^-the  principle  on  which 
the  bill  was  draWn^  for  it  was  not  there  .expressed.  The 
number  assumed  in  that  bill  was  probably  obtained  by  di- 
viding the  whole  representative  number  by  thirty  thou- 
sand, which  dividena  was  then  apportioned  among  the 
several  States.  General  Washing^n's  objection  went  to 
this  extent,  and  not  further,  that  the  bill  seemed  to  apply 
no  uniform  principle  to  all  the  States,  for  he  could  find  no 
division  which  would  mark  out  the  same  results.  How, 
then,  was  the  amendment  unconstitutional?  The  consti- 
tution looked  to  a  division  as  equal  as  possible,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  the  proposition  was  strictly  conformable  to  the 
constitutional  requirement.  He  would  now  make  some 
suggestions  which  would  satisfy  the  Senate  that  the  bill,  in 
its  present  form,  was  unconstitutional.  It  was  a  mere 
mathematical  queation.  The  constitution  says  that  *<  re- 
presentatives and  direct  taxes  shall  be  apportioned  among 
the  several  States  accordix^  to  their  respective  numbers." 
These  two  hundred  and  forty  members  were  not  appor- 
tioned according  to  the  respective  numbers  of  the  States. 
The  members  from  each  State  should  have  the  same  pro- 
portion to. the  whole  number  of  members,  as  the  popula- 
tion of  tile  State  bears  to  the  population  of  the  United 
States.  The  whole  representative  population  of  tiie  Unit- 
ed States  was  11,923,483.  The  bill  proposes  two  hun- 
dred and  forty  members.  Let  us  apply  the  rule  to  the 
bill:  as  the  whole  population  of  the  United  States  is  to  two 
hundred  and  forty  members,  so  should  the  population  of 
New  York  be  to  her  forty  members.  But,  according  to 
this  proportion.  New  York  would  be  entitied  to  but  tiiir- 
ty-eight  members.  It  is  evident  that  what  New  York 
gains,  other  States  must  lose.  Suppose,  instead  of  two 
hundred  and  forty  members,  it  was  a  tax  of  240,000  dol- 
lars, to  be  assessed  upon  the  several  States;  would  you  put 
for^  thousand  dollars  on  New  York,  when  her  mr  pro- 
portion was  only  thirty-eight  thousand.' 

Mr.  W.,  after  some  fiirther  observations,  touching  the 
imequal  operation  and  the  unconstitutional  character  of 
the  bill,  moved  that  it  lie  on  the  table.  At  the  same  time 
he  gave  notice  that  he  should  call  it  up  on  Monday  next, 
even  at  the  risk  of  breaking  in  upon  another  important 
debate*  Several  State  Legislatures,  now  in  session,  were 
waiting  for  the  bill.    . 

The  bill  was  laid  on  Uie  table. 


Fain  AT,  MiacB  2. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  then  again  proceeded  to  the  consideration 
of  Mr.  Clay's  resolution,  together  with  the  amendment 
proposed  thereto  by  Mn.  Hatkb. 

Mr.  BOBBINS,  of  Rhode  Iskiid*  rose,  and  addressed  the 
Senate  as  follows: 

The  question  bcft>re  us,  as  I  take  it,  is  one  of  expediency. 
Is  it  expedient  to  g^ve  to  the  industry  of  the  country  the 
market  of  the  country,  by  means  of  protecting  duties,  in 
preference  to  leaving  that  market  open  to  the  equal  com- 
petition of  foreign  industry  without  resti'iction^ 

I  know  it  has  been  urged  here^  and  much  insisted  on 
elsewhere,  that  the  expediency  is  not  the  only  question; 
that  a  prior  and  paramount  question  is,  has  Congress  the 
power,  the  constitutional  power«  to  do  this? 

It  is  not  denied  that  Cong^ress  has  claimed  and  exercised 
this  power,  from  the  compiencement  of  the  Government 
to  tiiis  hour;  thai  it  is  now  in  practical  operation;  and  that 
never,  till  since  1828,  has  it  been  seriously,  if  at  all,  ques- 
tioned, by  any  party,  at  any  time. 
•  There  are  two  or  three  ttiileotions,  which,  if  duly  weigh" 
ed,  I  sliould  tiiink  would  satisfy  every  reflecting  mind  that 
Congress,  in  exercising  this  power,  has  not  usurped  un« 
delegated  power. 

If  the  power  of  taxation,  ad  Ubitum  in  amount,  be  in 
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Congrtu,  tbc  exercise  of  that  power  muit  be  discretion- 
ary with  CongTCM;  and  whether^  in  any  gireo  instance,  it 
shall  be  exercised,  or  to  what  extent  k  shall  be  exerdaed, 
must  always  be  a  question  of  expedienoy,  and  never  can 
be  a  question  of  constitutional  right  KoW,  the  power  of 
taxation  is  expressly  given  to  Congress,  and  given  without 
limitation  a-j  to  the  amount  of  revenue  to  be  raised  by  it. 
That  amount  is  left  to  the  discretion  or  Conness. 

Again:  The  regulation  of  commerce  With  roreign  nations 
is  expressly  given  to  Congress,  and  given  without  restric- 
tion. Now,  a  tariff  of  duties  on  imports  is  strictly  and 
literally  a  regulation  of  commerce  with  foreigii  nations) 
and  whether  that  tariff  shall  be  higher,  or  lower,  or  what 
it  shall  be,  must  be  a  question  of  expediency,  and  cannot 
be  a  (j^uestion  of  constitutional  right. 

Besides,  this  power,  as  has  been  well  stated,  and  ably 
argued  by  the  honorable  ^ntleman  fhun  Tennessee,*  is 
essential  to  national  sovereigfntyi  and  to  deny  it  to  our  Qo* 
vernment,  would  be,  so  &r,  to  lay  our  country  prostrate  at 
the  feet  of  every  other  sovereignty  in  the  world.  If  all 
other  sovereignties  could  wield  this  power  against  us,  (as, 
undoubtedly,  they  can,  and  do,^  and  we  could  not  wield  it 
against  tliem  in  self-defence-— ^out  the  supposition  is  intole- 
rable, and  I  will  not  carry  out  the  idea,  and  depict  the  con- 
sequences. 

For  what  American,  justly  proud  of  his  nation,  tiOuld 
brook,  for  a  moment,  the  idea  or  a  crippled  and  subordinate 
sovereignty,  that  could  not  meet  any  other  and  every  other 
national  sovereignty,  with  power  against  power,  with  pre* 
rop^ative  against  prerogative*,  as  an  equal  ^  National  sove- 
reignties, whatever  may  be  the  form  of  the  National  Govern- 
ment, have  all  the  same  attributes)  otherwise,  they  would 
not  be  equal  and  independent  sovereignties.  God  f<Mi>id 
that  this  Government  should  ever  admit  the  idea,  or  act 
upon  the  idea,  of  being  an  inferior,  and,  therefore,  a  de- 
graded sovereignty!  If,  theni  you  admit  (and  who  will 
deny  it^)  that  our  Government  may  exert  this  power  a^nst 
other  Governments,  to  vindicate  our  equal  and  just  rights, 
you  give  up  the  whole  controversy^  for  then  you  admit  the 
existence  of  the  power  in  the  Government.  The  power 
being  admitte<l,  its  exercise,  in  all  cases^  most  be  regu- 
lated by  the  discretion  of  Congress. 

How,  then,  I  aslc,  can  it  be  contended  that,  in  exercis- 
ing this  power.  Congress  has  usurped  undelegated  power? 

If,  instead  of  saying  this,  you  vary  vour  language,  and 
say  that  Congress,  in  fixing  a  tariff  of  duties  on  imports, 
with  a  view  to  protection,  has  abused  discretionary  power, 
it  brings  the  inquiry  precisely  to  what  I  stated  it  to  be — ^an 
inquirv  as  to  the  expediencv  of  the  protecting  policy. 

And  let  it  be  recoilected  that  the  question  is  not,  whether 
a  new  policy,  and  hitherto  unknown  to  the  Government, 
shall  now  be  adopted)  but  whether  a  po)icy,  coeval  with 
the  Government  itself,  which  has  now  been  pursued  for 
forty  years  and  upwards,  and  with  a  gradually  increasing 
intensity;  which  is  now  in  the  full  lide  of  experiment)  with 
which  interests,  almost  too  vast  to  be  calculated,  and  hard- 
ly to  be  conceived,  have  grown  up  and  are  interwoven, 
>  and  on  which  they  are  dependent — the  question  now  is, 
whether  this  policy  sh^  be  continued,  or  shall  be  aban- 
doned. Thougli  this  is^ally  the  question)  though  these 
considerations  carry  with  them  an  imposing  weight  towards 
settlinc*  this  question)  yet  I  am  not  willing  to  rest  it,  and 
leave  it  to  be  decided  on  these  considerations:  for  I  am 
convinced  tltat  the  policy  is  the  true  policy  of  this  country ; 
and  tliat,  if  it  had  never  been  adopted,  it  ought  now  to  be 
adopted;  that  we  are  invited  to  it  by  other  consideraftiona, 
that  are  irrenstible. 

With  your  indulgence  I  will  attempt,  as  briefly  as  1  can, 
to  lay  before  you  the  grounds  of  that  conviction.  In  a  mul- 
tifarious and  extremely  complicated  question,  as  one  in- 
volving effects  immediate  ancl  remote,  direct  and  conse- 

*  Mr.  Grundy. 


quential  of  a  scheme  of  national  policy,  must  be,  it  is  difii* 
cult  to  say  enough  for  demonstration,  without  saying  too 
much  for  patient  attention*  I  Urill  endeavor,  however,  10 
do  the  one,  and  to  avoid,  if  possible^  doing  the  other.  Pe^ 
mit  me  to  prenuse  a  few  remarks. 

We  have  a  g^reat  country,  possessing  great  natund  re 
sources  yet  to  be  developed,  and  a  people,  of  all  others,  the 
best  fitted  to  develop  them— hi  nation  of  freeroeni  animated 
with  the  spirit,  and  possessing  all  the  energies  of  freedom) 
remarkable  for  their  intelligence,  their  activity,  and  their 
enterprise)  sagacious,  inventive,  and  fertile  in  resource) 
prompt  and  bold  in  adventure)  ardent  and  inde&tigable 
m  pursuit.  They  are  a  hive  without  drones)  all  are  sctivci 
all  on  the  wing,  eveipr  where,  and  ransacking  every  field 
that  promises  profit)  m  a  countr^i  too,  where  no  mortmsini 
no  perpetuities,  prevent  alienation  and  check  circulation  i 
where  the  accumulations  of  one  generation  are  broken 
down  in  the  next  by  distributioni  where  eveiy  new  gene* 
ration  is  nnde  up  of  individuals  thrown  upon  their  own  re- 
sources to  make  their  way  in  the  world  for  themselvei t 
where  there  is  no  passport  to  distinction  but  eminent  merit, 
and  where  that  is  an  infidlible  passport;  where  the  fint 
abilities  and  the  highest  virtues  connected,  whatever  my 
be  their  birth,  vindicate  tLeir  way  to  the  first  places  in  ao- 
ciety—- to  the  highest  honors  of  the  nation. 

Now,  what  are  those  natural  resources  to  be  developed 
by  this  people,  so  fiUed  to  develop  them?  They  are  muiy) 
a  few  only  of  the  more  prominent  need  now  be  indicat- 
ed. There  is  tfie  capital  in  our  domain  and  its  fertility) 
in  its  mineral  treasures,  not  yet  fiilly  explored,  but  ihow- 
ing  tliemselves  in  parts  all  over  our  couiitnr,  and  boundieas 
in  extent)  its  means  of  artificial  power,  by  water  and  by 
steam,  also  boundleiB,  and  every  where  diffused)  a  donam 
more  immense  and  more  valuable  than  ever  was  posseaied 
before  by  any  other  people)  a  domain  that  combines  the 
elements  of  a  world  within  itself)  and  when  it  shall  be  fill- 
ed up  with  iU  lumpy  millions^  when  all  its  fiiCulties  shall 
be  unfolded,  will  rival  Europe,  will  not  be  less  in  Dum- 
bers,  and  will  be  far  superior  m  condition.  If  our  ene^ 
gies  are  directed  by  our  true  policv,  the  rtanggeneratioa 
will  not  all  have  passed  away  before  these  things  come. 
The  infant  bom  to-day  may  live  to  see  that.  Add  to  su 
this,  our  phyncal  tesouroe  in  the  labor  of  our  great  snd 
growing  population,  aided  by  their  peerless  mental  e]le^ 
gies.  Labor— here  lies  the  fource  or  all  wealth )  this  is  the 
mine  of  all  miiMS  to  work  Sot  its  production,  for  its  imtek 
are  unceasing  tftd  inexliaustible*  To  open  and  fully  to 
develop  this  resource  is  to  strike  upon  the  fountain  of  u- 
tional  wealth)  to  open  tlie  spring-head  of,  and  to  rctXttt, 
the  &bled  Pactolus,  whose  copious  and  unfailing  stretm 
was  a  stream  of  gcAd.  Nothing,  nothing  is  so  omnipotent 
in  producing  national  w  ealth  as  ilie  labor  of  a  nation  profita* 
bly  directedand  fully  devetopcd. 

We  shaU  all  agree,  I  suppose,  tliat  it  would  be  benefi- 
cial to  the  country  to  have  all  her  resources  fully  developed) 
that  the  policy  which  would  have  this  effect  is  her  true 
policy)  that,  if  it  be  the  only  policy  that  could  have  this  ef- 
fect, it  would  be  unwise  not  to  axmpt  it)  and  that,  if  the 
protecting  be  that  very  policy,  it  ought  to  be  continued. 
What,  then,  is  the  natural  and  necessary  operation  of  the 
protecting  policy  ?--I  mean  if  it  be  effectively  foUowcd  out 
according  to  its  principle,  and  to  the  extent  of  its  principle* 

Its  primary  effect  is  to  give  lo  the  country,  in  time,  and 
rapidly,  too,  a  body  of  manufactures  equal  to  the  supply  of 
the  demand  for  all  the  wanU  of  all  the  Country )  and  beyond, 
for  exportation  to  other  countriesb  to  an  indefinite  but  veiy 
great  amount  Already,  thougli  we  are  but  in  the  inlancy 
of  this  policy,  our  export  of  dianufactures  sUnds  next  in 
importance  to  the  export  of  tobacco,  and  that  is  next  m 
importance  to  cotton:  cotton  stands  first.  The  **P^  J^ 
manufactures,  proceeding  as  tliev  have  hitherto  proceeded, 
will  soon  exceed  in  value  tliat  of  tobacco.  Ptrhaps  it  »«U 
not  sooa  ri^-al  in  value  the  export  of  cotton)  but  if  iW 
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policy  be  not  arrested^  the  d&jr  is  coming^  when  it  will  not 
only  rivi],  but  lurpftSB  in  value,  the  export  of  cotton,  and 
•tand  at  the  head  of  our  export  commerce.  Let  not  tins 
idea  be  thoug^ht  extraragant.  Look  at  the  export  com- 
merce of  England ;  vast  at  that  ia,  nine-tentha  of  it  is  made 
up  of  their  manufactures,  acquired  by  this  rery  poUcy. 

Will  it  be  pretended  that  we  could  hare  this  body  of 
nanu&ctures  without  this  policy  ?    Pray,  reflect  for  a  mo- 
ment, that,  when  the  late  war  ind  double  duties  secured 
to  the  industry  of  the  country  the  market  of  the  country 
for  the  Mpply  of  manu&ctures,  they  sprung  up  on  sJl  aides, 
as  it  were,  by  enchantment   But  when  the  war  and  double 
duties  terminated,  they  went  down  at  once,  and  would 
have  gone  down  forever,  butforthetarilTof  1816;  illustrat- 
ing the  prodigious  effect  of  complete  protection,  and  the 
prodigious  difference  between  that  and  protection  that  is 
incomplete,  and  only  judicious,  asit  is  called;  and  illustrat- 
ing, too,  the  necessity  of  protection  to  give  birth  to  manu- 
frctures.     In  a  country  without  manufactures,  what  man, 
in  tbe  present  state  of  the  world,  would  embark  and 
hazard  fis  fortune  in  the  undettaking  to  begin  them,  against 
the  equal  competition  of  other  countries,  possessing  every 
advantage  over  him,  and  ready,  and  willing,  and  interest- 
ed, to  crush  the  attempt?    It  would  be  folly  to  think  of 
it,  for  it  would  be  inevitable  ruin.    In  what  instance,  in 
Biodem  and  recent  times,  I  would  ask,  has  any  nation  ever 
acquired  manufacturing  riches  without  a  protecting  policy } 
Why,  the  thing  is  impossible;  in  the  nature  of  things,  it 
cannot  be.     Since  1816,  our  manu&ctures  have  increased 
as  the  subsequent  tariffs  have  increased  the  degree  of  pro- 
tection; and  now  they  are  advancing  with  rapid  strides. 
We  have  these  manufaeturing  riches,  then,  by  means  of 
this  policy;  and  without  it  we  cannot  have  them. 

Now,  consider  that,  by  acquiring  theae  manufactures^ 
we  have  acquired  a  new  and  almost  boundless  field  for  the 
profitable  employment  of  capital,  made  profitable  to  tbe 
owner  by  employing  the  labor  of  the  country,  in  giving  a 
new  value  to  the  products  of  the  country.     Why  b  com- 
meroe  beneficial  to  the  countrjr  ?  and  why  is  It  protected  at 
such  an  immense  expense  as  it  isMt  creates  Qotning;  it  only 
exchanges  what  has  been  created.   It  is  beneficial,  because 
and  only  because,  it  gives  profitable  employment  to  capital, 
and  because  that  employment  givea  emplovraent  to  the 
labor' of  tbe  country.     Now,  whatever  the  relative  profits 
In  capital  maybe  in  those  two  employments,  (which  must 
depend  on  times  and  ciroumstances,)  it  is  certain  that,  in  the 
employment  of  labor,  the  capital  in  manufactures,  in  propor- 
tion to  the  amount,  far  outstrips  the  capital  in  commeroe. 
Now,  can  the  (tiiferont  fields  of  busmess  for  the  profit- 
able employment  of  capital  and  labor  be  too  much  multi- 
plied in  a  country,  for  the  good  and  prosperity  of  the 
country?    Is  it  not  for  the  good  of  the  coun^  that  all  its 
growing  capital  should  be  profitably  employed  in  the  busi- 
ness of  the  country,  and  riiould  have  the  means  of  pro- 
fitable employment?    And  is  not  the  acquitftion  of  every 
such  new  field,  to  the  extent  of  that  field,  a  gain  to  the 
country? 

Connder,  again,  the  demand  which  these  manufactures 
make  for  the  labor  of  the  country;  and  the  effect  of  that 
labor  in  improving  the  condition  of  the  laboring  classes, 
and  in  producing  and  augmenting  the  national  wealth. 
Aro  the  laboring  classes  of  this  nation  fow  in  numbers? 
In  numbers,  they  far  exceed  all  other  classes  put  together. 
Is  it  no  j'ecommendation  of  this  policy  that  it  makes  them 
happy,  while  they  make  their  country  rich? 

This  policy,  then,  will  give  us  these  manufitctures  as  its 
primary  effect.  Now,  whatwill  Be  theeffeet  of  this  effect— 
the  effect,  I  mean,  of  manufactures?  In  the  first  place,  it 
will  be  to  create  a  market  for  our  agriculture,  and  that 
secured  to  our  agriculture  bv  the  same  poUcy— «  market, 
the  magnitude  and  effect  of  whidi  those  who  have  not 
reflected  upon  the  subiect  can  have  no  adequate  idea;  a 
iQarfcet  sufficient  for  all  our  agrlcukuro  as  it  now  is,  and 


all  it  may  be  hereafter;  a  market  not  confined  to  the  sea- 
board, and  a  few  ports,  but  diffused  all  over  our  country, 
wherover  then  is  a  liraterfali,  wherover  thero  is  a  bed  of 
coal,  wherever  coal  may  be  water-borne;  a  market  that, 
with  the  fiicilities  of  interoommunication  which  tbe  country 
ouiy  have,  and  ought  to  have,  will  be  brought,  as  it  were, 
to  every  man's  door.  If  you  doubt  the  magnitude  of  this 
market,  do  but  reflect  upon  the  demand  they  create  upon 
your  agricukure,  your  crops,  your  flocks,  your  mines,  and 
other  agnoukural  treasures,  for  furnishing  the  raw  mate- 
rial of  thor  fiikbrics;  and  then  for  the  supply  of  the  wants  of 
the  whole  manufacturing  population;  not  stinted  in  their 
consumption  of  the  necessaries  of  life,  because  not  stinted 
in  their  means  to  afford  them;  and  you  will  doubt  no 
longer.  I  should  hope  the  honorable  gentleman  from  Geor- 
gia would  no  longer  doubt.  Wherever  manufactures  are 
planted,  they  clumge  the  free  of  nature  and  the  condition 
of  the  whole  surrounding  country,  and  by  means  of  the 
market  they  create. 

Ask  the  sgriculturiats  within  the  sphero  of  those  mar- 
kets to  give  up  this  policy — you  might  as  well  ask  them 
to  give  up  their  freeholds;  you  might  tear  them  from  the 
one  as  easily  as  the  other;  and  those  of  us  who  represent 
them  here,  be  assured,  aro  far  behind  them  in  zeal  for  its 
continuance.  Why  is  it,  that,  as  manufactures  have  mul- 
tiplied, and  extended  themselves,  this  policy  has  gained 
friends^  and  particularly  with  the  agricultural  popuUtion? 
It  is  because  thev  have  been  made  to  feel  its  benefits;  it 
has  made  proselytes  by  conferring  benefits.  They  see 
theae  manufiu:tures  putting  every  thing  in  motion  around 
them,  evoking  and  evolving  all  the  dormant  energies  of 
place  and  society;  the  old  aind  the  young,  females  as  well 
as  males,  all  employed;  it  is  one  scene  of  universal  acti- 
vity. Witii  the  dawn  oi  the  sun  tbe  busy  scene  begins, 
nor  is  the  sun  more  constant  in  his  course,  nor  more  re- 
gular in  his  return  to  it,  than  they  in  and  to  theirs;  con- 
tented, animated,  and  happy,  their  gains  make  their  labors 
light,  and  the  whole  surrounding  country  rings  with  joy. 
For  much  of  our  sgriculturo  it  makes  tbe  only  market  it 
can  have;  for  all  that  produce,  for  instance,  that  must  be 
consumed  at  or  near  the  place  of  its  growth.  For  all  that 
which  admits  of  transportation  and  exportation,  tliis  poli- 
cy, young  as  it  is,  has  alresdy  made  this  country  a  greater 
and  better  market  titan  all  the  world  beside,  except  for 
the  articles  of  tobacco  and  cotton.  For  cotton  it  affords 
a  better  market  than  any  other  country  in  the  world,  ex- 
cept England;  it  affords  a  better  market  than  England  did 
fifteen  years  ago;  and  in  fifteen  yean  hence  it  will  afford 
a  better  market  than  England  now  does.  So  late  aa  181 9, 
our  whole  export  of  cotton  was  but  87,000,000  lbs.  The 
consumption  by  our  manufactures  now  is  78,000,000  lbs. 
This  country,  b]r  means  of  this  policy,  is  rapidly  making 
for  itself,  and  within  itself,  a  market  equal  to  that  of  all 
Europe.  I  mean,  hoa*ever,  if  it  be  aided  bj^  making  and 
completing  tiie  facilities  of  intercommunication  of  which 
tiie  oountry  is  susceptible.  The  great  evil  of  our  situation 
arises  from  what  is  its  (^eat  advantage — the  immensity  of 
our  domain,  and  our  dispersion  over  it.  These  improve- 
ments would  remove  this  evil,  and  leave  this  advantage 
unmixed.  Then,  with  all  the  advantages  of  our  expand- 
ed domain,  we  should  have  united  all  the  advantages  of 
condensation  and  neighborhood.  But,  without  this  policy, 
we  cannot  have  these  manufactures;  and  without  these  ma- 
nufactures, we  cannot  have  this  market;  and  wKhout  this 
market,  we  cannot  have  these  facilities;  or,  if  we  could 
have  them,  they  would  be  no  object.  The  stock  in  them 
would  be  unprofitable;  it  would  make  no  dividends;  it 
would  be  a  dead  capital.  The  cause  of  this  policy,  tlien, 
and  the  cause  of  these  improvements,  is  one  and  the  same 
cause;  they  stand  or  they  fall  together.  But  the  West  is 
told  that  it  is  a  delusion  on  their  part  to  believe  this;  that 
this  policy  is  not  necessary  to  Uiese  improvements;  and 
that  they  may  have  the  improvements  without  the  policy; 
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and  told  this  by  the  foes  of  both.  Why  not  tell  them  they 
may  have  life  without  blood,  and  its  circulation }  The  one 
is  just  as  feasible  as  tlie  other,  and  just  as  probable. 

Of  all  the  strange  ideas  thrown  out  in  this  debate,  the 
most  strange,  according  to  mr  apprehension  of  the  fact, 
was  the  supposed  tendency  of  this  policy  to  diminish  our 
commerce,  and  particularly  the  foreign.  The  honorable 
gentleman  from  Tennessee,  while  he  lamented,  or  aifect* 
ed  to  lament,  the  decline  of  our  foreign  commerce,  ad- 
mitted the  great  increase  of  the  revenue  paid  by  that 
commerce,  and  built  upon  that  very  £ict  his  plan  for  its 
permanent  reduction.  If  our  forei^  commerce  is  really 
dying  of  a  consumption  by  this  pohcy,  why,  the  revenue 
will  die  with  it,  and  we  may  dispense  with  our  fears  of  hav- 
ing too  much,  and  change  them  to  fears  of  having  too  little. 
This  policy,  if  foreign  commerce  is  perishing  by  its  wi- 
thering blast,  will  dry  up  that  source  of  revenue,  and  leave 
us  to  look  to  other  sources  for  its  supply.  But  the  truth 
is,  that  it  does  not  diminish  our  foreign  commerce;  the 
truth  is,  it  augments  that  commerce;  the  troth  is,  that  this 
policy  tends,  beyond  all  other  means  that  ever  were  de- 
Tised  by  the  wit  of  man,  to  augment  that  commerce.  The 
effect  is  not  immediately  so  vbible  in  the  tonnag«  em- 
ployed (though  tlie  effect  is  ultimately  very  p^s^t)  as  in 
the  increased  value  of  that  commerce.*  This  policy,  in 
the  first  place,  by  creating  manufactures,  creates  a  de- 
mand and  a  commerce  for  9ie  foreign  supply  of  materials 
necessary  to  their  fabrics,  infinitely  greater  than  the  com- 
merce it  displaces  and  supersedes.  This  policy,  in  the 
next  place,  by  increasing  the  ability  of  the  country  to 
consume,  in  (he  same  proportion,  increases  the  foreign 
demand  for  all  the  supplies  that  foreign  countries  must 
furnish:  for  consumption  is  always  regelated  by  income. 
I  pray  gentlemen  to  look  at  the  effect  of  this  poUcy  on  the 
foreign  commerce  of  England,  and  examine  the  tables  of 
that  commerce.  Vast  as  that  is,  you  vrill  see  that  nine- 
tenths  of  it  is  the  fruit  of  this  policy— of  this  policy,  tho- 
roughly^ followed'  out  and  steadily  pursued;  and,  thereby 
increasing  the  ability  to  consume,  it  lias  increased  the 
consumption  in  the  same  ratio.  No  nation  can  compare 
with  that  in  riches;  and  none  in  public  and  private  ex- 
pense. To  show  the  operation  of  this  policy  upon  foreign 
commerce,  take  a  single  fact  upon  a  small  scale,  and,  ex 
pede,  estimate  the  Hercules;  estimatip  the  gpgantic  effects 
to  be  produced  by  the  whole  system.  The  county  of 
M'^orcester  is  an  interior  couAty  in  the  State  of  Massachu- 
setts. There  the^  have  begun,  among  other  manufac- 
tures, the  manufacture  of  woollens.  Those  establish- 
ments are  yet  small,  though  somewhat  numerous;  they  are 
thirty-five  in  number.  Now,  what  demand  do  they  al- 
ready create,  which  is  to  be  supplied  by  foreign  com- 
merce?— to  be  supplied  axinuaUy,  and  which  otherwise 
would  not  exist? 


Indigo, 

Madder,     - 

Dye  woods, 

Oiive  oil,    - 

Sweet  oil,  in  buttles. 

Hard  soap,    ; 


52,112  pounds,  at  $1  50,  $78,168 

56,600    do.         -         -  9,270 

500  tons,         -        -  15,485 

55,706  gallons,    -        -  12,985 

1,000 


175,000  pounds. 


17,4 


32 


$188,756 


Why,  the  tonnage  required  td  be  employed  in  foreign 
commerce  by  one  single  manufactory,  in  one  county,  is 
more  than  would  be  required  to  import  all  the  woollens 
that  we  ever  imported  from  England  In  any  one  year;  yet 
we  are  told  this  policy  il  to  diminish  our  foreign  com- 

*  l*lie  tonnage  appears  Icn  in  proportion  to  the  eommerre,  on  ac- 
count of  the  preat  improvement  of  late  fa  the  ■tmcture  uf  merchant 
ve*i*ela.  A  vei^  intelligent  merchant,  and  well  acquainted  with  the 
subject,  ttHic 9  that,  by  that  iuiuruvcment,  xoiue  TtraseU  carry  nearly 
or  quite  fifty  per  cent,  more  or  cotton,  For  instance,  to  the  tuii,  Ikau 
they  did  anti^cedently  to  that  improTemeat. 


merce,  when,  in  truth,  there  is  no  calculating,  hardly  no 
conceiving,  the  extent  to  which  it  will  enlarge  it.  It  is 
true,  our  foreign  tonnage  is  somewhat  less  than  it  was 
years  ago,  when  it  was  made  large  by  the  then  extraor- 
dinary state  of  the  world,  and  when  we  had  in  our  hands 
the  commeKe  of  other  nations.  With  the  final  period  to 
that  state  of  things,  when  these  nations  resumed  their 
commerce,  our  foreign  tonnage  suddenly  fell  off,  and  re- 
duced itself  to  what  was  permitted  to  it  by  the  general 
competition :  it  was  much  reduced.  But,  from  that  period 
to  the  present,  it  has  been  progressively  increasing,  and 
is  now  rapidly  increasing.  Though  that  tonnage  be  some- 
what less  than  it.  was  at  the  time,  and  for  the  cauae  just 
mentioned,  yet  our  commerce  is  vastly  greater-  thsn  it 
Mras  then,  or  ever  has  been,  as  b  evinced  by  the  revenue 
it  pays:  it  has  been  made  thus  greater  by  this  very  policy. 
But  the  effect  of  this  policy  on  foreign  commerce,  vaist 
as  it  is,  is  nothing;  it  is  the  rivulet  to  the  flowing  tides  of 
the  ocean,  compared  to  its  effect  on  the  domestic  com- 
merce. This,  the  domestic  commerce,  it  may  be  said  li- 
terally to  create;  for  it  enlarges  it  to  a  magnitude  by  the 
side  of  which  the  foreis^  dwindles  into  comparative  insig- 
nificance. In  England,  the  estimate  of  Adam  Smith  made 
the  home  trade  to  the  foreign  as  fifteen  to  one;  both  have 
grown  since,  astonishingly— -the  home  the  most,  and  both 
by  this  policy.  The  honorable  gentleman  from  Tennes- 
see admits  that  the  coasting  tonna|;e  is>  increased,  and  well 
he  may,  for  it  has  doubled  within  a  few  years;  but  surely 
that  gentleman  need  not  be  informed  that  the  coasting  ton- 
nage employed  is  no  criterion  even  of  the  coasting  com- 
merce: for  the  cargoes  have  increased  in  value  much  faster 
than  the  tonnage  has  increased  in  amount.  The  coasting  ves- 
sel that  transported  lumber  and  other  gross  products,  now 
transports  cotton.  The  two  hundred  thousand  bales,  re- 
quired by  our  manufactures,  is  .of  more  value  than  the 
whole  of  the  coasting  commerce  was^  or  would  be,  with- 
out them.  Then  reflect  upon  the  value  of  the  returns  to 
the  coasting  trade  from  that  yery  cotton,  in  cotton  fabrics, 
to  a  fourfold  amount  of  the  cotton  itself,  and  you  see,  at 
once,  that  the  growing  amount  of  the  tonnage  employed 
is  no  criterion  of  the  growing  amount  of  the  coasting  com- 
merce. But  the  coasdng  commerce  itself,  though  some 
criterion,  is  no  measure  of  the  total  amount  of  the  domes- 
tic commerce.  The  separate  internal  trade,  by  internal 
communication,  is  to  be  added,  vastly  exceeding  tlie. 
amount  of  the  coasting.  Mere  I  beg  leave  to  recur,  again, 
to  the  woollen  manufactureof  Worcester  county,  now,  for 
the  illustration  of  the  effect  of  this  policy  on  the  domestic, 
as  I  then  did  for  its  effect  on  the  foreign  trade.  There 
is  required  for  the  supply  of  that  manufacture,  annually, 
2,530,000  pounds  of  wool, 

52,112  pounds  cotton,  for  warp  of  satinets, 
190,000  pounds  pot  and  pearl  ashes, 

21,300  pounds  pastel  axiid  woad, 

75,517  pounds  alum,  copperas,  blue  vitriol,  and  other 
chemicals, 

61,395  pounds  glue  and  pates, 
3,176  barrels  of  soft  soap, 
11,700,000  teasels  for  napping  cloth, 
454  barreb  of  lime  and  bran, 

10,323  cords  of  wood,  for  fuel, 
275  tons  of  mineral  coal, 

Leather  for  belts  and  repairs,  5,191  doUars 
worth. 
Let  it  be  noted  tliat,  in  this  table  b  omitted  the  lumber 
and  other  materiab  employed  in  the  factory  buildings,  and 
in  their  madiinery.  And  here  it  may  be  remarked  that 
these  manufactures  create  more  demand  and  a  better 
market  for  the  article  of  lumber,  with  which  our  country 
so  abotmds,  than  all  the  West  Indies,  and  all  other  foreign 
markets  of  the  world,  put  togetlier. 

These  manufactures,  then,  which  some  gentlemen  look 
upon  with  to  evil  an  eye,  are  necessary  to  these  grand  re- 
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suits:  t!iey  are  the  cause  of  there — ^the  tarua  sine  qua  non. 
Vi'e  see  that,  valuable  as  they  are  in  tliemselves,  as  an 
end,  they  dre  stilf  more  valuable  as  means  to  other  ends — 
as  the  means  of  glvin?  a  springs  and  impulse  to  a£p>iciilture, 
beyond  any  other  and  all  other  )>ossibIe  means;  and  as  the 
iDcans)  of  extending  the  sphere  and  augmenting  the  value 
of  otir  commerce,  both  fbreig^i  and  domestic,  beyond  any 
other  and  all  other  poss'ble  means.     These  manufactures 
are,  indeed,  the  grand  purchase,  the  compound  lever,  by 
vh;cl»  all  the  great  interests  of  the  country  are  to  be  raised 
from  theij*  dormant  state,  so  far  as  they  are  dormant,  in 
the  manner  I  have  endeavored  to  point  out,  and  to  a 
height,  but   far  beyond  the  heiglit  which  I  have  been 
able  to  portray  or  illustrate.     Archimedes  said,  give  me 
ground  to  stand  on,  and  with  the  lever  I  can  lift  the  earth 
from  its  sphere.     Manufactures  have  a  force  seemingly 
as  infinite;  and  here  we  have  not  to  suppose  means  impos- 
sible in  ther  n.iturc  for  its  exertion;  we  have  them  at  com- 
mand; we  have  them  in  this  policy.     If  any  one  tliink 
these  ideas  extravagant,  let  him  consider  what  manufac- 
tures have  done  for  Kngland,  acauired  solely  by  this  po- 
I'cy — wliat  wealth  she  has  derived  from  them — what  power 
from  tliat  wealth— and  say,  if  these  ideas  are  extravagant. 
If  dl  the  mines  of  all  the  precious  metals,  of  all  the  dla- 
in3v.(Li,  and  ull  the  precious  stones,  dispersed  all  over  the 
world,  were  combined,  and  planted  in  the  soil  of  Great 
Britain,  tliey  would  be  nothing  for  wealth — nothing,  com- 
pared to  tlie  mine  of  wealth  she  has  found  in  this  policy. 
Look  at  that  prodigy  of  all  prodigies  on  earth—tlie  mass 
of  nritisli  capital,  accumulated  as  it  has  been  by  this  po- 
licy.    It  bafiles  every  effort  of  the  imagination  to  embrace 
is  magnitude.     It  fills  all  the  channels  of  her  industry, 
cLvcrslficd  and  multiplied  as  they  are,  to  overflowing.     It 
caipJoys  more  tluin  twenty -four  thousand  trading  vessels, 
exp  >rting  and  importing  more  than  two  and  a  half  mil- 
y.cns  of  tons  of  merchandise  annually;  and  the  merchan- 
disc  exported  of  the  highest  value,  and  nine-tenths  of  it 
the  fa*jnc3  of  her  own  industry.     It  employs  aU  the  tsta- 
bl  aliments  by  which  those  fabrics  are  produced.     It  sup- 
{.1  cs  all  the  demands  of  her  agriculture,  and  tliat  on  a 
more  improved  scale  than  ever  before  existed.     It  sup- 
plies all  the  dem'i.ndj  of  the  internal  trade  to  fifteen  times 
th^  amount  of  the  external.     It  supplies  the  capital  of 
every  object  of  internal  improvement — her  one  hundred 
anil  ihirty-eiglit  thousand  miles  of  turnpike   road — her 
three  tlious^ind  miles  of  canals — her  securities  for  every 
aMchoragc  on  eighteen  hundred  miles  of  coast — her  rail- 
rixids,  and  every  other  object  and  every  other  project  of 
internal  improvement.     It  supplies  her  Government  with 
a  loiin  of  more  than  eight  hundred  millions  sterling;  and 
foreign  Governments  w»th  a  loan  of  more  than  two  hun- 
dred in'.llions  sterling.      Still,  it  is  not  exhausted,  and 
seems  inexhaustible.     The  surplus  remaining,  and  idle,  is 
siifHclent  and  ready  to  supply  ttic  demands  of  the  whole 
v/orkl,  provided  the  security  be  not  doubted.     The  re- 
presentation of  it.  by  my  honorable  friend  from  Ohio,  so 
startling-  at  the  moment,  was  within  the  letter  of  the  ti'uth : 
it  is  capital  that  would  buy  a  continent. 

Wliat  but  this  capital,  acquired  by  this  policy,  could 
h2.ve  susta-ined  her  as  she  sustained  herself,  in  the  wars  be- 
gun the  last  century,  and  continued  into  this?     What  but 
in*:<  capital,  so  acq  lircd,  could  have  enabled  her  to  bear 
np  against  the  pressure  of  a  world,  and  to  set  that  world 
at  defiance?     Her  power  was  founded  in  licr  riches,  and 
her  richc3  were  derived  from  this  policy,     Can  tlierc  be 
anr  doubt  of  this?     What  but  this  policy  has  given  her 
manufactures?      What   has   made  her  agriculture  what 
It  is,  but   tlie  market  which  these  manufactures  have 
created  for  it?     What  has  made  her  commerce,  external 
•I'lJ  internal,  wliat  it  is,  but  these  manufactures,  which 
i^ake  lune-tentiis  of  its  value  ?     But  the  very  success  of 
''ic  expcr'.mentof  this  policy,  as  made  by  England,  is  now 


by  ourselves.  For  what  is  that  argument?  It  is  the  su- 
perior perfection  and  cheapness  of  English  manufactures, 
which  are  the  results,  the  necessary  results,  of  this  very 
policy;  and  which  would  take  place  here,  just  as  they 
have  taken  place  tliere.  And  this  policy  promises  gp-eater 
and  better  things  for  us  than  it  has  done  even  for  England; 
Tot  we  undertake  it  with  greater  advantages.  Besides 
others,  we  have  the  raw  material  for  manufactures,  in 
greater  abundance,  beyond  all  comparison;  we  have  the 
means  of  artificial  power,  in  greater  abundance,  beyond 
all  comparison;  but  our  greatest  advantage  is  In  the  bound- 
less extent  of  the  home  market  Which  we  may  build  up 
for  ourselves,  and  which  will  be  a  world  within  itseiri 
Not  to  mention  that  we  start  with  all  their  inventions  and 
improvements— ^'^  Vemmusad  fumrnum  firiuTUBi**  to  enter 
on  the  same  career.  And,  as  to  the  circumstances  on 
which  Adam  Smith  lays  so  much  stress,  and  in  which  he  if 
echoed  by  Btr.  Gallatin,  in  his  free  trade  report,  namely, 
the  freedom  of  their  institutions,  the  enterprise  of  their 
people,  and  tlie  security  of  their  property,  surely  ro 
American,  whatever  a  foreigner  may  do, '  will  admit  bii 
country  to  be  inferior  to  En^nd  in  these  respects. 

I  have  said  that  the  value  of  this  policy  depended  upon 
its  being  followed  out  according  to  its  prmciple,  ana  to 
the  extent  of  its  principle;  and  I  wiU  now  add,  upon  iti 
being  steadily  pursued. 

No  State  ever  became  great  by  its  policy,  but  by  a 
steady  and  persevering  pursuit  of  that  policy;  and  wonder- 
ful is  the  efHcacv  of  such  steadiness  and  perseverance. 
I  beg  leave  to  rercr  to  a  few  instances. 

Great  Britain  owes  her  astonishing  opulence  and  power 
to  this  steadiness  of  pursuit.  It  is  now  about  two  hundred 
years  since  she  began  in  earnest  the  policy  of  securing  to 
her  own  industry  the  monopoly  of  her  own  markets;  and 
never  for  a  moment  has  she  relaxed  in  the  least  from  the 
pursuit  of  that  policy.  It  involved  her  in  one  war;  but  no 
force  witiiout,  no  complaint,  no  clamoi-s  within,  ever  in- 
duced on  her  part  any,  the  least  wavering,  in  the  pur- 
suit. The  astonishing  results,  I  have  just  now  given. 
Other  nations  have  not  profited  equally  by  the  policy,  only 
because  they  Iiare  failed  of  equal  steadiness  in  the  pur- 
suit. With  them',  the  policy  has  been  fluctuating;  some- 
times purs\ied,  and  sometimes  abandoned,  and  sometimes 
relaxed  into  a  •*  judicious  tariff."  It  is  h^noe  that  they 
have  been  thrown  so  much  in  the  rear  of  Great  Britain. 
But  tlieir  eyes  are  now  opened ;  the  scales  have  fallen  from 
them;  they  are  wide  awake  to  thfc  importance  of  this  policy; 
and  Great  Britain  can  no  longer  delude  them  with  the  fine 
theory  of  her  Adam  Smith,  which  she  recommends  to 
them,'  but  repudiates  for  herself. 

Again:  Ancient  Rom«  was  once  an  hiconslderable  vil- 
lage, on  the  banks  of  the  Tiber.  That  village  reared 
itself  into  a  vast  empire,  embracing  the  fairest  portions  of 
the  habitable  globe;  extending,  on  one  line,  (as  the  poet 
expresses  it) 

**  A  Gndibo*  uwone 
•<*  Amvmni  ei  Gangen;^* 

« from  Cadiz  to  Aurora  and  the  Ganges;"  on  the  otheTf 
from  tiie  burning  deiei't  of  Lybia  to  tfie  Danube  and  the 
Rhine — an  empire  of  which  all  present  France  was  but  a 
province,  and  Great  Britain  but  an  appendage  of  that  pro- 
vince. In  Euro()e,  in  Asia,  in  Africa,  she  saw  her  eag!e% 
like  the  delegates  of  her  Jove,  bear  her  thunders  in 
triumph  over  theirjubjugated  and  trembling  nations.  ^!ov 
is  this  prodigy  to  be  accounted  for?  Solely  by  steadiness 
of  pursuit.  That-  ambitious  viHage  proposed  to  herself 
the  acquisition  of  militaiy  power,  and  nothing  else — 

**Hie  tihi  eruiit  artei;  pAeis  qii«  imponcr«  inuiviu, 
**Purcmct  Sttbjreite,  irt  flvlM:llart;«uj>t:ibu«t'* 

and  the  whole  scheme  of  her  policy  had  reference  to,  and 
was  concentered  In,,  that  leading  object;  and  that  policy 
was  steadily,  and  unwaveringly,  and  exclusively,  purBued, 


lumcd  as  ai>  argument  aguiubt  the  experiment  being  made  [  for  seven  hundred  years.     Vht  same  policy  that  progret- 
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•ively  reai'ed  up  tiiis  ^gautic  power  against  llic  world, 
afterwards  sustained  it  over  the  world  Tor  another  seven 
hundred  years.  The  power  and  the  policy  fell  together. 
Rome  remained  invincible,  till  corruption,  after  having 
triumphed  over  every  tiling  else,  came  at  last  to  ti-iumph 
over  her  m'ditaiy  institutions— then  Uome  fell,  and  avenged 
tlie  conquered  world  witii  her  own  suicidal  hand. 

But  the  most  interesting  instance  of  the  efficacy  of  this 
steadiness  of  pursuit  was  given  by  tlie  city  of  Athens;  tlie 
most  interesting,  because  tlie  object  was  most  so.  From 
the  earliest  times,  Athens  aspired  to  literature  and  the 
elegant  arts.  They  were  made,  as  Montesquieu  remarks, 
a  direct  and  leading  cbject  w^tli  tlie  Government;  singular 
iu  this  respect^  and  differing  from  every  other.  By  a 
steady  pursuit  of  the  policy  adopted  wiUi  a  view  to  this 
end,  the  city  of  Athens  became  such  a  monument  of  the 
arts,  tJiat  even  her  imperfect  and  dilapidated  remains  are 
at  this  day  tlic  wonder  of  the  worhl.  What  splendors*  then, 
must  slie  have  emitted  in  the  day  of  her  splendor  I  When, 
in  her  freshness,  she  met  tb«  morning  sun,  and  reflected 
back  a  rival  glory  I     When  she  was  full  of  the  master- 

£ieccs  of  gerausin  every  art—creations,  that  were  said  to 
sve  exalted  in  tlie  human  mind  the  ideasof  the  divinities 
themselves!  The  fervid  eloquence  of  Demosthones  failed, 
unequal  to  the  task,  to  do  justice  to  those  immortal  splen- 
dors, when  emnloyed,  as  it  occasionally  was,  for  that  pur- 
pose, in  his  addresses  to  tlie  Athenian  people.     It  was  by 
flie  steady  pursuit  of  the  same  policy,  that  their  literary 
works  of  every  kind  (and  in  every  kind  they  were  ex- 
tremely numerous)  came  to  be  equally  the  ntfisterpieces 
of  human  genius;  and  being  more  diifuaed,  and  less  im- 
paired by  the  injures  of  time,  than  the  other  monuments 
of  tlie  arts,  they  were,  and  st'U  arc,  more  the  wonders  of 
the  world.     They  were  curried  to  such  a  height  of  per- 
fection, that,  after  it,   the  Athenians  themselves  could 
never  surpass  them;  while  others  have  never  been  able  to 
equal  tlicm.     Now,  wluit  has  been  the  effect?  Literature 
and  the  arts  have  KitJiered  around  tliat  city  a  charm  that 
was,  and  is,  felt  by  all  mankind;  which  no  distance,  no  time, 
can  dispel.  No  scholar,  of  any  age  or  clime,  but  has  made 
(in  fancy,  at  least)  a  pilgrimage  to  its  sliore;  tiiere  to  call 
around  him  tlie  shades  of  Uieir  mighty  dead,  whose  minds 
still  live,  and  delight  and  astonish  in  llicir  iraraortal  works. 
It  is  empliaUcallv  the  city  of  the  heart,  where  tlie  affections 
delight  to  dwell;  tlie  green  spot  of  the  earth,  where  the 
fancy  lovcss  to  linger.     How  poor  is  brute  force — eventlic 
most  magnificent  even  the  Roman— compared  to  the  em- 
pire of  mind,  to  which  all  other  minds  pay  tiieir  volun- 
tary homage !      Her  literature  and  her  arts  acquired  to 
Athens  tins  empire,  which  her  remains  still  preserve,  and 
always  will  preserve.     In  contemplating tiie  phenomenon 
of  her  literary  achievements,  a  great  and  profound  writer 
could  not  forbear  saying,  "that  it  seemed  a  providental 
event,  in  honor  of  human  nature,  to  sliow  to  what  per- 
fection the  species  might  ascend."     Call  it  providential, 
if  you  please — as  tvtry  event  is,  in  some  sense,  pro- 
vidential— but  it  was  tlic  eifect  of  art&cal-causc.«,  as  much 
so  as  the  military  power  of  the  Itomansf  it  was  the  effect 
'of  a  policy,  early  adopted,  and  always  afterward-is.tead.ly 
piu*sued,     1  k..o.v  tlie  opinion  that  ascribes  all  tliis  to  a 
peculiar  felicity  of  nature.  Horace,  1  know,  says — 

**  Omitt  ini^niaai;  Graiit  dvdil  ore  rotunilu 
**Mu«aluqui;  pnur  luutlriu  uulliui  iiviiris." 

But  what  gave  them  that  absorbing  avarice  of  fame? 
It  \hs  infused  into  tliom  by  tiieir  institutions;  it  was  tiiat. 
one  universal  sentiment,  generated  by  tiiose  institutiomi; 
and  what  he  calls  the  gift  of  genius,  bestowed  bjr  tlie 
muses,  was  the  common  mind,  exalied  and  refined  by  the 
operation  and  force  of  the  same  institutions,  it  was  tiiese 
which  had  refined  an  Athenian  mob,  a^the  Athenian  peo- 
ple arc  sometimes  called,  into  an  audience  of  critical  taste. 
The  Attic  eloquence,  called  so  by  way  of  pre-eminence, 
was  but  a  conformity  to  the  requirements  of  tliat  taste. 


Such  is  the  wonderful  efhcaey  of  steadiness  of  pursuit^ 
(as  we  luive  seen  displa^^edin  those  instances,)  by  a  na- 
tion pursuing  national  objects  by  adequate  means. 

But  to  return  to  this  protecting  pohcy.  It  seems  to  me 
strange,  passing  strange,  tiiat  enlightened,  and  reflecting, 
and  patriotic  men  should  doubt  the  expediency  of  this 
policy  for  our  country,  or  be  cold  in  the  pursuit.  But  tlie 
bitter  hostility  it  encounters  from  such  men,  is  to  me  as- 
tonishing; it  puzzles  and  confounds  me  when  I  woukl  ac- 
count for  it.  But  for  my  respect  for  them,  I  should  say  it 
was  like  the  fanaticism  of  hallucinated  minds,  feeding  on 
their  own  chimeras;  so  irrational,  so  visionary,  it  appears  to 
me,  to  impute  any  distress  that  may  exist,  in  any  part  of 
our  country,  to  Uus  policy  as  its  cause.  .  It'  appears  to  me 
like  the  insanity  that  mistakes  a  friend  for  a  foe,  and  under 
that  delusion  is  fatally  bent  on  destroying  that  friend. 

We  liavc  an  ample  revenue  from  imports,  an  increas- 
ing revenue  from  imports,  and  made  so  by  Uiis  very  policy; 
uaincumbered  with  debt,  or  soon  to  be  disincumbered; 
ample  for  our  civil  list;  ample  for  all  the  works  of  ex- 
ternal defence,  and  all  works  of  internal  improvement — 
works  called  for  by  all  the  interestsof  the  country — works 
that  would  cost  the  Government  nothing  but  the  advnjice 
of  the  capital,  to  be  again  returned  to  tlie  treasury  ^  ith 
interest — works  that   would  reimburse  themselves,    ten 
times  told,  in  the  iucreuscd  wealth  of  the  country  thereby. 
And  tiiis  policy,  from  which  this  ample  and  increasing-  re- 
venue springs^  as  from  a  perennial  fountain,  is  to  be  aban- 
doned; not  suspended,  but  abandoned,  now  and  forever! 
The  idea  of  improving  the  condition  of  the  country  for 
intercourse  is  to  be  abandoned  now  and  forever,  at  feast, 
so  far  as  this  Government  is  to  be  concerned.     The  de- 
preciation, the  loss,  the  ruin,  as  to  works  of  tliis  kind, 
now  in  being  or  progi'css,  whether  by  States  or  individuals, 
which  will  be  involved  in  the  abandonment  of  tiiis  poLcy 
as  its  necessary  consequence;  tlie  final  bar,  as  anotlitr  ne- 
cessary  consequence  of  such  abandonment,  to    furtlu-r 
like  enterprises,  either  by  States  or  individuals;  the  entire 
undtiie  eternal  loss  of  this  whole  object  to  our  country,  are 
Jisre^^aided,    and  treated  as  trifles   light    as  air.      Thb* 
ample  revcjiuc — ample  for  all  the  purposes  indicated,  and 
ample  for  the  furdicr  purpose  of  laying  those  foundations 
which,  in  due  time,  v  uuld  make  Uvs  countiy  as  illustrious 
in  niinii,  and  its  immortal  productions  as  pre-eminent  for 
physical  resources  and  prosperous  condition — tiiis  ample 
revenue,  that  does  not  bear  upon  the  country  with  the 
weight  of  afcatiier — that  is  not  felt  by  the  people  as  a  bur- 
den, more  thun  the  air  they  breathe,  is  to  be  abandoned, 
and  lor  what?     To  favor  foreign  industry,  at  the  expense 
of  our  own:  fur^  whatever  may  be  intended,  tiiis  will  be 
the  effect.     The  stimulus  it  gives  to  our  industry,  and  Ute 
increased  profits  of  that  industry,  make  the  supposed  bur- 
dL*n  merely  imaginary.     Besides,  the  necessary  cflcct  of 
the  policy  is  to  reduce  prices;  this  is  not  denied,  nor  cau 
it  be;  but  it  is  said  the  effect  is  not  immediate.     In  legis- 
lation, arc  we  to  look  only  to  the  present  moment  and  lu*- 
mcdiate  effect?     Is  the  State  Uie  being  of  a  day?     Have 
we  not  childiento  come  after  us?     Will  tiicy  not  have 
cliildren  to  come  afler  them?    Have  tiiose  who  are  to  «.le- 
scend  from  us  no  claim  to  our  providence  foj*  their  giKxlT 
The  patriot  statesman  acts  for  the  State,  and  with  lefer- 
cncetothe  being  and  the  wellbeingof  tiie  State,  now  a.n<l 
hereafter — for  a  long  hereafter — and  in  the  hope  of  a  uc  v  t  r 
ending  hereafter.     Are  we,  as  patriot  statesmen,  in  order 
to  avoid  asl  ghtand  transient  burden  to  ourselves,  (;f  it  bo 
one,)   to  tiirow  away  the  opportunity  and  means  ot  pro- 
yidmg  for  the  great  and  permanent  interests  of  the  coutitx-y 
for  all  future  timc^ 

I  do  not  uteau  to  deny  that  there  is  distress  in  the  S01.1IU. 
ern States.  The  gentlemen  of  the  South  tell  us  so;  ilitry 
are  belter  judges  of  that  matter  tiian  1,  whoha^c  itc\  cr 
been  tliere,  can  be;  and  I  believe  them.  I  liupe  tlic'.sc 
gentlemen  will,  in  turn,  reciprocate  the  courtesy;   u.imlI 
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vhen  ti&cy  talk  of  the  unprosperous  condition  of  the 
Kortheiii  States,  and  (he  unhappy  stat6  of  their  mamifftc- 
turiog  populafion,  that  they-  will  allow  uff,  who  li%'e  in 
those  States^  to  be  better  judges  of  ttiat  matter  than  they 
are.     We  oA.  tliem  to  believe  us,  when  we  tell  them,  as 
we  do»  that  their  condition  ia  not  unprosperous;  that  the 
staitc  of  their  manufacturing  population  is  hot  unhappy; 
that,  on  the  contrary,  our  prosperity  is  grreat,  and  dailv 
increasing;  that  the  vivid  picture  drawn  of  that  prosperi- 
ty by  my  honorable  friend  from  Kentucky  is  not  over- 
drawn;   it  is  true  to   the  life;   and  it  belongs  only  to 
eloquence  like  his  to  give  to  the  picture  its  tnie  expression 
and  its  true  colors.     I  do  not  deny,  I  repeat,  the  distress 
of  the  Sooth;  but  I  deny  that  the  revenue  is  the  cause, 
and  challenge  them  to  the  proof.     Here  we  are  all  equally 
competent  judges;  that  is,  all  have  equally  the  means  of 
jadging.     6i)ow  the  connei^ton  between  the  revenue  as 
the  cause,  and  your  distress  as  the  effect;  show  it  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  and  without  the  aid  of  the  metaphysics  of 
that  ignis  fatttua  of  a  science  called  political  economy. 
For  no  igrua  fiUuus  was  ever  a  more  treacherous  guide. 
It  has  no  certainty  in  it  but  its  uncertainty;  almo<;t  every 
age  lias  some  new  system  of  the  science  broached  and 
bruited.     If  it  take,  the  older  sj'stcm,  its  predecessor,  is 
bkl  on  the  shelf,  or  consigned  to  the  tnmb  of  the  Capu- 
lets.     I   do  not  know  how  many  of  these  systems  have 
succeasavely  appeared;  each  hr^  had  its  day,  and  then 
has  gone  into  the  dust  of  oblivion.     A  real  science  has 
not  these  mutations;  the  geometry  of  Euclid  is  still  the 
geometry  of  the  world.     But  if  this  pscudo  science  were 
exempt  from  tliis  uncertainty,  it  still  would  be  an  unsafe 
guide.     For  it  is  not  predicated  upon  the  actual  existing 
atate  of  tlie  world,  but  supposes  a  state  of  tilings  that 
does  not  exist,  and  canrtot;  and  this  is  especially  true  of 
the  free  trade  system.     That  supposes  the  system  to  be 
adopted  by  ail  nations,  and  then  that  all  would  find  their 
account  in  it.     Even  then  this  residt  would  not  take  pboe; 
for,  to  take  place,  all  nations  must  be  equal  in  knowledge, 
and  skill,  and  capital,  and  political  institutions,  when  tlvey 
start  in  tlie  race.  Tlie  metaphysics  of  this  pseudo  science; 
why,  the  legerdemain  of  necromancy  will  not  show  )"0u 
more  surprising  feats.     They  will  show  you,  for  instance, 
tliat  the  cotton  planter,  on  the  banks  of  the   Savannah, 
pays  the  duties  on  the  penknife  in  my  pocket;  and  so  of 
any  other  article  that  is  imported  from  England,  provided 
his  cotton  goes  there*,  and  no  matter  who  sends  it.  If  these 
metaphysics  did  not  distress  the  South  more  than  the  re- 
venue doesy  I  b(;lieve  they  would  be  a  much  more  con- 
tented pedple.     Show  me,  I  again  ask  it,  the  connexion 
between  the  revenue  as  the  cause,  and  your  distress  as 
the  effect,  and  show  it  without  the  aid  of' these  Jugy^Iing 
metaphysics.     Your  complaints — wlial  are  they?     One  is, 
tSiat  your  lands  are  worn  down,  and  that  your  crops  are 
unprofitable.      Pray,  is  the  revenue  the  cause  of  that 
Jtfrihty  ?     Anotlicr  is  the  low  prices  of  your  erops.  Now, 
but  for  the  revenue,  those  low  prices  would  be  still  lower; 
for  that  enlarges  the  demand,  and  sustains  the  market  of 
your  crops.     The  last  is,  the  prices  you  pay  for  your 
aipplies.     But  these  prices  arc  lower  tlian  they  were  be- 
fore tSie  **  accursed  tariff"  was  imposed.     To  this,  you 
»}'  that  these  low  prices  would  l»ave  been  still  lower  but 
for  the  accursetl  tar'rff.     Here  lies  your  wlKde  case;  for, 
unless  you  show  this,  ever)^-  cause  of  eomplaint  against 
the  tariff,  as  the  cause  of  your  distress,  vanishes  at  once. 
Now,  this  is  a  question  of  probabilities,  and  admltSr  of  no 
certain  solution.     All  we  can  do  is,  to  weigli  the  proba- 
bilities, pro  and  eon,  and  strike  the  balance  as  well  as  we 
ran.    The  probabilities,  pro  and  eon,  liave  been  stated  in 
tills  debate,  and  need  not  now  be  re-stated.  If  the  foreigner 
!uul  now  the  supply  a!id  control  of  our  market,  as  he 
would  have,  hatl  we  no  tariff',  to  me  it  appears  probable 
tliat  these  prices  would  be  higher  than  they  now  are;  to 
you  tlie  contrary  appears  probable.     At  best,  tiien,  the 


thing  is  uncertain.  I  ask,  then,  are  these  gentlemen 
willing  and  prepared  to  break  up  this  Union,  because  it 
may  be  that  the  low  prices  they  now  pay  for  their  sup- 
plies  would  have  been  still  lower  if  we  Ind  had  no  tariff, 
to  do  that  irreparable  injury  to  their  countiv.  And  to 
themselves  as  a  part  of  the  couritry,  and  to  themielvea 
more  than  to  any  other  part? 

The  gentlemen  of.  the  South  teem  to  thhik  there  ia 
wanting  to  them  a  fraternal  feeling  in  the  North,  that  rtf* 
fuses  to  do  them  justice  in  tliia  case.  This  is  not  so. 
When  has  the  South  appealed  to  the  justice  of  this  Go* 
vernment)  in  a  just  cause,  and  has  made  tlie  appeal  in 
vain?  Never.  When  Iwve  wc  refused  to  do  justice  to 
the  virtues  of  the  South,  public  and  private?  To  their 
liberal  sentiments,  their  chivalrotis  spirit,  their  patriotic 
merits,  to  their  ardent  genius,  and  its  brilliant  demon* 
strations?  Never.  Is  not  tlicir  pride  in  the  fame  of  their 
great  men  our  pride  too?  When  have  we  withheld  from 
that  fame  the  nieed  of  praise?  When  have  we  stinted 
that  praise)  or  given  it  gnidgingly?  Never.  Why,  then, 
if  they  ask,  why  do  we  not  reduce  the  revenue  in  order 
to  relieve  their  distress?  It  is  because  wc  do  not  believe 
it  to  be  the  cause  of  that  distress,  or  that  it  contributes  to 
that  distress  in  any  degree;  and  because  we  believe  that, 
if  we  yielded  to  their  wishes,  tliey  would  find  that  dis- 
tress aggravated  by  it,  instead  of  being  relieved.  To 
yield  to  their  wishes  would  be  death  to  us,  and  to  them  it 
would  do  no  possible  good.  Tlie  South,  we  even  believe, 
beside  their  common  interest— <ommon  with  their  coun* 
try — liave  a  peculiar  interest  in  this  policy.  Are  their 
immense  resources,  now  dormant,  forever  to  remain  dor- 
mant? Ar6  they  never  to  be  developed?  I  mean  their 
resources  in  power,  by  water  and  by  steam,  so  abundant 
as  it  is,  (in  New  England  it  is  not  so  abundant,)  and  in  the 
abundance  of  the  raw  material  for  manofacture  within 
themselves.  These  can  only  be  developed  by'this  policy. 
If  that  be  continued,  its  march  will  be  onward;  it  will  in 
time  fill  then*  higli  lands  with  tliriving  vilUges,  and  cover 
them  with  a  thriving  poptilatlon.  Their  streams  will  not 
be  idle;  they  will  carry  mills,  and  feed  canals;  the  rich 
products  of  their  soil  and  indtistry  will  be  water-borne 
from  place  to  place;  and  this  reprobated  |>olicy  **  will 
scatter  plenty  o'er  their  smiling  fend.**  Capital  and  en- 
terprise will  find  their  way  there;  and  if  they  have  not 
there  the  population  fitted  for  the  labor,  population  wril 
flock  there  that  is  fitted.  This  will  give  to  their  ilave 
and  field  labor  a  new  value,  and  to  them  a  new  source  of 
security. 

I  have  done.  In  pleading  tlie  cause  of  this  policy,  I 
have  the  most  intimate  convictions  that  I  have  been  plead- 
ing the  cause  of  otir  country,  of  our  whole  country, 
and  of  every  part  of  our  country— of  every  man,  woman, 
and  child,  in  our  country — not  aa  its  importance  required 
—no,  by  no  means — but  as  my  feeble  powcrjpermitted. 
To  our  natural  parents  we  owe  all  the  pious  ofncesof  life; 
hut  to  another  parent,  oiu*  country,  we  owe  mor^— wo 
owe  life  itself,  when  her  good  requires  its  devotion. 
Were  this  effort,  poor  as  it  is,  the  effort  of  my  expiring 
life— expiring  by  the  effort — in  that  final  moment,  and 
last  struggle,  I  shoidil  be  happy  in  the  feeKng  and  belief 
that  I  was  expir^hg  in  my  country's  cause. 

Mr.  MOO  HE  then  gave  notice  that  he  intended  to  ad- 
dress the  Senate  on  tiie  subject;  When 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  Monday. 

Mo^TDAT,  March  5. 

APPORTIONMENT  BILL. 

The  apportionment  hill  being  under  cons'deration, 

Mr.  WKRS  fEH  said  he  had  made  somesHg^t  variation 

in  the  amendment  which  he  submitted  on  Thursday  last. 

This  proposition  now  assumed  the  number  of  the  House 

to  be  256,  and  abcertuincd  the  number  of  representatives 
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of  each  State  by  the  simple  rule  of  proportion.  Takiog^ 
the  representative  numben  of  the  United  States  as  the 
first  term,  the  number  of  the  House  (256)  as  the  second 
term,  and  the  representative  population  of  each  State  as 
the  third  term^  forty-six  thousand  nine  hundred  and  nine- 
ty-seven would  be  the  common  representative  number; 
and,  at  tliis  ratio,  the  number  of  the  House  would  be  240. 
There  would  then  be  left  sixteen  members  to  distribute 
to  the  large  fractions,  that  is,  to  fractions  exceeding  a 
moiety  of  uie  ratio {  the  other  fractiona  left  would  be  ex- 
ceedingly small* 

Mr.  MAUCY  said,  having  been  a  member  of  the  select 
committee  to  which  the  apportionment  bill  from  the  other 
House  was  referred,  ana  also  one  of  the  majority  that 
instructed  the  chairman  to  report  that  bill  as  it  came  to  us, 
it  is  proper  that  I  should  submit  to  the  Senate  my  views  in 
relation  to  it,  and  in  opposition  to  the  amendment  offerecl 
by  the  honorable  Senator  from  Massachusetts.  He  places 
his  oppoiutioato  the  bill  on  two  grounds;  upon  its  inequa- 
lity{ana  its  unconstitutionality.  If  I  rightly  apprehend  his 
remarks,  the  latter  objection  is  a  consequence  of  the  for- 
mer. He  holds  it  to  be  unconstitutional,  pecause  it  is  strik- 
ingly unequal.  I  think,  sir,  1  shall  be  able  to  show  that 
the  amendment,  on  his  own  principles,  is  liable''  to  tiie 
same  objections,  and,  in  my  opinion,  to  another  still  more 
fonnidable:  it  is  not  only  unequal,  but  it  allots  members 
upon  fractions,  contrary,  as  I  conceive,  to  a  construction 
of  tlie  constitution,  settled  forty  years  ago.  The  ratio  of 
forty-seven  thousand  seven  hundred  was  adopted  by  the 
House;  and,  when  applied  to  the  federal  or  representative 
numbers  of  the  several  States,  it  resulted  in  bringing  out 
a  representation  of  two  hundred  and  forty  members.  I'hc 
fractionaproduced  by  thisratio^  it  is  said,  are  very  unequal. 
They  are  large  in  small  States,  and  small  in  large  States, 
▲sthe  honorable  Senator  grouped  the  States  together,  he 
presented  cases  of  considerable  inequality:  this  inequality 
he  would  remove  by  adopting  a  second  ratio,  much  smaller 
than  his  principal  one,  and  applying  it  to  the  large  frac- 
tions, and  thereby  allot  fifteen  adctitional  members  upon 
the  fractiona.     He  distributes  these  additional  members 


as  the  fifteen  distributed  on  the  fractions  created  by  the 
use  of  a  ratio  of  47,000.     In  the  first  case.  New  York  and 
Pennsylvania  would  hot  get  members,  but  Maine  and  Mis« 
siasippi  would;  in  the  second.  New  York  and  Pennsylvania 
would  each  get  a  member,  ami  Maine  and  Mississippi 
would  not.     There  are  at  least  700  ratios,  and  I  believe 
many  more,  which,  when  applied  to  the  federal  mimber 
of  each  State,  will  produce  tlic  same  number  of  represen- 
tatives, yet  each  of  these  ratios  will  produce  different 
fractions.     This  iaet  proves  tliat  the  fraction  does  not  indi* 
cate  the  true  relative  loss  of  the  State.     'Jlie  truth  is,  sir, 
you  may  sport  almost  as  you  please  with  the  fractions,  and 
produce  almost  any  result.     This  alone  shows,  if  tltere 
were  no  constitutional  objection,  ^hc  improprietv  of  allot- 
ting  members  for  fractions.     I  might  ask  the  honorable 
mover  of  the  amendment  why  he  adopts  47,000  instead  of 
47,700,  or  any  other  number  between  these  two;  why  lie 
designates  255  fi>r  the  number  of  his  House;  or  why  he 
takes  25,000  for  the  ratio  to  be  applied  to  the  fractions  to 
give  additional  members.  But  I  will  not  press  these  ques- 
tions, becAdse  he  has  intimated  an  intention  to  make  some 
clianges  in  these  numbers. 

The  honorable  mover  of  the  amendment  contends  that 
the  bill  is  unconstitutional.  The  constitution  requires,  it 
is  said,  members  to  be  apportioned  iimong  <hc  States  ac* 
cording  to  their  respective  numbers.  New  York  g-ets 
forty  men;bers  by  tlie  bill,  and  the  six  New  Erglund  States, 
witii  a  population  of  between  30  and  40,000  more  than 
New  York,  gtt  only  tliirty .eight.  This  is  so;  it  is  occa- 
sioned by  the  loss  on  account  of  fracttofis.  There  must  be, 
I  contend,  a  loss  on  fractions,  sind  the  inevitable  conse- 
quence is,  that  six  States  will  be  exposed,  in  the  operation, 
to  lose  six  times  as  much  as  one  State.  But,  sir,  docs  the 
amendment  improve  the  matter?  It  is  true  it  restores  an 
equality  between  the  representation  of  New  York  and 
New  England,  but  it  creates  inequalities  in  other  ])arts  of 
the  Union.  It  ^es  to  New  York  forty-one  members,  and 
to  New  Hampshire,  Vermont,  New  Jersey,  Delaware, 
Maryland,  Alabama,  Louisiana,  and  Mississippi,  whose  ag- 
gregate federal  or  representative  numbei*s  are  less  than 


for  the  express  purpose  of  producing  equality^  but  it  is  a  that  of  New  York,  forty-three  members.     Again,  sir,  the 


little  remarkable  tltat  he  does  not  allot  Uicm  to  the  frac- 1 
tioos  which  he  has  used  to  show  the  Inequality  of  the  bill. 
He  uaea  a  different  ratio  from  that  in  the  hill,  which, 
though  it  does  not  alter  the  number  of  the  representatives 
in  any  one  State,  it  makes  great  and  striking  changes  in 
the  fractions  on  which  he  allota  the  additional  members. 
He  does  not  apply  his  remedy  to  the  same  patient  whose 
<asc  be  has  presented  to  us.  The  fractions  produced  by 
the  use  of  his  principal  ratio  are  not  small  in  large  States, 
and  large  in  small  States.  The  ratio  of  forty-seven  Uiou- 
sand  produces  large  fractions  in  the  four  largest  States. 
New  York*  Pennsylvania,  Virginia,  and  Ohio,  the  four 
largest  States,  have  fractions  in  each,  varying  from  32  to 
42,000.  Their^  aggregate  fractions  amount  to  more  than 
150,000;  almost  equal  to  the  aggregate  fractions  of  any 
otiier  four  States  that  can  be  selected  from  the  remaining 
twenty.  If  the  States  are  divided  into  large  and  smaU 
States,  the  twelve  large  ones  have  an  amount  of  fractions 
of  40,000  more  than  the  twelve  small  States.  The  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  saya  that  the  seven  hundred  in  the 
ratio  in  the  bill  is  illusoiy,  because  the  number  of  repre- 
sentatives in  each  State,  and  consequently,  in  the  whole 
House,  vrill  be  the  same  whether  the  ratio  bo  47,000  or 
47,700.  Whether  the  one  or  the  other  be  used,  is  material 
only  when  members  are  allotted  to  fractions.  If  the  ratio  of 
47,70U  is  used,  and  an  additional'member  is  allotted  to  every 
fraction  of  25,000,  there  will  be  only  nine  fractions  tiiat 
will  draw  a  member;  but  if  the  ratio  of  47,000  be  used,  as 
it  is  in  the  amendment,  there  will  be  fifteen  fractions  over 
25,000  each,  wliich  will  bo  each  entitled  to  a  member.  If 
fiilceu  members  are  distributed  on  the  fractions  produced 
by  the  ratio  of  47,700,  they  will  not  fail  to  the  same  States 


States  of  Maine,  Connecticut,  Indiana,  Mis^ssippi,  Illinois, 
and  Tehnessce  can  raise  the  same  complaint  on  the  amend- 
ment as  to  inequality  when  compared  with  New  Y'ork, 
that  New  England  can,  on  Uie  bill.  These  States  have  an 
aggregate  representative  population  about  equal  to  Kew 
York,  yet  the  amendment  gives  them  two  Jess  representa- 
tives than  are  apportioned  to  New  York. 

Tlie  bill  gives  to  New  York  one-sixth  of  the  whole  re- 
presentatives in  the  other  House;  but  she  has  not,  it  ta 
said,  but  one-seventh  of  the  representative  numbers  of  the 
Union.  Tliis  is  stating  tiie  case  too  strongly.  She  liaa 
one-sixth  and  twenty-two  hundredths  of  one-sixth  of  tlie 
population  ol  the  Union.  It  is  true  bhe  has  less  than  one- 
sixth  of  the  whole  population,  and  a  full  one-sixth  of  the 
representation;  but  if  this  is  objectionable  in  the  bill,  a 
nmilar  objection  lies  aga'msi  the  amendment.  Delaware 
has  only  a  hundred  andfifty-eighth  part  of  tJie  wlmle  popu- 
lation, and  the  amendment  gives  her  more  than  a  hundred 
and  twenty-seventh  part  of  the  whole  representatives.  If 
the  other  States  should  be  all  represented  as  fully  as  Dela- 
ware will  be,  if  we  adopt  the  amendment,  the  House 
would  have  three  hundred  and  sixteen  membiis;  if  repre- 
sented as  ftiaine  would  be,  according  to  tlie  amendment, 
it  would  be  composed  of  two-hundred  and  thirty-nine 
members.  If  the  largest  States  were  to  be  a:»  fully  rt  pre- 
sented by  tiie  amendment  as  Delaware  is,  New  York  wotild 
be  entitled  to  nine  more  members  than  is  ase»igned  to  lier» 
Pennsylvania  to  six,  Virginia  to  five,  and  Ohio  to  four. 

We  were  asked  by  the  honorable  SenatcM"  from  Massa- 
chusetts, if  a  tax  of  $240,000  were  to  be  levied  on  the 
United  States,  woidd  New  York  pay  5^40, OUO?  I  answer 
no?    1  would  aak,  in  return,  ia  rvfcrcnce  to  the  amend- 
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ment,  if  she  would  pay  fil»QOO  of  a  tax  on  the  United 
Statei  of  $255,000.  No!  Not  precisely.  Would  Dela- 
ware pay  of  such  a  tax  ^,000?  No,  sir,  she  would  only 
pay  $1,580,  or  thereabouts. 

Taking'  into  view  these  inequalities  produced  by  the 
amendment,  I  come  to  this  concluJuon-— a  conclusion  ft-om 
which  1  think  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  cannot  es- 
cape—that, if  the  bill  is  unconstitutional,  by  reason  of  the 
inequalities  it  produces  in  the  representation  of  the  dif- 
ferent States,  bis  amendment  is  unconstitutional.  If  his 
argument  on  tliis  point  is  strong  enough  to  ovci'tlu'ow  the 
bill,  it  is  equally  potent  for  the  destruction  of  hi^  own 
£jnendment.  Indeed,  sir,  it  will  apply  to  any  bill  that  can 
be  formed.  Equality,  perfect  equality,  cannot  be  o!) tam- 
ed; and,  therefore,  it  is  beyond  Uie  ingenuity  or  the  wit  of 
man  to  form  a  bill  that  will  not  be  obnoxious  to  the  con- 
stitutional objection  interposed  to  tlie  bill  now  before  the 
Senate. 

Inequality,  which  I  regard  as  inevitable,  arises  when  the 
af^portionment  is  made,  as  it  is  by  the  bill,  aiyi  as  it  alM'ays 
oug'ht  to  be  made,  by  the  application  of  a  smgle  division 
to  the  federal  number  of  each  State.  In  that  case,  each 
State  is  exposed  to  a  loss  on  account  of  fractions;  and 
that  loss  may  be — indeed,  sir,  it  "Vill  be,  xis  brge  in  some 
of  the  smallest  States  as  in  some  of  tlie  largest.  If  Uie 
fi  actions  in  a  small  State  and  in  a  large  one  are  absolutely 
equal,  tliere  will  be  great  relative  inequality.  If  Dela- 
ware ha^  a  fraction  as  large  as  that  of  New  York,  and  the 
chance  is  equal  tliat  she  will  have,  her  relative  loss  must 
be  twentj'iive  times  as  large  as  New  York,'  because  New 
Y'ork  has  twenty-five  times  her  population. 

There  are  considerations  i^bich  I  must  be  pardoned  for 
alluding  to,  that  ought  to  repress,  at  once,  any  rising  dis- 
content which  the  small  States  may  at  first  view  feel  dis- 
posed to  indulge  on  account  of  this  comparative  inequality 
of  loas.     If  New  England,  with  a  little  larger  population 
than  New  York,  gets  by  the  bill  a  less  number  of  repre- 
aentativea  in  the  other  House  titan  New  York,  by  two,  she 
lias  in  this  House  ten  more  voices  than  New  York.     She 
lias  six  times  the  power  here  tliat  New  York  has.     Slie 
lias  eifrht  more  votes  in  the  election  of  a  Chief  Magistrate. 
The  Senate  has  a  check  upon  every  thing  the  House  does; 
but  in  many  tilings  it  is  withmit  any  check  from  the  House. 
When  we  consider  the  amount  and  importance  of  Execu- 
tive business,  and  the    preponderating,  unequal  power 
which  the  small  States  have  in  the  choice  of  a  President 
and  in  legislation,  we  ought  not  to  feel  so  much  anxiety 
and  s>'mpatl)y  for  their  comparatively  smaU  loss  of  power 
in  the  other  House,  occasioned  by  an  mevitable  lqfi&  on 
fractions,  nor  ought  we  to  busy  ourselves  in  inventing  cu- 
rious theories  of  allotting  members,  unknown  in  any  for- 
mer practice,  and  contrary  to  a  settled  construction  of  tlie 
constitution,  for  the  purpose  of  repairing  and  more  tluin 
repairinfr  their  loi».     I  do  not  allucie  to  ttte  advantages  of 
the  small  States,  by  way  of  complaint.     They  have  them 
by  tlie  constitution,  and  they  are  entided  to  them.     The 
Wge  Stales  submit  to  this  condition  of  )hings  as  to  a  dis- 
pensation of  Frovidence,  designed  and  operating,  as  we 
are  willing  to  believe,  for  our  common  good;  but  we  think 
tlie  soiali  States  ought  to  submit,  in  the  same  spirit,  to  the 
little  loss  they  sustain  in  oi^ganizing.the  other  House;  it  is 
imposed  on  tliem  by  the  constitution,  and  they  have  abun- 
dant reasons  for  resignation  to  it;  for,  in  the  organization 
of  the  Senate,  and  in  the  choice  of  a  Chief  Magihtrate, 
they  ace  most  munificently  rewarded  for  any  loss  they  may 
uistain  by  apportioning  members  in  the  lon^  established 
node. 

1  trust  that  neither  the  remarks  I  have  made  on  the  su- 
perior power  tliat  the  small  States  have  in  this  House 
and  in  the  choice  of  the  President,  nor  the  frequent  allu- 
sion to  such  States  to  show  the  unequal  operation  of  tlie 
smendineut  under  consideration,  will  be  regarded  as  fur- 
nishing tlie  ali|^htest  evidence  of  au  utifriendly  disposition 


to  those  States.  1  would  not  withliold  from  any  one  of 
them  the  smallest  particle  of  its  legitimate  power  or  influ- 
ence, nor  would  I  transfer  to  it  any  power  or  influence 
that  rightfully  belong  to  any  large  State.  Let  each  have 
all  that  the  constitution  gives,  and  no  more.  New  York 
and  Delaware,  the  largest  and  the  smallest  States,  are  the 
two  prominent  points  of  comparison.  When  reference  is 
made  to  the  former  to  sustain  an  objection  to  the  bill  for 
giving  large  States  too  much,  it  would  be  injustice  to  infer 
that  the  reference  is  prompted  by  illiberal  feelings  to- 
wards that  State;  and  when  reference  is  made  to  Delaware 
to  show  that  the  amendment  confers  on  her  undue  advan- 
tages, it  is  done  only  to  prove  an  objection  or  illustrate  an 
argument,  and  should  not,  I  presume,  will  not,  be  consi- 
dered an  exhibition  of  an  unkind  spirit  towards  that  Stute. 

The  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts presents  to  us  for  adoption  the  principle  of  allotting 
members  to  States  for  fractions.  This  is  a  grave  consti- 
tutional question,  which  w^as  raised,  much  dispussed,  and 
settled,  as  {think,  in  1792.  The* Senator  has  attempted 
with  great  ingenuity,  but,  so  far  as  regpirds  in}'self,  without 
success,  to  convince  us  that  his  amendment  docs  not  pre- 
sent either  of  tlie  constitutional  objections  which  Uenei'al 
Washington  interposed  to  the  apportimmcnt  bill  to  wlilch 
he  affixed  his  veto.  It  does  not,  I  cone,  ile,  present  the  se- 
cond ground  of  objection,  but  it  meci*  the  first  dire  ctly 
in  the  face;  and  we  cannot  adopt  this  amendment,  without 
trampling  it  under  our  feet.  He  attempts  to  avoid  that  ob' 
jection,  by  raising  a  second  ratio  of  25,000,  and  applying 
it  to  the  fractions.  Tiiis  he  calls  a  complex  ratio.  I  call 
it  a  double  ratio,  and  tlie  use  of  it  effectually  destroys  the 
proportion  which  the  constitution  requires.  He  it pp lies 
both  ratios — ^the  large  and  small  one — ^to  fifleen  States, 
and  the  large  one  only  to  nine  States;  and  this  is  called  ap- 
portioning equally  among  die  States  Uie  representatives 
according  to  their  numbers.  This  twofold  operation  vior 
lates,  necessarily  violates,  the  rule  of  proportion. 

General  Wasliington's  first  objection  to  the  bill  of  1793 
was,  that  *<  tliere  was  no  proportion  or  divisor  which,  ap- 
plied to  the  respective  numbers  of  the  States,  will  yield 
the  number  and  allotment  of  representatives  proposed  by 
the  bill."  Now,  sir,  I  ask  the  movej;  of  the  amendment 
to  tell  us  what  proportion  or  divisor,  applied  to  the  re- 
spective numbers  ot  the  States,  will  produce  his  House  of 
25S  members.  1  venture  to  assert  there  is  none.  If  Gene- 
ral Washington  had  conceived  that  he  was  at  liberty  to 
resort  to  what  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  calls  a  com- 
plex ratio,  and  what  I  tliiuk  would  be  better  described  by 
being  called  double  ratios,  he  could  soon  have  worked  out 
a  result  corresponding  to  the  provisions  of  the  bill  of  1792. 
If  two  ratios  would  not  have  don^  it,  1  see  no  stronger  ob- 
jection to  three  than  to  two,  provided  equality,  or  a  greater 
approximation  to  it,  is  thereby  obtained.'  The  bill  of  1792 
confessedly  produced  a  gfreat  degree  of  equality.  The 
truth  is,  sir,  the  bill  of  1792,  and  the  amendment,  pro- 
ceed on  the  same  principle;  and  that  principle,  and  not  the 
second  ground  of  objection  mentiond  in  the  messng-c  of 
General  Washington,  was  mainly  considered  in  pronounc- 
ing that  bill  unconstitutional.  Neither  Judge  Marshall's 
account  of  diis  measure,  nor  die  debates  in  the  House,  so 
far  as  {  have  seen  them,  have  a  single  allusion  to  the  second 
ground  of  objection  stated  in  the  Fresidertt's  mesiage.  I 
will  read  tliose  passages  in  Marshairs  Life  of  Wasliington, 
which  relate  td  the  bill  of  1792: 

*' Construing  the  constitution  to  authorize  a  process  by 
which  tlie  whole  number  of  representatives  should  be  as- 
certained on  the  whole  population  of  the  United  States, 
and  afterwards  <  apportioned  among  the  several  States  ac- 
cording to  dieir  respective  numbers,'  the  Senate  applied 
the  number  thirty  thousand  as  a  divisor  to  the  total  popu- 
lation; and  taking tlie  quotient,  which  was  one  bundled  and 
twenty,  ihe  number  of  representatives  given  by  the  ratio 
which  liadbeen  adopted  in  the  House  where  the  bill  luul 
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originuted,  they  apportioned  that  number  among  the  se- 
veral States  by  that  ratio,  until  as  many  representatives  as 
it  would  give  were  allotted  to  each.  The  residuary  num^ 
bers  were  tken  distributed  among  the  States  having  the 
highest  fractions.** 

It  is  admitted  by  Judge  Marshall  that  this  resulted  in  a 
more  cmiitable  apportionment.  It  produced  what  the' 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  thinks  his  amendment  wiUdo. 
Looking  al  the  effects  of  the  amendment,  some  of  which 
1  have  stilted,  it  may  well  be  doubted  whether  his  expec- 
tations, in  this  particular,  will  be  realized.  "But  the 
rule,**  says  Judgt;  Marshall,  "was  novel,  and  overturned 
opinions  which  had  been  generally  assumed,  and  were 
supposed  to  be  settled.**  There  was  a  difference  of  opi- 
nion in  tlie  Pres'.dent*s  cabinet.  "The  Secretary  of 
State,  (Mr.  Jefferson,)  and  the  Attorney  General,  (Mr. 
£d.  Randolph,)  being  of  opinion  that  the  act  was  at  vari- 
ance with  tlie  constitution;  the  Secretary  of  War,  (Gene- 
ral Knox,)  rather  undecided;  and  the  Secretary  of  tJie 
Treasury,  (General  Hamilton,)  thinking  that,  from  the  ex- 
pression in  the  clause  relating  to  the  subject,  neither  con- 
struction coul;l  be  absolutely  rejected,  and  that,  therefore, 
it  would  be  proper  to  accede  to  tlie  interpretation  given 
by  the  Lcgiblaturc."  "After  weighing  the  arguments 
A\  hich  were  urp;ed  on  each  side  of  the  question,  the  Pre- 
si<lent  was  confirmed  in  the  opinion  that  the  population  of 
each  State,  and  not  the  total  population  of  the  United 
States,  must  g:vc  the  numbers  to  which  alone  could  be 
applied  the  process  by  which  the  number  of  representa- 
tives was  to  be  ascertained." 

The  bill  was  returned  to  the  House  wherein  it  originat- 
ed, and  it  was  rejected.  *•  Thus,"  says  Judge  Marshall, 
«*  was  this  interesting  part  of  the  American  constitution 
finally  settled.**  I  have  read,  I  believe,  all  those  passages 
that  have  a  bcarlno^  on  the  constitutionality  of  the  ques- 
tion decided  by  the  rejection  of  the  bill  of  1792,  and  it 
will  be  remarked  that  there  is  not  a  single  observation  that 
has  relation  to  the  second  ground  of  objection  in  the  mes- 
sage. The  proposition  of  dividing  on  fractions  is  expli- 
citly considered,  directly  passed,  and  clearly  repudiated  as 
unconstitutional.  The  number  of  representatives  is  to  be 
ascertained  by  a  single  process,  not  by  a  series  of  processes, 
applied  to  the  population  of  each  3tate$  it  must  result 
from  the  application  of  a  proposition  or  divisor,  and  not 
two  or  more  propositions  or  divisori,  to  the  respective 
numbers  of  the  States. 

To  show  what  the  views  of  Mr.  Madison  were  on  tliis 
constitutional  Cjucstion,  1  will  present  to  the  Senate  two 
short  extracts  from  the  debate  on  the  apportionment  biU 
of  1792. 

"The  idea  effractions,  said  he,  was  not  there  contend- 
ed for,  but  has  since  become  the  very  essence  of  the  oppo^ 
sition;  and  we  are  called  on  to  violate  the  constitution, 
by  adopting  a  measure  that  will  give  representatives  to 
tliosc  separate  and  distinct  fractions  in  the  respective 
States.  If  this  reasoning  is  good,  why  do  the  gentlemen 
stop  at  this  houii...4ry  of  representation  by  States?  Why 
not  proceed  to  erect  the  whole  United  States  into  one  dis- 
trict, without  any  di\-isiQn,  in  order  to  prevent  the  inequality 
thev  conceive  to  exist  in  respect  to  individual  States?"— 
JJtbafe,  I9tkl)ec.  1791. 

••  Mr.  Madii-'on  repeated  the  substance  of  what  he  had 
before  offered  in  objection  to  this  proposition.  Fractions 
wdl  exist,  said  he,  on  every  possible  pian^  This  is  to  be  a 
permanent  law,  and  in  it<(  operation  wdl  probably  increase 
those  fractions.  Tlie  constitutton  refers  to  the  respective 
numbers  of  the  States,  and  not  to  any  aggregate  number. 
The  proposition  breaks  down  the  barriers  between  the 


plicit  condemnation  of  that  principle  of  the  amendment^ 
which  proposes  to  distribute  members  on  fractions;  and* 
coming  iVom  the  quarter  this  language  does,  I  cannot 
withhold  from  It  the  liighest  respect.  It  was  uttered  by 
the  framers  of  the  constitution,  who  are  to  be  presumed 
to  have  understood,  better  than  any  otliers,  the  import  of 
the  expressions  they  had  used.  Though  we  are  not  abso- 
lutely concluded,  by  any  authority  on  such  a  question, 
we  ought  to  yield  the  greatest  deference  to  such  opinions. 
They  are  a  contemporaneous  exposition  of  the  constitu- 
tion, given  by  five  of  Virginia's  most  distinguished  sons- 
more  distinguished^  probably,  than  any  other  State,  in  any 
other  age,  will  ever  produce.  On  another  occasion,  which 
r  may  not  specify,  there  was  an  emphatic  call  on  Virginia 
for  an  opinion  on  what  was  regarded  a  constitutional  ques- 
tion, it  was  then  said,  "  I  want  to"  hear  a  voice  from  Vir- 
{^nia;  I  want  to  see  if  she  will  stand  by  the  constitution." 
On  this  most  important  constitutional  question,  we  have 
heard  a  voice  from  Virginia,  and  she  did  stand  by  the  con- 
stitution. That  voice  was  uttered  forty  years  ago  by  her 
most  wise  and  patriotic  sons,  then  on  the  scene  of  action. 
It  was  powerfiil  in  effect;  it  put  to  rest  this  pretension  of 
distributing  members  op  fractions,  which  has  remained 
quiet  for  forty  years.  It  is  now  awakened  again.  I 
want,  on  this  occaaon,  to  hear  the  voice  of  Virginia,  and 
to  see  if  she  yet  stands  by  the  constitution.  I  flatter  my- 
self that  the  distinguished  men  of  that  State,  now  on  the 
stage  of  action,  will  speak  as  her  sages  did  in  times  past? 
and  will  again  put  this  pretension  to  rest,  where,  I  hope, 
it  will  not  only  sleep  forty  years,  but  to  the  end  of  all 
time. 

The  constitution  requires  us  to  apportion  members  ac- 
cording to  numbers.  This  is  said  to  iliean  as  nearly  at 
possible.  The  qualification  is  not  expressed  in  the  con- 
stitution. Our  powers  are  circumscribed  by  a  line;  and 
it  is  contended  that  if  we  cannot  come  up  to  the  line  on 
one  side,  which  I  call  the  constitutional  side,  by  reason  of 
a  natuial  impossibirity,  wc  may  get  around  on  to  Uic 
other  side,  and  take  our  pontton  there,  provided  we  can, 
in  that  way,  get  nearer  to  that  line.  We  are  bound  to 
approach  as  nearly  to  it  as  practicable,  but  it  must  be  on 
the  constitutional  side,  and  not  on  that  side  that  lies  be- 
yond the  limits  of  our  power.  The  amendment  attempts 
to  come  to  this  line  on  the  wrong  side. 

I  know,  sir,  that  supposititious  cases,  though  intended 
for  elucidation,  veryofien  protUice  confusion;  but  1  think 
I  can  state  one  that  will  give  to  the  Senate  a  better  com- 
prehension of  my  views  than  I  have  yet  been  able  to  con- 
vey to  it.  I  will  suppose  that  a  eomp^ny  of  twenty-four 
persons  are  the  owners  of  cei-tain  property,  and,  as  we 
have  been  made  during  the  last  six  weeks  exceeding  fami- 
liar with  cotton,  I  will  name,  as  this  property,  two  hundred 
and  fifty.five  bales  of  cotton.  The  interest  of  the  respect- 
ive partners  in  this  cotton  corresponds  with,  and  varies 
according  to,  the  population  of  the  respective  States. 
They  wish  to  distribute  among  themselves  the  bales  of 
cotton  according  to  their  interest  in  it;  hut,  not  being  :d)Ie 
to  do  it  to  the  satiifactton  of  all,  they  call  upon  some  com- 
mon friend  to  do  it  for  them.  He  undertakes  the  friendly 
office,  and  calls  upon  them  for  their  directions.  They  ex- 
plain to  him  the  amount  of  their  respective  interests,  and 
then  sny,  apportion  among  the  owner*  according  to  tlieir 
respective  interests;  but  understand  no  bale  can  be  divid- 
ed into  parts.  He  meets  with  no  difficulty  in  distributing 
two  hundred  and  forty  of  the  bales,  but  serious  embarrass- 
ment exists  as  to  the  residuary  fifteen.  He  finally  cou- 
cludeti  that  it  is  best  to  dispose  of  these  fifteen  bales,  by 
giving  one  to  each  of  the  fifteen  partiYers  who  he  fimU  have 
State  and  General  Governments,  ami  involves  a  consulida- ' an  interest  in  them  exceeding  one-half  of  a  bale.  He 
tion." — Debate,  Df/ruary  16,  1792.  I  calls  the  company  together,  and  explains  his  views  rela- 

I  cannot  understand,  from  the  language  of  these  pas- 1 tive  to  the  surplus  bales.'  F.fteen  of  the  company,  who 
sages^in  the  I«ife  of  Washington,  and  these  extracts  from  |owu  each  a  major  fraction  of  a  bale,  see  no  cibjcction  on 
tlie  debateLi  bu  the  bill  of  1792,  any  thing  less  than  an  ex-  jtlie  scure  of  iuterest,  and  are  disposed  to  approve  of  the 
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(leteruil nation  of  the  distributor;  but  a  member,  wlio  has 
an  interest  equal  to  two-iiftUs  of  a  bale,  says  to  tlie  distri- 
butor, will  you  be  so  ^od  as  to  explain  to  me  by  what 
rigi&t  you  assume  to  g'ive  my  interest  in  one  of  those  bales 
to  my  partner  ?    The  common  iriend  replies,  your  partner 
owns  more  of  that  bale  than  you  do;  he  owns  three-fifths, 
and  you  only  two-fifUis  of  it.     1  admit  that;  but  does 
his  right  to  three-fifths  give  him  a  right  to  my  two-fifths 
also?     The  friend  says,  strictly  considered,  perhaps  it 
does  not,  but  he  owns  more  of  it  than  you  do,  and  it  will 
be  more  equiUibleto  give  it  to  him  tlian  to  you,  and  I  shall 
therefore  give  it  to  him,  and  it  will  be  generous  in  you  to 
consent  to  th':s  disposition  of  it.     The  reply  to  tliis  would 
be,  I  do  not  ask  you  to  give  the  bale  of  cotton  to  me,  and 
therefore  there  is  no  question  as  to  the  balance  of  equity. 
Yqu  talk  about  generosity  where  it  is  strictly  an  aflair  of 
justice.     When  you  are  disposing  of  your  own  property, 
you  may  be  generous;  but  in  this  matter  you  are  disposing 
of  my  property,  and  you  have  no  right  to  show  your  gene- 
rosity at  my  expense.     Your  authority  is  to  distribute  in  a 
particular  manner.     A  deviation  from  this  manner  b  a  vio* 
Istion  of  your  instructions.     You  cannot  apportion  one  of 
the  fifteen  bales,  without  a  violation  of  those  instructions. 
The  question  is  asked,  what  shall  be  done  with  the  undis- 
tributed bales?     If  you  cannot  distribute  tliem  in  the  man- 
ner you  arc  directed  to  distribute  them,  let  tliem  alone. 
They  must  remain  the  joint,  undivided  property  of  tlie 
company.     Our  situation,  Mr.  President,  1  consider  to 
be  precisely  similar  to  the  person  appointed  to  appor- 
tion the  bales  of  cotton.     We  cannot  distribute  on  frac- 
tions without  violating  the  rule  given  us  to  regulate  our 
conduct  in  this  matter.  .  Will  Maine  consent  that  lier  frac- 
tion shall  be  transferred  to  I^Ussachusetts,  for  the  purpose 
cf  having  anotlier  member  apportioned  to  the  latter  State? 
or,  if  it  is  not  regarded  as  a  transfer,  will  she  consent  that 
a  member  shall  be  given  to  Massachusetts,  by  the  use  of  a 
ratio  of  25,000,  applied  to  a  part  of  her  members,  wliilc 
we  refuse  to  apply  to  Maine,  and  several  other  States,  any 
ratio  less  tlian  47,000?     Maine  is  disposed,  I  presume,  to 
stand  on  her  strict  rights.     She  will  not,  and  she  ought 
not,  to  yield  a  single  inch  of  her  territory  to  the  British 
provinces;  and  I  venture  to  say  she  will  not  submit  to 
the  transfer  of  a  single  particle  of  her  political  power  to 
Massaclmsetts,  or  any  other  State.     Will  her  champion 
near  m^,  [Mr.  Holmkr,]  after  being  devoted  to  her  ser- 
vice for  thirty  years,  now,  when  about  retiring,  as  he  has 
publicly  announced,  from  the  bustle  of  public  life,  to  me- 
ditate on  death  and  eternity,  be  unfaithrul  to  her  interest, 
and  sit  silent,  and  see  her  curtailed  of  any  portion  of  her 
positive  or  relative  power?     No,  sir.     I  venture  to  affirm 
be  will  not.     The  honorable  mover  of  the  amendment 
scarcely  need  be  reminded  that  inequality  is  as  certainly 
and  fully  produced  by  giving  too  much,  as  by  not  giving 
enougli.     He  has  truly  said  that  what  one  gtiins,  anotlier 
must  lose.     The  result  of  my  refiections  is,  that  the  ine- 
quality is  not  essentially  diminished  by  the  amendment. 
Ill  some  respects  there  is  a  greater  approximation  to 
equality  titan  is  produced  by  the  bill;  but,  every  tliiLg 
considered,  the  improvement  is  not,  I  presume,  as  great  as 
was  expected.     The  great,  and,  to  my  mind,  invincible 
objecticin  to  the  amendment  is,  tha^  it  establishes  the  prin- 
ciple of  allotting  members  upon  fractions.     Tliis  I  regard 
as  uiiconstitutioiia!,  and  must,  therefore,  ever  resist  it. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  had,  he  said,  formed  the  opinion  that 
the  bill  is  unconstitutional,  incorrect,  aa  it  does  not  appor- 
tion the  representatives  according  to  the  respective  num- 
ber of  the  several  States.  Conip'ess,  he  thouglit,  had  fall- 
en into  an  error  in  applying  to  the  several  States  a  common 
division.  The  principle  was  unequal  in  its  operation,  and 
led  to  mon>trous  results.  The  injustice  to  the  smaller 
.States,  from  the  appLcatitm  of  a  common  ratio  or  division, 
would  increase  every  census.  The  fair  proportion  of  New 
York,  with  h«:r  population  of  1,908,553,  in  a  House  of  two 


hundred  and  forty,  was  tliirty-eiglit;  but  the  bill  gave  her, 
as  the  result  of  the  ratio,  forty  members.    'Suppose  the 
populaticm  of  New  York  to  be  double,  as  it  soon^will  be, 
and  3,837,106,  divided  by  the  ratio  of  47,700,  will  give 
eighty  members;  but  the  number  to  whicli  ibe  State  would 
be  fairly  entitled,  according  to  tlie  rule  of  three,  would 
be  but  sixty ^x.     Fourteen  members  woidd  be  grained  by 
the  application  of  a  common  division,  not  one  of  whom 
would  nave  a  ungle  man  at  home  to  form  his  constituency. 
He  would  like  to  know  if  this  was  constitutional,  if  this 
was  an  apportionment  according  to  numbers.     This  evil 
has  heretofore  been  submitted  to,  because  it  was  not  very 
great;  but  as  the  large  States  increase,  or  as  the  divisions 
increase,  the  evil  will  become  intolerable.     Ily  the  very 
next  census,  if  the  principle  of  apportionment  by  tbe  com- 
mon division  be  continued.  New  York  will  have  six  mem- 
bers on  the  floor,  who  have  no  constituency;  for,  if  her 
population  be  then  two  and  a  half  millions,  as  it  probably 
will  be,  the  ratio  will  give  her  fifty -two  rcprescntiitivcs, 
though  her  population  would  entitle  her  only  to  forty-six. 
Delaware  ami  South  Carolina  had  hitlierto  sufiered  more 
than  any  other  States  by  the  present  system  of  appor- 
tionment    The  aggregate  fractions  of  South  Carolina, 
since  the  last  census,  had  been  118,  and  those  of  De- 
laware 111,000.     The  unrepresented  fractions  of  those 
States    had  been    229,000,   while  the  aggregate    frac- 
tions of  New  York  were  only  40, 133.     It  was  not  posp 
sible  that  the  small  States,  in  assenting  to  the  constitutions, 
Qpntemplated  such  striking  inequality  in  the  po])ular  re-« 
presentation.     But  the  Seimtor  from  New  Yurk  says,  it 
was  foreseen  that  tbe  small  Slates  would  suiFcr  by  frac- 
lions^  and,  tlierefore,  they  were  coinpcnsatt  d  for  tlie  anti- 
cipated loss  by  their  admission  to  equality  of  representa- 
tion with  the  large  States  in  the  Senate.     A  reference, 
said  Mr.  C,  to  the  history  of  the  adoption  of  the  constitu- 
tion, will  convince  the  Senator  that  he  is  wliolly  mistaken 
in  supposing  that  the  representation  of  the  small  States  in 
the  Senate  was  allowed  in  consequence  of  the  surrender 
by  them  of  any  right  to  equal  representation  in  the  popu- 
lai^branch.     If  he  looks  to  the  bund  which  Dc  lawarc  sign* 
ed,  he  will  find  that  she  made  equal  rcprescntution  of  the 
States  in  the  Senate  a  sine  qua  non.     Tlut  wxs  a  funda- 
mental and  unchangeable  provision  of  tiic  constitution, 
witliout  which  the  small  States  would  have  preferred  a  fo- 
reign alliance  to  a  Union.     It  was  this  provision  whicli 
marked  the  Government  as  a  confcderuted   instead  of  a 
consolidated  republic.     Mr.  C.  made  several  statements, 
showing  the  unequal  and  unfair  operations  of  the  ratios 
adopted  under  this  and  former  apponiunmcuts,  in  regard 
to  the  State  of  Delaware;  and  he  ur^ed  tlie  necessity  of 
arresting  the  evil  now,  by  adopting  a  tlifiVrent  nile  of  ap- 
portionUicnt.     He  contended  that  the  representation  of 
fractions  was  constitutional  and  unavoidable.     Pennsylva- 
nia has  twenty-eight  members  by  the  bill;  but  her  propor- 
tion was  only  twenty-seven  and  one-te  nt  h.  But  Delaware  has 
but  one  member,  and  her  proportion  is  one  and  six-tenths. 
Do  you  give  a  memb^  to  the  fraction  of  one-tenth  in 
Pennsylvania,  and  refuse  it  to  a  fraction  of  s;x-tentiis  in 
Delaware?     The  proportion  of  Uliode  Island  is  one  and 
nine-tenths,  and  vou  give  her  two  nicnib;.rs;  and  yet  you 
say  to  represent  fractions  is  unconstitutional.     Mr.  C  then 
considered  tlie  objections  urged  by  (.General  Washington 
against  tlie  bill  of  1792,  and  argued  that  they  ap(Jied 
chiefly  to  the  fact  that  tlie  bill  gave  more  tiian  one  mem- 
ber to  every  thirty  thousand,  and  that  it  did  not  affect  this 
bill. 

*  Mr.  FOOT  remarked,  that  the  great  injustice  done  to 
his  na^ve  State,  Connecticut,  at  the  l:u>t  apportionment 
in  1822,  by  which  she  was  deprived  of  one  member,  and 
left  with  one  of  the  largest  fractions  in  the  Union,  had 
called  his  attention  particularly  to  th'-s  subject;  and  be  had 
examined  it  with  care  and  attention,  witli  a  view  to  find 
a  remedy  for  the  unequal  repi-esonluiic/ii,  produced  by  the 
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present  mode  of  apportioning'  representatives  to  the  seve- 
ral States.  He  could  feel  no  particular  interest  in  this 
bill;  his  State  would  not  be  affected  by  it. 

On  glancing  at  this  bill  when  it  came  from  the  House 
of  Representatives,  said  Mr.  F.,  my  mind  was  forcibly 
struck  with  the  great  inequality  in  the  representation  it 
proposed,  and  the  palpable  injustice  to  the  smaller  Stales. 
Believing,  as  I  do,  that  it  is  the  right  as  well  as  the  special 
duty  of  the  Senate  to  guard  the  interests  of  the  States, 
whose  representatives  wc  are,  in  a  peculiar  sense,  my  at- 
tention was  turned  to  the  constitution,  to  see  whether 
some  remedy  might  not  be  found;  or  whether  tliat  sacred 
instrument  had  left  us  without  the  power  of  securing  an 
equal  representation,  or  had  failed  to  secure  the  rights  of 
the  States,  and  their  citizens,  on  this  mll-importaiit  and 
fundamental  principle  of  free  Go?emment. 

The  inequality  and  injustice,  in  the  apportionment  by 
this  bill,  are  too  palpable  to  require  from  me  any  elucida- 
tioui  and  they  luive  been  already  fully  exposed;  and,  in 
my  opinion,  its  provisions  are  inconsistent  with  the  provi- 
sions of  the  constitution,  which  declares  that  «« represen- 
tatives sliall  be  apportioned  among  the  several  States  ac- 
cording to  their  respective  numbers."  Can  it  be  possible 
that  New  York,  with  a  population  fvf  1,919,136,  can  be 
entitled  to  forty  representatives,  while  tlie  New  Kngland 
States,  with  1,954,593,  is  entitled  to  only  thirty-eight  re- 
presentatives? Is  this  equals  Is  it  just?  Is  this  consist- 
ent with  the  provisions  of  the  constitution  * 
'  Tlie  second  section  of  the  first  article  of  the  constitution 
contains  every  provision  in  relation  to  this  subject.  What 
is  the  langiiajjc?  "Representatives  and  direct  taxes  shall 
be  apportioned  among  the  several  States  which  m:iy  btt 
included  within  this  Union,  according  to  their  respective 
numbers."  It  then  proceeds  to  declare  in  what  way  the 
representative  population  shall  be  ascertained:  "the  num- 
ber of  representatives  shall  not  exceed  one  for  every  thirt} 
thousand,  but  eacii  State  shall  have  at  least  one  repre- 
sentative." - 

The  language  of  the  constitution  is  perfectly  plain,  and 
its  meaning  cyiindt  be  misunderstood.  The  entire  popu- 
lation, cntiile  :  to  representation  under  the  constitution, 
is  to  be  represented  as  nearly  as  it  can  be  done.  The  re- 
presentatives are  to  be  distributed  among  the  several  States 
in  proportion  to  their  relative  population;  and  it  is  the 
duty  of  Congi-ess  to  make  such  diatribution  as  will  do  ns 
equal  justce  us  possible  in  the  apportionment — exact  eqia- 
\\{y  is  impossible;  for  there  will  be  fractions  in  any  distri- 
bution wliich  can  be  devised;  and  it  is  our  duty  to  approxi- 
mate as  near  to  equality  as  possible.  The  question  tlien 
presents  itself,  in  what  way  is  this  to  be  effected? 

The  House^f  Representatives  in  this  bilViiave  declared 
that  the  ratio  of  representation  shall  be  47,700.  Taking 
this  ratio  as  a  divisor  for  the  whole  representative  popula- 
tion, and  it  gives  two  hundred  and  fifVy-one  representa- 
tives, with  a  small  fraction.  The  bill  apportions  to  the 
several  States  but  two  hundred  and  forty  representatives; 
leaving  eleven  representatives,  to  Wliich  the  people  are 
entitled,  under  the  ratio  fixed,  to  be  provided  for,  unap- 
portioned,  or  rejected.  Did  the  framers  of  the  constitu- 
ii(/n  ever  contemplate  such  a  result^  Does  tlie  constitu- 
tion warmnt  such  a  measure?  Can  Cong^ss,  acting 
under  the  constitution,  say  to  480,000  citizens  of  the  Unit- 
ed States,  you  sliall  not  be  repi\;sented ?  Impossible! 
Congi-ess  has  not  the  power  to  deprive  any  portion  of  the 
citizens  of  tlic  r  just  proportion  of  representatives.  They 
are  entitled  to  those  representitr\cs  which  your  ratio  gfives, 
and  we  are  boun<l  to  apportion  them  among  the  several 
States  according  to  their  "  respective  numbers,"  as  the 
constitution  has  directed.  If  these  eleven  members  are 
apportioned  to  those  States  which  have  the  largest  unre- 
presented fractions,  the  distribution  will  be  in  strict  ac- 
cordance, not  only  with  the  spirit,  but  the  letter  of  tlie 
constitutiun.      The  representalivca  will  be  apportioned 


among  the  several  States  according  to  their  respective  num- 
bers. It  is  impossible  to  make  the  distribution  more  eqinl 
by  any  calculation  which  I  have  been  able  to  make. 

By  such  a  distribution  equal  justice  will  not  only  be 
done,  but  a  complete  check  will  be  ptovided  against  com- 
binations of  States,  for  the  purpose  of  securing  an  undue 
proportion  of  representatives.  Under  any  other  mode  of 
distribution,  it  is  very  apparent  that,  by  fixing  a  ratio  wliich 
shall  throw  the  fractions  upon  the  smaller  States,  it  is  in 
the  power  of  a  few  large  States  to  combine  their  influ- 
ence so  as  to  have  their  whole  ptfpidation  represented, 
and  exclude  two-fiflhs  of  the  population  of  some  small 
States.  B/this  bill,  New  York,  with  a  population  less  by 
227,000  than  seven  smaller  States,  has  the  same  number 
of  representatives!  and  is  left  with  a  small  fraction,  when 
these  seven  States  have  a  fraction  of  233,178.  Docs  not 
this  injustice  and  inequality  rtiquire  correction  ?  Look  for 
a  moment  at  its  effects  upon  tlie  ratio  of  representation  ai 
fixed  bv  the  bill.  The  ratio  for  New  York  is  47,700:  the 
ratio  of  representation  for  the  other  seven  States,  collect- 
ively,  is  57,540,  for  Missouri,  65,000;  and  for  DcUwsre, 

75,417! 

It  will  be  readily  perceived  that,  as  the  population  and 
the  ratio  increased,  the  loss  to  the  smaller  States  will  be 
constantly  increasing — ^the  aggregate  fractions  always 
bearing  a  proportion  to  tlie  number  of  States  wliosc  po- 
pulation will  entitle  them  to  the  same  number  of  repre- 
sentatives as  one  of  the  largest  States. 

By  adopting  the  principles  of  the  constitution  as  oar 
guide,  witliout  any  dispute  about  fractions,  and  appor- 
tioning Uie  eleven  representatives  to  those  States  having 
the  highest  numbers  unrepresented,  we  shall  not  only  ap- 
proximate very  nearly  to  perfect  equality,  but  produce  a 
very  equal  distribution  of  this  surplus  apportionment  in 
tlie  different  sections  of  the  countiy,  as  they  have  often 
been  classed. 

To  the  six  New  England  States,  having  an  aggregate 
fraction  of  near  two  hundred  and  fifty  tliousand,  it  will  ^vc 
three  representatives.  By  this  bill.  New  York,  with  a  less 
population  than  New  England  of  near  filly  thousand,  has 
two  more  representatives  than  New  I^ngland.  Tiiis  wJl 
adjust  the  claims  and  rights  of  each. 

To  the  four  Middle  States  it  gives  tliree  representatives, 
to  which  their  fractions  entitle  tliem. 

To  the  four  Soutliem  States  it  gives  one,  upon  tlic  same 
principle  of  equality. 

To  the  five  Northwestern  States  it  gives  one,  tlielr  frac- 
tions being  small. 

To  the  four  Southwestern  States  it  gives  three— and  I 
will  cheerfully  give  my  vote  for  it. 

What  objection  can  be  made  to  this  apportionment, 
which  comes  so  near  equality,  and  gives  an  eqtial  repre- 
sentation? J 

It  is  said  fractions  cannot  be  represented;  and  why 
The  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Makct]  has  toWus  that 
General  Washington  returned  the  bill  of  1792  as  uncon- 
stitutional, bectcuse  it  represented  fractions.  I  do  not  so 
understand  his  objections.  Nothing  is  said  of  fractions. 
His  objections  were,  that  eight  States  were  represented 
by  more  members  than  one  for  each  thirtjr  thousana, 
which  is  clearly  unconstitutional.  But  this  objection  dt>c* 
not  apply,  at  all,  in  the  present- case.  No  member  wdi 
represent  less  than  thirty  thousand, 

liepresenUtion  and  taxation  are  to  be  cqiiallvappHr- 
tionefl?  and  we  only  require  tliat  tliey  shall  be  made  equal- 
On  what  principle  Was  your  tax  df  six  milfrons  of  dolwi"* 
laid  in  1815?  The  answer  is,  in  exact  equal  proportions. 
The  quota  of  New  England  was  ^1,328,555  90— that  ot 
New  York  was  $860,283  24-  How  is  the  representation. 
New  England  has  but  tiiirty-eig^it  members;  New  YorK, 
bv  this  bill,  has  forty  members.  Apply  the  same  princi- 
ple to  the  direct  tax  which  this  bill  apportions  to  repre- 
sentatives, and  you  will  find  New  England  p^ys per ec^-ff^ 
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082. 7;  while,  in  New  York,  each  pays  but  075.5.  This 
is  numirestiy  unjust;  it  is  unconitiUitional. 

We  claim  only  our  just  and  eaual  riehts— the  constitu- 
tion secures  us  equal  rights— and,  by  adopting^  the  princi- 
ple of  the  amendment  those  riglits  will  be  protected 
against  any  combination  which  can  be  formed  by  shifting 
mictions  to  oppress  tlie  smaller  States. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


TussDATf  Mabcb  6. 

The  apportionment  bill  was  taken  ap. 
Mr.  CLAYTON  explained  his  riewa  of  the  bill,  and  of 
the  various  amendments  which  had  been  mov^  or  sug- 
gested, and  corrected  certain  misapprehensions  of  his 
meaning  which  had  been  expressed  by  gentlemen  oppos- 
ed to  his  views. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  addressed  the  Senate  at  considera- 
ble length  in  support  of  the  bill  as  it  came  from  the  House 
of  Representatives,  and  against  the  amendment  which  had 
been  offered. 

After  some  ftirther  remarks  by  Messrs.  CLAYTON, 
TAZEWELL,  and  EWING, 

Mr.  WEBSTER  offered  an  amendment 
Mr.  W.  explained  and  defended  the  amendment  which 
he  had  proposed,  namely,  to  allow  to  those  States  having 
a  major  fraction,  one  member,  in  addition  to  the  number 
which  would  be  given  them  by  the  ratio  proposed;  which 
was  to  be  considered  and  divided  according  to  the  simple 
mle  of  proportion,  as  far  as  this  rule  extended;  and  then 
to  add  one  member  to  evei^  State  having  a  fraction  ex- 
ceeding five-tenths  of  the  ratio.  After  Mr.  W.  concluded, 
Mr.  CLAY  asked  the  Senate  to  postpone  the  bill,  and 
take  up  the  question  oh  the  tariff;  but,  on  the  suggestion 
of  gentlemen  opposed,  he  wuved  his  suggestion;  and. 

After  some  further  remarks  from  Messrs.  TAZE  WELL, 
BIBB,  CLAY,  HAYNE,  WEBSTER,  and  FOOT, 
The  Senate  adjourned. 


WXSITKSDAT,  BCaKCH  7. 

APPORTIONMENT  BILL. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  this  bill — ^the 
question  being  on  the  amendment  submitted  yesterday  by 
Mr.  WxBSTKm,  viz.  to  strike  out  the  pro\*isions  of  the  bill 
from  the  other  House,  and  insert  the  following: 

'*  TMt,  from  and  after  the  3d  clay  of  March,  one  tliou- 
sand  eig^ht  hundred  and  thir^-three,  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives shall  be  composed  of  such  a  number  of  members, 
chosen  within  each  State,  as  shall  bear  to  the  representa- 
tive population  of  such  State  the  same  proportion  as  the 
number  two  hundred  and  iifly<^ix  bears  to  the  whole  re- 
presentative population  of  the  United  States;  and  of  one 
additional  member  to  every  State  in  which  the  addition  of 
such  member  will  bring  its  number  of  representatives 
nearer  to  its  exact  proportion  than  th6  omission  of  such 
additional  member;  the  said  njimber  of  representatives  in 
tny  State  not  exceedin|p  one  for  every  thirty  thousand 
persons:  that  is  to  say,  within  the  State  of  Maine,  nine; 
within  the  State  of  New  Hsppshire,  six;  withm  the  State  of 
Massachusetts,  thirteen;  within  the  State  of  Rhode  Island, 
two;  within  the  State  of  Connecticut,  six;  within  the  State 
ofYermont,  six;  within  the  State  of  New  York,  forty-one; 
within  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  seven;  within  the  State 
of  Pennsylvania,  twenty-nine;  within  the  State  of  Dela- 
ware, two;  within  the  State  of  Marvland,  nine;  within  the 
State  of  Virginia,  twentjr^two;  within  the  State  of  North 
Carolina,  fourteen;  within  the  Stafe  of  South  Carolina, 
t«n;  within  the  State  of  Georgia,  nine;  within  the  State  of 
Kentucky,  thirteen;  within  the  State  of  Tennessee,  thir- 
teen; Within  the  State  of  Ohio^  twenty;  within  the  State 
of  Indiana,  seven;  within  the  State  of  Louisiana,  four; 
within  the  State  of  Illinois^  tliree;  within  the  State  of 

Vol.  VUL— 33 


Alabama,  six;  within  the  State  of  Mississippi,  twoi  within 
the  State  of  Missouri,  three." 

With  his  amendment,  Mr.  WEBSTER  submitted  th« 
following  explanatory  statement;  which  was,  at  the  anne 
time,  ordered  to  be  printed,  viz. 

The  representatiTe  popohition  of  the  United  States  ia 
eleven  million  lUne  hundred  and  twenty-nine  *V»i— i|i| 
and  fiire.  A  ffouse  of  Beiireaenlative%  eonskltn^  of  two 
hundred  and  fifty-six  memoers,  would  give  forty-nx  thou* 
sand  five  hundred  and  ninety-aeven  astne  eonmon  repre- 
sentative number,  and  would  leave  a  fraction  of  only  173. 

The  foUowinjp  table  exliibita  the  apportioament  of  two 
hundred  and  fifty-six  membert  among  the  Slates^  accord* 
in^  to  their  representative  population,  upon  the  principle 
of  giving  to  each  State  the  number  ot  representatives 
nearest  to  its  true  proportion.  Where  a  fraction  exceeds 
a  moiety  of  the  common  representative  number,  it  is  con- 
sidered that  the  greatest  attainable  equality  requires  an  ad- 
ditional representative;  and  where  it  is  less  than  a  moiety^, 
that  the  same  equality  reqtiires  that  there  should  be  none. 

The  first  column  gives  the  representative  otimbers  or 
population  of  the  several  States;  the  second  column  gives 
the  proportion  of  two  hundred  and  fifty-six  members,  to 
which  each  State  is  entitled,  in  numbers  and  decinial  frac< 
tions;  the  third  column  gives  the  number  of  members 
proposed  for  each  State,  being  that  number  which  is  near- 
est to  its  exact  mathenuitical  proportion;  the  fourth  and 
fifth  columns  contain  the  fractiona  belonging  to  the  States 
respectively,  being  the  ^cess  or  deficiency  in  theirirepre* 
sentative  numbers,  over  or  under  their  exact  proportion. 
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3.69 

4 

14,484 

Tennessee, 

625,263 

13.42 

13 

m 

19,502 

Kentucky, 

621,832 

13.34 

13 

m 

16,071 

Ohio, 

935,882 

20.08 

20 

» 

3,942 

Indiana, 

343,030 

7.35 

7 

m 

16»851 

Illinois, 

157,147 

3.36 

3 

- 

17,356 

Missouri, 

130,419 

2.80 

3 

9,372 

11,929,005 

256.00 

256 

137^101 

137,274 

Deduct  ag- 

gregate fi«c- 

• 

tion. 

• 

• 

m 

137,101 

173 

137,101 

[The  main  object  of  tha  amendment  is  iimpljr  to  ap- 
proximate more  nearly  to  an  e|quttil>le  repretentatioD,  by 
giving  to  each  Sttte,  having  a  iraction  exceeding  anote^ 
of  the  ratio  r^prewntaftion,  one  addidonAl  nninbtf.] 
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Apportionment  BiU. 


[Mabch  8,  1832. 


Mr.  WEBSTER  addressed  the  Senate  at  considerable 
lengtli,  in  support  of  his  plan,  and  in  reply  to  Messrs. 
Mabct  and  Tabbwell. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  dennanded  a  division  of  the  question, 
BO  as  to  take  Uie  sense  of  the  Senate  separately  on  that 
pai't  which  proposed  to  give  representatives  to  the  major 
fractions.  ^i>.    • 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  roJMned  in  fiirther  op|lotttion  ttf  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  followed  in  a  speech  tn  support  of  the 
amendmentf  and, 

Afler  tome  additional  remarks  by  Measri.  IAARCY, 
WEBSTER,  and  CLAYTON, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Thubbbat,  Mabob  8. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS,  firom  the  Committee  on  Roads  and 
Canals,  to  which  the  petition  Was  referred,  praying  for  the 
aid  of  Congress  to  construct  a  railroad  from  Buffalo,  in 
New  York,  to  the  Mississippi  river,  asked  to  be  discharged 
from  the  farther  consideration  of  the  subject. 

Mr.  CLAY  requested  of  the  gentleman  from  Indiana, 


without  fractions,  given  by  tlie  bill,  was  but  ninety-live, 
and  the  House  of  RepresenUtives  wss  composed  of  one 
hundred  and  five.  It  was  not  true  that  any  President  eyer 
declared  that  representation  by  fractions  was  tmcoiistitti* 
tional.     The  next  bill,  which  was  approved  by  President 
Jefferson,  was  drawn  upon  the  very  same  principle  with 
that  now  submitted  Yff  tlie  resolution  of  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts.     The  same  ratio  adopted  in  1792  was  con- 
tinued ii^  1803.  He  showed  that,  by  this  bill  of  1802,  ciglit 
or  ten  States  got  each  one  member  more  than  the  nile  en- 
titled tliem  to.     Georgia  had  four  members  by  the  bill, 
and  was  entitled  by  Sie  rule  to  only  three,  with  a  largfe 
fraction;  and  yet  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  now  says 
t1)at  the  representation  of  fractions  is  unconstitutional.  The 
third  apportionment  bill,  which  was  approved  by  Mr.  Madi> 
son,  also  allowed  rcpi^sentations  for  fractions*    The  ratio 
assumed  by  the  House  was  thirty-seven  tliousand.    U  was 
rejected  in  the  Senate,  on  the  ground  that  it  was  unequal  in 
its  operation,   giving  an  undue  advantage  to  the  larger 
States.     Tlie  Senate  did  not  consider  themselves  bound  l)y 
the  decision  of  the  House.    They  undertook  to  do  justice. 
They  put  the  ratio  at  35,000,  and  increased  the  number 
the  reasons  why  the  committee  i^ked  to  be  discharged.       {'">'"  ^^J  tf  P*  M*"-  C-  ^«n  ^^^^  that  several  Stotes, 
Mr.  HENDRICKS  said  he  was  not  instructed  by  the  by  that  bill,  had  got  one  more  member    ban  the  rule  of 


committee  to  communicate  to  the  Senate  the  reasons  of 
tlieir  decision.  He  would  say,  however,  that  the  consti- 
tutional question  was  not  taken  into  consideration,  because 
the  committee  were  x)f  the  opinion  that  the  country  was 
not  in  a  condition  to  sustain  the  expense  which  the  work 
would  necessarily  require. 

The  resolutions  submitted  yesterday  were  taken  op,  and 
agreed  to. 

The  bill  prodding  for  the  continuation  of  the  Cumber- 
land road  in  the  States  of  Indiana  and  Illinois,  and  for  the 
erection  of  bridges  over  the  Scioto  and  Wabash  rivers, 
was  taken  up. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  said  that  the  progress  which  had 
been  made  in  the  construction  of  this  road  through  the 
States  of  Indiana  and  Iljinoia,  was  perfectly  satisfactory 
to  the  people  there.  The  money  had  been  expended  in 
a  proper  manner.  The  present  appropriation  was  made  in 
consequence  of  a  bill  which  originated  in  the  Senate  some 
years  since.   The  bill  was  then  ordered  to  a  third  reading. 

APPORTIONMENT  BILL. 

Tliis  bill  was  then  again  taken  up,  together  with  the 
substitute  offered  by  Mr.  WbbstxBj  and  the  motion  of  Mr. 
FoBsTTH  to  strike  out  from  the  substitute  the  clause  pro- 
viding for  the  representation  effractions. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  contended  that  no  apportionment  bill 
had  ever  passed,  which  did  not,  in  eflTect,  represent  frac- 
tions.    The  bill  of  1793,  rejected  by  President  Washing 


apportionment  entitled  them  to.  Georgia  agam  was  en- 
titled to  but  five  members,  witii  a  IVaGtion  of  seventy-three 
hundredths,  but  she  got  six  membera  by  the  bill.  The 
Senate  objected  to  the  bill  from  the  House  on  the  very 
grounds  which  are  now  urged  against  tlie  bill  before  us, 
and  the  bill,  as  amended  by  the  Senate,  was  finally  passed. 
Mr.  C.  then  went  on  to  show  that  the  apportionment  bill 
of  1822,  signed  by  Mr.  Monroe,  gave  representatives  for 
fractions.  Georgia  again  had  one  more  representative  by 
the  bill  than  the  rule  of  apportionment  entitied  her  to; 
and  several  other  States  a  similar  proportion.  Under  the 
biU  now  before  us,  sent  to  us  from  the  House,  the  Appor- 
tionment was,  he  coiUended,  grossly  unequal  and  unjust. 
It  allowed  representatives,  in  severs!  cases,  for  small  frac- 
tions, and  refused  them  to  very  large  fractions.  This  re- 
sulted from  the  assumption  of  an  arbitrary  divisor,  vbicb 
gave  a  result  favorable  to  the  large  States,  and  oppressive 
to  tiie  small  States.  He  went  on  to  give  many  statements 
in  support  of  this  position.  The  objection  tc  the  b.l},  re- 
sulting from  its  operation  in  regard  to  New  York,  was  to 
him  insuperable;  and  he  could  not  conceive  how  honorable 
gentlemen  couldl,  by  any  mathematical  or  metanhysical  sub- 
tlety, reconcile  it  to  their  sense  of  justice  Jina  propriety. 
New  York,  by  the  rule  of  proportion,  was  entitled  to  thirty- 
eight  members.  The  bill  gives  her  forty.  She  had  those  ivo 
representatives  without  constituents  at  home.  Who  were 
the  people  whom  those  two  members  represented?  M'here 
did  they  reside?    The  member  from  Delaware  is  chosen 


ton,  represented  fractions,  and  was  rejected  solely  on  the  by  76,000  freemen;  and  he,  their  representative,  sits  by 


ground  that  it  gave  more  than  one  representative  for  each 
thirty  thoutapd  to  several  of  the  States.    The  rule  applied 
to  that  bill  must  have  been  this:  that  the  representation  of 
each  dtate  should  bear  to  the  whole  number  of  represen- 
tatives the  same  proportion  which  the  representative  po- 
Sulation  of  each  State  bore  to  the  population  of  the  United 
tates.     By  that  bill.  New  Hampshire  had  five  members, 
and  was  entitled  to  but  four:  Massachusetts  had' sixteen, 
but  was  entitled  to  only  fifVeen,  and  had  a  fraction  of  se- 
▼enty-seven  hundredths:  Delaware  was  entitied  to  but  one 
by  the  rule,  with  a  fraotion  of  eight-tenths,  but  had  two 
members  by  the  bili,  &c.     GenUemen  say  the  bHl  was  re- 
jected becsuse  fractions  were  represented  by  the  bill. 
General  Washington  said  Uiere  was  no  common  divisor, 
or  ratio,  applied  to  the  bill.     He  found  no  proportion,  no 
equality,  m  the  bill.    There  was,  in  fact,  no  possible 
common  divisor  which  would  give  the  results  of  that  bill; 
and  this  was  a  fiiir  ground  of  objection.     But,  by  the  bill 
which  General  Washington  did  sign,  firactions  were,  in 
fact,  r«pf«senled.    The  whole  mimbcr  of  representatives, 


the  «de  of  two  members  who  represent  nobody.  1^1* 
Senator  from  New  York  calls  upon  the  State  of  Virpnis 
to  support  the  bill.  I  c;ill,  said  Mr.  C,  upon  South  Caro- 
lina,  upon  Illinois,  upon  all  the  small  States,  to  help  mc 
in  opposition  to  those  large  States;  for  they- aie  all smali 
in  comparison  with  IhoKC  two  States— New  Yoik  sp" 
Vii*ginia.  But  he  remcuibered  the  time  when  Virginia, 
too,  stood  by  the  small  States,  in  the  contest  for  equal  re- 
presentation, against  tiie  assumption  of  the  large  Siatw- 
he  referred  to  the  course  of  Messrs.  Giles  and  Brent  in 
1811,  in  relation  to  the  apportionment  bill  in  tiiatyear 
passed.  The  hard  bearing  oi  the  bill  upon  the  new  States 
he  next  considered.  Missouri  was  left  with  a  fraction  oi 
six-tenths,  while  Tennessee  had  One  member  for  a  smaller 
fraction.  This  injustice  arose  from  the  arbitrary  assump- 
tion of  tiie  number  of  the  House,  and  the  assumpion,  ai 
the  same  time,  of  an  arbitrary  divisor.  .Mr.  C  >srent  "iw 
several  statements  to  show  that  this  mo<le  of  appoito"* 
ment  must  necessarily  i  perale  to  accumuMcthe  t»ait  oi. 
upon  the  small  States.     This  mode  of  appoitci.mcit  wa> 
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adopted  for  the  benefit  of  the  large  States^  and  as  long  as 
the  Senate  suffers  them  to  continue  it,  they  will  have  an 
advantage  over  the  small  States  in  the  popular  representa- 
tion. The  five  larg^  States  had  a  representation  of  121 
members,  but  were  entitled  only  to  a  representation  of 
118  members.  The  nineteen  smaller  States,  with  a  popu- 
littion  of  232,000  more  than  that  of  the  Urge  States,  had 
only  119  representatives,  but  were  entitled  to  122  mem- 
bers. After  some  other  remarks,  Mr.  C.  concluded  by 
invoking  the  aid  of  the  small  States  in  the  support  of 


Mr.  WEBSTER  again  advocated,  and  Mr.  MARCT 
and  Mr.  TAZEWELL  further  opposed,  the  amendment. 
At  half  past  four  the  Senate  adjourned. 

Fbidat,  March  9. 

APPORTIONMENT  BILL. 

This  bill  being  again  taken  up, 

Mr.  SILSBEE  said  that,  although  the  inequalitieB,  and, 
as  he  thought,  the  injustice  of  the  existing  provisions  of 


til.;  righu  of  the  small  States.     He  honed  they   would  the  bill  seemed  to  have  been  demonstrated,  vet  he  was  in- 
ssnd  the  bill  back  to  the  House,  as  the  t>ill  of  1812  was  duced  to  present  some  other  expositions  of  those  inequafi* 


sent  back;  and,  if  the  House  objected  to  it,  he  hoped  the 
Senate  would  insist  upon  their  amendment,  as  the  Senate 
did  in  1812. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  replied  briefly  to  the  Senator  from  De- 
kware,  insisting  that  he  had,  to  make  out  his  proposition, 
assumed  what  he  ought  to  have  proved — ^that  his  ride  of 
apportionment  was  the  rule  whicn  the  constitution  requir- 
ed. The  State  of  Georgia,  in^his  view  of  the  rule,  had 
always  had  a  large  fraction  unrepresented;  and  the  rule 
by  wiiich  the  gentleman  would  represent  tliat,  was  alto- 
gether arbitrary.  If  the  application  of  30,000  as  a  com- 
mon ratio,  in  1792,  was  constitutional,  then  the  similar  ap- 
plication of  a  higher  ratro  at  this  time  was  constitutional. 
The  State  Which  he  represented  had  noparticular  interest 
in  this  matter.  Her  number  of  representatives  would  be 
the  same  under  the  amendment  as  under  the  bill.  He  had 
listened  to  the  arguments  in  fiivor  of  the  vmendment,  with 
a  disposition  to  be  convinced;  but  he  had  come  to  the  con- 
chision  that  the  rejTresentation  of  fractions  was  unconsti- 
tutional, 

Mr.  CLAYTON  said,  in  reply,  the  ratio  he  Tiad  esta- 
blished was  not  arbitraiy.  The  true  ratie  must  he  obtain- 
ed by  a  fair  proportionment.  This  is  the  otAv  rule  which, 
in  the  nature  of  things,  x;an  be  just  and  equal.  Any  ratio, 
gtft  from  other  process  tlian  fair  proportionment,  mast  be 
arbitrary,  und  tlierefore  unjust.  tJnless  the  gentleman 
can  show  that  the  good  old  rule  of  three  is  incorrect,  he 
cannot  sustain  the  Dili,  nor  the  ratio  adopted  in  tlve  bill. 
Tlie  gentleman  does  not  undertake  to  show  us  liow  it  is 
that  tlie  representation  given  to  New  York  by  the  hill  is 
her  fair  proportion.  Some  one  was  evidently  mistaken  as 
to  this  subject,  and  h  was  Important  that  it  should  be  as- 
certained who  It  is.  It  was  to  him  impsrCant — because  he 
was  sworn  to  support  the  constitution.  Tlie  gentleman 
says  bis  State  is  not  interested  in  the  result.  But  he  con- 
tended that  Georgia,  by  the  bill,  got  an  -advantage  which 
she  denied  to  other  States.  The  bill  was  not,  as  the  gen- 
6eman  said,  temporary  in  its  operation.  For  five  succes- 
atve  Congresses  it  gave  an  undue  portion  of  political  power 
to  the  large  States. 

Mr.  HAYNE  had,  he  said,  listened  attenVrvely  to  the 
argument  on  both  sides,  but  1ie  now  found  a  difficulty. 
Re  had,  at  one  time,  come  to  the  conclusion  to  vote  against 
tlic  amendment.  But  he  had  been  Jitruck  with  the  argu- 
ment, that,  under  the  appcJrtionmerit  proposed  in  thie  bill 
from  the  House,  fractions  were  represented.    Now  if  Trac- 


ties,  in  which,  however,  he  should  be  very  brief,  as  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Clattok]  had  already  pre- 
sented several  views  of  the  effect  of  the  bill,  in  its  present 
form,  to  which  he  [Mr.  S.]  should  otherwise  have  solicited 
the  attention  of  tlie  Senate;  but  which  he  should  now  no 
further  notice,  than  to  express  his  confidefhce  in  the  cor- 
rectness of  the  calculations  and  views  of  that  gentleman 
upon  this  subject. 

The  first  objection  which  he  should  make  to  this  bill, 
Mr.  S.  said,  was,  that  it  reduced  the  representation  of  some 
of  the  parent  States  to  four  less  than  it  then  was,  by  de- 
priving each  of  the  States  of  New  Hampshire,  Manachu- 
setts,  Maryland,  and  Virginia,  of  a  portion  of  their  pre* 
sent  representation. 

In  behalf  of  one  of  the  copartners  upon  whom  it  was 
intended  to  impose  this  reduction  of  power,  (it  was  not 
for  him  to  explain  the  views  of  the  others,)  he  would  say 
that  such  consequences  ought,  in  bis  judgment,  to  be 
avoided  if  it  could  be  done  without  inflicting  greater  in- 
jury upon  other  sections  of  the  Union.  Alwough  not 
an  advocate  for  an  overwhelming  legislative  body,  Mr.  S. 
observed  that  he  had  ever  entertained  the  opinion  that 
tlie  representation  of  the  old  Slates  should  not  be  reduced 
either  earfier  or  faster  than  was  absolutely  necessary,  and 
lie  could  not  perceive  the  necessity  for  such  a  reduction  at 
this  time.  Another,  and  stronger,  objection  to  the  bill  was, 
Mr.  S.  said,  that  it  caused  a  most  ^unequal  distribution 
of  the  unrepresented  fractions,  as  he  would  endeavor  to 
show  hy  some  statements  which,  he  believed,  had  not  been 
presented  by  any  one  who  had  preceded  him  in  this 
debate,  and  as  supplemeataiy  to  some  of  those  which  had 
been  presented  by  others. 

Mr.  S.  said  that  the  whole  population  to  be  repre- 
sented was  11,928,731,  which,  at  a  ratio  of  47,^00,  as 
proposed  by  the  bill,  would  give  250  representatives  and 
a  fraction  of  3,731.  That  the  number  of  representatives 
proposed  by  the  bill  was  240,  with  an  aggregate  fnction 
of  480,771 :  that  this  aggi'egate  fraction  was  equal  to  four 
per  cent  of  the  whole  ponidation  to  be  represented: 
that  the  aggregate  fraction  of  the  six  New  England  States, 
upon  their  population,  was  about  seven  and  one-third  per 
cent.,  while  tlie  fractions  of  allthe  other  States  than  those  of 
New  England  was  only  three  and  one-third  per  cent.{  and 
the  fi-actions  of  eleven  of  tlie  States,  having  175  of  the 
240  representatj>'es,  and  more  tlian  two-thirds  of  the 
wliole  population,  was  only  about  ^one  and  three-fourths 


equitable  mode  of  representing  them  was  that  presented  in 
the  bin.  He  wished  the  Senate  to  fix  its  attention  upon 
fk\s  fact:  New  York  has  more  than  one-sixth  of  the  whole 
representatives!,  but  she  has  less  than  one-sixth  part  of  the 
^'holc  populatioii.  If  so,  she  has  a  representative  for  her 
fraction.  He  wished  to  see  this  view  met.  He  could  not 
conceive  liow  we  could^  give  a  State  jnorc  than  'belonged 
to  her;  though  he  would  imagine  that  oftentimes  it  Plight 
be  necessary  to  give'  her  less.  By  the  Assumption  upon 
arbitrary  ratio,  or  an  arbitrary  number  of  memD^rs  pf  the 
Uoiise,  it  would  be  easy,  as  he  showed  by  pases  "whipb 
he  put,  to  do  great  injostioe  to  th?  3nna)ler  States.  Thi? 
resolution  woiild  b^  tq  send  tl)e  bill  tQ  a  pommittec  with 
isistructious  to  inquire  what  apportionment  would  be  the 
ino>t  ecptilfible  au4  pon^titvitiunal, 


tions  were  to  be  represeritcd  at  all,  he  thought  the  most  per  cent.:  that  these  eleven  States>  with  a  population  of 


3,497,935,  and  175  representatives,  hfive  fraction^of  only 
150,430,  while  the  six  New  England  States,  with  a  popula* 
tion  of  only  1,954,684,  anil  38  represent«Ltives,  (less  than 
one-fourth  tho  populjition,  and  but  little  over  one-fiflU  the 
representation  of  thosa  eleven  States,}  have  fractions  to  tlio 
aniount  of  142,084}  and  three  adjoining  N«w  I^ngland 
States,  vi«.  New  Hampshire,  Massachusetts,  and  Vermont, 
witli  a  popuUtion  of  1,160,3^0,  An<l  32  representative^ 
hftvc  fractions  to  the  amount  of  110,990,  very  nearly  one- 
tenth  of  their  whole  popuUtion,  besides  losing  two  of  their 
present  representation, 

Sir,  said  Mr.  S*,  I  know  that  an  inequality  of  these  frac- 
tions cannot  be^  entirely  avoided;  but  I  doubt  if  anothet 
ratio  can  be  devlsedy  whiph  will  impose  upon  any  six  con* 
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^Ifaous  States  of  the  Union,  or  upon  any  siz  States  that 
are  not  contigvious,  and  that  have  a '  population  of  ahout 
two  miUiona,  such  an  inequality  as  is  imposed,  by  this  bill, 
upon  the  six  New  England  States. 

Mr.  S.  proceeded  to  state  that  the  average  number  of 
constituents  represented  by  each  of  the  175  delegates 
from  those  eleven  States  would  be  48,559;  the  average 
number  by  each  of  the  202  delegates  from  eighteen 
States  would  be  49,377)  while  the  average  number  re- 
presented by  each  of  the  38  delegates  from  the  six  New 
England  States  would  be  51,439.  That,  under  tbe  pro- 
visions of  tbis  bill,  the  seven  States  of  Virginia;  Maryland, 
Delaware,  New  Jersey,  Vermont,  Massachusetts,  and  New 
Hampshire,  will  not  only  lose  four  representatives,  but 
will  have  fractions  appertaining  to  their  remaining. 58  re- 
presentatives, to  the  amount  of  218,490,  equal  to  an  ex- 
cess of  3,767  to  each  representative — while  seven  other 
States,  viz.  New  York,  Pemisylvania,  Geor^a,  Kentucky, 
Tennessee;  Indiana,  and  Rhode  Island,  with  112  repre- 
sentatives, have  fractions  of  only  41,425,  or  an  excess  of 
only  369  to  each  representative,  being  less  than  one-tenth 
of  the  excess  to  be  represented  by  each  of  the  58  dele- 
gates from  the  other  seven  States:  that  Vermont,  with 
only  5  representatives,  would  have  a  larger  fraction  than 
the  seven  States  last  named,  with  112  representatives:  that 
I^ennsylvania,  with  28  representatives,  would  have  a  fi>ac- 
tion  of  12,472;  Kentucky,  Tennessee,  and  Rhode  Island, 
with  28  representatives,  would  have  fractions  to  the 
amount  of  8,739;  but  Vermont,  New  Haitipshire,  Mas- 
sachusetts, and  New  Jersey,  with  the  same  number  of  re- 
presentatives, (28,)  would  have  fractions  to  the  amount 
of  144,712;  that  the  State  of  New  York,  with  a  popula- 
tion of  1,918,623,  would  have  40  representatives;  while 
the  New  England  States,  with  a  population  of  1,954,684, 
would  have  but  38  representatives,  with  a  population 
33,061  less.  New  York  would  have  a  representation  of 
two  members  more,  than  the  six  New  England  States. 
The  State  of  New  York  would  have  one-sixth  part  of  the 
whole  representation  of  tbe  Union,  with  69,544  less  than 
one-sixth  of  its  population.  The  18  members  from  Ver- 
mont, New  Hampsnire,  New  Jersey,  and  Missouri,  Mr.  S. 
said,  would  have  an  excess  of  141,724,  or,  7,873  to  each 
member;  while  the  90  members  from  New  York,  Pennsyl- 
vania, Georgia,  and  Kentucky,  would  have  an  excess  of 
only  25,338,  or  281  to  each  member;  the  average  number 
of  constituents  to  the  first  18  members  being  55^57^^  and 
to  the  other  90  members  only  47,981. 

Mr.  S.  said  he  knew  it  to  be  tedious  to  hear,  even  more 
so  than  to  prepare,  these  arithmetical  calculations;  but  he 
had  felt  it  to  oe  his  duty  to  present  them  to  the  Senate, 
for  the  purpose  of  showing,  oetter  than  he  could  do  it  in 
any  other  way,  some  of  the  injurious,  and,  as  he  could 
not  but  think,  unjust  effects  or  the  existing  provisions  of 
the  bill;  and,  with  one  or  two  further  expositions  of  the 
same  kind,  he  should  take  leave  of  them,  and,  probably, 
of  further  participation  in  thia  discussion. 

"It  win  be  seen,  said  Mr.  S.,  that  a  diviuon  of  the  frac- 
tiohs^of  the  seven  States  of  New  Hampshire,  Vermont, 
New  Jersey,  Delaware,  Missouri,  Mississippi,  and  Louisi- 
ana, amongst  their  24  members,  will  eive  to  each  of  those 
members  a  fraction  very  nearly  as  large  as  that  of  the 
whole  New  York  delegation  at  40  members;  the  24  mem- 
bers from  those  seven  States  have  fractions  to  the  amount 
of  213,218,  proportionable  to  which  the  fraction  to  the 
40  members  from  New  York  should  be  355,363,  whereas 
it  was  only  10,623.  Thus,  while  the  average  number  of 
constituents  represented  by  each  of  the  40  members  from 
New  York  will  be  47,963,  the  average  number  represented 
by  each  of  the  34  members  from  the  other  seven  States 
will  be  56,584;  and  the  number  represented  by  tlie  mem- 
ber from  I>elaware  will  be  75,432. 

The  wlM>le  representative  population  of  the  Union,  said 
Mt.  S.»  i«  1 1,9^,731;  one-half  of  wluch  is  ^964,365. 


The  fiye  States  of  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Virginia, 
Ohio,  and  Kentucky,  with  a  population  of  5,947,844,  be- 
ing 16,521  less  than  one«haIf  of  the  whole  population^ 
are  entitled,  by  the  proviitions  of  the  bill,  to  121  of  the 
240  members  of  iVhich  the  Htnise  of  Representatives  is 
to  be  composed;  Whiip  the  other  nineteen  States,  with 
16,521  over  a  moiety  of  the  whole  population,  are  enti- 
tled to  but  119  of  the  240  members---giving  to  a  minority 
of  tbe  population  a  majority  of  the  representation,  and  to 
a  majoHty  of  the  population  only  a  minority  of  that  re- 
presentation. 

The  six  States  of  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Ohio,  Ten- 
nessee, Kentucky,  and  North  Carolina,  w]th  a  population 
of  6,089,351,  being  124,986  over  one-half  the  whole  po- 
pulation, are  entitled  by  the  bill  to  126  members,  leaving 
a  population,  in  the  other  States,  of  but  124,986  lesstlun 
one-half  the  whole  population,  and  entitled  to  118,  with 
only  114  members. 

Can  this,  suld  Mr.  S.,  be  called  a  representation  **  ap' 
portioned  amongst  the  several  States  according  to  their 
respective  numbers?"  He  thought  it  could  not,  and  hoped 
the  bill  would  be  so  amended  as  to  approximate  somewhat 
nearer  to  such  a  representation  than  it  then  did,  before  it 
received  the  sanction  of  that  body.  Touching  the  con- 
stitutionality of  the  bill,  or  of  any  amendment  which  had 
been,  or  which  might  be,  offered  to  it,  Mr.  S.  said  he 
had  but  a  single  *emark  to  make,  which  was  lliils— that 
he  had  previously  believed,  and  had  become  more  and 
more  confirmed  in  the  belief,  that  by  regarding  fraction* 
we  should  approach  much  nearer  to  such  a  representa- 
tion as  is  prescribed  by  the  constitution,  than  by  disre- 
garding them. 

JLet  us  suppose,  said  Mr.  S.,  that  this  bill  had  come  to 
us,  from  the  other  House,  without  any  roenUon  of  the 
ratio  which  had  been  adopted  there,  (and  it  is  not  neces- 
sary that  the  ratio  should  be  stated  in  the  bill,)  but  with 
merely  the  provisions  that  the  House  of  RepresenUtiret 
should  be  composed  of  240  members,  of  which  number 
the  SUte  of  Maine  should  have  eight,  &c.  &c.  &c.  In 
such  case,  what  mode  of  calculation  would  most  naturally 
occur,  to  ascertain  if  those  240  membei-s  had  been  cor- 
rectly apportioned  to.tlie  several  States?  Would  it  not 
be  this — as  the  whole  population  of  the  Union  is  to  240, 
what  is  the  proportion  of  these  240  members  to  the  po- 
pulation of  ei^cii  State?  The  result  of  such  a  mode  of 
apportionment  was  upon  all  our  tables,  and  £0  far  differed 
from  the  provisions  of  the  bill,t]iat,  by  disposing  of  th« 
extra  12  members  (beyond  the  228  which  would  be  da- 
posed  of  by  the  first  process)  to  the  twelve  States  bavinf  tbe 
largest  fractions,  and  exceeding  the  moiety  of  a  constitu- 
ency, each  of  the  three  States  of  Vermont,  Delaware,  and 
Missouri,  would  get  one  more  member,  and  each  of  the 
States  of  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  and  Kentucky,  wouW 
have  one  member  less  than  by  the  provisions  of  the  bill. 
As  between  this  n;ode  of  apportioning  the  240  mcmbert 
amongst  the  States,  and  that  which  has  been  adopted  m 
the  bill,  Mr.  8.  said  that,  with  his  present  impressions  on 
the  subject,  he  could  not  but  consider  the  former  as  Ifto 
most  correct  of  the  two.  He  hoped  the  bill  would  not,  m 
its  present  form,  be  sustained  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WHITE,  of  Tennessee,  said  the  proposition  now 
before  the  Senate  was,  whether  that  part  of  the  substitute 
of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  which  proposes  tnc 
direct  representation  of  fractions,  shall  be  stricken  out. 
Unless  something  more  should  suggest  itself  to  his  mmo 
on  the  subject,  he  should  determine  that  the  represenU- 
tion  of  fractions,  as  such,  was  unconstitutional.    The  W' 


tural  course  by  which  the  representatives  were  to  be  ap- 
portioned, was  to  assure  a  convenient  number  for  tu 
House,  and  then  to  adopt  a  common  divisor,  by  which  tnc 
number  of  representatives  from  each  State  should  be  as- 
certained.  The  divisor  would  be  ascertained,  alter  ex- 
periment, «n4  Choacn  in  reference  to  its  equal  operation 
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on  the  MTeral  States.     The  object  to  be  attained  ia  to  be 
made  a  just  apportionment.     If  a  Just  apportionment  be 
attuned)  it  is  of  no  consequence  what  is  the  process  taken; 
but  whatever  rule  you  adopt,  must  be  one  which  applies  to 
the  respective  numbers  of  each  State.     To  the  rule  prO' 
posed  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  he  objected 
that  it  was  not  an  equal  rule,  applicable  to  each  State,  and 
operating  in  like  manner  upon  each  State!  The  rule  ^ves 
an  additional  member  to  each  of  the  twelve  miuor  frac- 
tions, and  withholds  it  from  the  twelve  minor  reactions. 
What  one  State  gains  the  gentleman  says  truly  another 
State  losesy  and,  thereibre,  the  States  having  the  mnjor 
fractions  have  the  full  benefit  of  the  ag*g^egate  minor 
fractions.     It  was  the  same  old  plan,  presented  in  a  new 
shape,  which,  forty  years  ago,  was  repudiated  as  unconsti- 
tutional.    Each  State  must  be  received  as  a  distinct  body, 
to  be  distinctly  and  separately  represented.   The  doctrine 
that  a  part  of  the  political  power  or  representative  num- 
ber of  one  State  could  be  transferred  to  another,  was  the 
doctrine  of  Qonsolidation.     This  waa  the  fiflh  time  that 
the  aubject  lias  been  before  the  Senates  and  how  is  it  tlwt 
this  plan  of  represent'mg  fractions,  of  operating  upon  the 
States  as  a  consolidated  body,  was  never  before  proposed.^ 
At  the  last  apportionment,  the  State  of  South  Carolina 
would  hare  been  entitled  to  one  more  representative,  by 
lowering'  the  ratio  adopted  only  one  or  two  hundred;  but 
her  Senators  did  not  suggest  the  idea  that  this  fraction 
ought  to  be  represented.     The  apportionment,  according 
to  the  whole  spirit  of  the  constitution  and  form  of  the  con- 
federation, must,  according  to  the  respective  numbers  of 
the  States,  be  considered  as  distinct,  separate  communi- 
ties.     Perfect  equality  was  not  expected;  it  was  known  to 
be  unattainable,  in  the  apportionment  of  men — for  they 
are  not,  like  money,  divinble.     It  is  true  that  the  large 
States  have  an  advantage  in  the  apportionment,  because 
their  fraction,  whatever  it  is^  must  bear  a  leas  proportion 
to  their  whole  number  of  representatives  than  the  frac- 
tions of  the  smaller  States  to  their  number  of  represents^ 
tives.     But  this  was  aa  advantage  of  which  you  cannot 
deprive  the  large  States,  constitutionaUy.   You  give,  how- 
ever,  to  four  of  the  Uirge  States*  which,  you  say,  have 
aireathr  Bsore  than  their  proportion,  an  ad<Utioiial  member 
to  each*     Tennessee  has  a  fraction  of  19,902,  but  is  not 
to  luLve  an  additional  member$  but  Miune,  which,  accord- 
ing to  the  original  bill,  had  a  fraction  of  but  17,000,  is  to 
have  an  additional  member.    ThiKy-one  thousand  persons 
are  to  be  transferred  from  Tennessee  to  Maine,  to  be 
there  represented  as  citizens  ^  a  State  they  were  never 
in,  and  by  a  person  whom  they  never  saw*     This  wssthe 
practical  effect  of  this  scheme,  which  waafbroedand  urged 
upon  us  as  one  of  equal  operation.    -Penn^ivanis,  by  this 
scheme,  was  to  have  s  representstive  for  a  number  short 
of  the  ratio  by  three  or  four  thoiisand,  and  Tennessee 
was  to  have  but  one  representative  for  a  number  exceed- 
ing the  ratio  bv  nineteen  thousand  and  over.    Twelve 
States  were  to  be  ove^-represented,  and  twelve  were  to 
be  under-represented— and  the  over-represented  States 
were  those  among  the  largest  States,  and  those  under-re- 
presented were  both  smalhand  new  States^  aad  yet  the 
plan  was  recommended  as  promotive  of  equality.    The 
bill  was  better  as  it  stands.  It  procluced  less  injustice  than 
the  plan  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Maasschiisetts. 
He  would  risk  notlung  in  saying  that,  if  the  census  of  six 
new  States,  Tennessee,  Alabaoia,  MisMSsippi,  Indiana,  and 
Illinois,  would  be  taken  over  ^^n  at  this  moment,   it 
would  be  found  that  they  had  an  increased  popuUtion  add- 
ed to  them  since  the  census  was  taken,  which,  in  addition 
to  the  fractions,  would  entitle  each  of  them  to  another  re- 
presentative; and  yet  tliis  scheme  was  recommended  to  us 
by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  as  being  especially  fa- 
vorable to  new  States.  The  fractions,  if  be  could  fix  them, 
•hould  (aX\  upon  the  old  States^  wliosc  p^^mUti^  was  sta- 
tioaary,  and  not  upon  tho  new  8i|it«i^  wbos9  population 


was  increasing  with  unparalleled  rapidity.  He  did  not 
consider  that  the  substitute  was  as  favorable  to  the  new 
and  growing  States  which  he  had  named,  as  the  original 
bill.  In  regard  to  Tennessee,  if  the  substitute  prevailed, 
this  would  be  the  fourth  time  that  that  rapidly  growing 
State  will  have  been  put  oif  with  a  large  unrepresented 
fraction.  If  the  bill,  as  it  stands,  is  unequal,  it  can  only  be 
chang^by  altering  the  ratio,  or  the  number  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  House;  and  he  believed  it  v^as  tlie  part  of  the 
House,. exclusively,  to  fix  upon  such  a  number  as  to  them 
may  seem  most  fit  and  convenient,  unless,  indeed,  it  should 
be  manifest  to  us,  that,  by  an  alteration,  some  great  bene- 
fit was  to  be  obtained.  As  to  the  ratio  proposed  in  the 
bill,  he  believed  it  was  productive  of  as  much  equality  and 
justice,  in  relation  to  the  several  States,  as  could  be  ob- 
tained by  any  other  ratio.  Even  if  the  constitutional  ob- 
jection to  the  substitute,  which  with  him  was  insuperable, 
was  out  of  the  question,  he  would  prefer  the  bill  as  it  came 
from  the  House,  to  the  substitute  pn>poscd  by  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  spoke  in  reply  to  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee,  and  in  opposition  to  the  motion  to  amend  the 
substitute.  He  contended  that  fract'ons  had,  by  every 
bill,  been  substantially  represented,  thotitth  not  so  bv 
proviflons  expressed  on  the  face  of  tl)e  bill;  that  such 
representation  was  in  accordance  with  the  spirit  of  the 
constitution,  which  required  a  hist  and  equal  appor- 
tionment of  representatives;  and  that  the  provisions  of  the 
substitute  attained  a  greater  degree  of  equality  than  those 
of  the  original  bill. 

Mr.  HOLMES  also  advocated  the  ameiulaient  at  some 
tengthf  and  then 

The  Senate  ailjoumed  to  Monday. 

VLofTDin,  MimcH  12. 
APPORTIONMENT  BILL. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  thisb'U,  w'th 
the  amendment  thereto  oiTered  by  Mr.  Wsbstsr,  and  the 
amendment  offiered  by  Mr.  Fossttr. 
.  Mr.  DICKERSON  said:  Coming,  as  he  did^  from  a  State 
which  has  severely  feh  the  unequal  and  unjust  operation 
of  the  laws  herett^ore  adopted,  and  again  to  be  adopted, 
if  the  present  bill  should  pass,  for  appoKioning  the  re- 
presentatives of  the  United  States  among  the  sevei'al 
States^  it  was  his  duty  to  his  constituents  to  join  Seiuitors 
from  States  simiUrly  situated,  in  an  effort  to  arrest,  as  far 
as  practicable,  thia  ^stem  «f  oppression. « 

Cireat  injustice  has  been  done  to  the  small  States,  said 
Mr.  D.,  in  withholding  from  them  their  proper  share  of 
power,  weight,  and  iiiAnem^e,  In  the  councils  of  the  na- 
tion; more  especially  as  it  respects  their  numerical  force 
in  the  House  ^  Representatives,  while  they  have  been 
compelled  to  hear  thavr  undiminished  share  of  public 
burdens.  The  condition  of  the  State  of  New  Jersey, 
contrasted  with  that  of  her  potent  neighbors.  New  York 
and  Pennsylvania,  will  put  this  subject  in  a  strong  point 
dp  view.  In  the  apporliomnent  of  1810,  when  the  ratio 
was  fixed  at  S5,000,  New  Jersey  had  an  unrepresented 
fraction  of  31,2i2,  while  New  York  had  a  fhiction  of 
8,043,  and  -Yenhsylvania  a  fraction  of  4,773,  added  to- 
gether amountini^  to  13,816.  The  fraction  of  New  Jersey 
being  nearly  three  times  aa  great  as  that  of  New  York  an^ 
Pennsylvsma  togstlter;  while  New  York  had  a  represcin* 
tation  of  27,  Pennsylvania  of  23,  and  New  Jersey  6.  In 
the  apportionment  of  1820,  when  the  ratio  was  fixed  at 
40,000,  New  Jersey  had  a  fraction  of  34,551,  while  New 
York  liad  a  fraetion  of  8,775,  and  Pennsylvania  of  9,449^ 
and  in  the  apportionment  of  1830,  according  to  the  pre- 
sent bill,  with  a  ratio  of  47«700,  New  Jersey  has  a  fhiction 
of  33,632,  whUe  NeW  York  has  a  fraction  of  9,953,  and 
Pennsylvaniiiof  12,052.  In  this  way  several  States  have 
suffered  nea^y  is  much  as  New  Jersey^  and  the  State  of 
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Delaware  much  more.  And  sliall  the  Senators  of  these 
Stales  not  complain'  Shall  they  not  uiqiiire  whether  the 
constitution,  which  was  adopted  for  the  common  benefit 
of  all,  can,  when  fairly  construed,  authorize  such  gross  in- 
jiistice?  And  being  convinced  that  a  fair  construction  of 
the  constitution  would  secure  to  them  a  more  equal  re- 
presentation, shall  they  not  avail  themselves  of  their 
strength,  in  this  hody,  to  assert  and  ohtjun  their  just  rights? 

By  the  constitution  of  the  United  States*  representation 
and  direct  taxes  shall  be  apportioned  among  the  several 
Stated  accoi  di  ng  to  their  respective  numbers.  It  is  impos- 
sible to  comply  strictly  with  the  terms  of  the  constitution  f 
but  it  is  the  duty  of  Congress  to  approach,  as  nearly  as 
possible,  to  a  just  apportionment  of  representatives  as 
well  as  of  taxes. 

The  plain  meaning  of  tiie  constitution  is,  that,  of  what- 
ever number  the  popular  branch  of  Cong^*c8s  shall  con- 
sist, it  shall  be  so  divided,  adjusted,  and  apportioned  amonff 
tlic  several  States,  that  the  representative  strength  of  eacn 
Stutc  in  that  body  shall  be,  as  its  actual  comparative 
strength,  measured  in  federal  numbers  in  the  Union,  that 
the  whole  representative  population  of  die  United  States 
shall  be  to  the  whole  number  of  representatives,  as  the 
representative  population  of  any  State  sliall  be  to  its  share 
of  such  representatives.  And  this  division,  adjustment,  or 
apportionment,  cannot  be  made  in  accordance  with  the 
constitution,  until  we  have  arrived  at  the  nearest  practical 
approximation  to  this  principle.  And  has  tliis  been  attain- 
ed in  the  bill  before  us^  It  has  not;  on  the  contrary,  this 
bill  is  a  reiteration  and  continuation  of  old  abuses,  which 
have  become  more  oppressive  as  our  population  has  m- 
cre:ised;  and  when  the  Senators  from  the  States,  feeling 
tile  oppressive  operation  of  this  bill,  endeavor  to  amend 
it,  they  are  met  with  the  most  determined  opposition  from 
the  Senators  of  States  having  more  than  tlieir  share  of 
this  joint  stock  of  power;  and  tlie  g^eat  States  seem  to 
make  it  a  common  cause,  to  deprive  the  small  States  of 
their  proper  rights  and  influence  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. 

The  Senator  from  New  York,  [Mr.  Mirct,]  after  urging 
all  the  arguments  which  the  case  admits  of,  for  tlie  bill  and 
against  the  •  proposed  amendment,  calls  loudly  upon  the 
Senator  from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Tasswkll,]  and  begs  that  the 
voice  of  Virginia  may  be  heard  upon  this  question^  where- 
upon the  Senator  from  Virginia  comes  forward  with  a  for- 
midable array  of  unaccommodating  ratios,  and  similitudes 
of  ratios,  and  various  scientific,  technical,  and  mathema- 
tical terms  and  pJirases,  calculated  to  exclude  every  prin- 
ciple, not  based  upon  tlie  exact  sciences^  from  the  rules 
to  be  adopted  in  making  the  apportionment  of  the  repre- 
sentatives among  the  several 'States.  And  he  managed 
his  weapons  with  such  admirable  skill  and  address,  that  he 
seemed  to  perplex  the  whole  Senate — at  least,  I  am  quite 
willing  to  acknowle<lge  that  be  perplexed  me;  and  ail 
these  strict  and  accurate  principles  are  made  to  depend 
upon  the  word  apportion. 

Now  it  so  happens  that  the  word  apportion  is  decidedly 
ungeometrical;  it  is  neither  technical  nor  scientific,  it  does 
not  imply  matliematical  accuracy,  nor  is  it  found  in  any 
mathematical  book.  Perhaps  terms  of  mathematical  ac- 
curacy were  studiously  avoided  in-  this  part  of  the 
constitution,  from  a  fear  that  they  might  be  used  to 
prevent  a  just,  fair,  and  equitable  apportionment  of  re- 
]>i'esentatives  among  the  States;  for  tear  of  giving  jtist 
cause  for  the  difficulties  which  gentlemen  now  urgfe  against 
the  amendment  to  this  bill. 

I'he  Senator  from  Virginia  does  not  seem  willing  to  rest 
upon  his  mathematical  principles  alone.  He  calls  to  his 
aid  the  decision  of  Washington  in  1792,  and  the  practice 
under  it  for  forty  years.  The  arguments  of  the  Senafors 
from  Massachusetts  and  Delaware  [Mr.  Wxbstkb  and  Mr. 
Cj«azto2i]  have  entirely  convinced  me  Uuit  tlic  objections 
to  the  apportionment  bill  of  17S3  do  not  apply  to  the 


amendment  now  under  consideration;  and  if  they  did,  T 
should  not  consider  them  as  finally  conclusive.  The  small 
States  have  always  resisted,  as  fkr  as  they  constitutionally 
could  do  so,  the  passing  of  the  different  appoHionment 
bills  which  have  operated  so  injuriously  to  their  interest. 
Any  right  to  a  more  fair  and  equitable  rule  of  apportion- 
ment, which  they  possessed  before  the  first  apportion- 
ment, they  possess  now.  Tlieir  acquiescence  in  laws  to 
which  they  were  obliged  to  submit,  cannot  be  considered 
as  a  relinquishment  of  any  right. 

I  am  surprised  that  the  Senator  from  Virginia  shonld 
place  so  much  reliance  upon  decisions  of  constitutional 
points,  as  to  give  them  tlie  force  of  precedents,  even 
when  they  are  of  forty  years'  standing.  If  I  am  not  much 
mistaken,  I  have  heard  an  opinion  from  that  Senator,  that 
no  decision  anunst  the  principles  of  the  constitution  could 
acquire  the  force  of  law  by  any  lapse  of  time.  If  the 
principle  of  the  law  of  1792  was  in  accordance  with  the 
constitution  then,  it  is  so  now :  and  if  the  present  bill  is 
upon  tlie  same  principle,  it  cannot  want  the  aid  of  prece- 
dent, but  may  safely  rest  upon  constitutional  grounds  alone. 
The  precedent  can  only  be  of  service,  upon  the  supposi- 
tion that  the  principle  of  the  bill  wants  constitutional  sup- 
port. And,  m  such  case,  it  would  be  desirable  to  know 
how  long  a  precedent  like  that  of  the  year  1792  must  re- 
main undisturbed,  before  it  becomes  ah  amendment  to  the 
constituticm.  The  precedent,  as  carried  out  in  the  differ- 
ent apportionment  laws,  is  decidedly  that  the  large  fractions 
shall  be  thrown  upon  the  small  States;  from  which  there 
is  no  departure  in  the  bill  before  us.  And  shall  an  un- 
willing acquiescence  in  this  abuse,  for  forty  years,  give 
sanction  to  an  exercise  of  power  against  every  principle 
of  justice,  and  against  the  plain  and  undoubted  meaning 
of  those  who  formed  this  compact  of  our  Union? 

By  the  bill  sent  to  us,  the  wliole  number  of  representa- 
tives IS  fixed  at  340.  It  is  altogether  immaterial  by  what 
process  the  House  of  Representatives  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  this  should  he  the  number:  it  is  arbitrary,  and 
altogether  independent  of  any  constitutional  provisioni 
but  when  adopted,  it  forms  an  indispew^able  datum  in  the 
calculation  by  which  the  apportionment  is  to  be  made 
among  the  States.  The  whole  representative  population 
of  the  United  States,  and  the  whole  representative  popu- 
lation of  the  individual  States,  arc  also  given,  upon  which 
the  constiUttion  directs  the  mode  of  apportionment,  which 
must  be  among  the  several  States,  acconling  to  their  re- 
spective numbers. 

As  the  whole  federal  number  of  people  in  the  Urated 
States  is  to  the  whole  mimber  of  representatives,  so  must 
be  the  whole  federal  number  of  the  people  of  any  State  to 
its  share  of  such  representatives.  The  truth  of  this  prin- 
ciple has  not  been  contested,  and  cannotbe;  yet,  when 
applied  to  New  York,  gives  her  but  38  representetives 
out  of  the  240,  whereas  the  bill  before  us  gives  her  40. 
As  11.928,935  is  to  240,  so  is  1,918,553  to  38  and  a  frac- 
tion. In  this  proposition,  the  first  and  second  terms  arc 
constant,  being  tlie  whole  population  and  the  whole  num- 
ber of  representatives;  tiie  third  term,  the  population  of 
any  State,  nnist  be  multiplied  by  the  second  term,  and  di- 
vided by  the  first,  which  will-  give  tiie  fourth  proportion, 
or  number  of  representatives  to  which  such  State  is  entitled. 

By  dividing  the  first  and  second  terms  by  any  number 
whatever,  we  obtain  equivalent  terms  which  may  be  sub- 
stituted for  those  respectively.  If  we  divide  both  terms 
by  the  number  240,  we  obtain  49,707  for  the  first,  and  I 
for  the  second.  The  proportion  will  then  be  as  49,707: 1 
:  :  1,918,553  :38,  With  a  fraction  of  29,687.  As  the  se. 
cond  term  is  unity,  the  multiplication  is  dispensed  with, 
and  the  first  term  becomes  a  common  divisor,  for  each  State, 
when  the  whole  number  of  representatives  is  240. 

In  fact,  however,  the  common  divisor  of  47,700  has  been 
adopted  for  a  representation  of  240,  when  that  mimber, 
or  rsther  47,715*  ii  the  proper  divisor  for  a  representation 
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of  250,     For  ts  11,998,935  :259  :  !  1,918,553  :40.  Divide 
the  two  first  terms  by  250,  and  we  have  47,715 : 1 : : 
1,918,553 :  40;  so  that  forty  representatives  are  all  that  New 
York  can  claim  from  a  Hoiise  of  250.    And  in  this  connsts 
the  error  in  the  bill  before  us.     Several  of  the  States  are 
allowed  their  full  share  of  a  House  of  250,  which  is  to  con- 
sist of  no  more  than  240.     It  is  true  that  if  vou  apply  this 
common  divisor  to  all  the  States,  without  allowing  repre- 
sentatives for  any  of  the  fractions,  ft  will  leave  you  with  a 
House  of  but  240  representatives,  as  the  aggregate  of  all  the 
fractions  will  amount  to  a  sufficient  number  to  g^ve  ten 
representatives.     Yet  it  is  equally  true  that  no  State  can 
have,  ufKler  any  just  construetiou  of  the  constitution,  more 
than  her  proper  share  of  the  actual  House  of  Representa- 
tives.    To  give  to  the  States  having  their  full  share  of  a 
House  of  Representatives  of  250,  a  just  claim  to  such  re- 
presentation, the  House  roust  actually  consist  of  that  num- 
ber; and  tliis  cannot  be  done,  but  by  giving  the  ten  frac- 
tional representatives  to  the  States  having  fractions;  and 
justice  requires  that  they  lihould  be  g^ven  to  the  States 
having  the  largest  fractions,  as  this  will  be  the  nearest 
possible  approximation  to  a  just  apportionment.     It  is 
clear  that  all  the  States  having  representatives  over  their 
just  proportion  of  a  House  of  240,  have  them  in  conse- 
quence of  the  fractions;  their  extra  representatives,  there- 
fore, are  the  representatives  of  fractions.     The  House  is 
to  consist  of  240  actual  and  10  constructive  members,  the 
last  being  representatives  of  the  fractions;  but  tliey  are 
all  to  stand  up  together,  as  good  enough  representatives, 
till  the  apportionment  is  made,  and  certain  States  have  re- 
ceived tlieir  full  share  of  the  whole  number;  and  then 
these  ten  are  to  be  dismissed  the  service.  These  construc- 
tive members — these  men  of  straw,  are  to  be  counted,  to 
swell  the  dividends  of  certain  States,  and  then  to  vanish, 
as  being  6f  no  further  use;  but  when  they  vanish,  they 
carry  olT  wLth  them  every  pretence,  on  the  part  of  these 
States,  for  leaving  a  single  representative  over  and  above 
their  strict  proportion  uf  240.  The  arg^egate  of  fractions 
amounts  to  477,335,  which,  divided  by  47,715,  gives  ten 
representatives.     If  these  fractions  are  to  be  of  no  avail, 
to  give  Vermont,  with  a  fraction  of  4^,000,  another  re- 
presentative, tlien  let  them  have  no  avail  in  giving  to  New 
York  two  more  representatives  than  she  is  entitled  to,  and 
to  several  other  States  one  each  more  than  thev  are  en- 
titled to.     Deduct  these  fractions  from  the  whole  popula- 
tion, throw   them  out  of  the  calculation,  and  let  these 
States  take  their  share  of  the  representatives  of  the  whole 
population  so  reduced.     The  aggregate  fraction  taken 
from  the  whole  population  would  leave  but  11»451,600, 
which,  divided  by  47,715,  will  g^ve  no  more  than  240  for 
the  House  of  Representatives,  instead  of  250;  and  this 
number  will  give  New  York  but  38  for  her  share.     It  is 
therefore  demonstrably  true  that,  under  the  present  bill,  2 
of  the  representatives  of  New  York  rest  upon  fractions; 
and  if  the  Senator  from  Virginia  insists  upon  the  applica- 
tion of  his  strict  mathematical  principles  to  this  case,  he 
itt  met  with  An  insuperable  difficulty  in  giving  to  any  State 
more  than  her  proportion  of  240  representatives.     The 
nile  of  apportionment  adopted  in  the  bill  is  neither  con- 
sistent with  the  principles  of  mathematics,  the  principles 
of  justice,  nor  the  principles  of  the  constitution.     A  strict 
mathematical    rule  will  operate  much  more   decidedly 
against  the  bill  than  against  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  under  consideration  is  founded  upon 
correct  principles.  The  assumed  number  of  256,  of 
which  it  is  proposed  the  House  of  Representatives  shall 
consist,  will  require  as  a  common  divisor  the  number  of 
46,596,*  and  each  State  having  a  fraction  over  tlie  half  ol 


*  Thr  calcalsiion  apon  tke  ratio  of  47,711  it  nuide  npon  irtanw  rir- 
iny  ihe  wbuk  ii««|>u«iiiiuii  at  11,023,935;  that  of  Louiaiiuwiiil  171,V04. 
Tkif  corrrcfrd  recunit  give  iIk*  whvte  populatimi  Hi  ll,9i8,731,  and 
ihc  iNipulikUcm  or  LooiMMJia  at  171,004.  Tta*  ealaalation  tor  a  Huaw 
ftl  296  M  made  upon  the  corrected  cviuma. 


that  number,  to  have  one  representative  for  such  fraction. 
This  rule  is  uniform;  applies  with  equal  justice  to  all  the 
States,  large  and  small;  is  not  restricted  by  any  fair  con-' 
struction  of  the  word  apportionment;  is  in  acconlance 
witli  every  principle  of  justice,  and  with  the  spirit  of  tlie 
constitution. 

The  small  States  have  complamed,  from  the  year  1792 
to  this  dav,  of  the  unjust  operation  of  the  apportionment 
bills;  ana  they  will  probably  continue  to  complain,  fur  I 
have  but  little  hope  that  justice  will  now  be  done  them. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said,  if  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  should  fiiil,  he  sliould  move  a  recommitment  of 
the  bilL  His  mind,  he  acknowledged,  had  fluctuated 
much  in  regard  to  the  question  during  its  discuss' on;  but 
he  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  great  injustice  might 
be  done  by  the  mode  of  apportionment  adopted  by  the 
House.  By  the  process  adopted,  assuming  tlie  number  of 
the  House  at  240,  twelve  members  are  taken  from  the  frac- 
tions, and  thrown  upon  the  large  States.  The  fractions 
were  thus  represented,  but  not  in  such  a  way  as  preset  vcd 
the  relative  power  of  the  several  States  according  to  thcJr 
respective  numbers.  He  should  move,  if  the  Senate 
should  determine  that  fractions  may  be  represented,  to 
recommit  the  bill,  with  general  instructions  to  the  com- 
mittee to  apportion  240  members  among  the  several 
States,  as  equally  as  may  be^  according  to  their  represen- 
tative population. 

'  Mr.  WEBSTER  said  he  should  not  oppose  the  recom- 
mitment, and  he  agreed  that  much  of  the  amendment 
might  be  omitted,  and  the  committee  Be  merely  instructed 
to  (listribute  the  members  of  the  House,  assuming  their 
number  at  240,  among  tiie  several  States  accoi-ding  to 
their  respective  numbers. 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN  said  he  had  listened  witii  the 
mo^  anxious  interest  and  attention  to  tiie  discussion  on 
the  important  and  exciting  question  involved  in  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  honorable  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts. Every  personal  and  political  consideration 
unite  to  persuade  him  in  favor  or  it.  But  sir,  said  Mr. 
F.,  aAer  the  best  reflection  in  my  power  has  been  devoted 
to  this  subject,  1  feel  constrained  to  differ  from  tlio 
with  whom  I  generally  agree,  and  to  vote  for  the  proposi- 
tion that  will  reject  the  amendment. 

I  cannot  but  regard  this  amendment  as  presenting  the 
same  difficulties  which  arrested  the  ratio  bill  of  1792.  It  is 
an  endeavor  to  accomplish  a  more  equitable  representation, 
by  bringing  the  fractions  of  the  several  States  into  ac- 
co  mt;  and  it  will  readily  be  perceived  that  the  process 
adopted  by  the  honorable  Senator  from  Delaware  to  illus- 
trate his  objections  to  the  bill,  is  substantially  of  the  na- 
ture of  the  calculations  which  led  the  wa^  to  the  rejected 
bill  of  1792.  My  friend  takes  for  his  first  number  the 
aggregate  population  of  the  United  States,  amounting  to 
11,928,731;  and  then  states  that  as  this  number  is  to  the 
proposed  number  of  the  House  of  Re]}rescntatives,  (240,) 
so  is  the  population  of  any  State  to  its  share  of  the  repre- 
sentation. Now,  sir,  the  first  great  mistake  in  this  rule 
is  committed  in  the  very  first  number;  tiiat  is,  the  popula- 
tion of  the  whole  Union,  combining,  of  course,  all  the 
fractions  of  the  several  parts,  is  constituted  the  control- 
ling number  to  bring  about  the  distribution  of  representa- 
tives among  the  several  States  according  to  their  respective 
numbers.  It  cannot  fail  to  strike  the  mind  that  the  con- 
stitutional apportionment  is  based  upon  the  federative 
principle.  It  regards  not  tho  whole  twenty 'four  States  as 
consolidated,  but  separated,  distinct,  individual.  It  is 
true,  sir,  the  bill  of  ^92  invaded  another  clause  of  the  con- 
stitution, besides  the  one  which  is  opposed  to  this  amend- 
ment It  gave  to  some  of  the  States  more  tiian  one 
member  for  erery  30,000  of  the  inhabitants  of  such 
States. 

But  1  hope  to  show  that  this  other  clause  flowed  out  of 
tha  one  which  is  now  coMidered,  and  was  its  just  corollary. 
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I  insist,  then,  in  the  first  place,  Mr.  President,  that  a  con* 
struction  was  ^ven  to  the  constitution  by  President  Wash- 
ington, in  1792,  that  settles  and  concludes  the  present 
question;  and  it  has  received  the  constant  acauiescence 
of  this  whole  Union,  at  four  eventful  periods  since.  He 
distinctly  resisted  a  process  that  subjected  the  whole  fede- 
ral number  of  the  United  States  to  a  common  divisor;  and  as 
distinctly  required  the  application  of  such  divisor  to  the 
population  of  each  State. 

He  felt  most  sensibly  that  the  rule  of  the  constitution 
dealt  with  the  States  individually,  and  that  the  call  for  this 
share  of  power  could  not  b^  made  as  from  small  States 
combined,  or  large  States  combined;  that  it  could  be 
claimed  only  by  each  State  on  the  ground. of  its  federal 
numbers,  and  as  often  as  tliese  could  meet  some  common 
ratio  or  division,  of  universal  application  to  all  the  mem- 
bers of  the  confederacy.  Sucli  was  tlie  state  of  the  ques- 
tion under  the  constitution.  Apportionment  was  to  be  made 
among  twent}'-four  diiTerent  subjects,  each  diflferingfrom 
all  the  others  in  numbers,  and  an  apportionment  too  of 
representatives — benefits  tliat  were  integ^l  in  their  nature, 
and  not  susceptible  of  division  or  liable  to  fractions.  Now, 
what  could  be  done,  sir,  but  first  to  settle  how  many  per- 
sons should  constitute  one  representative;  and,  when  that 
was  ascertained,  to  go  with  this  number  or  ratio  around 
to  tliese  twenty-four  States,  and  to  ^ant  to  each  a  mem- 
ber for  as  many  times  as  its  population  could  involve  the 
ratio?  That,  in  the  result  or  this  process,  fractions  would 
remain,  was,  no  doubt,  seen  by  the  framers  of  the  con- 
stitution— as  these  necessarily  arc  incident  to  the  case; 
you  cannot  avoid  them — ^the  amendment  proposed  docs 
not  get  rid  of  them — the  ingenuity  of  man,  no  mat- 
ter how  acute  it  may  be,  can  devise  no  mode  witli 
such  materials,  whereby  we  can  escape  the  consequences 
of  unrepresented  numbers.  And,  sir,  I  cannot  yield 
to  the  argument  as  satisfactory,  that  the  amendment 
approaches  nearer  to  this  equalization  than  to  leave 
fractions  unrepresented  altogether.  For,  in  the  first 
place,  altliougli  it  may  be  so,  under  the  arrangements  of 
the  honorable  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  yet  I  can  con- 
,  celve  of  various  propositions  that,  by  his  principle  of  dis- 
tribution,  would  agg^vate  the  evil.  But,  in  the  second 
place,  my  embarrassment  arises  not  from  its  being  more 
or  less  equal  in  its  operation,  but  because  it  is  not  war. 
ranted  by  the  constitution.  I  caimot  better  illustrate  the 
nature  of  the  rule  that  was  adopted  by  President  Wash- 
in|2rton,  as  lie  deemed  to  be  in  conformity  with  the  con- 
stitution, than  by  applying  the  clause  in  question  to  the 
representation  in  the  Legislature  of  any  State.  Take, 
for  example,  the  State  of  New  Jersey?  suppose  a  law 
should  there  be  passed,  directing  that  representation  should 
be  apportioned  to  the  several  counties  accordiug^to  their 
respective  numbers.  It  should  next  be  determined  that 
10,000  inhabitants  should  have  a  representative;  we  go 
witli  this  ratio  tn  Essex  county,  and  find  48,000---giving 
four  representatives,  and  a  fraction  of  8,000;  what  couW 
M-e  do  with  it  under  this  jule?  Could  we  give  Essex 
another  member  ?  Surely  not ;  if  so,  we  exceed  the  limits 
of  the  inile.  Well,  sir,  we  go  next  to  her  neighbors,  the 
county  of  Morris,  and  find  there  26,000  inhabitants,  yield- 
ing two  members,  and  a  fraction  of  6,000.  Could  we  give 
Morris  another  member?  or,  under  any  sound  oonstruc- 
tion  of  the  rule,  could  we  combine  tliese  fractions,  and 
assign  another  member  to  either  county,  on  account  of 
the  combination?  Why,  air,  nothing  can  be  plainer  to 
my  humble  apprehension,  than  that  such  a  <Uspontion  of 
the  subject  would  be  utterly  indefensible.  But  here  it  is 
ur^ed  that  the  proposed  amendment  brings  the  represen- 
tation as  near  to  just  proportions  as  may  be.  That 
although  it  does  apportion  members  to  States,  as  to  frac- 
tions for  a  less  number  of  federal  numbers  than  it  appor- 
tions the  otiier  members,  yet  it  is  most  ingeniously  argued 
that  the  rule  docs  not  so  far  exceed  the  general  ratio  as 


^ur  principle  falls  short  of  representing  all  the  people. 
But,  sir,  it  sliould  not  be  forgotten  that  our  rule  pe^ 
forms  all  its  function»~equaIly  distributes  to  all  their  full 
sliare  of  representation*  and  only  ceases  to  operate,  when, 
from  the  indivisible  nature  of  a  representative,  it  can  pro- 
ceed no  lUrther.  But  the  spirit  of  the  amendment  tran- 
scends the  constitution,  as  it  distributes  political  power 
unequally,  and  not  according  to  numbers;  as  in  the  case 
of  Maine,  that  would  receive  a  portion  of  representatives 
fur  19,938  more  federal  numbers  than  live  within  her  ter- 
Ktory;  and  the  general  result  of  the  amendment  showi^ 
that,  to  accomplish  its  obj^t,  fractions,  amouating  to 
137,101  persons,  are  represented  above  the  tniopopula- 
tion  of  the  States  to  wbich  fractional  members  are  sssigned. 
The  truth  is,  thai  in  this  matter  of  representation  the 
States  are  not,  and  cannot  be,  conKdered  in  any  collect- 
ive sense.  The  rule  applies  to  them  as  political  sove- 
reigTities,  distinct  in  their  existence,  and  each  entitied  to 
claifm  only  its  own  portion  of  power,  by  reason  of  its  own 
federal  numbers. 

So  President  Washing^n  treated  the  subject  when  it 
c-ime  before  lum,  under  the  imposing  authority  of  both 
Houses  of  Cong^ss.  The  National  Legislature  of  Uiat 
day  had  subjected  the  whole  population  of  the  United 
Stiites  to  a  ffivision  of  30,000-— tlie  proposed  number  for 
each  representative;  and  the  process  gave  120  member^ 
more  members,  of  course,  than  Uie  same  divisor,  when 
applied  to  Uie  separate  States,  would  produce;  and  thef 
disposed  of  the  surplus  members,  by  distributing  them 
among  the  States  having  the  liighest  fractions.  The  bill 
was  warmly  debated  in  Congress,  and  eventually  sent  to 
the  President  by  a  very  small  majority^  it  presented  to 
his  mind  a  very  interesting  case,  and  a  very  solemn  duty. 
He  was  called  upon  to  give  a  practical  exposition  to  the 
constitution  of  the  United  States,  and  on  a  branch  of  it 
well  calculated  to  excite  very  warmly  the  public  feeling. 
He  examined  the  act  with  the  sagacious  scrutiny  of  s 
statesman,  about  to  settle  a  great  question  in  the  apportion- 
ment of  political  power.  He  was  not  content,  on  finding 
one  fatal  objection  to  this  bill,  to  rest  his  rejection  there, 
and  return  it  to  Congress;  he  made  his  exceptions  ss  broad 
as  the  casie  presented  to  him.  He  detected  two  substan- 
tial objections;  and  that  which  struck  him  as  prominent, 
and  which  he  placed  in  the  foreground  of  bis  communics^ 
tion,  wasi,  as  I  apprehend,  the  very  difficulty  into  which 
the  present  amendment  will  bring  us.  Without  further 
remark,  I  will  now  read  tiie  reasons  urged  by  Preudent 
Washington  for  returning  the  ratio  bill  without  his  consent 

"AphilS,  1792. 

"  Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Hepreseniaiivet: 

"1  have  maturely  considerea  the  act  passed  by  tiie  two 
Houses,  entitled  'An  act  for  an  apportionment  of  repre* 
sentatives  among  the  several  States  according  to  the  first 
enumeration,*  and  I  return  it  to  your  House,  wherein  it 
originated,  with  the  following  objections:  First,  The 
constitution  has  prescribed  that  representatives  shall  be 
apportioned  among  the  several  States  according  to  their  re- 
spective numbers;  and  there  is  no  one  proportion  or  divisor 
which,  applied  to  the  respective  numbers  of  the  States, 
will  yield  the  number  and  allotment  of  representatives 
proposed  by  the  bill.  Second.  The  constitution  has  also 
provided  that  the  number  of  representatives  shall  not  ex- 
ceed one  for  every  30,000,  which  restriction  is,  by  the  con- 
text, and  by  fair  and  obvious  construction,  to  be  appl^ 
to  the  separate  and  respective  numbers  of  the  States,  and 
this  bill  has  allotted  to  eight  of  the  SUtes  more  than  ons 
for  every  30,000. 

«<  GEORGE  WASHINGTON." 
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notice  that  the  second  objection,  instead  of  being  the 
principal,  or,  as  has  been  insisted,  the  only  snbstantial  diffi- 
culty with  the  President^  was,  in  truth,  only  a  just  infer«- 
ence  which  he  drew,  as  he  explicity  states,  from  the  first 
objection. 

In  presenting^  the  first  objec6on,  the  President  seemed 
to  consider  it  quite  sufficient  barely  to  state  the  fact  of 
there  existing^  no  one  proportion  or  divisor  that  would 
produce  the  result  of  the  bill  before  him.  He  enters  into 
no  argiiment-,  butthou|[^  he  had  said  enougit  to  produce 
conriction  with  any  mind.  The  debates  that  were  bad  on 
this  rejected  bill  in  the  House  of  Bepresentatiyes,  con- 
firm the  yiews  which  I  had  the  honor  to  urge.  The  repre- 
sentation of  fractions  was  then  resisted  on  constitutional 
grounds. 

Mr.  Madison  opposed  it  in  terms  for  this  cause,  and  urg- 
ed the  following  cogent  consideration:  <*  You  are  calling 
upon  us  to  invade  the  constitution,  by  adopting  a  process 
that  will  give  representatives  for  those  several  and  distinct 
fractions  of  the  ditflerent  States." 

When  this  bill  was  returned,  the  (pongress  passed  a 
new  bill  with  a  ratio  of  33,000,  and  applied  that  to  the  po- 
pulation of  each  State:  New  Jerser,  having  at  that  time 
179,570  federal  numbers,  received  by  the  bill  five  mem- 
bers, with  a  fraction  remaining  of  14,570)  and  the  whole 
apportionment  of  representatives  on  die  population  of  that 
era,  (being  3,615,920,)  left  an  amount  of  fractions  exceed* 
ing  150,000.  Tet,  sir,  it  was  submitted  to--so  in  1800-- 
again  in  1810 — and  last,  in  1830, with  increased  fractions  at 
each  period,  but  with  the  same  acquiescence  in  the  con- 
struction of  President  Washington,  in  1792.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, if  I  could  think  this  a  debatable  point  originally, 
such  an  adjustment  of  it,  followed  by  such  confirmation, 
would  preva'd  to  quiet  all  scruples.  I  should  feel  bound 
to  bow  with  respect  to  the  weight  of  a  precedent  of  such 
commanding  authority.  While  I  consider  the  present  bill 
as  far  from  adopting  that  just  ratio  which  would  relieve  as 
much  as  practicable  the  heavy  fractions  upon  the  small 
States,  yet  I  must,  though  with  reluctance,  vote  against 
the  amendment,  because  it  is  opposed,  in  my  judgment,  to 
the  provisions  of  the  constitution,  as  expounded  in  1792, 
and  since  approved  of. 

As  a  general  question  of  public  poUcy,  I  can  find  some 
consolation  in  Utte  so^^gestion  of  Mr.  Hamilton,  when  he 
was  urging  the  adoption  of  the  great  chartet^— that  the 
Urge  States  can  make  no  law.  for  Uie  smaller  States,  that 
will  not  be  law  for  themselves.  Sir,  excepting  in  our 
electoral  colleges,  there  is  no  national  interest  oragricul- 
ture,  commerce,  or  manufactures,  on  which  New  York  and 
Pennsylvania  can  give  avx>te,  that  is  not  as  deeply  import' 
ant  to  them  as  to  New  Jersey.  I  feel  this  to  be  a  securi- 
tr,  as  well  as  a  consolation.  At  this  crisis,  sir,  it  is  no 
matter  for  regret  that  tliese  States  stand  forth  as  the  sus- 
tiining  pillars  of  the  great  system  of  domestic  industry  so 
vitally  essentia]  to  the  prosperity  of  New  Jersey,  and  every 
other  State,  great  or  small. 

The  honorable  Senator  from  Delaware  compluns  that 
his  State  has  been  hardly  dealt  by,  and  I  agree,  sir,  that 
be  has  good  cause;  but  I  fail  to  be  convinced  that  Dela- 
ware has  greatly  suffered  on  this  account.  If  right  has 
been  withheld,  I  am  aware  that  it  is  no  plea  to  justify 
vrong;  hut  it  is  to  my  mind  a  gratefid  palliation  that  her 
feeble,  numerical  streng^  has,  through  her  whole  histo- 
tr,  thrown  her  upon  her  moral  and  intellectual  resources, 
tnd  attracted  to  the  public  councils  of  tlie  country  from 
that  small,  but  honored  State,  something  vastly  more  pow- 
erful than  mere  numbers;  something  that  exalted  her  to  a 
niche  as  elevated,  and  an  influence  as  commanding,  as  any 
— even  the  proudest  of  her  sisters  on  this  floor. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  and  Mr.  WEBSTER  spoke  briefly  in 
reply  to  Mr.  Frslivsbutsev. 

Mr.  M  ANGUM  gave  his  reasons  for  his  intended  vote  in 
&Tor  of  the  motion  to  amend  the  amendment,  and  in  fiivor 

Vof..  Vni.— 34 


of  a  motion,  should  one  be  m«de,  for  recommitting  the 
bill,  for  the  purpose  of  modifying  it  so  as  to  render  it  leas 
unequal  in  its  operation. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  added  some  remarks  in  reply  to  Mr, 
FaxuiTGHUTsair. 

The  question  being  then  taken  upon  the  motion  of  Mr. 
FORSYTH  to  strike  out  the  chutse  of  the  amendment 
which  provides  for  the  representation  of  fractions,  it  waa 
decided  in  the  affirmative,  aa  follows:  ji 

YEAS.-^Messrs.  Bibb,  Brown,  Dallas,  Dudler,  EllisT 
Forsyth,  Frelinghuysen,  Grundy,  Hendricks,. Hill,  Kane, 
King,  Marcy,  Mangum,  Poindexter,  Robinson,  Raggles, 
Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tomlinaon,  Troup,  Tyler,  White,  Wil- 
kins.— 24. 

NAYS.— ^Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Buckner,  Chambers^ 
Clayton,  Dickerson,  Ewing,  Foot,  Hayne,  Holmes,  John* 
ston.  Knight,  Miller,  Moore,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Robbins^ 
Sejrmour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Waggaman,  Web« 
8ter.-~23. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  remarked,  that  the  otherpoitjon  of  the 
amendment  ofiered  by  him  was  no  longer  of  an^  conse- 
quence,  and  he  would  withdraw  it,  or  vole  agunst  its  edop« 
tion.    The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  HILL  moved  to  strike  oat47,700  from  the  biU,  and 
insert  44,000. 

At' the  request  of  Mr.  TAZEWELL,  the  motion  vm 
divided;  and  the  question  being  taken  on  the  motion  to 
strike  out,  it  waa  decided  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  he  should  now  vote  against  the  biU 
as  a  practical  violation  of  the  constitution. 

The  question  being  on  ordering  the  bill  to  a  third  read- 
ing, it  was  decided  in  the  afllrmative  by  the  following  votes  Y| 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Dallas,  Dudley, 
Ellifl^  Ewing,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Kane, 
King,  Knight,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Rch 
binson,  Ruggles,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Troup» 
Tyler,  White,  WUkins.-^. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clayton, 
Dickerson,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  HiU,  Holmes,  Johnston, 
Miller,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Seymour,  Silsbee^ 
Smith,  Sprague,  Wagyaman,  Webster.— 20. 

Mr.  Benton,  on  ghnng  his  vote  in  the  affirmative,  re- 
marked that  he  was  much  dissatisfied  with  the  proviaaone 
of  the  bill,  but  voted  for  it  because  it  waa  necessaty  to  paai 
it,  even  in  this  shape. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

TUBSBAT,  Mabch  13. 
BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

Hr.  DALLAS,  fvwn  the  select  committee  appointed  on 
the  subject,  reported  a  bill  to  renew  the  charter  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  SUtes  for  the  term  of  fifteen  years,  te 
take  effect  subsequent  to  the  expiration  of  the  present 
charter  in  the  year  1S36;  whidi  was  read,  and  ordered  te 
a  second  reading. 

The  following  resolution,  submitted  by  Mr.  Robbivi 
yesterday,  was  taken  up  for  consideration,  viz. 

JReeohedt  That  the  Secretiuy  of  the  Senate  be  authoriz- 
ed to  subscribe  for  sixty  copies  of  the  Legislative  and  Do- 
cumentary History  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  com- 
piled by  M.  St.  ChAt  Clarke  and  D.  A.  Hall,  whereof  one 
copy  sbdl  be  distributed  to  each  member  of  the  Senate^ 
one  copy  to  the  President  and  Secretary  of  the  Senate, 
and  the  residue  retained  for  the  library  of  the  Senate, 
provided  ^that  the  price  of  the  work  shiJl  not  exceed  the 
sum  of  five  dollars. 

Mr.  BOBBINS  sud  that  the  resolution  submitted  in 
the  House  of  Representatives,  providing  for  the  purchase, 
had  been  conndered  by  the  conmiittee  to  which  it  was  re* 
ferred,  and  they  had  reported  in  its  favor.  The  commit- 
tee in  the  Senate  were  also  of  the  opinion  that  the  work 
should  be  fumiibed  te  the  members  of  this  body,  «•  the 
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infoFmatioii  would  be  of  ifreat  Advantage  in  enabtinjf  them 
to  come  to  a  decision  on  the  question  of  rechartermg  the 
bank.  He  therefore  hoped  there  would  be  no  objection 
to  the  passage  of  the  resolution. 

Mr.  HILL,  of  New  Hampsbire,  said:  The  proposition  is 
to  procure  sixty  copies  of  a  book  relative  to  the  Bank  of  the 
Umted  States,  ofwhicheach  oneof  usbto  hare  a  copy.  It 
may  not  become  me  to  oppose  such  a  proposition — ^it  may 
be  conudered  obtrusiTe  ui  a  new  member  to  do  it.  Our 
tables  have  been  loaded  (and  the  burden  continues  almost 
daily  to  accumulate}  with  documents  in  behalf  of  the  Bank 
of  the  United  States.  The  printing  on  that  subject  alone, 
duri^ng  the  present  session,  probably  amounts  to  some  thou- 
sands of  pages;  and  as  yet  we  have  had  but  a  foretaste  of 
what  is  to  follow.  Numerous  petitions  from  the.  several 
local  banks  are  here  presented,  with  an  array  of  such  names 
as  may  be  gathered  in  behalf  of  any  subject  whatever,in  the 
purlieus  of  our  cities.  A  few  days  ance  I  found  before  me 
an  elaborate  printed  argument  in  fkvor  of  the  bank  from  the 
directors  of  a  country  bank  in  New  Hampshire,  which 

"bank,  I  am  confident,  could  have  no  other  motive  than  fear 
to  induce  it  to  make  such  a  request.  Is  it  not  a  fiict  that 
most  of  the  lo^  banks,  in  several  States,  have  been  im- 
periously required  to  prefer  petitions  for  the  renewal  of 
the  charter  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States?  Has  not 
the  President  of  the  mammoth  monopoly  told  Congress 
that  he  had  it  in  his  power  to  close  the  doors  of  the  local 
banks?  What  can  tney  do  but  petition  when  they  are  re- 
quired to  petition?  Can  it  be  supposed  that  these  local 
banks,  which  are  liable  to  State  taxation,  and  which  are 
taxed  by  the  States,  will  vduntarilv  ask  Congress  to  place 
ft'a  rival  establishment  amon^  thefn,  lucvingthe  Government 
deposites  at  all  times  in  its  hands,  with  which  to  wrong 
and  oppress  them,  and  exempt  from  every  species  of  State 

^  taxation?  No  man  of  sense  will  b^eve  it.  If  an  humble 
individual,  having  an  honest  claim  on  the  Government, 
would  lay  the  merits  of  that  claim  before  Congress,  he  is 
obli^^  to  pay  the  expense  of  printing  himself;  but  every 
possible  argument,  whether  rounded  on  fiu:t  or  fallacy, 
that  can  be  presented  in  favor  of  perpetuating  a  n^onstrous 
monopoly— a  monopoly  that  has  the  means  of  corruption 
in  its  own  hands,  and  may  apply  them  if  it  will — must  be 
printed  at  the  public  expense!  I  venture  to  say  that  a 
Biajority  of  the  members  have  been  unable  to  read  one 
half  of  what  has  already  been  ordered  to  be  printed  in  re- 
lation to  the  bank.  They  cannot  read  it,  and  attend  pro- 
perly to  the  other  public  business.  It  is  now  proposed  to 
furnish  an  additional  volume  of  soone  eight  hundred  pages 
— a  very  pretty  volume,  gilt,  and  bound  in  calf,  perhaps 
to  decorate  the  libraries  of  gpentlemen,  when  they  shall 
return  home,  after  the  bank  bill  shall  have  been  passed: 
for  that  must  be  passed  (so  say  its  friends)  durmg  the 
present  session.  I  am  satisfied  with  the  information  that 
IS  daily  developed  in  relation  to  this  bank,  without  making 
an  additional  charge  on  the  public  treasury  for  the  pur- 
chase of  this  book.  I  want  to  know  no  more  of  its  history 
than  to  knew  that  this  institution  can  control  the  whole  cur- 
rency of  the  country— that  it  can,  at  pleasure,  raise  and  de- 
press prices— that  it  can  make  monej  plenty  or  scarce— that 
it  is  the  source  of  action  and  reaction  on  business — ^thatit 
can  force  speculation  by  liberal  issuei^  either  of  bank  bills 
or  illeeal  orders,  and  produce  consternation  and  ruin, 
either  bv  omitting  discounts  or  calling  in  its  debts.  The 
charge  ror  printing,  in  relation  to  this  bank,  during  the 
present  session,  on  the  treasury,  will  be  several  thousand 
dollars;  and  the  mass  of  printing,  as  well  as  of  original 
papers  and  documents  as  of  those  heretofore  presented 
and  printed,  appears  to  be  enormous.  In  addition  to  the 
ordinary  printing,  thirty  thousand  dollars  were  expended 
on  the  diplomatic  correspondence— some  one  or  two  hun- 
dred thousand  dollars  are  expending  in  reprinting  the  old 
documents  of  Congress;  and  other  projects  are  on  foot, 
the  printing  of  which  may  involve  the  expenditure  of  lialf 


a  million  of  dollars.  The  members  of  Congress  wUl  un- 
doubtedly be  credited  for  great  liberality  by  the  gentle- 
men printers  who  are  favored  with  the  munificent  con- 
tracts; but  would  it  not  be  quite  as  much  to  the  credit  of 
our  dinnterested  liberality  it  we  furnished  our  libraries  at 
our  own  expense,  as  if  we  do  it  at  the  expenae  of  the  pub- 
lic treasury?  A  Senator  from  Maine  said,  the  other  day, 
that  *<  tills  Senate  was  conlititutedas  a  bulwark  against  Uie 
popular  will.*'  I  hope  to  see  the  time  arrive  when  this 
body,  and  all  other  bodies  in  this  Government,  who  tske 
part  either  in  enacting  or  executing  the  laws,  shall  be 
amenable  only  to  an  eiuightened  and  virtuous  popular  will. 
I  do  not  believe  that  an  intelligent  people  will  counte- 
nance the  principle  of  the  public  servants  converting  the 
public  property  to  their  own  future  use  while  engag^ 
temporiu^y  in  the  public  service;  and,  for  the  purpose  of 
contesting  this  principle,  I  move  that  the  resolution  be  laid 
upon  the  table. 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN  said,  tiie  Committee  on  the 
Library  had  been  induced,  b^  public  considerations,  to 
offer  the  resolution,  not  imagining  that  they  would  elicit 
by  it  a  philippic  against  the  bank.  The  book  contained 
valuable  information  against  the  bank,  and  in  favor  of  it; 
all  the  arguments  ever  used  against  it  by  its  opponents 
were  here  to  be  found.  All  the  debates  and  decisions  liad 
in  reference  to  the  bank,  for  the  last  thirty  years,  were 
conbuned  in  this  volume.  It  was  true  that  our  tables  were 
laden  with  papers  respecting  this  institution;  but  were 
they  from  its  friends  or. its  opponents?  From  day  to  day 
we  have  had  resolutions,  and  answers  to  resolutions,  laid 
on  our  tables  at  the  wish  of  those  who  were  opposed  to 
the  bank.  At  this  stage  of  the  business,  when  the  bill  for 
rechartering  the  bank  has  been  reported,  and  is  about  to 
come  before  us  for  discussion  and  decision,  what  is  so  ap- 

})osite,  what  so  proper,  what  so  necessary,  as  to  place  be- 
bre  the  Senate  the  information  furnished  by  this  book? 
He  would  not  step  s^de  from  the  question  to  defend  the 
bank.  It  had  been  called  a  monopoly.  What  did  it  mono- 
polize ?  Nothing  but  the  public  confidence.  It  had  brought 
a  spurious  currency  into  a  sound  currency,  and,  thereby, 
it  was  the  poor  man's  friend.  If  he  sought  popularity'!  if 
he  could  stoop  to  the  dunghill  for  praise,  he  would  vote 
in  fiivor  of  the  bank,  as  the  poor  man's  friend.  Nothing 
but  this  bank  stood  between  the  poor,  honest,  and  indus* 
trious  citizen,  and  the  dealers  in  spurious  local  currency, 
by  which  the  poor  were  defiauded  of  a  large  portion  of 
tiieir  hard  earnings.  The  other  day,  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  had  voted,  wittiout  compunction  or  dis- 
pute, for  a  resolution  for  printing  a  report  of  the  Britis)i 
House  of  Commons  on  alum  salt^-a  subject  of  much  less 
importance  than  that  which  was  to  cost  one  thousand  nine 
hundred  dollars.     The  sum  which  this    resolution  ap- 

f)ropriated  waa  not  over  three  hundred  dollars.  He 
oved  Uie  people,  but  would  not  stoop  to  flatter  them. 
Popularitv  or  no  popularity,  he  would  support  such  mev 
sures  as  this.  He  was  not  afraid  that  his  constituents  should 
know  that  he  voted  public  money  to  purchase  books  for 
his  private  use — booKS  to  acquaint  him  with  information 
which,  in  bis  public  station,  he  required. 

Mr.  BENTON  had  not  intended,  be  said,  to  say  a  voni 
in  relation  to  this  question,  nor  should  he  now  rise  to  speak 
upon  it,  but  for  what  had  fallen  from  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey.  That  gentleman  had  gone  from  the  resolu- 
tion to  the  bank,  and  from  the  bank  he  had  gone  to 
statements  respecting  his  resolution  on  alum  salt,  which 
were  erroneous.  Day  by ,  day,  memoiials  were  poured 
in  upon  us  by  command  of  the  bank,  all  representing,  m 
the  same  terms,  the  necessity  of  renewing  its  chai-ter. 
These  memorials,  the  tone  of  which,  and  the  time  of  their 
presentation,  showed  tiieir  common  origin,  were  daily  or- 
dered to  be  printed.  These  papers,  forming  a  larger 
mass  than  we  ever  had  on  our  tables  before,  and  all  singing 
to  the  same  tune,  the  praises  of  the  bank,  were  ordered 
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to  be  t>rinted  without  hesitation.  The  report  which  he 
had  mored  to  have  printed  for.the  benefit  of  the  fitfmers, 
was  struck  at  bjr  the  Senator  of  New  Jersey.  h\  the  first 
place,  the  Senator  was  in  error  as  to  the  cost  of  print- 
ing the  ^report  He  had  stated  it  to  be  one.  thousand 
nine  hatidred  dollars,  whereas  it  was  only  one  thousand 


one  hundred  dollars.    A  few  days  ago,  two  thousand  co-  .1811  by  Mr.  Clat  against  renewing  the  charter  of  the 


pies  of  a  report  of  the  British  House  of  Commons  on  the 
subject  of  railroads  was  ordered  to  be  printed.  Fo^ow- 
ing  ^the  language  of  that  resolution,  he  had  mored  *  the 
printing  of  another  report  of  that  body,  which  would  in- 
terest a  thousand  of  our  dtisens,  where  that  report  would 
interest  one.  There  was  not  a  fimner  in  America  who 
would  not  deem  i\  a  treasure.  It  corered  the  whole  saline 
kingdom;  and  those  unacquainted  with  its  nature  had  no 
more  idea  of  it  than  a  blind  man  had  of  the  solar  rays.  It 
ti-as  of  the  highest  value  to  the  farmw  and  the  grazier. 
It  showed  the  miiieral  kingdom  upon  the  animal  kingdom; 
and  its  views  were  the  results  of  the  wisdom,  the  expe- 
rience, and  the  first  talents  of  Great  Britain.  The  asser- 
tion of  the  Senator^  that  the  bank  aided  in  producing  a 
sound  currency,  he  would  disprove  by  fiicti  and  dates. 
In  1817  the  bank  went  into  operation.  In  three  or  four 
years  alter,  forty-four  banks  were  chartered  in  Kentucky, 
and  forty  in  Ohio,  and, the  United  States'  Bank,  so  nr 
from  being  able  to  put  them  down,  was  on  the  verge  of 
bankruptcy.  With  the  use  of  eight  millions  of  public 
money,  it  Was  hardly  able,  from  day  to  day,  to  sustain  itself. 
Eleven  millions  of  dollan,  as  he  could  demonstrate,  the 
people  had  lost  by  maintaining  the  bank  during  this 
crisis.  But  for  a  wagon  load  of  specie  from  the  mmt,  as 
Mr.  Cbeves  informs  u^  it  wquld  have  become  bankrupt 
In  addition  to  this^  the  use  of  Government  depositee  to 
the  extent  of  eight  millions,  was  necessary  to  sustain  it; 
and  the  country  lost  eleven  millions  by  the  diversion  of 
those  deposites  to  this  purpose.  Congress  authorized  the 
purcliase  of  the.thirteen  millions  of  wee  per  cents. — at 
that  time,  they  could  have  been  purchased  at  sixty-five 
cents,  now  they  were  at  ninety-six  per  cent.  This  was 
one  item  of  the  amount  lost,  and  the  other  was  the  inte- 
rest on  the  stock  from  tliat  time  to  the  present,  amounting 
to  six  millions  more.  It  was  shown  by  Mr.  Cheves  that 
the  United  States'  Bank  6wed  iU  existence  to  the  local 
banks — to  the  indulgence  an4  forbearance  of  the  banks  of 
Philadelphia  and  Boston,  notwithstanding  its  receipt  of 
the  silver  from  Ohio  and  Kentucky,  which  drained  that 
country,  destroyed  its  local  banks,  and  threw  down  the. 
value  of  every  4escription  of  its  property.  The  United 
States'  Bank  cuirency  was  called  by  the  Sena;tor  the  poor 
man's  friend.  The  orders  on  the  branches— these  draAs 
issued  in  Dan  and  made  payable  in  Beersheba — ^had  their 
origin  with  a  Scotchman;  and,  when  their  character  was 
discovered,  they  were  stopped  as  oppressive  to  the  poor; 
and  this  bank,  which  was  cried  up  as  tne  poor  man's  friend, 
issued  those  same  orders,  in  paper  so  similar  to  that  of  the 
bank  notes,  that  the  people  could  not  readily  discern  the 
difference  between  them.  It  way  thought  that  the  people 
might  mistake  the  signature  of  the  liule  cashier  «nd  the 
little  president  for  the  great  cashier  and  the  great  presi- 
dent. The  stockholders  were  foreigners,  to  a  great  extent 
— they  were  lords  and  ladies — ^reverend  cleivymen  and  mi- 
litary officers.  The  widows,  in  whose  behalf  our  sympathy 
Was  required,  were  countess  dowagers,  and  the  Barings, 
some  of  whom  owned  more  of  the  stock  than  was  pos- 
sessed in  sixteen  States  of  this  Union.  He  would  not  go 
furtiier  into  these  things  at  present,  and  he  was  sorry  that 
the  attack  made  on  his  alum  salt  bill  had  made  it  necessary 
for  him  to  say  so  much. 

Mr.  HILL,  in  reply  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey,  said 
that  the  resolution  for  printing  the  report  on  the  salt  tax 
was  no  measure  of  his,  and  had  passed  tlie  Senate  without 
attracting  any  attention  from  him  or  from  any  one.  If  it 
w»s  a  crime  to  charge  the  bank  with  monopoly,  he  con- 


fessed his  criminality — ^but  he  could  produce  to  the  Senate 
the  authority  of  high  names  in  support  of  that,  and  other 
still  harsher  language,  in  regard  to  this  ins^ution.  He 
begged  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  a  report  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  bank,  made  in  the  Senate  in  the  year  1811. 
[Mr.  H.  here  read  the  report  made  to  the  Senate  in 
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Mr.  HOLMES  said  the  whole  question  is  whether  we 
shall  purchase  a  document,  furnishing  us  with  much  im- 
portant information  on  this  subject,  at  a  reasonable  price» 
or  whether  we  should  rely  for  information  upon  ex  parte 
statements.  The  alsrm  was  sounded  that  the^bank  .was 
dan^rous.  There  was,  he  believed,  no  great  danger 
arising  frvm  the  possession  of  its  notes— not  more,  at  all 
event^  than  from  the  possession  of  the  money— all  which 
had  been  denounced  as  the  root  of  evil.  He  would  not 
now  enter  into  a  discuMon'of  the  bank  question.  When 
the  bill,  this  morning  reported,  came  before  us  for  discus- 
sion and  final  action,  he  should  guide  his  course  in  regard 
to  it  by  the  instructions  of  his  own  understanding.  His 
instructors  at  home  needed  instruction.  Moreover,  he 
believed  that  the  instructions  from  the  Maine  Legislature 
were  secondhand  instructions.  They  went  from  this  city 
to  Maine,  and  are  now  returned.  He  was  sorry  that  his 
neighbor  from  New  Hampshire  had  seen  fit  to  reply  to  the 
remark  he  had  made  upon  anotiier  subject,  in  regard  to 
the  popular  and  federative  will.  He  did  say  that  tiie  Se- 
nate was  not  the  representative  of  the  popubir  will,  and, 
were  it  otherwise,  the  Umall  States  mi^t  be  swallowed  up 
by  the  popuhr  will.  In  the  convention,  a  member  from 
Connecticut  held  it  as  a  $int  qua  non  that  the  small  States 
should  be  equally  represented  with  the  large  States  in 
the  Senate;  and,  if  ttus  principle  were  not  admitted,  he 
should,  he  declared,  take  his  hat,  make  his  bow,  andleave 
the  assembly.  The  time  may  come  when  the  popular 
will  may  predominate^  when  the  will  of  the  people,  as  ex- 
pressed in  the  other  House,  may  overcome  the  will  of  the 
States  as  here  represented,  but  that  day  will  be  the  last  of 
the  constitution. 

Mr.  BIBB  spoke  in  fiivor  of  the  resolution.  He  had,  he 
said,  examined  the  work,  and,  in  his  opinion,  it  oueht  to 
be  possessed  by  every  member  of  Congress,  and  was 
worthy  of  a  place  in  the  libranr.  It  was  an  impartial  and 
full  digest  ot  the  debates  and  deciMons  on  the  subject  of 
the  bulk. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  said  this  debate  was  very  irregular; 
but,  as,  the  gentleman  ftrom  Missouri  hss  deemed  this  a 
proper  occasion  for  renewing  a  charge  of  a  very  serious 
nature  against  the  Bank  of  tne  United  States,  he  hoped 
the  Senate  would  indulge  him  with  a  simple  explana^ 
tion. 

Mr.  J.  'said  he  undenrtood,  then,  that  the  gentleman 
now  stated  that  the  Government  had  lost  ten  millions  of 
dollars  in  sustaining  the  Bank  of  the  United  States. 

This  charge  had  been  made  at  the  close  of  the  last  ses- 
sion, under  circumstances  that  precluded  a  reply:  it  had 
been  printed  and  circulated,  upon  his  autiiority,  very  exr 
tensively  through  the  country. 

^The  charge  was  founded  upon  the  fact,  that  there  were 
ten  milTions  in  the  treasuiy  auring  the  year  1817,  which 
might  have  been  employed  in  purchasing  the  three  per 
cents,  at  sixty-five  in  the  hundred. 

Now,  said  Mr.  J.,  what  had  the  bank  to  do  with  the 
money  in  the  treasury,  or  the  purchase  of  the  stocks?  The 
Government  had  appropriated  ten  millions  to  the  sinking 
fund;  they  had  placed  this  fund  in  the  hands  of  the  com- 
missioners; and  they  had  directed  them  to  apply  it  to  the 
payment  of  the  public  stocks,  and  had  authorized  them  to 
buy,  among  the  others,  the  tliree  per  cents,  if  they  could 
be  had  at  sixty-five. 

The  fair  and  reasonable  presumption  is,  that  that  very 
s^le  board,  witii  the  aid  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
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executed  this  trust  according  to  the  best  of  their  judg- 
menty  for  the  interest  of  the  country. 

It  was  not  necessary  lor  turn  to  Tindicate  them;  their 
high  character  wiU  defend  them  against  the  imputation  of 
having  mismanaged  the  public  ftinds  comnriited  to  their 
care,  or  having  uie  destrn  to  sustain  the  bank  at  the  pub- 
fie  expense.  They  did  precisely  what  was  proper  and 
practicable  to  be  done.  They  did  purchase  one  mUlion 
and  a  half  of  the  three  per  cents,  at  sixty-five  i  hist  the 
price  rose,  and  they  could  buy  no  more;  and  that  is  an  an- 
swer to  the  whole  change. 

There  were  nominalty  in  the  bank,  at  the  credit  of  the 
Government,  ten  millions  during  the  year  181T.  But 
what  were  they }  Transfers  of  the  deposiles  in  the  banks 
of  the  several  States!  Could  they  be  rendered  immedi- 
ately available?  Could  discounts  have  been  made  upon 
such  capital.^ 

But  it  was  not  until  March  of  that  year  that  Cong^ss 
passed  the  act  appropriating  ten  milHons  annually  to  the 

Sayment  of  the  public  debt;  which  fund  was  placed  in  the 
ands  of  the  Vice  President,  the  Chief  Justice,  the  Secre- 
taij  of  State,  and  others,  to  be  by  them  applied  to  that 
object  They  directed,  at  the  proper  time,  how  and  when 
the  payments  should  be  made,  and  the  bank  paid  their 
warrants  on  demand.  If  the  money  remained  in  bank  du- 
ring that  year,  it  was  an  aflfair  of  Uie  Government;  it  may 
have  resulted  from  a  defect  of  the  law,  but  it  cannot  at- 
tach any  blame  to  the  commissioners,  either  for  the  want 
of  attention  or  judgment  in  discharging  this  duty.  But 
what  had  the  bank  to  do  witii  it,  except  to  pay  the  money 
when  ordered? 

But  the  commissioners  applied  this  money  to  the  pur- 
chase of  stocks  bearing  six  per  cent,  instead  of  buying 
the  three  per  cents,  at  sixty-five,  by  which  operation 
tiie  gentleman  says  Government  haa  lost  ten  millions  of 
dollars. 

Mr.  J.  said  he  should  like  to  know  by  what  curious 
process  of  calculation  such  aresult  could  be  obtained. 

It  must  be  apparent  that,  if  the  hct  b  true  that  the 
Government  have  lost  ten  milKons  by  not  purchasing  the 
three  per  cents.,  the  holders  of  the  stock  have  saved  it 
by  not  selling,  or,  rather,  they  would  have  lost  it  if  they 
had  sold. 

Now,  it  is  not  reasonable  that  those  sagadous  men  who 
deal  in  stocks  would  have  sold  thirteen  millions  of  stock 
upon  such  terms  as  to  lose  ten  millions  in  fifteen  years. 
It  is,  moreover,  not  to  be  presumed  that  the  intelligent 
men  who  manage  the  public  funds,  did  not  know  the  dif- 
ference between  three  per  cents,  at  sixty-five,  and  the 
other  stocks  in  the  market.  Nor  can  it  be  imagined  that 
the  stockholders  did  not  know  their  interest  too  well  to 
sell  at  any  such  sacrifice.  But  the  gentleman  has  miscal- 
culated the  difference,  and  committed  an  extraordinary 
error.  The  actual  difference  between  having  purchased 
the  three  per  cents,  at  sixty-five,  and  buying  now  at 
ninety-five,  is  only  $Q,  186,350.  But  this  is  enough  to  show, 
to  any  man  conversant  with  stocks,  that  the  ^Government 
eould  never  have  made  such  an  advantage  by  purchanng 
stock.  Why  did  the  Government  direct  the  purchase  at 
the  limited  price  of  sixty-five?  It  was  because  that  was 
more  advantageous  than  to  buy  six  per  cents.,  and  it  was 
because  tlirec  per  cents.,  at  sixty-five,  were  worth  more 
than  six  per  cents,  that  no  one  would  sell  them  for  that 
sum,  and  they  rose  as  hig^  or  liigher  than  other  stocks  in 
the  market. 

The  three  per  cents,  amoimting  to, 

Interest,  tluree  per  cent  fifteen  years,  • 


These  stocks,  at  sixty-five,  would  have  been 

bought  at     -        -      .•        -        -        -   #8,612,500 
Wluch,  At  six  per  cent,  for  fifteen  years,      7,751,250 


Makes,     - 

Difference, 


16,363,750 
2,186,250 

$18,550,000 


$13,250,000 
5,962,500 


To  be  purchased  now  at  ninety«five. 


19,212,500 
662,500 

$18,550,000 


But,  svd  Mr.  J.,  the  gen^man  arrives  at  his  conchi* 
sion  by  this  summary  process.  If  the  three  per  cents,  had 
been  bought  at  sixty-five,  there  would  have  been  a  reduc- 
tion of  capital  of  four  millions,  and  mx  miHiohs  have  been 
paid  in  interest  upon  the  three  per  cents.,  making  ten  miU 
lions— a  very  short  and  convenientcalculationf  but  he  has 
entirely  forgotten  that  the  money  was  employed  in  extin- 
guishin&f  a  debt  bearing  six  per  cent*,  and  for  which, 
amountntg  to  near  eight  milfions,  he  baa  totally  omitted  to 
give  credit 

But,  said  Mr.  J*,  the  point  of  the  charge  does  not  lie 
here.  The  charge  is,  that  the  Government  lost  ten  mil- 
lions in  sustaining  the  bank. 

Now  it  is  most  obvious  that  the  bank  was  the  mere 
depository  of  the  money;  that  it  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  purchasing  of  stocks;  that  it  paid  the  money  as  de- 
manded; that  the  commissioners  oould  not  purchase  the 
three  per  cents,  at  sixty-five;  that  they  purchased  what 
was  m(^  advantageous  to  the  Government;  that  two  mil- 
lions only,  and  not  ten,  would  have  been  saved  if  this  stock 
could  have  been  purchased  at  the  price  limited;  that  this 
two  millions  would  have  been  lost  by  the  holders,  if  they 
had  taken  that  price;  that  the  Government  had  no  right 
to  expect  her  citiaens  would  take  Jess  than  the  value  of 
their  stocks. 

But  how  was  the  bank  sustained  f 

The  bank  went  into  operation  the  Ist  January,  1817. 
It  had  thirty-five  millions  of  capital,  besides  individual  de- 
jiosites.  It  was  impossible,  during  the  first  year,  to  employ 
Its  own  capital.  It  must  be  apparent  it  did  not  and  could 
not  employ  the  Government  deposites.  But  suppose  it 
could,  at  the  rate  of  six  per  cent  The  anking  fund  act 
passed  near  the  end  of  the  first  quarter  of  1817.  The 
money  remained  in  hand  for  three  quarters  of  that  year, 
which  would  have  amounted  to  $450,000;  but  onefifth  of 
that  belonged  to  the  Government,  which  reduces  the 
amount  to  ^60^000.  But,  then,  as  they  had  to  pay  it  out 
on  the  1st  January,  they  could  not  employ  it  duinng  the 
last  sixty  days. 

In  this  manner  it  is  made  to  appear  that  the  Govern- 
ment has  lost  ten  nullions  of  dollars  in  sustaining  the 
bank,  while  it  is  clear  the  bank  had  not  the  capacity  of 
employing  its  own  capital  so  soon  a.^er  it  went  into  ope- 
ration. 

Mr.  J.  said  that  he  had  asked  the  indulgence  of  the  Se- 
nate merely  to  set  this  matter  rig^t. 

Mr.  DENTON  rose  in  reply  to  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana,  [Mr.  Jobhstoit,]  and,  to  avoid  all  chance  for 
error,  would  have  recourse  to  official  statements.  He  had, 
at  an  early  period  of  the  session,  called  for  information 
from  the  Treasury  Department,  on  all  the  points  neces- 
sary to  understand  the  nature  of  this  loss  of  nearly  eleven 
millions  of  dollars  for  not  paying  the  tiirce  per  cent  stock 
in  1817,  according  to  -the  authority  in  the  sinking  fnija 
act  of  that  year.  He  had  called  for  the  price  of  the  stock, 
and  the  answer  to  that  call  (page  three  of  tiie  document 
he  held  in  his  hand)  showed  it  to  be  from  sixty-three  and 
three-fourths  to  sixty-four  cents  in  the  dollar.  He  bad 
called  for  the  amount  of  public  money  in  the  hands  of  that 
bank,  at  the  end  of  each  month  to  the  end  of  the  vear, 
(1817,)  and  it  was  shown  to  average  about  ten  millions, 
being  in  July  as  high  as  sixteen  millions,  (lacking  a  fr»<^' 
tion.)  and  about  seven  and  a  half  millions  at  the  end«t 
the  year.    He  had  called  for  the  amount  of  stock  when 
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the  sinking  fund  act  was  passed,  (March  3»  1817,)  and  it 
was  shown  to  be  a  fraction  over  sixteen  millions.  He  had 
called  for  the  amount  purchased  under  that  act,  and  it  was 
shown  to  be  a  fraction  less  than  three  millions.  He  had  call- 
ed for  the  amount  of  interest  paid  since  on  the  three  per 
cent,  stocks,  and  it  was  shown  to  be  a  fraction  over  six 
millions  of  dollars.  He  had  called  for  the  present  price 
of  this  stock,  and  it  was  shown  to  be  about  ninety-six  cents 
in  the  dollar.  Upon  these  dat^  he  had  bottomed  hb  esti- 
mate of  a  loss  of  near  eleven  millions  of  dollars  to  the 
Uruted  States  for  not  purchasing  it  in  1817,  and  the  fact 
was  clearly  made  out.  The  stock  had  risen  one-third,  and 
that  added  upwards  of  four  millions  to  it)  we  had  paid 
above  six  millions  of  interest;  and  the  two  sums  made  near 
eleven  millions  of  dollars.  The  stock  might  have  been 
bouglit  for  about  eight  millions  in  1817,  and  so  prevented 
the  increase  and  saved  the  interest;  but  the  money  was 
left  in  bank,  and  she  had  the  benefit  of  it  without  pay- 
ine  any  interest.  Mr.  Cheves,  in  his  report  to  the  stock- 
holders in  1819,  says,  the  bank  luUt  the  benefit  of  upwards 
of  eiglit  millions  of  public  deposites:  and  the  list  of  bal- 
ances, in  the  hands  of  the  bank,  proves  the  same  thing. 

The  gentleman  from  Ix>uisiana  says,  the  United  States 
saved  two  millions  by  purchasing  six  per  cents,  instead  of 
three  per  cents. ;  and  here  lies  the  cardinal  error  of  that 
gentleman.     He  supposes  all  the  money  was  taken  out  of 
hank  to  pay  the  six  per  cents.,  when  the  fact  is  proved 
that  it  was  not  taken  out  for  that  or  any  other  purpose; 
it  remamed  in  bank,  to  an  amonnt  of  average  of  ten  mil- 
lions, the  whole  year,  and  the  bank  had  the  use  of  it  without 
interest.    Mr.  B.  had  nothing  to  say  against  men.   He  was 
not  trying  to  blame  this  or  that  man;  he  was  going  against 
an  institution  which  was  in  its  nature  too  powerful  for  the 
Government     He  was  friendly  to  Mr.  Crawford  and  Mr. 
Cheves;  but  it  is  incontestable  that  the  United  States  had 
lost  eleven  nuUions  of  dollars  by  favoring  the  bank  with 
the  gratuitous  use  of  the  public  deposites  in  the  year  1817. 
The  bank  was  now  doing  business  upon  the  deposites 
and  the  credit  of  the  United  States.     She  had  eight  mil- 
lions of  deposites  in  the  name  of  the  treasurer,  and  near 
two  millions  in  the  name  of  public  officers,  and  but  seven 
millions  of  specie,  and  twenty-two  hundred  dollars  of 
funded  debt.   Her  capital  could  only  consist  of  specie  and 
•  funded  debt.     So  said  the  charter.     She  had  not  capital 
enough  to  pay  the  public  deposites^  and  had  about  eight 
nulHoiis  of  private  deposites,  besides  an  issue  of  nearly 
forU'-one  millions  of  notA,  as  they  Were  called.     It  is 
evident  she  was  doing  business  upon  the  credit  and  reve- 
nues of  the  United  States.     And  who  were  those  favored 
people,  who  thus  had  the  public  money  and  the  name  of 
the   United  States  to  bank  upon  gratuitously^     They 
were,  in  a  great  part,  foreigners!     Lords  and  ladies  of 
Great  Britain;    knights  and  barons;   military  and  naval 
officen;  reverend  clergymen  and  country  squires:  they 
held  eight  and  a  half  millions  in  their  own  name,  besides 
what  was  in  the  names  of  their  trustees.     The  name  of 
the  bank  was  a  misnomer.     It  was  essentially  a  British  in- 
stitution !     And  what  was  striking  was,  that  these  English 
people  made  no  compensation  for  the  use  of  the  people's 
money  in  their  bank  here,  while  they  had  to  make  a  large 
compensation  to  the  British  Government  for  the  use  of 
the  Government  deposites  there. 

And  what  was  still  more  curious  was,  that  a  member  of 
the  British  Parliament,  wfio  issued  orders  f^om  his  country 
bank  in  England  in  1826,  and  had  them  suppressed  there, 
is  now  doing  the  same  thing  in  the  Unite<l  States,  and  we 
cannot  suppressi  them  here!  Mr.  B.  said  it  would  be 
amusing,  if  it  was  not  distressing,  to  see  the  people  in  the 
West  call  for  more  capital  to  their  branch  banks.  He 
said  that  the  printed  returns  lying  on  (or  under)  every 
Senator's  table  would  show  that  not  a  cent  of  capital  was 


ticular  as  others  to  whose  name  a  million  is  assigned.  It 
was  all  moonshine!  They  had  as  well  have  a  vial  of 
moonshine  lying  under  the  steps  of  the  bank,  as  this  state- 
ment of  a  million  in  the  vaults.  The  capital  could  be 
nothing  but  coin  or  funded  debt.  The  charter  fixed  that. 
She  had  but  seven  millions  of  coin  in  the  whole,  and  that 
was  due,  and  doubly  due,  and  nearly  three  times  due,  to 
depositor^  She  had  but  twenty-two  hundred  dollars  of 
funded  debt;  which  was  nothing  in  so  large  a  concern. 
She  had  little  to  go  upon  but  the  credit  and  revenues  of 
the  United  States.  Foreigners  enjoy  this  credit  and  these 
revenues.  They  wear  the  name  of  the  United  States. 
They  blazon  it  in  huge  letters  on  their  bank  notes,  and 
on  the  mders  which  were  intended  to  be  palmed  upon 
the  igpioramuses  of  the  West  for  real  bank  notes.  The 
correspondence  of  the  president  of  the  bank  with  Mr. 
Rush  shows  that  these  orders  were  intended  to  be  passed 
for  notes. 

They  were  to  have  the  same  marks,  and  figures,  and 
dei*ices,  and  edgings,  and  general  appearance,  and  to  be 
signed  by  a  little  president  as  well  as  a  little  cashier,  who 
the  people  might  think  were  the  president  and  cashier 
intended  in  the  charter.  And  they  got  these  **  substitutes 
for  notes'*  received  in  payment  of  public  dues,  though 
the  present  Secretary,  in  his  report  to  the  Senate,  shows 
us  that  he  has  no  official  information  that  they  are  received. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON,  in  reply  to  Mr.  Bextox,  said,  the 
gentleman  baa  endrely  forgotten  the  point  he  rose  to  ex* 
plain.  The  charge  was,  that  the  bank  bad  been  sustained 
by  a  loss  of  ten  millions  to  the  Government.  The  point 
of  the  charre  is  the  loss  to  the  Government.  It  was  mj 
object  merdy  to  explain  away  that  error;  but  not  in  this 
irregular  way  to  be  drawn  into  a  discussion  of  the  whole 
affain  of  the  bank.  I  looked  with  some  interest  for  the 
facts  and  reasons  upmi  which  he  maintained  this  extraordi* 
nary  proposition.  The  gentleman  has  merely  reiterated 
the  cnarge,  and  has  contented  himself  with  showing  from 
the  tables  that  ten  millions  were  in  bank,  unemployed,  in 
1817.  That  is  not  the  question.  The  point  in  issue  is, 
has  the  Government  lost  any  thing?  Could  the  commis- 
sioners have  employed  the  money  differently  or  more 
advantageously  >  Could  they  have  purchased  the  three 
per  cents,  at  sixty-five,  and  did  not?  and  if  they  had 
purchased,  would  that  have  made  a  difference  of  ten 
millions?  And  was  this  loss  incurred  with  a  view  to  sus- 
tain a  bank  just  g^ing  into  operation?  and  had  it  that 
effect?  These  are  the  points  necessary  to  maintain  this 
serious  cham,  and  which  I  thought  the  gentleman  had 
risen  to  make  good. 

The  geutleman  says  it  was  not  his  intention  to  impugn 
the  conduct  of  the  commissioners  of  the  sinking  fund; 
but  the  conclusion  is  irresistible.  Tlie  monev  was  placed 
in  their  hands  to  pay  the  public  debt;  if  they  have  so 
managted  the  fund  as  to  lose  ten  millions  to  the  Govern- 
ment, it  would  evince  the  grossest  mismanagement;  and 
if  with  a  view  to  support  the  credit  of  the  bank,  it  would 
become  a  charge  of  a  more  serious  character.  But  the 
fund  has  been  ably  administered;  and  there  is  no  just 
g^und  of  censure  or  complaint  any  where.  They  liave 
regrilarly  applied  the  money  to  the  purchase  of  the  stocks 
bearing  the  highest  interest,  and  which  were  most  advan- 
tageous to  the  Government. 

I  have  shown  that  the  difference  between  three  per 
cents,  at  sixty-five,  in  1817,  and  at  ninety-five  now,  is  little 
more  than  two  millions.  But  the  advantage  of  buying  at 
sixty-five  is  a  mere  question  of  time.  If  they  were  to 
be  redeemed  in  fifteen  years,  they  were  worth  more  than 
MXty-five;  but  in  twenttr^five  years  they  were  worth  com- 
paratively, with  the  other  stocks,  less  than  sixty-five.  It 
was  therefore  a  mere  matter  of  speculation,  then,  whether 
the  Government  would  redeem  the  three  per  cents,  at 


ever  sent  to  Mobile,  Natchez,  or  St.  Louis;  but  he  was  par,  in  fifteen,  or  twenty,  or  twenty- five  years.     Th© 
certain  tlieae  brancbea  were  ab<nit  as  well  off  in  that  par-|holderf|  believing  the  stock  would  be  redeemed,  in  all 
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probability,  in  fifteen  or  nxteen  yean,  refused,  of  course, 
to  take  sixty-five,  and  the  result  will  justify  the  calcula- 
tion. They  were  just  as  able  to  estimate  all  the  probabili- 
ties, and  aU  the  advanta^s,  as  the  Goremment.  The 
value  of  these  three  per  cents,  now  depends  on  the  will 
of  the  Government — they  are  not  demandable.  The  Go- 
Ternment  may  postpone  the  payment  indefinitely}  and 
does  not  the  gentleman  perceive,  if  the  pajrment  is  defer- 
red only  six  years,  the  effect  wiU  be  the  same  as  if  they 
had  been  purchased,  in  1817,  at  tixty-five;  and,  if  to  ten 
years,  we  sliall  hare  done  better  than  to  have  bought  at 
that  time;  and  thai,  by  prolonging  the  payment,  the  Go- 
vernment will  gain,  every  year,  the  difference  between 
three  per  cent,  and  the  interest  which  she  now  veceives 
from  the  bank)  that  is,  seven  per  cent,  f  That  is,  in  other 
words,  the  seven  millions  of  stock  in  the  bank  will  pay 
the  interest  on  the  tliirteen  millions  of  three  per  cents, 
forever.  The  administration  is  now  urging  us  on  to  pay 
this  debt,  at  this  sacrifice  of  aix  millions  of  dollars.  The 
loss  which  will  arise  from  paying  the  three  per  cents., 
uill  be  three  times  as  great  as  any  loss  that  mi^ht  have 
arisen  from  not  purchasing  the  three  per  cents  at  sixty-five. 

But  the  gentleman  says  there  were  ten  millions  in  bank 
in  1817.  That  is  tru^;  it  was  deposited  there,  and  paid 
out  when  called  for.  This  charge,  at  roost,  could  only 
amount  to  the  interest  that  year.  But  then,  in  order  to 
make  good  the  charge,  it  must  appear  that  they  employed 
the  money.  But  it  was  the  first  year  of  the'ur  op<y^tions, 
and  they  could  not  put  in  activity,  in  so  short  a  period,  aU 
their  capital.  It  will  be  seen  that,  during  the  year  1817, 
tliey  had  much  less  in  circulation;  so  that  it  must  be  ap- 
parent they  derived  no  benefit,  and  were  not  sustained  by 
the  Government. 

It  wiU  ako  appear,  that,  during  the  year  1819,  the 
period  of  the  greatest  distress,  almost  all  the  funds  were 
withdrawn,  there  being  little  more  than  lialf  a  million.  In 
1820,  it  amounted  to  near  a  roiUion,  but,  in  the  year  follow- 
ing, it  was  overdrawn  as  much.  In  1822,  it  did  not  exceed 
a  million  and  a  half.  In  1823,  and  part  of  1824,  five 
millions  remained  in  bank,  because  there  was  no  applica- 
tion of  the  money  by  the  commissioners,  in  consequence, 
probably,  of  there  being  no  debt  redeemable,  and  no 
authority  to  purchase;  but,  in  the  last  quarter,  there  was 
half  a  million  overdrawn. 

But,  admitting  the  whole  fact,  to  what  does  it  amount? 
That  the  United  States' Bank  received  twenty-four  or 
twenty-five  millions  a  year  indeposite  for  the  Government, 
and  pay  it  over,  upon  the  warrant  of  the  treasurer,  to 
meet  appropriations  by  Congress,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  in  general  an  average  balance  of  three  millionft 
in  bank  in  advance. 

Now,  every  dollar  of  tills  whole  revenue  is  appropriated 
in  anticipation;  and  every  dollar  of  this  three  millions  is 
appropriated,  and  is  no  longer  the  property  of  the  Go- 
vernment. It  waits  to  be  called  for  by  those  who  have 
claims  upon  it,  and  have  a  right  to  demand  it.  But  it 
must  be  obvious  that  all  individuals,  in  the  military,  naval, 
and  civil  service,  in  different  parts  of  the  United  States, 
and  in  the  Mediterranean  and  Pacific,  cannot  close  their 
accounts,  and  draw  the  money  during  the  precise  year;  it 
must  require  six  weeks,  or  two  months,  to  draw  out  all 
the  appropriations  of  the  preceding  year. 

But  the  money  is  applied  but  twice  a  year  to  the  public 
debt,  and  it  must,  in  the  interval,  accumulate. 

This  sum  of  three  millions  is  not  more  than  the  revenue 
of  six  weeks,  and  the  Government  have  not  had,  on  an 
average,  for  twelve  years,  more  than  six  weeks'  receipts 
in  the  lumds  of  its  agent  to  meet  all  demands;  and  this 
sum  has  been  at  all  times  appropriated,  and  not  properly 
the  fund  of  the  Government.  But  if  this  operation  was 
performed  by  the  treasury  or  State  banks,  it  would  be 
necessary  to  have,  at  all  times,  a  certain  fund  on  hand  to 
meet  eng^agementfl. 


It  is  now  inved,  as  nmtter  of  complaint,  that  the  bank 
has  the  use  of  this  siun  without  interest,  which  would 
amount  to  $150,000;  a  sum  too  tnconwderable  to  be  the 
subject  of  so  much  complaint. 

But  does  the  bank  perform  no  duties,  and  render  no 
services  to  the  Government?  Does  it  not  receive  and  pav 
out,  at  various  places,  during  each  year,  twenty-five  mil- 
lions of  dollars^  Is  the  lu>or,  and  responubility,  and 
expense  of  this,  no  equivalent  > 

The  gentleman  now  varies  the  attack,  and  the  charge 
now  u,  that  the  bank  has  no  resources,  or,  as  has  been 
said  in  another  place,  "cannot pay  its  debts." 

Sir,  here  is  a  bank  that  has  forty-nine  millions  of  notes 
falling  due  in  nxty  days,  and  suEteen  millions  of  bills  fall- 
ing due  on  an  averaee  of  ninety  days,  with  seven  millions 
of  specie,  and  two  milfions  of  notes  of  other  banks,  besides 
real  estate,  with  eight  millions  of  regular  individual  de- 
posites,  besides  those  of  the  Government,  which,  it  is  now 
said,  has  not  the  means  of  pft^ng  its  debts,  and  which 
amount  to  only  twentyt>ne  millioni,  independent  of  the 
deposites)  that  is,  the  bank  has  sixty-five  millions  of  paper 
falling  due,  and  seven  millions  of  specie,  and  two  millions 
of  bank  notes,  and  has  less  than  twenty-one  millions  in 
circulation. 

Is  it  possible  that  any  man  who  understands  the  princi- 
ples of  banking  can  suppose  such  an  institution  unsafe, 
either  for  the  stockholders  or  the  people  of  the  country^ 
The  Bank  of  England,  with  a  capital  of  fourteen  millions 
of  pounds,  issues  twenty  millions,  while  that  of  France, 
with  ninety  millions  of  francs,  issues  two  hundred  and  thirty 
millions;  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  has  less  tlian  two- 
thirds  of  hers  in  circulation. 

The  country  may  well  trust  its  administration  to  the  ex* 
perienced  men  who  have  been  chosen  to  direct  it  The 
bank  could  not  fwiif  without  the  loss  of  thirty-five  mlHionf 
to  the  stockholderat  snd  what  motive  or  interest  can  there 
be  to  endanger,  in  the  slightest  degfrec,  the^iafety  of  the 
institution?  The  bank  has  been  in  ea^,  and  regular,  and 
safe  operation  for  ten  yean;  it  discloses  its  business  cveiy 
month;  there  arc  five  directors  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment: it  enjoys  the  highest  confidence  every  where,  and 
is,  in  fact,  in  most  tuccessful  operation. 

But  the  gentleman  says  the  bank  has  no  capital.  There 
is  but  two  thousand  two  hundred  dollars  of  fhnded  debt; 
and  why?  Because  the  bank  has  permitted  the  Govern- 
ment to  redeem  its  stock*  How  can  the  bank  have  fund- 
ed debt,  when  the  Government  is  paying  it  off,  and  it  ii 
ceasing  to  exist }  It  is  but  three  years  since  the  bank  held 
sixteen  roillions,  but  the  Government  has  extinguished  it 

But  the  charge  is  seriously  made,  that  the  bank  has  but 
seven  millions  of  its  capital  in  its  vaults.  Does  the  (^eD- 
tleman  suppose  the  bank  is  to  lock  up  its  capital  in  spe- 

•  '    That  this  institution  is  to  withdraw  from  circulaUon 


cief 


thirty-five  millions  of  specie;  for  the  public  funds  will  now 
cease  to  be  capital.  W bat  would  the  bank  operate  upon 
She  could  not  have  in  circulation  notes  to  an  amount 
greater  than  her  capital;  and  what  advantage  could  she 
derive  from  an  issue  equal  to  her  capital,  if  she  retained 
her  capital? 

The  bank  formerly  held  a  large  amount  of  flinded  debt. 
That  has  been  paid  off,  and  was  replaced  in  bank  by  spe- 
cie. What  must  the  bank  do  witli  it?  Lock  up  so  large 
a  portion  of  Uie  circulating  medium  of  the  country  ?  Then 
we  should  hear  of  embarrassment  and  derangement,  of  the 
withdrawal  of  specie,  and  of  inundating  the  country  witb 
bank  notes.  But  now  the  argument  is  turned  in  the  otlier 
direction.  The  bank  has  been  too  liberal.  It  has  put  m 
activity  its  own  capital,  and  increased  its  circulation.  1^ 
has  extended  its  acGommodati<m,  and  given  facility  to  com- 
mercial operations,  it  is  said,  to  the  extent  of  twenty  mU- 
lioiH.  , 

The  whole  of  this  arises  from  the  imperfect  knowledsps 
of  the  sukgect    The  bank  held  the  funded  debt  of  tue 
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Government  to  the  amount  of  sixteen  millions,  which  has 
been  changed  into  money,  and  has,  besides,  received  seven 
millions  from  the  Government  in  payment  for  its  own 
stock,  making  twenty-three  millions.  What  was  to  be 
done  with  this  part  of  the  capital?  Let  it  lie  idle  and  un- 
productive in  the  vaults?  It  more  wisely  determined  to 
put  the  funds  in  circulation.  But,  instead  of  having  the 
effect  of  inducing  over-dealing,  it  has  had  the  effect  to  re- 
lieve the  country  from  its  necessary  consequences:  in  the 
place  of  curtailing  its  operations,  when  the  pressure  was 


the  improper  interference  of  Govemmeot.  They  have 
deserved  the  public  confidence  as  much  by  their  indepen- 
dence as  by  the  just  and  liberal  administration  of  their 
affairs.  There  is  as  little  danger  of  their  becoming  a  tool 
of  power,  as  a  tool  of  party. 

I  trust  a  suitable  occasion  will  occur  to  reply  to  all  tlie 
charges  that  have  been  put  forth;  they  are  all  susceptible 
of  as  clear  and  satisfactory  explanation  as  those  he  has  set 
forth  to-day. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Maryland,  said,  he  seldom  took  part  in 


felt,  as  the  local  and  limited  banks  are  compelled  to  do,  it  discussions  in  which  there  was  no  particular  object^the 
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extended  its  accommodation,  met  the  crisi^  and  g^ve  re 
lief.  Ti)e  gentleman  from  Missouri  has  also  charged  that 
the  bank  has  forty  millions  of  paper,  as  well  as  its  capital, 
in  circulation.  This  is  an  error.  I  cannot  be  mistaken, 
when  1  repeat,  as  I  do,  with  perfect  conu&dence,  that  the 
paper  in  circulation  is  not  more  than  twenty-one  millions. 
It  is  necessaiy  to  distinguish  between  the  paper  issued, 
which  I  believe  does  amount  to  forty  millions,  and  the 
amount  put  into  circulation.  The  amount  retained  on 
hand,  deducted  from  forty  millions,  gives  the  circulation, 
or  the  amount  fbr  which  the  bank  is  indebted,  which  is 
about  twenty-one  millions. 

Another  objection  is  now  taken  to  the  foreign  stock- 
holders, and  an  attempt  is  made,  by  parading  their  names 
and  titles,  to  produce  some  personal  prejudice.  They 
are  persons  of  rank,  entitled,  from  their  character  and  con- 
dition in  life,  to  our  respect  here.  They  are  holders  of 
stock,  because  the  necessities  of  the  country,  and  the  policy 
of  our  laws,  gave  them  the  privilege.  The  country  was 
exhausted  by  the  warj  there  existed  a  great  scarcity  of  the 
precious  metals.  It  was  the  interest  of  the  country  to 
draw  foreign  capital,  or  to  induce  investments  in  this  bank, 
as  the  other  public  stocks  were  paid  off. 

This  was  rendered  the  more  necessary,  as  the  whole 
monetary  system,  in  a  very  short  period,  underwent  an 
entire  revolution,  and  the  paper  circulation  was  reduced 
near' sixty  millions;  and  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that,  in 
reducing  the  specie  circulation  to  fii^y  millions,  three  to 
four  miUions  were  annually  paid  to  foreign  holders  of  pub- 
lic stock. 

The  investment  of  foreigners  evinces  the  universal  con- 
fidence in  the  stability  of  tliis  institution. 

This  question  may  properly  arise  under  the  bill  for  re- 
chartering  the  bank.  It  is  certainly  of  much  less  conse- 
quence now  tlian  formerly;  but  there  are  considerations 
now  that  ought  to  be  duly  weighed.  Foreigners  now  hold 
about  ten  millions  of  the  pubuc  debt,  which  it  is  proposed 
to  pay  off  in  the  course  of  a  year.  This  sum  (£sp laced, 
cannot  fail  more  or  less  to  disturb  tlie  circulation.  The 
country  now  feels  the  effect  of  this  drain,  produced  as 
much  by  paying  off  stocks  held  by  foreigners,  as  by  over- 
importation. 

l^he  gentleman  objects  that  the  Bank  of  the  United 
Slates  may  exert  great  political  power  and  corrupt  influ- 
ence. Money  is  power,  certainly,  whether  in  the  hands 
of  individuals,  of  local  banks,  or  in  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States.  The  concentration  of  a  larc'e  sum,  under  the  direc- 
tion of  men  having  little  to  do  with  elections,  or  with  po- 
litical parties,  under  the  general  superintendence  of  five 
directors,  appointed  by  the  Government,  divided  into 
twenty-four  States,  under  separate  boards  of  directors, 
ch(»eo  among  the  most  respectable  persons  of  different 
polifica.1  principles,  acting  under  public  instructions,  can- 
not become  a  political  engine,  and  will  exert  less  influence 
than  in  the  hands  of  individuals.  The  objectof  the  stock- 
holders is  protit,  not  power.  Tliey  have  the  highest  mo- 
tives not  to  interfere,  and  not  to  excite  prejudice  against 
them. 

No  such  argument  or  inference  can  be  drawn  from 
what  has  hitherto  occurred.  They  have  acted  upon  gene- 
ral principles,  and  have  not  permitted  even  the  ofHccrs  of 
Uie  Government  to  dictate  to  them,  and  they  have  resisted 


vote  on  which  concluded  nothing;  but  as  the  day  was  near* 
ly  spent,  and  nothing  else  would  probably  be  taken  up, 
he  asked  leave  to  submit  a  few  observations. 

The  motion  now  before  the  Senate,  said  he,  is,  whether 
the  Senate  will  authorize  the  purchase  of  sixty  volumes  of 
a  work  which  I  consider  highly  useful  to  a  correct  under- 
standing of  the  affairs  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States; 
which  work  contains  every  document  which  has  been  here- 
tofore presented,  and  every  speech  which  has  been  deli- 
vered on  the  subject  of  this  institution,  and  on  this  ques- 
tion. The  whole  subject  of  the  renewal  of  the  charter  of 
the  bank  has  been  indulged  in.  And  what  will  the  vote 
on  this  question  show  ?  That  the  Senate  has,  or  has  not, 
agreed  to  purchase  the  books.  Of  course,  then,  the  vote 
on  this  question  will  show  nothing  whatever  relative  to  the 
bank  itself;  and  thus  do  we  waste  the  time  which  ought  to 
be  devoted  to  the  essential  business  of  the  session. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Hill]  came 
prepared  with  a  speech  on  this  subject,  and,  afler  its  deli- 
very, moved  to  lay  the  resolution  for  the  purchase  of  the 
books  upon  the  table,  and  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays, 
thus  concluding  debate.  In  some  way  or  other,  (and  con- 
trary, in  my  opinion,  to  order,)  the  debate  has  been  con- 
tinued; and  now,  by  unanimous  consent,  it  has  been  per- 
mitted to  proceed. 

I  ought,  perhaps,  Mr.  President,  to  entertain  some 
doubts  whether  I  am  at  all  acquainted  with  the  subject  of 
banking,  differing^  as  I  do,  with  the  Senator  from  Missou- 
ri, [Mr.  Bkntoit,]  who  has  been  making  it  his  particular 
study,  and  who,  after  laborious  investigation,  has  brought 
fortli  opinions  so  directly  opposite  to  my'ideas  of  banking. 
At  the  last  session  of  Congress,  that  Senator  presented  a 
resolution  in  relation  to  the  bank,  and  accompanied  it  with 
a  speech  of  g^eat  leng^,  which  speech  was  circulated  in 
pamphlet  form  from  Maine  to  Louisiana.  It  met  here  with 
no  reply  from  any  Senator.  It  therefore  had  a  fair  chance 
to  inform  the  public  mind  on  the  particular  side  of  the 
question  which  it  represented.  And  what  has  been  the 
result?  Why,  that  the  bank,  it  appears,  has  become  more 
popular  than  even  its  friends  had  believed;  and  why?  Be- 
cause the  charges  contained  in  the  speech  induced  men 
to  inquire  into  them;  and  the  more  general  this  inquiry 
was  80  in  proportion  was  the  public  satisfied  that  the 
bank  was  eminently  beneficial  to  the  nation — ^to  the  trea- 
sury— ^to  the  people,  and,  in  fact,  that  the  Government 
could  not  conauct  its  business  with  promptitude  and  with 
safety,  without  the  aid  of  a  bank  over  which  it  cculd,  at 
all  times,  exercise  a  salutary  control. 

The  Senator  [Mr.  Bs^rxoir]  has  stated  the  issues  of  notes 
made  bv  the  bank  to  be  forty-one  miUions  of  dollars:  whe- 
ther he  IS  right  or  wrong  in  his  statement,  I  know  not.  Now, 
Mr.  President,  Senators  may  believe  that  **  issues"  mean 
notes  in  circulation — not  so;  there  is  a  wide  difference 
between  notes  issued  and  notes  in  circulation.  Notes  is- 
sued mean  simply  notes  which  have  been  signed  by  the 
president  and  cashier.  Whenever  that  duty  lias  been  per- 
formed, the  amcMUit  of  notes  thus  mgned  is  always  added 
to  the  amount  of  issues:  but  every  one  who  is  in  the  least 
degree  acquainted  with  banking  operations,  knows  that 
one-third  or  more  of  such  notes  are  always  in  the  bank 
or  its  branches,  ready  to  meet  any  demand  which  may  be 
made  for  bank  notes;  so  that  the  Senator  [Mr.  Johnstoh) 
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was  probably  rig'ht  when  he  said  that  the  notes  in  circular 
tion  did  not  exceed  twenty-one  nultions  of  dollars. 

The  Senator  [Mr.  Bsxtoh]  complains  of  the  depo- 
gites  made  in  the  bank  by  Goremment  and  others.  The 
amount  of  the  deposite  is  that  on  wliich  the  bank  is 
to  make  its  profit.  If  the  bank  discounted  only  on 
the  amount  of  its  capital,  it  could  not  ^ve  a  fair  divi-  > 
dendb  A  bank,  after  three  years'  operations,  may  find 
that  the  deposites  amount,  on  an  average,  to  one-third  of 
Its  capital  stock:  the  bank,  therefore,  has  a  right  to  consi 
der  these  deposites  as  a  fund  on  which  it  may  safely  calcu- 
late, and,  as  a  matter  of  course,  the  business  of  the  bank 
in  relation  to  discounts  is  arranged  accordingly,  by  consi- 
dering these  deposites  in  the  same  light  as  capital.  Hence 
arises  a  profit,  of  which  aU  banks  of  discount  and  deposite 
avail  themselves.  Merchants,  capitalists,  and  others,  de- 
posite their  money  in  the  bank,  because  they  consider  it 
safer  while  in  the  vault  of  the  bank,  than  in  their  own  iron 
chests.  The  Government  makes  its  deposites  in  the  bank, 
because  it  is  safer  than  in  a  strong  box  at  the  treasury. 
The  money  necessary  for  the  expenditures  of  the  Govern- 
ment can  be  drawn  from  the  bank  as  occanon  may  require, 
and  this,  too,  without  any  risk,  or  tlie  possibility  of  loss. 
Can  this  be  said  of  any  other  mode  of  securing  the  public 
funds  ^  The  Senator  [Mr.  BxarTow]  says,  that,  from  the 
Government  deposites  in  the  bank,  the  bank  derives  an 
advantage*— g^nted;  and  so  it  docs  from  individual  depo- 
sites to  a  greater  amount.  Does  the  Government,  or  do 
individuals,  sustain  an  injury  thereby?  Suppose  there 
was  no  United  States?  Bank,  the  •Government  depositea 
would  necessarily  be  made  in  some  of  the  State  banks, 
and  these  State  banks  would  enjoy  all  the  profits  of  which 
the  Senator  complains^— in  which  profit  the  Government 
could  not  participate;  and  in  the  management  of  its  funds, 
while  in  deposite  in  these  State  banks,  the  Government 
could  exercise  no  control.  At  the  present  moment,  the 
Government  enjoys  one-fifth  of  the  gain,  arising  not  only 
from  its  own  deposites,  but  from  those  pf  individuals;  and 
the  public  funds  are  perfectly  safe,  ready  at  all  times  when 
required,  and  at  any  part  of  the  Union.  These  advanta- 
ges are  enjoyed  by  the  Government  without  any  expense, 
or  any  loss  by  inland  exchange.  Can  these  things  be  said 
of  State  banks?  Suppose  there  were  no  banks  of  any 
kind,  then  the  amount  which  has  been  mentioned  must 
be  kept  in  a  strong  box  at  the  treasury,  there  locked  up, 
and  excluded  from  the  necessary  circulation,  to  the  great 
injury  of  the  whole  nation.  Such  an  arrangement  would 
be  attended  with  no  beneficial  eflTect  whatever.  Such, 
indeed,  we  know,  was  the  course  pursued  by  the  ancient 
despotic  Governments,  against  which  every  man  of  com- 
mon sense,  all  economists,  and  all  history,  has  protested, 
as  ruinous,  and  destructive  of  the  interest  of  the  people. 
Would  the  Senator  wish  us,  in  our  financial  affai^  to  re- 
turn to  the  age  of  barbarism? 

The  Senator  [Mr.  Bkntobt]  has  told  us  that  foreigners, 
Engplish  noblemen,  dowagers,  &c.,  own  of  the  stock  of 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States  to  the  amount  of  eight  mil- 
lions of  dollars;  and  this,  he  says,  is  a  grievance.  We 
have,  Mr,  President,  an  enterprising  people,  and  they 
can  and  do  manage,  not  only  their  own  capital  to  advan- 
tage, but  also  that  of  foreigners,  whenever  they  are  per- 
mitted to  do  so.  If  foreigners  speculate  in  our  stocks,  it 
gives  us  means,  on  which  our  citizens  can  operate  to  ad- 
vantage. Foreigners  can,  under  the  charter,  become 
stockholders  in  the  Bank  of  the  United  Stales,  but  they 
can  have  no  influence  ift  directing  the  operations  of  the 
institution;  they  have  no  yote  for  directors.  They  feel 
an  interest  in  the  dividends  only.  Provided  they  receive 
good  dividends,  they  care  but  fittle  who  manage  the  af- 
fairs of  the  institution.  But  the  Senator  [Mr.  Behtoit] 
thinks  that  these  foreigners  hold  stock  to  the  amount  of 
four  millions  in  trust  to  our  own  citizens,  who  can  tliereby 
vote.    What  an  idea!     Who  is  there  that  can  for  one 


moment  believe  that  any  foreign  gentleman,  or  any  dow- 
ager, would  vest  in  our  citizens  tlieir  property,  merely 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  them  to  vote  at  the  election  of 
directors?  Who  is  there  that  can  believe  that  there  is 
One  foreigner  who  would  betray  such  a  want  of  common 
sJense  andcommon  prudence,  as  to  adopt  such  a  course? 
Who  is  there,  I  ask,  who  believes  that  any  foreigner,  hold- 
ing stock  in  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  cares  one  far- 
thmg  whether  A  B,  C  D,  or  E  F,  are  directors  of  the 
bank?  Bank  stock  of  the  United  States,  Pennsylvania 
stock,  Ohio  stock,  Louisiana  stock,  and  other  American 
stocks,  have  been  sent  to  England  as  a  remittance,  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  mercantile  transactions,  there  sold,  and 
bought  by  English  subjects.  Does  the  Senator  [Mr.  Be!t- 
T03r]  wish  to  prevent  such  useful  accommodation — ^such 
ordinary  commercial  operations,  (attended,  as  they  certain- 
ly are,  with  g^at  mercantile  advantages,)  by  representing 
as  objectionable  the  holding  of  our  stocks  by  foreigners? 
Our  own  citizens  contract  with  Ohio,  .Pennsylvania,  New 
York,  and  other  States,  to  take  large  loans:  do  they  do  so  with 
the  view  of  permanently  holding  such  stocks?  Certainly 
not;  but  for  the  purpose  of  profit,  by  selling  them  at  home, 
or  sending  them  to  England,  where  money  is  cheaper. 
All  this  hostility  to  foreigners  holding  our  stocks  is  un- 
wise, impolitic,  injurious  to  our  interests,  and  wholly  at 
war  with  the  views  of  gentlemen  who  aspire  to  the  cha- 
racter of  statesmen.  I  will  ask  the  S  enator  [  Mr.  Bejttos] 
— no,  sir,  I  will  ask  his  colleague  [Mr.  Buck  if  kb]  the  ques- 
tion, if  Baring,  Brothers,  &  Co.  should  establish  a  bank, 
with  a  capital  of  a  million  of  dollars,  on  their  private  ac- 
count, at  St.  Louis,  whether  the  grood  people  of  that  city 
would  consider  it  a  grievance;  or  whether  they  would  not 
consider  it  a  great  advantage  in  thus  introducing  a  million 
of  hard  dollars  into  their  community.  At  the  thne  the 
Senator  [Mr.  Bairroir]  was  speaking,  last  year,  in  relation 
to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  1  was  told  by  a  gentle- 
man  from  Missouri  that  his  Senator  [Mr,  BE:!rro?r]  was  mis- 
taken in  his  views  relative  to  the  bank;  for  that  thebponch 
bank  at  St.  Louis  had  conducted  its  operations  in  a  man- 
ner highly  beneficial  to  the  community.  As  an  evidence 
of  the  truth  of  the  remark,  the  city,  he  said,  had,  in  con- 
sequence, greatly  increased  in  the  number  of  its  buildings 
and  public  improvements,  and  its  commerce  had  become 
greatly  extended. 

The  Senator  [Mr.  Bsittok]  concludes  that  the  bank  ii 
insolvent,  because  it  has  not  a  sufficient  amount  of  specie 
in  its  vaults  to  meet  all  the  notes  it  has  in  circulation,  and 
its  otlier  debts.  No  bank  ever  had,  or  ever  can  have,  spe- 
cie to  this  e:ctent.  Insolvency,  in  banking  institutions* 
sometimes  occurs;  but  these  cases  are  where  the  sound- 
ness of  the  bank  is  questioned,  and  its  ability  to  pay  1>C" 
comes  a  matter  of  public  doubt.  In  such  an  eventi  ni^n 
holding  the  notes  of  the  bank,  and  fearing  thelossofthor 
money,  make  a  run  on  the  bank,  which,  unable  to  mtct 
such  unexpected  demands,  is  crushed.  Such  has  been 
the  fate  of  many  of  the  private  bankers  in  Great  Britain? 
and  if  the  Senator  [Mr.  Bb^tos]  could,  by  his  specclieSi 
induce  the  creditors  of  the  bank  to  believe  that  their  pr«> 
perty  was  in  danger,  a  run  on  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States  might  be  injurious,  but  not  fatal.  I  yield  to  that 
Senator  the  credit  of  having  used  his  best  exertions  again^ 
the  bank,  but  I  feel  assured  that  the  people  imderstand 
this  subject  as  well  as  we  do;  and  they  rest  fully  satisfied 
with  the  knowledge  that  their  property  in  the  bank  »• 
secure,  because  they  know  that  the  affairs  of  the  bank  are 
manag^  With  Judgment,  with  prudence,  and  with  a  re- 
gard to  the  interests  of  all  concerned.  Public  confidence 
sustains  a  bank,  and  not  the  amount  of  specie  contained 
in  its  vaults.  A  person  possessing  a  note  of  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States,  does  not  ask  whether  the  bank  has  a 
certain  amount  of  specie  in  its  vaults;  he  simply  asks,  ri 
this  note  current  for  all  purposes  of  money  transactions 

The  Senator  [Mr.  Bi^fTOjr]  has  read  a  gi-eat  deal  on 
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the  subjects  of  banks  and  banking.  lie  has  introduced  to 
us  the  Scotch  banks.  How  are  these  banks  sustained? 
They  hare  never,  since  the  period  of  their  establishment, 
been  caHcd  upon  for  more  tlmn  ten  thousand  pounds  ster- 
ling. Their  security,  and'the  public  confidence  in  them, 
arises  from  the  correct  management  of  their  affairs. 

Tliere  is  a  constant  action  and  reaction  In  money  opera- 
tions. In  the  year  1830,  money  was  so  plenty,  that  the 
highest  interest  in  the  money  market  was  five  per  cent. 
Money,  indeed,  was,  to  ray  knowledge,  offered  at  four  per 
cent.  A  change  took  place  ip  1831.  Owing  to  an  excess 
of  importations — ^to  large  sums  being  disposed  of  in  roads 
and  canals — ^in  large  manufacturing  establishments,  8cc. ; 
and,  added  to  this,  the  stocks  held  by  foreigners  having 
been  paid  off  by  the  Government,  and  there  being  no 
immediate  means  of  profitable  investment,  exchange  rose, 
from  these  circumstances,  to  an  advance  so  great  that  it 
became  profitable  to  remit  specie;  and  an  immense  amount 
of  specie  has  in  consequence  been  exported.  From 
whence  was  this  specie,  required  for  exportation,  to  be  ob- 
tained>  From  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  and  its 
branches.  The  bank  roust  pay,  and  hence  the  necessity 
to  draw  specie  from- its  several  branches,  and  to  call  in  the 
debts  due  by  the  State  banks.  This  has  caused  great,  but 
unavoidable  injury.  The  State  banks  Imve  been  com- 
pelled, in  consequence,  to  lessen' their  discounts.  The 
Bank  of  the  United  States  and  its  branches,  with  a  view  of 
aiding  the  mercliants,  have  recently  increased  their  dis- 
counts; a  reaction  has  taken  place,  and  exchange  has 
fallen  so  low,  that  the  exportation  of  specie  is  no  longer 
profitable.  This  reaction  is  owing,  in  some  degree,  to  the 
aid  afforded  to  our  commercial  community  by  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States,  and  also  to  the  large  shipments  of  cotton, 
which  has  thrown  bills  on  London  into  the  market,  and 
reduced  the  exchange. 

Many  think,  Mr.  President,  and  among  the  number  is 
the  Senator  from  l^Iissouri,  £^^r.  Dbxtott^  that  the  bank 
derives  great  profit  from  the  circulation  of  bank  notes;  and 
this,  to  a  certain  extent,  is  true.  The  issue  of  notes  justt- 
&e8  the  bank  in  fhe  increase  of  its  discounts.  But  if  rood 
paper  for  discount  be  not  offered,  beyohd  what  the  Bank 
can  act  upon,  equal  to  the  amount  of  its  capital  and  der 
posites,  tlie  issue  of  bank  notes  is  of  no  use  whatever. 
Such  notes  are  an  expense  which  may  be  repaid  by  the 
loss  and  destruction  of  notes.  The  issuing  of  bank  notes 
is  the  only  means  by  which  a  run  on  the  bank  mav  be 
made;  and  if  none  were  issued,  the  dividends  would  be 
equally  good,  for  the  bank  might  with  perfect  safety  dis- 
count to  an  amount  as  large  as  they  now  do.  It  is  from 
the  discounts  that  profit  is  made,  and  not  from  the  issue  of 
notes.  This. fact  is  easily  shown.  The  Savings  Bank  of 
Baltimore  is  prohibited  from  issuing  bank  notes.  The 
bank,  therefore,  discounts  on  deposites  alone,  and  divides 
eight  per  cent.,  which  is  more  than  any  other  bank  in  the 
city  has  lately  g^ven,  and  yet  the  Savings  Bank  pays  a  small 
interest  on  tiie  amount  of  the  depo»ites.  It  is  conducted 
on  tlie  principle  of  the  Scotch  banks. 

Bank  notes  are  a  great  convenience  as  a  circulating 
medium,  and  are  extremely  useful  to  the  people,  but  they 
are,  in  truth,  dangerous  to  the  institution  which  issues 
them.  I  am  aware  that  this  latter  idea  differs  from  the  re- 
ceived opinion  on  the  subject;  yet  I  feel  confident  that  it 
b  substantially  correct.  Bank  notes  of  any  institution, 
wh'ch  are  in  common  circulation,  may  be  readily  col- 
lected, and  to  such  an  amount,  that,  on  being  presented  to 
the  bank  for  payment  in  specie,  the  bank  mar  not  be  able 
to  meet  the  sudden  demand,  and  its  credit  will  be  thereby 
ruined.  Public  confidence  in  any  bank,  having  been  once 
lost,  cannot  easily  be  regained. 

The  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Bkxtost]  entertains 
great  apprehensions  from  the  influence  tliat  the  bank  may 
have  ill  the  elections.  In  fact,  he  seems  to  tliink  the  bank 
will  control  and  govern  the  nation.     This  idea  appears  to 
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me  altogether  visionary.  The  bank  knows  its  own  inte- 
rests better  than  to  interfere  in  any  manner  witli  the  elec- 
tions. It  well  knows  that  tlie  old  bank  lost  its  charter^ 
partly  by  reason  of  its  interference  with  the  elections, 
and,  in  part,  by  its  refusal  to  increase  its  capital;  which  in- 
crease of  capital  to  thirty  millions  might  have  changed  the 
directors,  and  thus  have  corrected  the  evil  complained  of. 
If  1  were  disposed,  Mr.  President,  to  commence  an  elec- 
tioneering campaign,  I  would  desire  no  better  aid  than  the 
people  would  giye  me,  when  they  saw  a  moneyed  institu- 
tion take  the  field  against  me.  I  ^eak  from  experience. 
The  branch  of  the  old  Bank  of  the  United  States  in  Balti- 
more opposed  my  election,  llie  president,  cashier,  and 
directors,  &c.,  paraded  the  streets  at  the  head  of  a 
large  body  of  federalists,  passed  my  door  by  way  of  in- 
sult refused  discount  to  democrats,  and  turned  out  of 
office  the  only  director  of  the  bank  who  was  a  democrat. 
Their  foUy  recoiled  upon  themselves.  The  people  took 
offence  at  the  conduct  of  the  bank  officers,  as  they  al- 
ways will  do  at  any  attempts,  whether  bv  the  bank  or  any 
thing  ;else,~  which  interfere  with  the  elective  franchise. 
The  result  of  thu  interference  was  my  election  by  a  ma- 
jority of  eight  hundred  votes.  The  present  bank  discoun- 
tenances every  interference^f  the  kind  by  its  officemi 
and,  as  an  instance  of  the  correctness  of  this  remark,  I 
may  observe,  that  I  have  a  copy  of  a  letter,  addressed  by 
the  president  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  to  the 
president  of  one  of  the  branches,  reprehending  such  con- 
duct, and  informing  him  that  the  officers  of  the  bank  must 
abstain  from  all  interference  in  elections,  or  retire  from 
Uieir  oflSces — ^that  they  are  bankers  and  not  politicians. 

The  Senator  [Mr.  Bxittoh]  has  charged  that  the  Go- 
vernment lost  ten  millions  of  dollars  by  the  public  money 
having  been  permitted  to  Uy  m  the  bank  for  its  support, 
without  which  the  bank  must  have  been  ruined  in  1817 
or  1819.  And  how  has  the  Senator  proved  this  great  loss? 
Thus:  that  the  act  of  1817  authorized  the  purchase  of  the 
three  per  cents,  at  sixty-five  per  cent;  at  which  price  it 
might,  he  says,  then  have  been  purchased,  and  thui 
liave  saved  the  difference  between  sizty-five  and  ninety- 
six  per  cent,  (the  present  price,)  and  that  the  ten  mil- 
lions in  the  bank  might  and  ought  then  to  have  been  ap- 
plied to  the  purchase  of  the  three  per  cents.  I  am  not  at 
present  prepared  to  speak  from  documents^  and  am  wholly 
unprepared  for  a  discusnon  on  this  point  I  can  only  sa/ 
that  there  was  a  Isrge  amount  of  public  money  in  the  bank 
early  in  1817,  when  the  bank  commenced  its  operations* 
which  amount  >waB  of  no  use  whatever  to  the  bank,  th* 
capital  of  the  bank,  at  the  period  referred  to,  having  been 
more  than  sufficient  for  its  business  at  the  oommencement 
of  iu  operations.  The  large  amount  referred  to  mada 
the  average  public  deposite  of  thatyear  appear  very  hurge* 
when,  perhaps,  the  greatest  part  was  applied,  on  th« 
1st  of  July  of  that  year,  to  the  purchase  of  the  three  per 
cents,  and  other  stocks^  for  in  that  year  an  amount  ex- 
ceeding twenty-four  millions  of  dollars  had  been  paid  for 
the  purchase  of  the  public  debt.  But  the  Senator  said  that 
there  remained,  at  the  end  of  that  year,  ten  millions  of 
dollars  in  the  bank,  a  part  of  which  we  all  know  was  ap« 
plicable  to  the  [appropriations  for  the  fourth  quarter  of 
that  year,  and  tlie  rendue  must  have  been  appUed  to  the 
payment  of  the  public  debt,  on  the  1st  or  3d  of  January, 
1818.  The  Bank  of  the  United  Statei'was,  I  aver,  under 
no  embarrassment  in  the  year  1817,  and  could  have  wanted 
no  aid  from  Government  I  must  presume,  also^  that  the 
bank  did  not  reqeive  any  aid,  although  involved  in  soma 
difficulty  in  1819;  for^  ifmv  recollection  on  tiie  subject  h% 
correct,  there  was  little  of  the  pubtio  money  left  in  tha 
bank  during  that  year,  and  not  one4ialf  of  the  two  mil- 
lions which  the  law  directed  should  be  reserved  in  the 
treasiuy  to  meet  unforeseen  engagements.  So  farfitm 
being  able  to  protect  the  bank  in  1819,  Qovemment  w^ 
itself  so  straitened  in  its  funds,  as  to  be  unable  to  pay  in 
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this  year,  towards  the  principal  and  interest  of  the  debt, 
more  than  seven  million  seven  hundred  and  three  thou- 
sand nine  hundred  and  twenty-nz  dollars,  instead  of  the 
ten  millions  of  doUars  which  the  law  directed  to  be  annu- 
ally paid.     But,  sir,  if  all  that  has  been  said  is  true,  what 
fault  has  the  bank  committed?    None  that  I  can  see.  The 
bank  answered  every  call  made  upon  it  by  the  commis- 
sioners of  the  sinking  fund,  and  tnis  was  all  that  could 
be  required  of  the  oank.     If  there  has  been  an  error 
committed^  it  must  have  been  made  by  the  commisnoners. 
They  did  not,  the  Senator  says,  purchase  the  three  per 
cents.      He  [Mr.  Bsktoh]  sajs  that  they  only  purchased 
one  and  a  half  millions.     I  thmk,  sir,  that  they  purchased 
a  lars;er  amount.     I  have  no  doubt,  however,  that  they 
bought  from  all  who  would  sell;  and  not  beins^  able  to  get 
more,  they  faithfully  applied  the  rendue  of  the  public 
money  to  the  payment  or  the  mx  per  cents.,  which,  in  a 
pecuniary  point  of  view,  was  a  more  advantageous  pur- 
chase.     I  have  no  doubt  that  the  commissioners  pur- 
ehased  all  the  three  per  cents.. that  could  be'bought.  •  No 
person  (unless  pressed  for  money)  would  sell  his  three 
per  cent,  stock.    It  was  well  known  to  the  stockholders, 
that  the  Government  must,  at  some  time  or  other,  pay 
them.     The  law  which  created  this  stock,  (the  three  per 
cents.,)  pledged  thefpublie  tomain  for  its  payment  at  par; 
and  when  the  revolutionaiy  six  per  cents,  were  extin- 
guished, some  of  the  holders  of  the  three  per  cents,  ap- 
plied by  memorial  for  pa^mentTrom  the  proceeds  of  the 
public  lands.     Their  petition  was  not  granted,  but  they 
welt  knew  that  ihe  honor  of  the  Government  was  pledged 
for  its  ultimate  redemption.    They  relied  on  that  pledge, 
and  refused  to  sell  then:  three  per  cent,  stock.    No  cen- 
sure, therefore,  can  attach  to  the  commisnoners  of  the 
sinking  fiind,  and  certainly  none  to  the  bank,  in  relation 
to  tlus  matter.  The  State  of  Maryland  holds  to  the  amount 
of  three  hundl«d  and  sixty-five  thousand  dollars  of  the 
three  per  cents.     That  State  will  not  sell,  and  cares  but 
fitUe  whether  this  stock  is  pud  off  or  not     Paradoxical 
as  it  may  appear,  Maryland  has  borrowed  money  at  five 
per  cent,  rather  than  part  with  her  Government  three 
per  cents.  This  view  of^the  subject  being  founded  in  fact, 
the  charge  of  the  loss  of  ten  millions  of  dollars  is  utterly 
unfounded.     The  truth  is,  there  was  a  saving  to  the  pub- 
fic  by  the  payroent  of  the  debt  bearing  an  interest  of  six 
percent,  which  has  been  shown  by  the  Senator  from 
Louinana,  [Mr.  Johkstoh.] 

Mr«  BUCKNER*  of  Missouri,  said:  I  do  not  precisely 
know  what  at  this  moment  is  the  proper  subject  of  discus- 
sion, whether  it  is  the  bank,  or  alum  salt;  but  1  suppose, 
as  all  hftve  been  glanced  at  by  others,  I  may  do  so  too;  but 
way  object  in  rising  was  more  particularly  to  answer  some 
lemarks  which  feu  from  my  honorable  colleague  on 'the 
subject  of  the  bank.  As  for  the  book  and  9ium  salt,  at 
present  I  will  pass  them  over. 

Sir,  it  was  said  by  my  colleague,  [Mr.  Bavrosr,]  that 
the  bank  was  insolvent,  that  she  was  not  able  to  pay  her 
deposates,  much  less  is  she  able  to  pay  her  bills,  &c.  Sir, 
such  a  charge  as  this,  conung  from  a  Senator  in  his  place, 
k  serious;  and,  if  the  statement  be  relied  on,  is  calculated 
to  do  much  good  or  harm,  and  ought  never  to  be  made  up- 
on slight  aiShority,  or  cuelcasly.  If  the  bank  is  insolvent, 
the  people  ought  to  know  it,  that  they  may  save  themselves 
from  injury  by  it;  if  not,  such  attempts  as  this  to  ^spar- 
age  the  cunrency,  and  injure  the  bank  and  the  people  by 
unking  the  paper  in  the&  hands,  are  unwarrantable.  Fair 
and  manly  opposition  to  any  measure  is  justifiable,  but  on 
no  account  ought  we  ever  to  go  beyond  this. 
;  8ir»  what  b  the  autfaoritir  of  tliat  Senator  for  this  re- 
mark? Mere  hypothesis«  and,  if  in  that  he  is  as  much  mis- 
taken as  in  many  other  of  lus  statements,  ther^  can  be  but 
little  cause  for  alann«  Sir,  on  a  former  occasion,  speak- 
ing i^the  impottation  of  alum  sal^  he  told  us  thirteen 
^IJMM  of  iNnheUweie  Impacted  into  the  United  States 


by  way  of  New  Orleans.    Now,  sir,  it  so  happens  that 
this  is  about  the  whole  amount  imported  into  the  whole  of 
the  United  States.  Does  it  all  come  to  New  Orleans?  Aiid 
in  his  speech  last  summer,  at  St  Louis,  on  the  subject  of 
the  bank  checks,  he  boldly  told  the  people  that  sixteen 
millions  of  dollars  of  that  currency  was  in  circulation,  all 
of  which  was  void,  and  not  payable,  &c.     And  a  few  days 
since,  in  his  place»  he  told  us  that  about  thirty  millions  were 
in  circulation,  as  if  sixteen  millions  could  not  alarm  the 
people,  thirty  should.     And,  sir,  what  does  the  report  on 
our  tables  prove?    Why,  sir,  tlvat  a  little  more  tlian  five 
millions  of  dollars  arc  in  circulation  of  that  paper.    Now, 
I  repeat,  if  he  is  as  much  mistaken  in  his  supposition  about 
the  solvency  of  the  bank,  as  he  b  generally  m  other  tilings, 
when  he  says  she  is  insolvent,  the  certainty  is  that  she  must 
be  in  a  very  flourishing  condition,  and  perfectly  solvent. 
He  told  us,  in  one  of  his  several  speeches  on  this  sub- 
ject,  that  the  West  was  injured  by  the  bank— that  it 
drained  the  country  of  specie— that  last  June  ^00,000 
had  been  taken  from  St  Louis  by  the  mother  bank.  Now 
he  tells  us  not  a  dollar  was  ever  put  in  that  bank,  thereby 
insinuating  that  said  bank  cannot  pay  her  debts,  and  that 
her  notes  are  not  valuable.     Which  of  these  inconsistent 
statements  are  we  to  take?    The  gentleman  has  certainly 
become  confused  with  much  thought  on  tliis  irritating  sub- 
ject    Sir,  there  are  some  subiects  upon  which  some  peo- 
ple are  more  senative  than  otners.     If  the  Senator  is  so 
much  mistaken  in  plain  matters  of  fact  and  law  on  this 
question,  is  it  not  fair  to  suppose  him  as  much  so  in  all 
his  theory  and  prophecy  on  the  same  subject?  Does  it  not 
show  that  his  view  of  tiie  whole  subject  cannot  be  greatlj 
relied  on?    Sir,  in  truth,  I  have  no  doubt  but  that  his 
whole  view  of  this  subject  is  a  miscalculation,  and,  to  me, 
is  a  bundle  of  confiision  and  error.     In  his  speech  last  ses^ 
sion  on  this  floor,  he  said  the  Union,  like  France,  should 
come  to  a  hard  money  currency,  but  tiiat  he  would  vote  (of 
the  substitute  for  this  bank,  as  recommended  by  the  Prea* 
dent.     Is  there  any  similitude  between  hard  money  and 
that  substitute?    He  now  tells  us  the  States  ought  to  hare 
this  subject — they  should  have  banks,  sii*,  and  thus  comes 
out  the  secret  at  last;  he  wants  StaU  banks.     Sir,  I  had 
thought  that  gentleman  had  enough  of  State  banks— at 
least  I  am  sure  our  State  (Missouri)  has  entirelv  enougb 
of  that.     Experience,  it  is  said,  is  the  mother  or  wisdom  j 
and  will  that  gentleman  profit  nothing  by  experience? 
He  complains  that  this  bank  broke  down  the  State  bank^ 
and  thus  oppresses  the  States.    Not  so  is  the  fact,  as  I  un- 
derstand things;  the  bad  management  of  those  rotten  esta* 
blishments  broke  themselves  dqwn.     What  broke  the 
State  banks  of  Missouri,  the  St.  Louis  bank,  and  the  bank 
of  Missouri?  That  Senator  is  better  informed  on  that  sub- 
ject than  myself,  and,  if  he  chooses,  can  tell  a  tale  to  thtf 
Senate  that  will  satisfy  them  on  that  subject    If  the  Stete 
banks  are  injured  by  tlus  bank,  tell  me,  sir,  why  »».  »^/^** 
most  of  the  solvent  State  banks  are  petitioning  this  body 
for  a  renewal  of  .the  charter?    And  why  is  it  that  those 
rotten  establishmients,  and  the  friends  of  them,  and  such 
as  perhaps  best  know  the  operations  of  them,  are  nov 
fimnd  opposed  to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States?    Sir, 
will  he  comedown  plainly  and  tell  us  what  he  wants  [  One 
moment  he  is  for  a  hard  money  currency,  the  next,  is  wil- 
ling to  vote  for  the  substitute  recommended  by  the  Pre- 
sident; then  he  urges  the  cbim  of  the  States  to  have 
banks;  yet  he  is  agamst  all  banks;  says  they  are  dangeroiu 
to  liberty,  create  lords,  and  sustain    noble  foreigners. 
Sir,  could  not,  and  woukl  not  tiiose  very  foreigners  »*** 
a  right  td  put  their  fimds  in  SUte  banks?  and  would  not 
many  of  them  put  their;  funds  in  the  SUte  banks  o*"  f^'f 
York  if  the  United  States'  Bank  is  not  rcchartcred?   W 
there,  sir,  any  coincidence  and  fitness  in  this  view  of  W 
plan,  whicli  ought  to  recommend  his  course  to  the  people 
On  the  contrary,  is  there  not  perfect  dissimilitude  and  coa- 
fiiMm  in  his  whole  view  of  tnis  subject?   . 
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In  one  speech  lie  tells  us  it  is  dftng'eroos  to  have  a  great 
moneyed  monopoly  in  the  country;  that  it  will  influence 
elections,  and  sap  the  freedom  of  the  people;  and  in  ano> 
ther  he  tells  us  the  bank  is  insolvent.  8ir»  how  can  an 
insolvent  bank  be  a  moneyed  monopoly^  control  the  elec- 
tions, an<^  sap  the  freedom  of  the  people.^  And,  if  it  is  a 
moneyed  monopoly,  it  cannot  be  insolvent.  Have'  not  the 
Senator's  remarks  this  incongn*uity?  Will  tlie  people  not 
see  this  matter  in  its  true  light?  Can  they  be  humbugged 
— can  any  one  think  so  lightly  of  the  people  as  to  believe 
them  capable  of  swallowing  such  a  complication  of  jargon? 
Sir,  any  man  who  believes  the  American  people  can  be 
induced  by  the  influence  of  the  bank,  or  any  otner  means, 
to  betray  their  liberty,  makes  a  bad  calculation  on  the  dis- 
position and  noble  nature  of  his  countrymen.  Tell  me, 
er,  where  an  election  has  been  carried  by  the  influence  of 
the  bank;  where  the  American  people  have  sacrificed 
their  freedom  and  independence  from  a  love  of  gold  or 
■crvility  to  wealth.  Will  a  man,  representing  a  Western 
State,  say  it  happened  in  his  Stated  If  it  is  intended  to 
apply  that  insinuation  to  Missouri,  I  repel  it,  sir,  with  that 
indignation  I  know  the  noble  nature  of  my  fellow-citizens 
would  do  were  they  personally  present.  Who,  In  Missouri, 
can  be  found  that  will  admit  that  he  voted  to  please  the 
bank,  or  that  ever  will  do  so? 

Permit  roe,  Mr.  Prendent,  here  to  take  a  short  i^ew  of 
the  honorable  Senator's  hard  money  notions,  and  his  State 
bank  system.  First,  of  the  hard  money  plan.  Will  it  not 
be  seen  by  the  most  humble-minded  man  in  the  nation,  who 
has  any  knowledge  of  the  policy  of  this  people,  that  such  a 
scheme  will  not  do,  either  as  it  relates  to  the  general  inte- 
rest of  the  nation,  and  especially  the  Western  and  South- 
western interest?  I  mean  the  new  States  in  the  latter  re- 
mark. What  would  be  the  condition  of  this  republic 
without  commerce  ?  It  is  commerce  that  enables  the  agri- 
culturist to  convert  his  produce  into  money,  and  it  into 
real  estate.  What  would  be  the  conditi6h  of  the  farmer, 
if,  after  he  had  labored  and  amassed  -a  large  quantity  of 
produce,  he  had  no  market  for  it?  Sir,  it  would  rot  on 
his  hands,  and  his  incentive  to  industry,  improvement,  and 
enterprise  of  every  sort  would  be  lost;  ana  idleness,  neg- 
lect of  his  farm,  and  degeneracy  of  every  kind  woukl 
fellow  throughout  the  whole  of  this  now  prosperous  and 
happy  land;  and  no  part  would  feel  this  calamity  more 
deeply  than  the  West,  and,  in  a  pre-eminent  degree,  the 
State  I  in  part  have  the  honor  to  represent,  (Missouri,) 
and  whosfe  rights  and  interests  I  here  defend,  and  ever 
will  defend,  whilst  honored  with  her  confidence;  and 
when  that  shall  be  lost,  I  will  retire,  and  sorrow  over  the 
misguided  and  ruinous  pc^icy  of  my  country.  Sir,  the 
a-hole  of  this  plan  of  opposition  to  tlie  bank  will,  if  adopted, 
injure  materially  the  State  of  Missouri — ^it  will  retard  emi- 
gration; it  will  ruin  her  commerce,  her  trade  of  all  kinds; 
but  more  especially  the  fur  trade,  and  the  mineral  trade,  the 
sources  of  so  much  prosperity  to  us.  How,  if  this  bank  is 
stopped,  will  the  Eastern  capitalists  transmit  specie  across 
the  mountains  to  be  used  in  this  trade?  Sir,  a  hard  money 
currency  wUl  not  suit  this  trade.  And  will  the  people  of 
that  State  be  willing  to  sacrifice  a  trade  that  yields  them 
so  much  profit  now?  Though  the  bank  capitalists  in  Phi- 
ladelphia and  New  York,  and  ^other  cities,  can  trans- 
mit, and  do  transmit,  large  sums  to  be  applied  in  that  trade, 
to  the  great  profit  of  the  country,  are  the  people  willing 
to  see  tlieir  lead  mines  and  iron  mines,  for  wliich  now  they 
find  a  market  for  their  produce,  and  where  they  can  be 
employed  as  laborers,  or  hire  their  slaves  for  a  nir  price 
in  cash?— <ire  they  w'dling  now  to  see  this  trade  lost,  and 
lose  all  the  benefits  we  now  enjoy  from  it?  But  the  8ena« 
tor  speaks  of  State  banks.  Sir,  I  will  turn  now  to  that 
proposition;  experience  will  teach  us  something  in  this 
matter.  We  once  had  State  banks  in  the  Western  coun- 
try; aud  who  that  recollects  that  period  of  our  aifiurs,  that 
Wishes  it  again?    How  many  honest  meii  were  swindled 


out  of  their  property  by  those  institutions?    How  great 
was  the  difference  in  the  value  of  the  paper  of  those  State 
banks?    How  oflen  did  the  people  of^ Missouri,  who  mov- 
ed from  the  Soutiiem  and  Middle  States,  and  especially 
Kentucky  and  the  two  CaroFinas,  have  to  sell  the  bank 
paper  they  brought  with  them  at  a  large  discount?    Will 
not  these  things  happen  again  by  the  establishment  of 
State  banks?    Great  inequafity  in  the  value  of  their  paper 
will  prevail;  and  as  all  Southern  money  must  always  be 
lowest  in  Missouri,  every  one  who  emigrates  from  the  South 
will  be  compelled  to  pass  his  paper  at  a  discount  for  every 
thing  he  buys  after  he  comes  to  Missouri.     Will  not  this 
be  a  great  disadvantage  to  the  emigration  to  our  State? 
Eastern  funds  will  always  be  highest  in  our  market,  be-^ 
cause  our  merchants  will  want  it  to  take  to  the  East.  But» 
sir,  above  all,  there  is  another  strong  reason  why  we  ought 
not  to  have  State  banks,  and  that  is,  that  by  so  doing  you 
throw  the  whole  commerce  of  this  nation  into  the  power 
and  control  of  a  single  city,  (New  York,]  to  the  injury  of 
every  other  in  the  nation.     What  dty  will  be  able  to  cope 
with  New  York  or  Albany?    Sir,  this  bank  has  equalized, 
as  near  as  can  be,  the  whole  currency  of  the  country;  it  is 
a  sound  and  valuable  currency,  receivable  every  where, 
even  Out  of  the  limits  of  the  United  States,  at  par.     And 
why  shall  we  speculate  on  imannary  evUs,  or  be  fririiten- 
ed  at  the  many  hobgobfins  and  horrible  pictures  of  anti- 
repubficanism  whicn  too  much  ingenuity  can  invent?   Has 
any  of  the  many  imagined  injuries  yet  happened?    Why, 
then,  when  the  country  is  prospering,  and  tne  people  con- 
tent, shall  we  alarm  them  with  imaginary  evil,  that  may, 
yes,  sir,  that  never  wffl  happen  ?  Are  the  people  of  the  West 
prepared  to  see  steamboat  navigation  through  their  coun« 
tries  destroyed,  which  to  them  is  a  source  of  wealth  and 
convenience?    Without  ftinds  no  branch  of  business  can 
flourish.    Yet,  sir,  there  is  another  reason  why  this  bank 
ought  not  now  to  be  stopped,  as  far  as  Western  interests 
are  consiUted,  which  is  this,  that  now  it  affords  us  the 
means  with  which  to  improve  our  condition;  the  people 
are  greatly  supplied  by  the  bank,  and  a  great  sum  is  due 
to  the  bank.    Now,  sir,  if,  instead^of  being  supplied  with 
twenty  millions  of  dollars,  we  have  this  suddenly  with- 
drawn, and,  besides,  are  called  on  to  pay  this  amount  to 
the  bank,  which  we  owe  her,  how  g^at  will  be  the  re- 
verse of  our  condition  then  from  the  present?    What  will 
the  people  say,  rir,  then?    The  man  who  now  believes  this 
opposition  to  be  the  high  road  to  fame  and  popularity, 
will  find  it  to  be  a  millstone  that  wiU  g^rind  him  to  powder. 
The  people  wiU  ask,  who  has  done  the  mischief?  Sir,  how 
can  the  bank  exercise   an  influence  over  the  j^eople? 
Suchia  thing  is  imposnble.     The  strength  of  the  republic, 
and  the  purity  or  its  principles,  abide  with  the  farmers^ 
with  the  agriculturists.     And,  nr,  what  have  we  to  do 
with  your  bank?    If  all , the  fiirmers  would  follow  my  ex- 
ample, (and  I  presume  many  do,)  the  bank  woukl  never 
liave  an  influence  over  them.     I  never  borrowed  a  dollar 
out  of  any  bahk  in  all  my  life;  I  have  no  stock  in  one;  and 
^et,  sir,  I  am  benefited  by  this  bank;  and  so  are  we  all 
m  the  Western  country.    No  flomer  who  knows  how  to 
manage  his  own  affairs  will  ever  go  to  the  bank  to  bor- 
row money;  but,  sir,  it  is  the  trader  who  goes  there;  ho 
gets  the  money  on  his  respon^bility,  and  ne  gives  it  to 
uie  farmer  and  to  the  laborer  for  their  labor  and  pro- 
duce.   Thus  we  get  the  money  for  our  produce,  and  at 
a  fairprice,  too,  whilst  another  stands  between  us  and  the 
bank.     How,  then,  can  that  bank  influence  the  fiurner, 
who  owes  it  nothing?    But,  sir,  if  the  trader  bad  not  the 
money  to  give,  he  could  not  purchase  the  produce  of  the 
farmer;  and,  by  destroying  the  bank,  you  take  the  meani 
from  the  trader,  and  lessen,  of  course,  the  value  of  the 
produce  of  the  farmer.     This  is  as  clear  as  that  two  and 
two  make  four,  and  the  farmer  understands  it  too.    In 
speaking  the  other  day,  the  Senator  said,  in  reference  to 
these  bank  checks,  tiiat  th^  had  been  sent  wumf  the 
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ignorant     They  had  been  sent  to  the  West;  the  Old  Do- 
miniont  the  aeat  of  intelligence,  where  sharp  lawyers 
were  supposed  to  reside,  had  been  spared  this  issue.  Sir, 
I  take  no  exception  to  the  compliment  paid  to  the  good 
Old  Dominion.    I  love  her  with  as  much  reverence  as 
does  Uiat  gentleman.  But,  sir,  on  this  remark  he  has  com- 
mitted two  great  errors.     First.  He  will  find,  after  a  little 
reflection,  that  a  great  quantity  of  this  currency  has  been 
sent  to  the  Old  Dominion;  and,  sir,  unless  the  sending 
him  and  myself  here  to  represent  a  Western  State  is  taken 
as  a  specimen  of  ignorance,  I  cannot  think  as  much  igno- 
rance prevails  in  the  West  as  he  contemplates.    There  are 
some  sharp  lawyers,  too,  in  Missouri,  who  are  not  Sena- 
tors though.    Yes,  sir,  there  b  one  from  whom  it  would 
be  no  disparagement  to  the  honorable  Senator  himself  to 
say,  I  had  hoped,  by  the  able  argument  that  gentleman  set 
before  the  countrv  on  this  very  subject,  the  Senator  him- 
self might  have  learned  much.    I  allude^  to  the  speech 
of  H.  S«  Geyer  on  the  bank  checks,  in  reply  to  a  legfal 
opinion  given  to  the  people  of  Missouri  by  my  colleague 
last  fall  at  St,  Louis,    I  mvite  public  attention  to  this  ar** 
gument  of  Mr.  Geyer,  and  aver  it  to  be  a  perfect  refuta- 
tion of  all  the  honorable  Senator's  views  on  tliat  subject. 
Sir,  the  honorable  Senator  has  decried^  these  checks  and 
the  bank.    I  propose  to  take  a  little  notice  of  his  argu- 
ment on  that  branch  of  tlie  subject;  and,  first,  I  will  here 
remark,  that  I  did  hope,  after  the  resolution  which  that 
Senator  offered  at  the  commencement  of  the  session 
had  been  disposed  of,  that  the  consideration  of  this  Ques- 
tion would  not  again  be  pressed,  and  that  we  should  have 
been  spared  the  labor  or  investigatiiy  the  legally  6f  the 
cuxrency,   so  much    complained  ot  by  my  honorable 
friend.     But,  sir,  it  aeems  in  that  I  was  mistaken;  and, 
from  the  manner  and  frequency  with  which  he  presses  the 
subject,  I  feel  called  on  to  justify  the  reason  or  my  oppo* 
mtion  to  his  course,  and  at  once  to  meet  the  question. 

Sir,  it  is  always  a  source  of  regret  to  me  when  com- 
pelled to  differ  with  my  friends,  ajid  especially  one  with 
whom  I  am  aasodated  in  the  discharge  of  a  high  political 
trust.  But,  sir,  painful  as  may  be  the  task,  when  my 
judgment  points  out  the  way,  I  shall  freely  follow  its  dic- 
tates; an4  ^  I  fiul,  yet  will  I  find  solace  and  comfort  in 
the  conscipus  rectitude  of  my  course,  and  a  heart  singly 
devoted  to  the  cause  of  my  country.  I  have  no  bank 
atock;  I  never  borrow  from  the  bank;  in  short,  I  am  no- 
wise interested  or  connected  with  the  institution;  nor 
was  I  ever,  at  anv  time  of  my  whole  life,  with  any  bank. 
I  )u^e  im  interest  only  in  common  with  all  my  fellow-clti- 
xens  in  the  many  great  «dvai\tagea  and  bleasiogs  which 
the  genial  influence  of  thi9  institution  has  spread  abroad 
throughout  the  land^  In  the  disQus^on  of  this  subject, 
\  am  influenced  by  no  other  feeling  than  a  sense  of  duty 
^  my  pountry,  and  that  duty  1  shall  attempt  fully  to  dis« 
charge, 

I  hqld  that  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  is  essential 
to  the  wellheing  of  the  people  of  the  United  States,  and 
pre-eminently  sq  to  those  in  the  Western  Stttes,  and  in  an 
eapecial  mimner  to  the  people  of  Missouri;  and  that  who* 
soever  opposes  this  institution,  oppoaes  the  interests  and 
mhes  of  that  State. 

Sir,  my  honorable  colleague  and  myself  have  the  same 
object  in  view — the  promotion  of  our  common  country's 
g;ood.  But  we  differ  materially  as  to  the  mode  of  effect- 
ing that  great,  that  noble  object.  I  have  no  doubt  that  we 
are  alike  impelled  by  the  same  noble  impulse  of  patriot- 
ism, and  shaU,  therefore,  treat  this  matter  as  an  honest 
diflTerence  of  political  opinion;  but,  sir,  as,  from  the  oppo* 
rite  position  we  occupy,  we  cannot  both  be  right,  and 
as  \  luost  copscienUouuy  believe  I  am  right,  and  ttiat  be 
is  wrong,  I  feel  it  to  be  my  duty  freely  and  fearlessly  to 
press  my  views.  Then,  rir,  let  us  examine  the  subject; 
let  u$  reason  together,  and  prove  the  truth.  He  assumes 
the  ground  that  the  bank.  \»  a  devouring  monster;  a 


scourge  and  curse  to  the  cotmtry.  I  hold  a  different  doc- 
trine. He  assumes  the  g^und  that  the  checks  drawn  by 
the  prerident  of  the  branches  of  the  Bank  of  tlw  United 
States  on  the  cashier  of  the  parent  bank  are  illegal  and 
void,  and  that  no  one  is  bound  to  pay  them,  unless  the 
drawer  and  endorser  is,  and  they  only,  afWr  presentation 
at  Philadelphia,  and  returned  with  notice  of  protest  for 
non^coeptance  and  non-payment.  I  hold  the  contrary  to 
be  the  truth  of  things.  Now  how  does  all  this  nuUcr 
stand.     Let  us  examine — 

1st.  The  nature  of  these  checks. 
2d.  The  right  the  bank  has  to  issue  them. 
Sd.  The  good  or  ill  effecU  of  the  bank  on  the  countrr. 
Much  pains  has  been  taken  by  the  gentleman  to  name 
this  paper  security,  and  to  ascertain  the  place  of  psy- 
ment;  but  he  has  not  been  able  to  satisfy  himself  on  cither 
point,  but  concludes  it  is  to  be  treated  under  the  law  as 
bills  of  exehange,  and  that  tliese  ohecka  may  be  sued  on 
at  Philadelphia. 

As  names  sre  arbitrary  and  imfnaterial*  to  gratify  the 
gentleman,  I  will,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  call  them 
bills  of  exchange  at  the  present;  and,  as  they  may  be  sued 
on  at  Philadelphia,  it  may  be  fairly  assumed  tliat  they  are 
payable  there,  or  at  any  branch  of  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States,  as  payment  by  the  branch  is  payment  by  the 
principal  bank.  It  cannot  be  a  matter  of  any  interest  to 
the  holder  of  the  check  bow  the  bank  settles  her  own 
affairs;  if  the  individual  presenting  the  dieck  gets  the 
money  on  it,  he  ought  to  be  satisfied;  yes,  sir,  and  he  will 
be  satisfied. 

It  is  altogether  imnnaterial  to  the  inquiry  into  the  vah- 
dity  and  negotiability  of  these  checks,  whether  tiiey  are 
called  bills  of  exchange,  clieoks,  orders,  or  drafts.  It  is 
all  the  same  in  substance;  and  that  the  people  understand 
better,  and  regard  ibore,  than  any  parade  about  empty, 
unmeaning  form. 

Now,  sir,  let  us  look^it  the  substance  of  this  questiop, 
and  see  what  it  is.  And,  meeting  the  gentleman  on  his 
own  ground,  on  the  hypothesis  tiiat  they  are  bills  of  ex- 
change, or  subject  to  the  law  which  acts  on  bills  of  ex- 
change, will  he  tlien  show  how  they  are  illegal  and  voidf 
He  has  not  yet  been  able  to  do  so.  What  is  a  bill  of  ex- 
change? It  bdefined  tobe  an  open  letter  of  request  from 
one  person  to  another,  to  pay  a  third  person  a  sum  of 
money  therem  mentioned,  generally  payable  to  order, 
but  may  be  made  payable  to  bearer.  A  draft  or  order  i«» 
in  subsUnce  and  effect,  the  same  thing.  A  check  is  an 
order  or  draft  on  a  bank,  in  form  much  the  same  as  a  bUi 
of  exchange,  and  may  be  sued  on  as  such.  In  Englsw* 
the  essential  difference  between  a  bill  of  exchange  «nd  a 
check  is  created  by  the  statute  imposing  >  stamp  auQr 
on  the  former.  In  this  country,  their  form  and  effect  is 
ascertained  by  the  common  law.  Orders,  checks,  dram, 
and  bilk  of  exchange,  are  all  of  them  requests  to  pay  ^ 
neyt  all  substantially  in  effect  the  same.  All  import  a 
consideration,  and  equally  negotiable,  and  have  the  saiw 
legal  privileges.  The  Senator  himself,  wh«nf7%f 
argument  touches  these  checks,  treats  them  as  bills  or  ex- 
change, yet  saya  they  are  not  such;  that  they  are  voni  ano 
illegal.  How  strangely  inconsistent  are  his  assumptios*. 
If,  in  all  respects,  the  law,  in  relation  to  bills  of  exchange 
is  to  govern  these  checks;  and  if,  in  phraseology  and  »"»• 
stance,  they  are  tiie  same,  why  strive  to  prove  Uiat  iwy 
are  not  bills  of  exchange,  are  unauthorised  by  ^D^/^'Jr' 
ter,  and  are  void?  If.  in  truth,  they  are  just  such  checxs 
as  aU  banka  acknowledge  proper  to  be  di-awn  on  uiem, 
either  by  their  own  olBoers  or  any  private  person,  anau«^ 
bank  is  in  the  daily  habit  of  paying  them,  whtrrc  is  jw 
novelty  of  this  currency,  wli.ch  the  Senatoriliiiiks  he  nw 
discovered?  Where  the  proprie^  of  sU  this  alarm  ^'^^^ 
he  would  spread  far  and  wide  over  the  whole  couiiOT* 
from  a  supposed  discovery  of  a  supposed  violai:on  u  »  » 
on  the  part  of  the  qflicers  of  the  bank,  with  micniw 
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svindle  the  people  by  circulating  what  they  know  not  to 
be  binding*  on  the  bank?  Being  satisfied  tltat  the  law  re- 
garding bills  of  exchange  governs  this  anonymous  cur* 
rency,  as  he  has  been  pleased  to  call  it,  he  applies  what 
iie  calls  tests  of  transfer  and  negotiability;  and,  sir,  1  con- 
fess they  are  such  as  I  never  understood,  and  such,  I 
presume  to  say,  he  will  not  find  in  any  approved  legal 
authority  of  the  present  age.  He  .insists  that  the  drafls 
being  payable  to  order,  they  cannot  be  transferable,  but 
by  special  endorsement  to  order,  and  that  every  subsc- 
quent  transfer  must  be  by  like  endorsement.  2d.  He  fur- 
ther contends  that  they  are  payable  to  a  fictitious  payee, 
and  therefore  must  be  specially  endorsed  to  order. 

Mr.  President,  I  must  be  permitted  to  express  my  sur- 
prise that,  in  this  body,  a  Senator,  professing  a  knowledge 
of  the  law  of  the  land,  should  undertake  to  enlighten  this 
body,  and  the  nation,  on  a  question  so  Importwit  to  her 
interest,  with  no  better  recollection  of  the  principles  ap- 
plicable to  the  subject,  and  that,  too,  in  open  and  avowed 
opposition  to  a  decision  made  by  one  of  the  judges  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.     Sir,  who  has  dis- 
played the  greatest  legal  knowledge  on  the  wbject  of 
these  orders,  the  judge  who  sustained  them,  or  the  hon- 
orable Senator  who  opposes  them?    This  question  let 
the  nation  answer.     Hsd  the  honorable  Senator  consulted 
approved  treatises  on  bills  of  exchange,  checks,  and  pro« 
missory  notes^  he  would  have  found  that  moat  of  his  doc- 
trines on  the  subiect  of  the  transfer  of  bills  are  at  war 
with  established  legal  principles.     These  principles  are 
fiuniliar  to  most  who  hear  me,  and  the  experience  of  many 
present  will  attest  the  correctness  of  what  I  state  to  be 
the  well-settled  law  of  the  land.     A  note,  or  bill,  payable 
to  order,  may  be  endorsed  to  bearer,  and  thereby  becomes 
negotiable  by  delivery,  without  the  necessity  of  any  fur^ 
tber  endorsement  by  subsequent  holders,  the  same  as  if 
it  had  been  made  payable  to  bearer<  nor  would  the  fact 
that  the  name  of  payee  is  fictitious,  (if  such  was  true,)  re- 
quire a  special  enidorsement.   On  tthe  contrary,  such  a  bill 
requires  no  endorsement  at  all,  but  is,  in  eflfect,  pavkble 
to  bearer,  and  may  be  declared  on  as  such  agunst  all  par- 
ties having  such  notice  of  fiction.    But  as  the  clerks  of 
the  bank,  who  are  the  payees  and  endorsers  of  these 
drafts  or  orders,  are  not  fictitious^  there  can  be  no  diffi- 
culty on  this  point. 

It  is  admitted  that  these  orders,  or  checks,  are  issued 
under  the  authority  of  a  resolution  of  the  bosirdof  direc- 
tors of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  to  whom  isj:ommit- 
ted  the  management  of  the  aifairs  of  that  institution.  It 
will  not  be  denied,  I  presume,  that  tlie  presidents  and 
cashiers  of  the  branches,  by  whom  they  are  signed  and 
countersgned,  the  payees  and  endorsers,  and  the  cashier 
on  whom  they  are  drawn,  are,  all  of  them,  the  legally 
constituted  agents  and  officers  of  the  oorporation.  Nor 
is  it  contended  that  the  bank  cannot  draw,  endovse,  and 
accept  a  bill  of  exchange,  or  draft,  within  tike  scope- of 
tlieir  authority,  and  in  uieir  official  character,  for  which 
they  are  not  individually  liable.  Wherefore,  then,  all  this 
onerous  ceremony  of  presentation,  protest,  and  notice— 
of  non-acceptance  and  non-payment^  as  described  by  the 
Senator,  if,  after  all,  those  persons  are  not  individually 
liable  for  their  official  acts?  Rut  although  they  are  not 
individually  liable  for  their  official  acts,  the  bank  is<  be- 
cause it  is  the  act  of  the  bank,  being  done  by  the  autho- 
rity of  the  bank.  For  an  autboriW  to  an  agent  to  draw 
a  bill  on  his  principal  is  the  act  of  the  principal,  and  is, 
of  itself,  an  acceptance,  at  the  instant  of  creating  tlie 
draft;  and  as  the  acceptance  is  irrevocable,  without  the 
consent  of  the  holder,  it  follows  that  an  accepted  bill, 
draft,  check,  or  order,  is  as  obligatory  as  a  promissory 
note,  and,  at  common  law,  has  liigher  privilegesi  for 
promissory  notes  were  not  negotiable,  and  did  not  im- 
port a  consideration,  until  they  were  placed  on  a  footing 
with  bills  of  exchange  by  statute.     Theae  bills  being 


drawn  by  one  authorized  agent  or  another  of  the  bank, 
are  nothing  more  nor  less  than  bills  drawn  by  the  corpo- 
ration on  itself,  in  which  they  are  drawer,  endorser,  and 
accepter,  and  are  therefore  as  much  bound  to  pay  them 
as  they  are  any  promissory  note  or  bank  bill  they  ever 
issued— as  much  as  would  be  an  individual  who  would 
draw  a  bill  on  himself,  and  endorse  it  to  bearer.  Thus  made 
negotiable,  in  such  a  case,  would  it  not  be  superla- 
tively ridiculous  to  require  tiie  holder  to  make  presenta- 
don  to  the  drawer,  and,  if  not  accepted  or  paid,  protest 
the  bill  for  non-payment  or  non-acceptance,  and  notify  the 
party  that  he  did  not  accept  or  pay  his  own  note?  The 
maker  of  a  note  payable  to  the  order  of  another,  is  bound 
to  pay  it  to  the  endorser  or  holder,  because,  by  making 
the  note,  it  is  an  admission  that  he  has  effects  of  the 
payee  in  his  hands,  and  authorizes  him  to  draw  his  order 
on  the  note  for  the  amount^  and  the  endorsement  by  the 
payee  u  no  more  than  such  order. 

This  instrument,  which  before  could  not  be  assigned, 
or  sued  on,  is  placed,  after  endorsement,  upon  the  foot- 
ing of  a  biU  of  exchange.  The  endorser  of  a  note  is  vie  w- 
cd  astbe  drawer  of  a  bill,  of  which  the  drawer  of  the  note 
is  accepter,  by  virtue  of  his  previous  promise  to  pay  the 
amount  when  the  order  shall  be  made.  The  resolution  of 
the  board  of  directors,  authorizing  the  emission  of  the  bills 
in  question,  amounts,  in  law,  to  a  promise  to  pay  all  such 
bilu  as  their  agents,  the  preridents  of  the  branches,  shall 
draw  on  their  agent,  the  cashier  of  the  parent  bank;  and 
their  oblintion  to  pay  them  is  the  same  as  if  they  had  made 
and  issaea  promissory  notes,  payable  to  the  order  of  the 
presidents  of  the  branches.  A  promissory  note  is  spe- 
cial authority  to  the  payee  to  avow  for  the  amount  speci- 
fied. The  resolution  before  alluded  to  is  a  general  au- 
thority to  draw  a  number  of  bills.  This  is  all  the  differ- 
ence m  fact,  i^nd  the  legal  effect  is  the  same  in  both  cases. 

But  it  is  said  there  is  no  promise,  on  the  part  of  the 
bank,  to  pay  these  bills:  nor  was  tliere  ever  a  bill,  draft, 
or  order,  m  which  any  of  the  parties  made  an  express 
promise^  to  pavi  and  this  the  honorable  Senator  certainly 
knowst  and  this  objection  can  have  no  other  effect  than  to 
mislead  the  credulous  and  uninformed,  and  to  do  great 
mischief  throughout  the  country — not,  sir,  to  the  bank, 
but  to  the  holders  of  this  paper,  who  have  honestly  earned 
it:  and  this  1  proclaim  to  my  constituents,  and  admonish 
them  to  beware  of  the  consequences  of  this  absurdity. 
Sir,  the  true  doctrine  is  this:  the  drawer  requires  the 
drawee  to  pay  to  the  payee,  or  ortler,  a  sum  of  money ;  the 
payee  directs  it  to  be  paid  to  some  other  person,  or  to 
bearer  generally,  and  the  accepter  writes  on  the  instru- 
ment, •«  accepted.**  Now,  In  all  this  proceeding,  there 
is  not  a  word  about  promise.  The  law,  though  regarding 
the  substance  and  not  the  form  of  things,  declares  that  all 
those  persons  have  made  a  promise,  and  sliall  be  compel- 
led to  perform  it.  Another  objection  is,  tlut  these  bills 
being  once  taken  up,  or  paid,  cannot  afterwards  be  re- 
issued so  as  to  bind  the  bank.  Very  well:  and  is  not  this 
law  alike  applicable  to  the  promissory  notes  with  which 
the  Senator  seems  so  in  love^  It  is  true,  sir,  that  when  a 
bill  or  nota  is  paid  off,  it  cannot  afterwards  be  negotiated 
9o  as  to  bind  any  of  the  parties  to  it  who  do  not  assent  to 
the  reissue;  but  it  u  equally  true  that  all  concerned  in 
putting  such' bill  in  circulation  are  bound  by  it.  The 
prindples  of  law  are  equally  applicable  to  notes  as  to  bills 
of  exchange,  here;  but,  in  England,  there  are  exceptions 
in  fiivor  of  promissory  notes,  by  statute,  which  regulate 
what  notes  JuOl  be  reusuable;  so  that  if  the  argument  is 
good  against  these  bills,  it  is  eaually  fatal  to  the  reissue 
of  the  Senator's  much  preferred  promissory  notes.  But, 
sir,  all  these  obstacles  onW  exist  in  the  overstrained  imagi- 
nation of  my  honorable  friend.  The  supposed  obstacles 
to  a  reisMie  of  bills  and  notes  never  have  existed,  to  my 
knowledge,  in  reference  to  bank  bills.  But  if  we  were 
to  apply  to  the  bills  under  consideration  all  the  rules  ap- 
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plicable  to  bills  of  exchange,  with  the  moft  conmimmate 
strictncfls,  still  they  would  be  reiasuable.  The  corpora- 
tion»  as  has  been  shown,  is  the  only  party  to  them  in  their 
creation,  and  alone  is  concerned  in  their  reiasue,  and, 
upon  the  principle  referred  to,  is  as  much  bound  to  pay 
them,  as  upon  their  first  emission.  The  bank,  in  con- 
templation of  law,  has  promised  to  pay  those  bill^  both 
as  orawer  and  accepter,  and  has  put  them  into  circula- 
tion, and  is  bound  to  pay  them  upon  eyeir  principle  of 
law,  unless  there  exists  a  prohibition  in  the  charter  to  issue 
them,  and  disqualifies  the  bank  from  makings  such  con- 
tract I  say  disqualifies,  because  one  incompetent  to  con- 
tract cannot  be  bound  by«  supposed  contract,  or  one 
attempted  to  be  made.  Disqualification  renders  the  con- 
tract absolutely  void;  and  is  this,  sir,  the  doctrine  the 
honorable  Senator  wishes  to  establish?  and  if  it  were 
established*  against  whom  would  it  militate?  Against  the 
bank?  No  sir;  the  bank  has  put  oceans  of  this  paper  into 
circulation — ^has  received  great  profit  by  it;  and  this  paper 
is  in  the  hands  of  tlie  people — and  there,  sir,  would  this 
doctrine  sink  it,  to  the  utter  ruin  of  hundreds  of  honest 
men.  Or,  suppose  the  doctrine  erroneous,  as  I  most  con- 
scientiously believe  it  to  be,  yet,  sir,  if  by  this  course  the 
currency  is  disparaged,  the  people  will  be  the  losers  by 
it,  and  the  bank  will  certainly  gain.  Men  who  have  taken 
this  paper  at  par  will  be  obli^d  to  sell  it  at  a  discount — 
and  who,  sir,  will  buy  it  up  ?  Why  the  bank,  by  her  agents, 
will  do  it;  and,  sir,  no  part  of  this  Union  will  shai«  this 
loss  equally  witli  the  Western  country,  where  most  of 
this  kind  of  bills  circulate.  I  call  on  members  of  this  body 
to  pause,  and  examine  the  subject.  I  invoke  the  people, 
my  constituents,  to  examine  for  themselves,  before  they 
swallow  the  fatal  drug.  Sir,  the  Western  people  are 
prosperous,  happy,  and  content.  They  want  no  change 
in  the  currency  or  revenue  of  the  country.  Take  not 
from  us  the  means  of  improving  the  internal  condition  of 
the  country,  and  it  is  all  we  desire.  This,  sir,  we  need, 
and  have  a  right  to  demand,  and  ought  to  receive;  and 
this,  sir,  we  never  will  surrender.  Mr,  President,  I  have 
said  thus  much  to  show  that,  by  the  common  law,  or  law 
merchant,  the  bank  had  a  right  to  issue  these  bills,  and 
are  bound  to  pay  them.  How  hr  I  have  succeeded,  I 
leave  for  others  to  judge.  I  will  now  proceed  to  examine 
the  prohibition  said  to  exist  in  the  charter;  and^  first,  I  will 
take  occasion  now  to  say  thai  I  do  not  admit  that  a  cor- 
poration has  no  other  power  than  that  expressed  in  the 
act  of  incorporation.  I  maintain  that  a  power  necessa- 
rily incidental  to  what  is  given  by  the  letter  is  as  fully 
granted  as  if  described  by  words,  and  is  a  part  of  the 
power  specifically  ^I'ranted.  This  doctrine  is  fiilly  esta- 
blished by  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Couctof  the  United 
States,  in  an  action  against  the  Bank  of  Columbia,  on  a 
contract  made  by  a  committee  of  ctireotors  for  buikiing  a 


rights  which  all  American  citizens  have  tp  connect  them- 
selves together  as  a  private  banking  company,  and,  u 
such,  to  do  any  thing,  not  against  the  law  of  the  land; 
and,  as  such,  they  had  a  right  to  issue  the  bills  in  ques- 
tion, and  to  issue  bills  of  any  size,  and  for  any  amount. 
But  the  charter,  amonfp  many  other  things,  restricted  the 
issue  of  notes  to  the  mmimum  sum  of  five  dollars,  bat  did 
not  restrict  the  issue  of  these  checks.  In  shoft,  the  bank, 
by  fiiir  legal  right,  may  do  all  things  as  bankers,  which 
are  not  restricted  by  the  charter.  The  ninth  and  twelfth 
articles  have  been  examined,  with  great  particularity,  by 
the  Senator,  to  prove  that  the  power  to  issue  these  orders 
does  not  reside  there.  Here,  he  is  manifestly  wrong. 
He  considers  these  as  (grants  of  power.  They  are  not 
such.  The  ninth,  instead  of  conferring  power,  is  entirely 
a  limitation  of  power,  and  restricts  the  natural  and  original 
rights  of  private  citizens  to  deal,  or  trade,  in  any  manner 
they  may  deem  best.  No  one,  in  his  right  senses,  who 
once  understood  legal  principles,  for  a  moment  ever  sup- 
posed that,  under  thb  clause,  the  bank  derived  its  power 
to  deal  or  trade  in  bilb  of  exchange,  gold  and  silver  bul- 
lion, or  merchandise.  The  clause  wais  intended  to  re- 
strain the  exercise  of  the  power  to  deal,  which,  in  its 
absence,  would  have  extenoed  to  other  things,  and  other 
purposes,  than  those  named.  Does  any  one  believe  that 
to  deal  or  trade  in  bills  of  exchange  means  to  make  and 
issue,  or  accept  them?  or  does  any  one  believe,  to  trade 
or  deal  in  merchandise  means  to  manufacture  and  sell  it? 
It  is  conceded,  sir,  that,  under  the  ninth  fimdamental  arti- 
cle, the  bank  does  not  derive  a  power  to  issue  paper  se- 
curities of  any  kind.  Where  does  it  get  it,  then?  Sir, 
the  riffht  is  derived  firom  a  higher  authority  than  the  sts- 
tute  of  incorporation;  it  is  founded  in  the  genius  of  free- 
dom which  every  American  citizen  possesses,  and  which 
can  only  be  taken  away  by  his  own  consent  expressly 
given.  Then,  sir,  how  fitr  have  those  intuitive  and  sacred 
rights  been  surrendered,  under  the  provisions  of  the  char> 
ter  which  the  bank  has  accepted  ?  As  far  as  they  are  8U^ 
rendered,  the  bank  does  not  possess  them,  but  nofiirtber. 
It  is  said  tluit  the  twelfth  fundamental  article  enumentet 
and  defines  the  difierent  species  of  paper  securities  which 
this  corporation  may  iasae,  and  contains  t  grant  of  power; 
and  it  is  insisted  that  bills  obligatory  under  the  corpoiate 
seaJ,  and  bills  or  notes  signed  by  the  president  and  coun- 
tersigned by  die  cashier,  are  sJl  the  paper  securities  the 
bank  can  issue.  But  it  will  be  seen  that  no  power  whst- 
ever  to  issue  any  paper  security  is  given  by  that  article.  But 
suppose  the  position  of  my  friend  to  be  true,  and  what  is 
the  result?  Why,  sir,  that  we  have  a  bank  which  cannot 
transact  ^e  appropriate  business  of  banking,  or  accom- 
plish any  of  the  purposes  of  its  institution — ^that  can  nei- 
ther transfer  the  public  funds,  nor  furnish  the  community 
with  the  otdinary  fiicilities  of  commercial  exchange.    But 


banking  house.     And  the  doctrine  established  by  that  de-  the  honorable  Senator  attempu  to  escape  this  difficult)',  by 


cision  has  since  been  fully  recognised  as  the  undoubted 
law  of  the  land  by  the  supreme  court  of  New  York,  and 
in  other  States  of  this  Union.  So  far,  then,  from  the  bank 
having  no  power  but  what  is  given  by  the  letter  of  the 
charter,  it  has  full  power,  bv  its  authorized  agents,  to 
make  all  contracts  within  the  legitimate  scope  of  its  bank 


ing  duties,  except  such  as  are  forbidden  by  the  terms  of  bills  of  exchange  at  all?    The  temi  bills  in  the  twelfth  s^ 


its  charier.  Now,  let  us  see  what  are  forbidden.  We 
arc  informed  by  my  colleague,  that  all  the  chartered 
powers  are  contained  in  the  eleventh  section  of  the  act  of 
incorporation,  and  that  the  institution  has  no  other  rights 
than  chartered  rights.  Here,  sir,  I  must  state  my  entire 
dissent  to  this  poution.  There  is  not  a  single  right 
granted  to  the  bank  in  any  one  of  the  seventeen  articles 
contained  in  that  section.  They  are  all  what  they  purport 
to  be — ^rules,  restrictions,  limitations,  and  provisions.  Re- 
strictions, limitations,  &c.  are — ^whal^  sir?    Will  the  Sena* 


tide  cannot  mean  bills  of  exchange,  as  he  sometimes  ap- 
pears to  conjecture;  for,  sir,taenact  thata  bill  of  exchange, 
payable  to  order,  shall  be  assignable  by  endorsement,  in 
uke  manner  and  with  like  enect  as  bills  of  exchangCf 
would  certainly  be  entirely  useless,  not  to  use  a  plainer 
word.  Besides,  he  denies  any  paper  securities  isnied 
by  the  bank  to  be  valid,  unless  they  are  signed  by  the  pre- 
sident, and  countersigned  by  the  cashier  of  the  bank.  So 
that  no  bill  of  exchange  could  be  made  at  any  other  place 
than  Philadelphia;  so  that  neither  the  Government  or  any 
tor  say,  the  chartered  privileges  of  the  bank?    I  presume  1  individual  could  obtain  a  transfer  of  funds  but  by  a  trans* 


not.    But  thfey  are  limttations»  &c.  oo  the  original  natural 


admitting  that  the  bank  may  make  and  accept  bills  of  ex- 
change, mit  not  to  be  circulated  as  a  currency. 

But,  sir,  as  he  denies  that  the  bank  has  any  power  s|)e- 
cifically  granted,  and  that  all  {M^per  securities  not  authoris- 
ed by  the  twelfUi  article  are  forbidden,  may  I  ask  him 
whence  he  derives  the  power  to  make,  accept,  or  issue 


poHatkm  of  ^ecic.    Checks,  orders,  drafts,  certificates 
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of  depcMites»  and  bills  of  ezchiinffe,  are  alike  excluded  by  t^n  was  understood  by  the  framers  of  the  charter  to  be 


Ids  view.  So  that  the  most  beneficial  objects  contemplat- 
ed in  tb«  establishment  of  the  bank,  will  be  defeated  under 
his  view  of  its  powers. 

By  the  common  law,  bills  obli^tory  were  not  assigna- 
ble»  nor  could  the  assignee  recovef  in  his  own  name.     The 
same  difficulty  in  relation  to  promissory  notes  existed.  They 
were  not  negotiable  or  assigpn^le,  so  as  to  enable  tlie  as- 
signee to  recover  on  them  in  his  own  name,  nor  could  the 
payee  recover  on  them  himself,  without  avernfig  and  prov- 
ing the  consideration  for  whiah  they  were  given.     This 
difficulty  in  England,  as  to  promissory  notes,  was  obviated 
by  the  statute  of  Anne,  which  made  them  assignable  by 
endorsement,  and  placed  them  on  a  footing  with  bills  of 
exchange,  the  validity  and  negotiability  of  which  had  been 
established  at  common  law. .  Most  of  the  States,  it  is  true, 
have  made  sealed  instruments  assignable,  and  have  adopt- 
ed in  some  form  the  substance  of  the  statute  of  Anne  in 
relation  to  promissory  notes;  but  because  their  laws  do  not 
generally  apply  to  contracts  of  corporations,  we  see  the 
twelfth  article  in  this  charter  incorporated  in  almost  every 
bank  charter,  and  clearly  operates  as  an  enabling  power  to 
payers  of  bills  obligatory  and  pronussory  notes»  by  ena- 
bling them  to  assiffn,  and  the  assignees  to  recover.    It  de* 
Clares  the  effect  of  the  contract  when  made  and  assigned, 
but  does  not  give  power  to  make  it.    As  far  as  the  bank 
is  affected  by  the  twelfth  aiticlet  its  power  is  restrained. 
The  prohibition  to  make  bills  obligatory  oiltn  amount 
than  ^re  thousand  dollars,  or  to  make  notes  not  payable 
on  demand  for  a  sum  lew  than  one^  hundred  dollars, 
or  a  longer  credit  than  sixty  days»  certainly  cannot  be  con- 
strued as  a  power  to  make  those  psper  securities.    The 
result  then  is,  that  bills  obligatory  and  promissory  notes 
are  nowhere  specifically  authorized,  and  must  take  the  fste 
of  orders,  drafb»  checks^  and  bills  of  exchange;  all  of 
which  depend  upon  the  laoie  grant  of  power  or  original 
right,  and  they  sre  all  within  the  principle  decided  by  the 
Supreme  Court,  which  is  the  approved  law  of  the  land,  as 
before  alluded  to.    The  moot  that  can  be  ssidof  the  twelfth 
srtidcy  is,  that,  by  the  limitation  imposed  on  the  general 
right  and  power  to  make  biUs  obli^tory  and  promissory 
notes,  the  original  power  to  do  so  is  adnutled.    There  is 
no  specific  grant  of  power  to  m^e  loans,  or  take  p*P«r 
securities,  Erectly  or  by  transfer;  but  the  tenth  nuula- 
mental  article  imposes  a  linutation  on  the  power  to  do  so, 
and  consequentiy  recognises  its  ezistenee.    The  charter 
does  not  by  its  letter  authorize  the  corporation  to  deal  or 
trade  in  bills  of  exchan^,  gold  or  silver  buUion,  or  in  the 
sale  of  goods;  but  the  nmth  article  Umits  and  Umis  recog- 
nises the  existence  of  a  genenl  power  and  authority, 
though  nowhere  granted  in  worda.     There  is  nowhere  a 
specific  power  to  contract  debts,  or  issue  paper  securities; 
but  the  e^hth.  article  limits  the  amount  whion  the  corpora*^ 
tion  may  owe,  whetiier  by  b<md»  bill,  note,  or  other  con- 
tract   Here  is  a  clear  expression  of  the  opinion  of  Con* 
gress,  that  without  this  limitation  the  bank  might  have 
contracted  debts  to  any  aroQunt,  by  bond»  bill,  note,  or  any 
other  species  of  contract.     Sir,  it  is  a  clear  recognition  of 
a  general  power  to  contract,  in  any  form,  and  to  any  ex- 
tent, not  expressly  forbidden.    It  is  worse  than  idle  to 
say,  sir,  that  the  eighth,  ninth,  tenth,  or  twelfth  articles 
confer  any  power  whatever.     They  are  all,  as  ftr  as  the 
bank  is  concerned,  limitations  and  restrictions  of  power  ex- 
isting independently  of  tbem.     Sir,  it  would  be  the  most 
unpardonable  lep^ulative  folly  to  limit  sod  restrict  the 
loans,  trade,  dealings,  and  contracts  of  the  bank,  if»  with- 
out those  limitations  and  restrictions,  the  bank  could  nei- 
ther make  loans,  trade,  deal,  or  make  ooQtraets. 

The  eighth  article  recognises  the  power  to  contract 
debts  by  bill,  bond,  or  other  contraQt,  without  limitation, 
except  as  to  amount;  and  even  in  case  of  excess,  the  con- 
tract is  not  declared  vcAd,  but  the  direct(»s  are  made  liable 


authorized  to  make  contracts  other  than  bills  oblig^atory 
and  promissory  notes;  and,  as  there  is  no  restriction  as  to 
the  form  or  the  amount  of  these  contracts,  it  follows  that 
the  bank  has  all  power  to  make  any  contract  which  indivi- 
duals might  make,  and  with  like  effect,  with  no  other  limi- 
tation than  that  it  sliall  be  within  the  scope  of  the  legiti- 
mate purposes  of  the  institution,  (as  checks,  drafts,  orders, 
bills  of  exchanflpe,  certainly  are;)  that  no  contract  in  the 
form  of  a  bill  obligatory,  shall  be  made  for  a  less  sum  than 
five  thousand  dollars,  and  no  promissory  note  shall  be 
made  on  demand  for  less  than  five  dollars,  nor  a  credit  for 
a  less  sum  than  one  hundred  dollars,  on  a  longer  time  than 
sixty  days;  so  that,  instead  of  bills  obligatory  under  seal, 
and  bills  or  notes  signed  by  the  president  and  countersign- 
ed by  the  cashier,  oeing  the  only  paper  security  which 
the  corporation  of  the  bank  can  issue,  they  are  the  only 
form  of  contract  in  which  there  are  any  limitations  or  re- 
strictions imposed  on  the  power  of  the  corporation.  Ano- 
ther set  of  teits  has  been  resorted  to  by  the  Senator  to 
show  that  the  paper  securities  in  question  are  not  within 
the  scope  of  the  legitimate  purposes  of  the  corporation. 
The  first  is,  that  they  are  not  sieiied  by  the  president  and 
counterrigned  by  the  cashier  of  the  parent  bank,  but  are 
therefore  not  authorized  by  the  twelfth  fundamental  arti- 
cle. Sir,  it  is  sufficient  that  they  are  not  prohibited  by 
that  of  any  other  article,  and  that  they  arc  s:gned  by  the 
authorized  agents  of  the  corporation. 

Mr.  President,  1  have  now  done.  I  beg  pardon  for  hav- 
ing so  long  trespassed  on  thp  patience  of  the  Senate,  with 
an  argument  entirely  accidental,  and  the  introduction  of 
which  I  did  think  uncalled  for;  but,  sir,  it  was  introduced 
not  by  me— but  after  it  was,  I  believed  it  my  duty  to  give 
my  views.  1  have  done  so  as  concisely  as  possible.  I 
shall  not  trouble  the  Senate  with  any  remarks  on  the 
alum  salt  part  of  the  honorable  Senator's  arg^imcnt,  nor 
with  any  particular  reasons  for  my  vote  in  favor  of  the  re- 
solution under  consideration.  I  believe  it  to  be  my  duty 
to  acquire  all  the  information  in  my  power  to  enable  me 
to  discharge  my  duty  to  my  constituents  and  my  country, 
and  for  that  reason  wiH  vote  for  the  resolution,  and  take 
a  book. 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  FORSYTH,  in  opposition 
to  the  resolution,  and  from  Mr.  KANE  and  Mr.  FOOT  in 
its  support,  the  resolution  was  agreed  to  by  yeas  and  nays, 
as  follows:  ^ 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Bibb,  Buckner,  ChamV. 
bers.  Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Fre- 
linghuysen.    Holmes,   Johnston,   Kane,    Knight,   Miller,    ^. 
Naudain,  Poindcxter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Bug- 
gies, Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Tomlinson,  Webster,  Wil- 
kins. — ^29. 

NAYS. — ^Messrs.  Brown,  Dickerson,  Ellis,  Forsyth, 
Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  King,  Marc^,  Moore, 
l^Iangum,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Troup,  Tyler,  White. — 17. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


WaninEsaAT,  Minca  14. 

APPGRTIONMiy^T  BILL. 

The  bill  to  apportion  representatives  among  the  several 
States,  being  read  a  third  time, 

Mr.  WJfiBSTER  rose,  and  remarked,  that  he  did  not 
Y^ish  to  protract  the  opposition  to  the  bill  beyond  reasons^ 
ble  bounds,  and  he  confessed  that  there  were  circumstan- 
ces discouraging  to  a  protracted  oppoation;  but,  viewing 
the  bill  as  unjust  and  oppressive  in  its  operation  upon  the 
smaller  Stately  be  should  not  feel  his  duty,  in  relation  to  the 
subject,  to  be  dischtfged,  until  he  had  fully  shown  what  he 
proposed,  as  well  as  what  he  opposed.  He  then  moved 
that  the  bill  be  recommitted,  with  instructions.     This  mo- 


^ _     ticm,  he  was  aWare»  was  susceptible  of  division:  and  if  it 

as  weU  as  the  bank.    It  appears^  theow  tet  thia  corpora- 1  should  be  wished  to  take  the  question  first  on  the  recoM* 
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mitinenl,  he  would  modify  his  inotioii  to  one  simply  to  re- 
commit the  bill  to  a  new  select  committee*  instead  of  the 
select  committee  from  which  the  bill  was  reported. 

Mr.  FORSYTH,  to  save  time,  would  move,  if  it  was  In 
order,  to  stnke  out  that  part  of  the  motion  which  instructs 
the  committee. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  said  the  motion  was  not  in  or- 
der at  present. 

Mr.  HAYNE  should  vote  against  the  motion  to  recom- 
mit, as  he  did  not  believe  it  would  result  in  any  modifica- 
tion of  the  bill,  except  a  reduction  of  the  ratio,  to  which  he 
was  opposed.     lie  hoped  the  motion  would  not  be  divided. 

Mr.  CLAY  sug^sted  that,  after  the  motion  to  recommit 
was  carried,  various  instructions  might  be  moved  for  mo- 
difying the  bill.  Though  he  was  himself  opposed  to  the 
plan  of  representing  fractions,  as  tmconsUtutional,  ye%  he 
believed  that  the  bill  might  be  so  modified  as  to  lessen  its 
present  inequality.  He  should,  at  a  proper  thne»  propose 
apian  which  he  thought  would  obviate  some  of  the  ob- 
jections to  which  the  bill,  in  its  present  form,  was  liable. 

After  some  further  conversation, 

Mr.  MOORE  said  tliat,  if  it  was  in  order  to  move  a  re- 
consideration of  the  vote  by  which  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  was  rejected,  be  hoped 
that  course  would  be  taken.  He  believed  there'was  a  ma- 
jority of  the  Senate  in  favor  of  the  plan  proposed  in  that 
amendment. 

After  some  remarks  from  Measrs.  MILLER,  CLAY- 
TON,  and  BELL,  against  the  bill  as  it  stood, 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  (to  give  an  opportunity  for  a  motion 
for  reconsideration)  moved  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table. 
Agreed  to  by  a  vote  of  23  to  20. 

Mr.  FRELINGHUY'SEN  then  rose,  and  said  that,  upon 
the  suggestion  that  a  majority,  of  the  Senate  was  in  &• 
vor  of  the  amendment  proposing  a  representation  of  frac- 
tions, and  being  willing  that  the  will  of  the  majority 
should  prevail,  he  moved  a  reconsideratioD  of  the  vote 
whereby  the  amendment  referr^  to  was  rejected  on 
Monday,  at  the  same  time  stating  that  his  own  views  were 
not  changed  in  regard  to  the  subject. 

After  some  further  discussion,  in  which  Mewrs.  WEB- 
STER, KING,  MOORE,  EWING,  and  KANE  took  part. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER, 

The  Senate  adjourned, 

Trubsdat,  Mabch  15. 

The  unfinished  business  of  ^eaterda^  (the  apportion- 
ment bill)  coming  up,  it  was  laud  by  for  the  present,  to 
permit  the  debate  on  the  tariff  subject  to  proceed,  &c. 

The  Senate  took  up  the  resolution  offered  by  Mr.  Clat 
for  the  reduction  of 

THE  TARIFF. 

Mr.  MOORE,  of  Alabama,  addressM  the  Senate  as  fol- 
lows: 

Nothing,  said  Mr.  M.,  but  the  magnitude  of  the  ques- 
tion, the  deep  and  pervading  interest  involved  in  the  man- 
ner of  its  final  adjustment,  could  prompt  me  to  claim  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  Senate  for  a  moment,  after  the  able  and 
eloquent  display  of  talent  and  argument  with  which  they 
have  been  entertained,  and  so  interestfaigly  entertained,  by 
gentlemen  who  have  preceded  me. 

But,  sir,  the  acknowledged  importance  of  thiaaue«tion 
seems  to  demand  that  I  should  not  content  myself  to  give 
a  silent  vote,  and  that  it  is  due  to  the  occasion  that  I  should 
declare  the  views  and  feelings  of  tl^ose  whom  I  have  the 
honor,  in  part,  to  represent. 

Sir,  the  citizens  or  Alabama  hare  looked  forwarri,  with 
the  most  anxious  solicitude,  to  this  session  of  Congress, 
for  a  redress  of  burdens  imposed  by  an  unjust  and  un- 
authorized system  of  taxation. 

They  have  approached  this  body,  time  after  time,  with 
memorial  after  memorial^  and  remoiutranoe  after  remon- 


strance, representing  the  impolitic,  unwise,  and  unjust 
course  pursued  in  relation  to  the  tariff;  they  have  looked 
forward  to  the  period,  which  has  now  arrived,  when  the 
national  debt  is  abotit  to  be  extinct,  as  the  most  favorable 
era  in  our  history,  as  one  which  could  not  fail  to  afford  re- 
lief from  a  system  so  gulling,  ruinous,  and  destructive;  and 
shall  these  fond  anticipations  be  disappointed^  Will  not 
the  conciliatory  terms  proposed  for  a  compromise  by  the 
honorable  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  [Mr,  Hatxk,]  in 
that  able,  convincing,  and,  I  may  add,  unanswered  &nd 
unanswerable  argument,  and  which  have  been  acceded  to 
by  everjT  other  gentleman  who  has  spoken  on  the  same 
side  of  th»  question,  be  received  in  that  amicable  and  paci- 
fic spirit  which  prompted  them^ 

1  regret  that  the  honorable  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  WiLKivs]  has  so  soon  shown  a  disposition  to  retract 
the  feelinr  evinced  on  that  occasion  to  meet  the  honorable 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  upon  a  fkir,  compromising 
ground.  1  trust  it  has  not  been  the  resolutions  adof^ted 
by  his  State,  on  this  subject,  which  have  changed  his  dis- 
po«tion  to  mete  out  equal  and  impartial  justice  to  his 
Southern  brethren. 

[Mr.  WELKINS  rose,  and  said  that  he  had  not  retracted 
the  feeling  evinced  on  that  occasion,  and  still  desired  that  a 
compromise  might  be  effected.  Mr.  MOORE,  in  reply, 
expressed  his  gratification  at  learning  that  he  had  been 
misinformed  as  to  tlie  gentleman's  views  on  this  point,  and 
fervently  hoped  that  the  question  would  be  discussed  in 
such  a  spirit  of  conciliation  as  to  ensure,  finally,  a  decision 
that  would  be  satisfiu^tory  to  all  parties.] 

Where,  sir,  sud  Mr.  M.,  is  that  mutual  forbearance  and 
concession,  that  God-like  spirit,  which  pervaded  the  coun- 
cils of  this  nation  in  the  formation  of  this  Union,  and  in  the 
establishment  of  the  federal  constitution^  Where,  sir,  is 
that  high  and  sacred  flame  of  patriotism,  which,  when  the 
opposing  and  eonflicting  interests  of  the  different  sections 
of  this  Union  threatened,  yea,  sir,  awfully  threatened,  its 
dismemberment,  prompted  the  honorable  Senator  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat]  to  throw  himself  in  the  breach  to 
preserve  its  integrity?  (f  mean  the  Missouri  question.) 
Then,  the  qiiestion  which  divided  parties  ^rts  the  slave* 
holding  States,  and  the  non-slaveholding  States.  Nov,  it 
is  north  and  south  of  the  Potomac  river;  or,  to  my  n^^ 
a  more  appropriate  distinction  is,  the  portion  who  receive 
bountied,  and  the  portion  who  pay  them.  For  it  cannot 
be  disguised,  that,  fiar  the  last  ten*  or  fifteen  years,  the 
means  and  substance  of  the  Southern  people  have,  under 
the  tariff  exactions  and  the  internal  improvement  ^stem, 
been  dragged  from  them,  for  the  benefit  of  other  sections,  in 
a  current  as  bold,  as  rapid,  and  unceasing  as  that  of  the  ma- 
jestic Mississippi;  until  we  are  reduced  to  the  most  wretch- 
ed state,  and  the  Ust  possible  point  of  suffering.  Sir,  the 
picture  drawn  by  other  gentlemen  on  the  same  side  of  this 
question  presents  a  fiuthfol  portrait  of  the  depressed  con- 
dition of  the  planting  and  agricultural  interest  in  Alabama, 
except,  indeed,  in  the  latter  there  is  a  deeper  gldbm,  if  pos- 
sible, hanging  over  this  interest.  This  unfortunate  section 
of  country  presents  precisely  the  counterpart  to  that 
beautiful  description  of  the  high  state  of  prosperity,  drawn 
by  the  honorable  Senator  firom  Kentucky,  of  the  condition 
of  other  sections.  While  I  was  charmed  by  the  eloquence 
of  the  honorable  Senator,  in  his  virid  descripton  of  the 
prosperity  of  these  the  much  favored  sections  of  this 
Union,  I  was  appalled  and  astonished  at  the  contrast  be- 
tween the  condition  of  these,  and  the  actual  gloomy  con- 
dition of  the  entire  face  of  the  country  in  my  own  mucii 
beloved  State.  ^ 

From  wfattt  sou^ee,  let  me  ask,  does  this  high  state  of 
prosperity  emanate.^  Not  from  natural  advantages,  con- 
peoted  with  superior  soil,  climate,  salubrious  «r,  or  vatcr; 
for  in  these  we  believe  the  God  of  nature  has  been  as  boun- 
tiful to  us  as  to  any  other  class  of  citixens  in  any  other 
qtiarter  of  the  gkie. 
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But  thi^  state  of  things  is  to  be  ascribed  to  artificial  ad- 
vantages. It  is  much  better  that  the  Eastern  and  North- 
em  States,  inciading  the  non-slaveholding  States,  should 
have  the  power,  for  we  deny  the  right,  to  tax  our  slave 
labor  at  their  own  discretion,  than  to  own  our  slaves  them- 
selves-—«nd  this  is  the  advantage  they  possess  by  a  union 
of  interest  on  this  question. 

Permit  roe,  Mr.  President,  to  attempt  to  illustrate  this 
injustice,  by  stating  what  I  deem  to  be  a  fair  and  correct 
history  of  the  case. 

The  cotton  planter  either  takes  his  produce  to  market, 
or  his  merchant  does  it  for  him,  (the  result  is  the  same,) 
and  returns  with  articles  which  suit  his  convenience:  and 
it  will  not  be  denied  but  these  are  as  much  his  own  pro- 
perty and  the  produce  of  his  own  labor,  as  the  manufac- 
tured article  is  the  property  and  product  of  the  manufac- 
turer; but  here  the  Government  steps  in,  and  says  to  the 
agriculturist,  we  demand  of  your  stock  forty  per  cent. 
For  what  purpose?  replies  the  planter.  Is  it  for  the  sup- 
port of  Government?  No— the  public  debt  is  discharged, 
and  we  have  an  overflowing  treasury;  but  there  are  some 
wdaltliy  owners  of  large  sugar  plantations  in  Louisiana, 
some  cotton  and  woollen  factories  in  the  Eastern  and 
Northern  States,  some  wealthy  owners  of  iron  works  in  New 
Jersey  and  Pennsylvania,  salt  works  and  salt  factories,  and 
some  cotton  bagging  factories  in  Kentucky;  they  are  all  in  a 
high  state  of  prosperity,  it  is  true,  but  they  are  not  satisfied, 
and  it  is  for  their  benefit  we  demand  of  you  this  tribute  and 
Ux. 

Is  it  a  matter  of  surprise,  then,  that  the  South  should 
feel  deeply  and  sensibly  upon  this  subject — ^that  such  op- 
pression should  fill  the  entire  South  with  indignation?  For, 
let  gentlemen  not  deceive  themselves  upon  this  subject. 
Tltis  is  the  feeling  and  doctrine  of  patriotism;  ami,  as  has 
justly  and  eloquently  been  said  by  my  honorable  friend 
from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Millxk,]  it  is  the  whig  doc- 
trine, it  is  the  spirit  which  animated  our  fathers  in  resist- 
ing British  tyranny  and  British  oppression.  It  is  the  voice 
of  seventy-six.  Sir,  it  is  the  doctrine  of  the  entire  South, 
except,  h)deed,  a  small  poKion,  where  the  soil  is  adapted 
to  the  culture  of  the  sugar  cane;  and  this  circumstance  is 
thought  sufficient  to  justify  a  system  of  legal  oppression 
which  demands  a  portion  of  the  hard  earnings  of  their 
neighbor  for  their  own  private  emolument. 

Mr.  President,  the  time  has  nearly  arrived,  when  long- 
er to  submit  will  cease  to  be  a  virtue.  It  is  due  to  the 
oppressed,  and  to  posterity,  that  this  question  should  be 
now  met,  and  that  this  system  of  inequality  of  taxation, 
this  restraint  upon  our  natural  and  inherent  rights,  should 
receive  the  firm  and  united  resistance  of  freemen. 

Mr.  President,  the  honorable  Senator  from  Rhode  Island, 
[Sir.  Hob  BINS,]  in  his  argument  on  Friday  last,  contend- 
ed that  "it  was  impossible  that  the  Southern  planters 
could  pay  any  portion  of  the  duties  on  the  articles  consum- 
ed by  the  Northern  manufacturers,  and  added,  that  nothing 
short  of  necromancy  could  convince  him  that  he  did  not 
himself  pay  the  tax  on  his  penknife  in  his  pocket." 

Now  we  think,  without  dealing  in  the  black  arts,  that 
we  can  convince  the  gentleman  that  this  thing  is  quite 
possible.  He  admits  that  the  people  of  the  tariff  States 
do  actually  consume  a  hirge  portion  of  foreign  goods  re- 
ceived in  exchange  for  Southern  productions. 

If,  as  he  says,  the  duty  lessen  the  price,  then,  of  course, 
the  planter,  or  the  merchant,  who  is  his  agent  in  this 
transaction,  cannot  get  back  any  part  of  the  tax;  but  if  the 
duty  is  added  to  the  price,  then  the  manufacturer  takes 
care  to  indemnify  himself  for  any  duty  he  may  pay  on  the 
foreign  article  in  the  increased  price  of  his  manufactures 
with  which  he  pays  the  planter. 

Let  us  take  the  case  of  the  knife.  We  will  suppose 
the  duty  on  penknives,  with  charges,  profits,  &c.  to  be 
equal  to  fifty  per  cent,  on  the  cost.  A  Southern  plan- 
ter sends  to  England  cotton  to  the  value  of  one  hundred 
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dollars,  and  receives  in  return  one  hundred  dollars  worth 
of  English  penknives,  on  which  he  has  to  pay  duties,  &c. 
amounting  to  fifiy  dollars  more;  he  sells  these  penknives 
to  Northern  manufacturers,  and  the  Senator  from  Bhode 
Island  gets  one  of  them.  If  the  price,  as  the  gentleman 
contends  on  the  other  side,  is  not  mcreased  by  the  duty, 
then  the  fifty  dollars  paid  in  duties  and  charges  must  be 
lost  to  the  planter,  and  the  manufocturers  will  pay  no  tax 
at  all  on  their  penknives.  But  if  the  penknives  can  be 
sold  to  them  for  the  full  price  of  one  hundred  and  fifty 
dollars,  in  what,  let  us  ask,  ao  the  manufacturers  pay  us  for 
these  articles?  Perhaps  in  cottons,  woollens,  or  iron,  enjoy- 
ing a  protection  of  from  fifty  to  one  hundred  per  cent. ;  and 
our  New  England  brethren  must  have  lost  some  portion 
of  that  wit  for  which  all  the  world  gives  them  credit,  if  they 
cannot  work  the  matter  so  as  to  put  upon  their  cloth  an 
increased  price  fblly  sufficient  to  cover  any  tax  they  have 
to  pay  on  the  penknives. 

If  the  duty  is  added  to  the  price  of  the  knives,  so  will 
the  duty  be  added  to  the  price  of  foreign  cloths,  and  the 
price  of  these  forei^i  goods  will  be  a  standard  by  which 
the  manufacturer  will  fix  the  price  of  his  domestic  goods; 
so  that,  in  the  long  run,  the  Southern  planter  will,  directly 
or  indirectly,  have  to  pay  the  duty  on  very  nearly  so  much 
of  the  foreign  articles  as  may  be  received  in  exchange  for 
his  cotton,  rice,  and  tobacco,  no  matter  by  whom  they 
may  be  consumed.  If,  in  this  calculation,  the  gentleman 
will  only  substitute  one  hundred  and  fifty  cents  for  one 
hundred  and  fifty  dollars,  he  will  probably  have  the  price 
of  his  own  penknife,  (if  it  has  not  been  one  furnished  by 
Uncle  Sam.)  And  if  one  dollar  be  the  price,  and  fifty 
cents  the  tax,  and  he  has  paid  for  it  out  of  the  profits  of  a 
Rhode  Island  factory,  it  is  quite  possible  that  I,  or  some 
of  my  neighbors,  may  have  been  compelled  to  pay  the  tax 
on  his  knife.  That  a  tax,  and  a  very  hi|^  tax,  too,  has  in 
this  case  actually  been  paid  by  somebody, is  very  certain;  for 
the  honorable  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Hatnb] 
has  handed  to  me  two  penknives,  fumishe<l  him  by  some 
respectable  merchant,  the  one  of  English,  the  other  of 
American  manufacture;  the  former  costing  in  England  9». 
3d.  sterling  a  dozen,  and  standing  the  importer  $3  09  9, 
dozen,  (including  duties  and  charges,)  while  the  wholesale 
price  of  the  American  manufacture  is  ^  50  a  dozen;  and 
yet  I  think  any  one  who  will  examine  them,  will  agree 
with  rae  that  the  English  knife,  which  is  twenty-five  per 
cent,  cheaper,  is  by  far  the  better  article. 

Sir,  take  notice  that  the  good  old  buck  horn  handle, 
there  is  the  English  knife.  Now,  sir,  we  have  seen  in 
what  manner  our  Northern  brethren  are  indemnified  for 
any  duty  they  may  be  compelled  to  pay  upon  their  pen- 
knives, or  any  other  article  of  foreign  importation.  But 
where  is  the  indemnity  for  the  Southern  planter?  It  b 
well  known  that  we  cannot  now,  nor  ever  can,  become 
manu&cturers;  nature  has  forbidden  it.  The  tax,  there- 
fore, which  you  require  from  us,  is  equivalent  to  dragging 
that  amount  from  our  pockets,  in  order  to  put  it  into  the 
pockets  of  others. 

And  what,  sir,  is  this  American  system,  in  another  point 
of  view?  It  is  one  by  which  you  say  to  the  poor  man  in 
his  cabin,  that  he  shall  pay  an  exorbitant  tax  for  the  salt 
put  in  his  bread,  the  sugar  and  coffee  with  which  he 
suppHes  a  sick  family,  the  coat  which  he  wears  himself, 
the  flannels  with  which  he  clothes  his  wife  and  children, 
the  hats  which  «over  their  heads,  his  axe,  his  plough,  hoe, 
and  other  utennla  with  which  he  cultivates  his  crop. 
These,  sir,  are  <*  the  rich  blessings, '^  so  much  lauded  by 
the  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat,]  and 
the  consequence  is,  that  the  Southern  and  agricultunl 
portion  of  the  country,  the  real  yeomanry  of  the  South, 
are  made  the  **  hewers  of  wood  and  drawers  of  water"  for 
other  sections. 

But  tlie  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat] 
says,  *'  as  we  have  a  full  treasury,  and  taxes  not  needed. 
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he  is  willinr  to  reduce  them" — but  in  what  manner .M  the  Government,  to  its  own  injury,  and  the  injury  of  its 


Why,  by  applying  a  remedy  which  is  worse  than  the  disease. 

He  proposes  to  reduce  the  duties  upon  teas,  silks, 
wines,  velvets,  &c.-»articles  of  luxury,  which  are  con- 
sumed by  the  rich  only,  and  aristocratic  nabobs,  and  leave 
the  duties  upon  articles  of  prime  necessity,  such  as  enter 
into  the  consumption  of  every  man,  as  they  are  now,  the 
eiFectof  which  will  be  to  increase  the  protection;  to  rivet 
this  system,  in  its  most  odious  form,  upon  us,  to  the  end 
of  time;  to  throw  the  entire  burdens  of  the  Government 
upon  the  South;  to  coerce  bounties  to  enrich  the  manu- 
fi^turers,  and  exempt  the  manufacturing  States  theq,  as 
they  are  now,  from  contributing  their  due  proportion  to 
the  support  of  G  )vernment.  And  this,  sir,  is  the  scheme 
from  which  we  are  to  receive  such  rich  blessings.  May 
God,  in  his  infinite  mercy,  avert  it  from  us. 

But  the  honorable  Senator  asks,  "  why  should  not  a 
poor  man  be  permitted  to  regale  himself  with  a  social 
glass  of  wine  occasionally,  as  well  as  the  rich?  And  why 
fhould  not  the  poor  man's  daughter  and  wife  be  permitted 
to  clad  themselves  in  a  silk  gr^^n,  at  least  in  going  to 
church  on  the  Lord's  day,  as  well  as  the  rich?" 

Now,  sir,  the  obvious  answer  to  all  this  is,  that,  being 
plain,  country  people,  finding  the  pressure  of  the  times  so 
hard  that  they  cannot  make  buckle  and  tongue  meet, 
that,  with  the  most  intense  labor  and  industry,  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  year  will  not  meet  the  orcUnary  expenses 
and  disbursements  thereof,  they  are,  therefore,  compelled 
to  submit  to  many  privations,  and  they  think  they  can 
better  dispense  wiUi  the  tea,  the  wine,  the  silk  gown,  and 
the  prunelle  shoes,  than  to  be  deprived  of  a  little  salt, 
sugar,  and  coffee,  a  warm  coat,  flannels,  and  farming 
utensils.  And,  sir,  I  request  the  honorable  Senator  to  tell 
me  which  class  of  articles  the  honest  yeomanry  of  the 
country  can  beat  dispense  with  the  use  (»f— those  acknow- 
ledged to  be  articles  of  luxury,  which  the  poor  do  not 
want,  and  which  are  intended  only  for  the  mouths  and 
backs  of  a  proud  and  pampered  aristocracy,  or  those  of 
such  absolute  necessity  that  nature  caunot  subsist,  nor 
agricultural  pursuits  be  carried  on,  without  them. 

I  will  not  yet  believe  but  the  honorable  Senator  and  his 
friends  will  see  the  propriety  of  relaxing  in  this  measure, 
and  making  some  concession  to  the  wounded  feelings  and 
just  claims  of  the  South.  Let  me  tell  the  honorable  gentle- 
men, that  they  will  urge  in  vain  that  this  system  is  of  bene- 
fit to  the  Southern  people,  and  that  we  are  incapable  of 
appreciating  its  value.  I  hope  gentlemen  will  not  longer 
add  to  injury  and  oppression  the  insult  of  supposing  that 
we  do  not  understand  our  own  interest. 

We  were  informed  by  the  honorable  Senator,  in  1824, 
as  we  have  been  now,  that  to  give  protection  to  home 
industry,  would,  in  a  few  years,  create  competition,  and 
thus  reduce  the  price  of  articles  protected — but  one  ounce 
of  experience  on  this  subject  is  worth  pounds  of  theory. 
And  experience  proves  that  these  calculations  and  antici- 
pations have  been  entirely  unfounded  and  fallacious. 

But  we  are  indebted  to  the  honorable  Senator  from 
Maine,  [Mr.  Holxks,]  for  one  particular  instance  of  the 
marked  attention  and  liberality  of  the  Government  to  tlie 
ag^'ictiltural  interest.  That  honorable  gentleman  has  in- 
formed the  Senate,  '*that  much  has  been  done  for  this  inter- 
est in  great  facilities  afforded  to  purchasers  of  pub  He  lands. " 
Can  the  hotuirable  Senator  be  serious  in  this  position? 

By  an  official  document  which  has  been  furnished  this 
body,  it  appears  there  are  in  the  Western  and  Southwest- 
ern States  one  hundred  and  forty-one  thousand  three 
hundred  and  thirty-nine  persons  without  a  foot  of  land, 
and  the  Government  holding  millions  of  acres,  which  have 
been  in  market  from  five  to  fifteen  years,  at  a  minimum 
price,  so  high  that  no  man  can  or  will  purdhase.*     Sir, 

•Ohio  i7,2SS,  Indiana  13,4S5,  IinnoiB0,2S0,Mi<is«>uri  10,113,  Alaba- 
ma  39,39S,  Misam^ippi  S.S05,  i.uai«iana  3,46S,  Plorirta  1,904,  Michigfan 
OSJ.    Tout  141,339.    TiHrre  wvrcnorciunit  from  Arkanaan. 


citizens,  hugs  the  public  domain  as  a  miser  or  Shy  lock 
would  his  strong  box,  when'no  other  Government,  except 
this,  the  most  free  on  earth,  has  ever  pretended  to  view 
its  public  donaain  as  a  source  of  revenue. 

Frequent  appeals  have  been  made  to  the  liberality  of 
this  botly  in  favor  of  the  hardy  pioneers  of  tlie  West; 
frequent  memorials  have  been  presented  from  legislative 
bodies,  recommending  the  passage  of  the  bill  graduating 
the  price  of  the  public  lands,  generally  called  the  measure 
of  the  honorable  Senator  from  Missouri,  [Mr.  BisToy.] 
And  I  am  glad  to  say,  the  General  Assembly  of  the  State 
I  have  the  honor,  in  part,  to  represent,  has,  on  more  than 
one  occasion,  passed  resolves  expressive  of  the  high  sense 
of  mtitude  they  feel  to  the  honorable  Senator  for  the 
zeaJ,  exertion,  and  talent  he  has  exercised  in  endeavoring 
to  promote  this  desirable  measure. 

But,  sir,  what  has  been  the  result?  The  measure  has 
been  resisted  with  a  pertinacity  equalled  only  by  the  im- 
policy of  that  resistance;  and  honest  and  respectable 
citixens  have  been  driven  from  our  own  country  into  a 
neij^iboring  province,  where  Uiey  obtain  better  lands 
upon  better  terms. 

Mr.  President,  is  there  any  plausible  apology  for  this? 
The  public  domain  has  been  pledged  for  the  payment  of 
the  public  debt.  This  debt  is  now  liquidated,  and  the 
pledge  redeemed.  Would  it  not.  be  better  for  the  tio- 
vernment  to  •  boast  of  a  free,  happy,  and  independent 
population,  permanently  located,  improving  the  wilder- 
ness and  wild  woods;  who,  having  a  {scrmanent  interest, 
calculated  to  increase  their  attachment  and  devotion  to  the 
country,  would  constitute  them  the  most  firm  and  valuable 
defence  to  that  Government,  when  invaded  by  an  enemy, 
than  to  boast  of  countless  millions  of  acres  of  land,  to 
them  valueless? 

Sir,  I  will  not  say  that  this  illiberality  towards  the  West 
has  been  practised  upon  as  a  part  of  the  system  in  the 
tariff"  operations,  but  I  will  say  that  the  effect  of  it  has 
been  greatly  to  favor  that  interest,  and  to  check  the  growth 
and  the  prosperity  of  the  West,  and  luore  especially  so  in 
the  new  States. 

Sir,  you  place  a  minimum  price  upon  your  public  do- 
main, beyond  its  value;  and,  what  is  more  absurd  and  pre- 
posterous, is,  that  you  estimate  good  and  bad  land  at  (be 
same  price;  soil,  which  w  adapted  to  the  culture  of  sugsr 
cane,  that  which  will  produce  two  thousand  pounds  of 
cotton  to  the  acre,  and  poor  pine  barrens  and  marshy 
swamps,  are,  by  your  arrangement,  placed  at  the  same 
price,  and  in  this  way  you  deprive  the  poor  laborer  of  the 
power  or  inducement  to  purchase,  and  he  and  his  family 
are  compelled  to  enter  some  manufacturing  establishment, 
or  become  tenants  at  will,  for  a  support. 

And  yet,  in  the  view  of  tlie  honorable  Senator  from 
Maine,  **  much  has  been  done  for  the  agricuUiir^l  inte- 
rest." Sir,  it  is  our  misfortune  in  this  case,  also,  as  it  is 
in  regpird  to  the  tariff",  tHkt  we  arc  incapable  of  perceiving 
or  estimating  its  advantages. 

Another  subject  intimately  connected  with  tltc  tariit— 
yes,  its  twin  sister,  marching  side  by  side,  furnishing  food 
for  its  sustenance,  and  aid  in  placing  burdens  upon  the 
South^s  the  system  oC  internal  improvement,  by  which 
the  same  much  favored  sections  claim  the  right  to  tax  the 
Southern  people,  for  the  purpose  of  erecting  their  break- 
waters and  roads  and  canals.  Yes,  sir,  by  this  system,  » 
citizen  of  Alabama  is  nmde  to  pay  his  proportion  of  the 
tax  to  erect  the  Maysvllle  road  in  Kentucky,  which  I  >•»«* 
as  equivalent  to  a  demand  upon  our  citizens  to  take  their 
pickaxes  upon  their  shoul(ler8,and  march  with  the  United 
States'  engineer  to  Kentucky,  for  the  purpose  of  crt  cUng 
the  said  Maysville  or  some  other  road,  to  promote  the  in- 
ternal commercial  a<l vantages  of  that  particular  quft»"t«': 
But,  sir,  I  congratulate  the  citizens  of  tlie  South,  tliat  ir, 
as  has  been  intimated  by  the  honorable  Senator  from 
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Maine,  [Mr.  Hoxves,]  the  Chief  Magtstrutehas  not  used 
in  his  messag^es,  heretofore,  langnag'e  sufficiently  explicit 
as  to  his  views  in  relation  to  the  tariff,  as  regards  this 
system,  he  has  been  more  fortunate,  and  adopts  language 
which  cannot  be  mistaken,  I  think,  as  respects  his  veto 
message  upon  the  Maysville  road  bill,  and  other  similar 
projects.  The  honorable  Senator  will  agree  with  mc  that 
lie  has  been  sufficiently  plain  and  decisive;  and,  sir,  1 
cannot  but  believe,  if  the  hononible  gentleman  could  divest 
himself  of  all  partiality  for  these  darling  bantlings,  the 
tariff  and  internal  improvement  system,  that  he  would 
also  anite  with  me  in  saying,  that,  for  having  crippled,  if 
not  entirely  destroyed,  one  branch  of  this  unauthorized 
system  of  taxation,  the  President  has  given  evidence  of 
high  claims  to  the  continued  confidence  and  gratitude  of 
the  community. 

Mr.  President,  in  the  name  of  our  sacred  Union,  I  pro- 
test against  this  miscalled  American  system,  which,  con- 
trary  to  justice,  to  the  constitution  of  our  common  country, 
to  all  the  sacred  rights  of  freemen,  impo.ses  a  tax  upon 
my  constituents,  for  the  purpose  of  enriching  another 
section  of  the  Union.  It  is  an  outrage,  to  which  no  pa- 
triotism can  prompt  any  people,  claiming  to  be  free,  to 
submit,  and  which,  if  persisted  in,  will  prove  a  hazardous 
experiment,  so  long  as  there  remains  one  spark  of  that 
•pint  in  the  Southern  States,  which  resisted  the  unautho- 
rized taxation  of  the  mother  country. 

Mr.  President,  in  concluding  my  remarks,  you  will  be 
pleased  to  permit  me  to  read  some  extracts  from  a  joint 
remonstrance  of  the  General  Assembly  of  the  State  of 
Alabama,  adopted  with  great  unanimity,  sir,  in  both 
branches,  in  1828,  by  way  of  showing  how  far  the  feeHngs 
of  the  citizens  of  the  State  of  Alabama  are  in  accordance 
with  the  views  which  I  Itave  endeavored  to  declare,  as  one 
of  their  representatives. 

•*The  General  Assembly  of  Alabama,  alive  to  the 
rights  of  the  people  they  serve,  and  the  interest  of  the 
country  in  which  they  live,  (liowever  painful  the  duty,) 
feel  themselves  called  on  by  the  crisis  to  protest  most 
solemnly  against  the  principle  asserted  by  the  General 
Government  to  control  the  labor  of  the  nation,  by  protect- 
ing certain  branches  of  domestic  industry,  at  the  expense 
of  others.  We  do^  not  complain  of  the  power  to  raise 
revenue  deregulate  commerce.  These  powers  are  ex- 
pressly granted  to  preserve  the  existence  and  promote 
the  harmony  and  prosperity  of  the  Government  Nor  do 
we  complain  of  the  incidental  protection  that  may  result 
from  a  well  adjusted  **  tariff,**  imposed  on  the  importation 
of  foreign  goods,  with  a  view  to  revenue  alone,  nor  yet  of 
the  occasional  inequalities  that  must  attend  the  operation 
of  any  general  system." 

**  It  is  not  of  these  powers  that  we  complain,  but  It  is  the 
assertion  of  another,  and  a  very  different  one.  It  is  the 
assertion  of  the  power  to  impose  a  duty  on  any  article  of 
foreign  commerce,  not  because  we  want  revenue,  or  the 
reg^ilations  of  commerce,  as  such  require  improvement; 
but  because  we  want  to  exclude  the  foreign  in  favor  of  the 
domestic  fabric.  This  power  is  not  granted  in  the  constitu- 
tion, and  must  be  sustained,  if  at  all,  by  thef  pliable  doctrine 
of  implication;  and,  as  it  is  not  necessary  to  the  power  to 
raise  revenue  or  regulate  commerce,  it  cannot  be  sustained 
as  an  incidental  or  implied  power;  on  the  contrary,  it  is  a  sub- 
stantive, distinct  power,  resting  on  assumption,  and  fraught 
with  frightful  danger.  It  has  no  limit  but  the  caprice  of 
those  who  assert  its  existence,  and  is  necessarily  subject 
to  all  the  varying  views  of  supposed  convenience,  and  the 
fugitive  conceits  of  expediency.  The  unlimited  nature  of 
this  power,  and  the  dangerous  purposes  to  which  it  may 
be  applied,  render  it  odious,  and  unnt  to  mingle  in  human 
affairs.  Its  natural  offspring  is  monopoly;  and  its  natural 
tendency  is  to  divide  the  community  into  nabobs  and  pau- 
pers, to  accumulate  overgrown  wealth  in  the  hands  of  the 
few,  and  to  extend  the  poverty,  the  vices,  and  the  miseries 


of  the  many«  This  alarming  principle  leads  to  the  union 
of  the  worst  of  human  passions.  Cupidity  and  ambition* 
under  its  deleterious  influence,  admimster  to  each  other* 
at  the  expense  of  the  community.  Cupidity  will  barter 
worlds  for  money;  and  unchastened  ambition  will  filch 
from  the  poor  man's  toil  a  portion  of  its  just  reward,  to 
appease  the  cupidity  of  the  cold,  calculattng  monopolist." 

*'  Let  it  not  be  again  said,  that,  because  the  Southwest 
and  South  send  no  agents  to  beset  the  members  of  Con- 
gress, and  have  forborne  to  petition  or  remonstrate  in 
every  village,  or  to  call  a  counter  convention,  they  are  so 
recreant  to  duty,  as  to  acquiesce  in  the  proposed  oppres- 
sion. On  the  contrary,  let  it  be  distinctly  understood  thAt 
Alabama,  in  common  with  the  Southern  and  Southwestern 
States,  regards  the  power  assumed  by  the  General  Go- 
vernment to  control  her  internal  concerns,  by  protecting 
duties  beyond  the  fair  demands  of  the  revenue,  as  a  pa£ 
pable  usurpation  of  power  not  given  by  the  constitution.*' 

Mr.  1)  EN  TON,  of  Missouri,  next  rose.  The  present 
session  of  Congp*ess,  said  Mr.  B.,  was  looked  to  witn  great 
anxiety  by  the  people  of  this  Union,  as  the  one  which  was 
to  effect  a  Isi^  reduction  in  the  public  revenue,  and  an 
equitable  modification  in  the  existing  tariff.  The  people 
expected  these  things  from  us;  but  up  to  this  moment 
they  seem  to  be  in  a  fUr  way  to  be  disappointed;  for  no 
bill  has  even  yet  been  brought  in  to  accomplish  their  jual 
expectations;  and  we  are  now  well  advanc^  in  the  fourth 
month  of  the  session. 

The  President  of  the  United  States  has  certainly  per- 
formed his  part.  His  annual  message,  reoeived  by  us  in 
the  first  week  of  December,  contained  a  strong  recom- 
mendation to  this  Congress  to  reduce  the  revenue  to  the 
wants  of  the  Government,  and  to  adjust  the  duties  on  fo> 
reirn  imports  so  as  to  favor  our  national  interest  at  home, 
and  counteract  adverse  policy  from  abroad;  and  he  showed 
us,  in  the  same  message,  that  the  state  of  the  finances^ 
and  the  state  of  the  country,  required  these  things  to  be 
done,  and  to  be  done  now!  These  recommendations  will 
shield  the  President  from  censure  for  neglect  in  faihng  to 
bring  the  subject  of  the  tariff  before  us;  and  it  ought  to 
shield  him  frbm  the  imputation  of  double  dealing  on  that 
subject.  It  ought  to  sbeld  him  from  that  imputation !  For  hie 
sentiments  are  plainly  expressed,  and  are,  therefore,  intel- 
ligible. They  are  publicly  delivered,  and  are,  thereby, 
universally  known.  They  are  in  accordance  with  all  his 
"previous  acts  and  words  upon  the  tariff,  and  are,  there- 
fore, entitled  to  credit  for  candor  anH  sincerity.  I  might 
go  fiirther,  and  say  that  his  sentiments  are  in  accordance 
with  the  public  wishes  and  the  public  interests;  but  I 
will  not  presume  to  speak  for  a  nation!  I  will  speak 
for  myself  alone,  and  will  say  that  the  Prendent  has 
well  expressed  my  sentiments  in  this  recommendation, 
such  as  I  have  often  declared  them  to  the  Senate  here, 
and  to  my  constituents  at  home;  and,  this  being  the  case, 
it  is  my  duty,  still  more  than  my  inclination,  to  defend 
these  sentiments,  at  this  time,  and  in  this  place,  arraigned 
as  they  have  been  on  this  floor,  and  stigmatized  ss  ruinous 
to  the  country. 

I  am  in  favgr  of  reducing  the  revenue  to  the  wants  of 
the  Government,  not  only  for  the  reasons  which  have  been 
mentioned  by  the  President  and  by  several  Senators,  but 
for  another  reason  in  addition,  and  which  presents  itself 
to  my  mind  as  a  compact  between  the  Stales  snd  the 
Federal  Government.  We  all  know  that  the  present  form 
of  Government  grew  out  of  the  weakness  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  confederation,  and  that  the  taxing  power  was 
the  hinge  upon  which  the  change  turned.  The  Congress 
of  the  confederation  had  no  power  to  tax  the  people  of 
the  States.  It  bad  no  power  over  the  purse*  It  coiUd 
only  ask  for  money;  and  this  being  found  a  slow  may  to  ob- 
tain it,  the  power  of  taxing  was  applied  for.  Tlie  States 
refused  this  power,  because  the  Congress  might  abuse  i^ 
and  levy  too  much;  they  refused  to  vest  the  Congress  of 
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the  confederation  with  power  to  levy  duties  upon  imports, 
and  to  regukte  the  foreig^n  commerce  of  the  States,  be- 
cause they  saw  that,4n^granting  these  powers,  they  yielded 
the  unlimited  and  responsible  power  of  taxation,  and  lefl 
themselves  without  acfence  against  the  exactions  of  the 
General  Government.  They  resisted — ^they  refused.  To 
all  the  solicitations  of  Congress  they  turned  a  deaf  ear, 
and  were  inexorable.  For  ten  years  they  held  out;  but 
the  convention  of  1787  inserted  these  two  powers  in  the 
new  constitution,  and  the  States,  with  infinite  difficulty, 
were  induced  to  acquiesce;  but  that  acquiescence  was  the 
effect,  not  of  arguments,  but  of  pledges! — ^pledges  of 
that  high  and  solemn  nature  which  no  man  of  that  day 
was  permitted  to  believe  could  ever  be  violated.  As  I 
consider  this  pledge  as  a  corner-stone,  lying  at  the  foun- 
dation of  the  present  constitution,  I  will  take  care  to  esta- 
blish it  by  proof{  and  for  that  purpose  will  have  recourse 
to  the  legislative  history  of  tlie  proceedings  of  the  Con- 
gress of  the  confederation  which  led  to  the  adoption  of 
the  present  constitution,  contained  in  the  first  volume  of 
the  Laws  of  the  United  States.  I  read  from  the  Rhode 
Island  objections  to  the  application  of  Congress  for  power 
to  levy  duties  on,  and  regulate  foreign  commerce. 

Here  is  the  objection.     Listen  to  it. 

"That,  by  granting  to  Congress  a  power  to  collect 
'  moneys  from  the  commerce  of  tliese  States,  indefinitely 
'  as  to  time  and  quantity,  and  for  the  expenditure  of  which 

*  they  are  not  to  be  accountable  to  the  States,  they  would 

*  become  independent  of  thehr  constituents,  and  so  the 
'  proposed  impost  is  repugnant  to  the  liberty  of  the  United 

*  States." 

And  here  is  the  answer  to  that  objection.  listen  to  it 
Also. 

"Admitting  the  principle  of  this  objection  to  be  true, 
'  still  it  ought  to  have  no  weight  in  the  present  case,  be- 
'  cause  tliere  is  no  analogy  between  the  principle  and  the 
'  fact.  The  fund  proposed  is  sufficiently  definite  as  to 
'  time,  because  it  is  only  coextensive  with  the  existence  of 
<  the  debt  contracted,  and  to  be  contracted,  in  the  course 

*  of  the  war.     Congress  are  persuaded  that  it  is  as  remote 

*  from  the  intention  of  their  constituents  to  perpetuate 

*  tliat  debt,  as  to  extinguish  it  at  once  by  a  faithless  neglect 
.<  of  providing  the  means  to  fulfil  the  public  engagements. 

*  Their  ability  to  discharge  it  in  a  moderate  time,  can  be 
<as  little  doubted  as  their  inclination;  and  the  moment  that 
'  debt  ceases,  the  duty,  as  far  as  it  respects  the  present 

*  provision,  ceases  with  it.** 

Mark,  I  beseech  you,  Mr.  President,  the  language  of 
tliis  objection,  and  of  this  answer.  I'he  objection  is  to 
the  revenue-raising  power,  and  b  tlireefold  in  its  nature. 
1st.  Because  the  exercise  of  the  power  was  to  be  inde- 
finite as  to  time.  2d.  Because  the  revenue  to  be  raised 
was  to  be  unlimited  as  to  quantity.  3d.  Because  the 
Federal  Congress  was  to  be  unaccountable  to  the  States 
ifor  the  expenditure  of  this  revenue.  This  was  the  three- 
fold nature  of  the  objection;  and  the  conclusion,  or  infer- 
ence, from  the  whole,  was,  that  such  a  grant  of  power  was 
incompatible  with  the  liberty  of  the  States.  Now,  mark 
the  answer.  It  admits  the  conclusion  which  the  objection 
draws,  but  denies  the  premises.  It  admits  the  incompatibility 
between  the  liberty  of  the  States,  and  the  grant  of  un- 
limited and  irresponsible  power  of  taxation  in  the  Federal 
Government;  but  takes  a  distinction  between  the  princi* 
pie  and  the  fact—between  the  possession  and  the  exercise  of 
unlimited  power;  and,  while  admitting  the  tyranny  of  the 
principle,  denies  the  analogy  of  the  fact,  and  solemnly 
pledges  the  whole  faith  of  Congress  against  the  exercise  of 
the  power.  The  pledge  is  contained  in  the  solemn  declara- 
tion that  the  duties  imposed  for  the  payment  of  the  public 
debt  shall  cease  to  exist  the  moment  that  debt  is  paid! 

Such  was  the  obiection,  and  such  the  answer;  and  such 
they  continued  to  be,  in  every  stage  of  the  process,  till 


until  the  new  constitution  was  ratified  by  the  States.  I  do 
not  quote  from  each  of  these  periods,  because  it  would 
consume  time,  and  present  innumerable  repetitions  of  the 
same  thing.  But  I  will  remark,  that  the  answer  of  the 
Congress  of  1781  to  the  Rhode  Island  objections,  was 
drawn  by  the  men  who  were  the  fathers  of  the  pre- 
sent constitution.  It  was  drawn  by  General  Hamilton, 
Mr.  Madison,  and  Mr.  Fitzsimmons,  adopted  by  Congress 
unanimously,  and  promulgated  to  the  States  as  a  public 
official  act.  It  was  tlie  manifesto  of  Congress!  and  con* 
stantly  referred  to,  and  relied  upon,  until  the  constitution 
was  produced  by  the  convention  of  1787,  and  ratified  by 
the  St&tes.  Hamilton,  Madison,  and  Fitzsimmons  were  pre- 
sent at  every  scene — the  federal  convention — the  State 
conventions — the  public  press — repeating  their  pledge, 
and  going  security  for  the  new  Government  never  to  vio- 
late it.  And  thus  I  consider  a  pledg'e  to  abolish  the  du- 
ties levied  on  account  of  the  public  debt,  the  monoent  tb&t 
debt  was  to  be  paid,  to  be  a  compact  between  the  States 
and  the  Federal  Government,  and  a  condition  precedent 
agreed  upon  between  the  parties,  and  without  which  the 
unlimited  and  irresponsible  power  of  taxation  would 
never  have  been  given  to  tliis  Cong^'ess. 

Forty  years  have  passed  by — the  event  has  been  delayed 
far  beyond  the  expectations  of  the  year  1787 — but  the 
event  has  at  last  arrived,  the  public  debt  is  paid!  for  all 
legislative  purposes  it  is  now  considered  as  paid;  and 
States,  not  one,  but  many,  not  the  new  only,  but  the  old 
ones,  who  were  party  to  the  establishment  of  the  Federal 
Government — who  received  from  the  old  Congress  the 
solemn  pledge  to  abolish  duties  at  the  payment  of  the 
public  debt — these  States  now  stand  before  you,  and  de- 
mand the  redemption  of  that  pledge:.  Sixteen  millions  of 
revenue  were  raised  for  the  public  debt  last  year;  the  same 
amount  is  now  levying  for  the  debt  this  year;  but  next 
year  it  will  not  be  wanted,  nor  in  any  year  tliereafter;  and 
the  abolition  of  these  sixteen  millions  is  now  demanded,  de- 
manded as  a  right,  and  that  by  nearly  one-half  tlie  States  of 
this  Union.  The  demand  is  resisted,  and  resisted  on  the 
ground  that  the  reduction  will  destroy  the  protection  due 
to  domestic  manufactures,  and  will  cover  tlie  country  with 
desolation,  and  lead  to  tlie  dissolution  of  the  Union.  Sir, 
I  pass  over  the  first  and  most  obvious  answer  to  this  ob- 
jection— the  answer  which  tells  us  that  the  private  interests 
of  the  manufacturc^rs  cannot  be  set  up  to  vacate  a  funda- 
mental compact  between  the  States  and  tlic  Federal  Go- 
vernment. I  pass  over  that  answer  which  is  in  the  nature 
of  a  demuirer,  admitting  the  fact,  and  denying  its  suffi- 
ciency. I  pass  over  that  answer,  because  I  do  not  admiti 
but  deny  the  truth  of  the  answer.  I  take  issue  upon  its 
truth';  and  mtan  to  go  to  trial  upon  the  fact  before  the 
American  people. 

I  maintain,  sir,  that  the  federal  revenue  may  be  reduced 
to  the  wants  of  the  Government,  as  recommended  in  the 
President's  message,  not  only  without  destro^'ing  domes- 
tic manufactures,  out  without  hurting  or  injuring  them  in 
the  slightest  degree.  This  is  my  assertion  1  The  proof 
find  the  demonstration  shall  follow;  for  I  know  how  insig- 
nificant it  is  to  make  bold  assertions  without  adequate 
proofs  at  hand  to  support  them.  And  here,  sir,  permit 
me  to  presume  that  I  am  a  friend  to  domestic  industiyi 
and  voted  for  the  tariff  of  1824  with  the  approbation  ol 
mjr  judgment,  and  for  that  of  1828  with  repugnance  and 
misgivings.  I  am  a  friend  to  domestic  industry,  and  mean 
to  protect  it,  accoi-ding  to  what  I  believe  to  be  the  true  ?<>• 


the  convention  of  1787  was  assembled,  and  afterwards,  I  faction  to  any  part 


licy  of  the  country,  sanctioned  by  the  constitution  and  by 
the  practice  of  the  framers  of  the  constitution.    I  *jj" 

five  protection,  as  an  incident  to  revenue;  and  this  is  the 
ind  of  protection  which  is  coeval  with  the  foundation  ol 
our  Government,  and  under  which  manufiictures  attaineo 
a  high  degree  of  importance  under  tlie  first  twenty  yc^ 
of  its  existence;  and 


id  Uiat  without  giving  the  least  dissaUs- 
of  the  Union.     As  far  back  as  the  Vfar 
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1810,  our  manufactures  bad  attained  the  annual  value  o^ 
one  hundred  and  twenty  millions  of  dollars,  (as  we  learn 
from  Mr.  Gallatin's  report — a  report  which  oug'ht  to  have 
shielded  him  from  the  reproach  which  has  been  cast  upon 
him  here!)  and  that  under  a  low  rate  of  revenue  duties, 
ranging  Irom  five  to  fifteen  per  centum.  The  same  rate 
of  protection  would  now  produce  two  hundred  and  forty 
millions  of  manufactures  annually— for  our  population  is 
doubled  since  1610.  But  it  is  not  desired  or  mtended,  by 
any  Senators  with  whom  I  am  acquainted,  to  reduce  ma- 
nufactures to  the  deg^e  of  protection  possessed  at  that 
time.  The  lowest  rate  proposed  by  the  anti-tarifT  gentle- 
men is  double  and  treble  what  it  then  was{  and,  for  my- 
self, I  shall  not  go  so  low  as  they  do. 

1  now  proceed  to  the  proof  of  my  assertion  that  the  re- 
venue may  be  reduced  to  the  wants  of  the  Government, 
without  afi*ecting  or  impairing  the  successful  progress  of 
any  manufacture.     And  here  1  would  ask,  how  many,  and 
which  are  the  articles  that  require  the  present  high  rate  ^ 
of  protection^     Certainly  not  the  cotton  manufacture;  for  ^ 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat,]  who  appears  on 
this  floor  as  the  leading  champion  of  domestic  manufac- 
tures, and  whose  admissions  of  fact  must  be  conclusive 
against  bis  arguments  of  tlieory !  this  Senator  tells  you, 
and  dwells  upon  the  disclosure  with  triumphant  exultation, 
that  American  cottons  are  now  exported  to  Asia,  and  sold 
at  a  profit  in  the  cotton  markets  c)f  C^anton  and  Calcutta! 
Surely,  sir,  our  tariff  laws  of  1824  and  1828  are  not  in 
force  in  Bengal  and  China.     And  I  appeal  to  all  mankind 
for  the  truth  of  the  inference,  that,  if  our  cottons  can  go 
to  these  countries,  and  be  sold  at  a  profit  without  any  pro- 
tection at  all,  they  can  stay  at  home,  and  be  sold  to  our 
own  citizens,  without  loss,  under  a  less  protection  tlian  SO 
and  250  per  centum!     One  fact,  Mr.  President,  is  said  to 
be  worth  a  tliousand  theories;  I  will  add  that  it  is  woKh  a 
hundred  thousand  speeches;  and  this  fact,  tliat  American 
cottons  now  traverse  the  one-half  of  the  circumference  of 
this  globe— cross  the  equinoctial  line— -descend  to  the  an- 
tipodes— seek  foreign  cottons  on  tlie  double  theatre  of 
British  and  Asiatic  competition,  and  come  off  victorious 
from  the  contest — is  a  full  and  overwhelming  answer  to 
all  the  speeches  thathave  been  made,  or  ever  can  be  made, 
in  favor  of  high  protecting  duties  on  these  cottons  at 
home.     The  only  effect  of  such  duties  is  to  cut  off  con- 
sumption— ^to  CTeate  monopoly  at  home — to  enabje  our 
manu&cturers  to  sell  their  goods  higher  to  their  own  chris- 
tian fellow-citizens,  than  to  the  pagan  worshippers  of  Fo 
and  of  Brahma!  to  enable  the  inhabitants  of  the  Ganges 
and  the  Burrampooter  to  wear  American  cottons  upon 
cheaper  terms  than  the  inhabitants  of  the  Ohio  and  Mis- 
sissippi.    And  every  Western  citizen  knows  the  fact,  that 
when  these  shipments  of  American  cottons  were  making 
to  the  extremities  of  Asia,  the  price  of  these  same  cottons 
was  actually  raised  20  and  25  per  cent,  in  all  the  towns  of 
the  West:  with  this  further  difl'erence  to  our  prejudice, 
that  we  can  only  pay  for  them  in  money,  while  the  inha- 
bitants of  Asia  make  payment  in  the  products  of  their 
own  country. 

This  is  what  tlie  gentleman's  admission  proved;  but  I  do 
nut  come  here  to  argue  upon  admissions,  whether  candid, 
or  unguarded,  of  the  adversary  speakers.  1  kbring  my 
own  tacts  and  proofs;  and,  really,  sir,  1  have  a  mind  to 
complain  that  the  gentleman's  admission  about  cottons 
has  crippled  the  rorce  of  my  argument — that  it  has 
weakened  its  effect,  by  letting  out  half  at  a  time,  and  de- 
stroyed its  novelty,  by  an  anticipated  revelation.  The 
truth  is,  I  have  this  fact  (that  we  exported  domestic  cot- 
tons) treasured  up  in  my  magazine  of  argument,  and  in- 
tended to  produce  it  at  the  proper  time,  to  show  that  we 
exported  thisarticle»  not. to  Canton  and  Calcutta  alone, 
but  to  all  quarters  of  the  globe;  not  a  few  cargoes  only, 
'  by  way  of  experiment,  but  in  great  quantities,  as  a  regu- 
lar- trade  to  the  amount  of  »  million  and  a  quarter  of  dol- 


lars annually;  and  that,  of  this  amount,  no  less  than  for^ 
thousand  dollars  worth  in  the  year  1830  had  done  what 
the  combined  fleets  and  armies  of  the  world  could  not  do; 
it  had  scaled  the  rock  of  Gibraltar,  penetrated  to  the  heart 
of  the  British  garrison,  taken  possession  of  his  Britannic 
Majesty's  soldiers,  bound  their  arms,  leg^  and  bodies,  and 
strutted  in  triumph  over  the  ramparts  and  batteries  of  that 
inattackable  fortress;  and  now,  sir,  I  will  use  no  more  of 
the  gentleman's  admissions.  I  will  draw  upon  my  own 
resources;  and  will  show  nearly  the  whole  list  of  our  do- 
mestic manufactures  to  be  in  the  same  flourishing  condi- 
tion with  cottons  actually  going  abroad  to  seek  competi- 
tion, witliout  protection,  in  every  foreign  clime,  and 
contending  victoriously  with  foreign  manufiictures  wher- 
ever they  can  encounter  them.  I  read  from  the  custom- 
house returns  of  1830— the  last  that  has  been  printed. 
Listen  to  it! 


Domesiic  Manufaeiurea  exported  in  1830. 


Soap  and  taUow  candles 

Leather  boots  and  shoes 

Household  furniture  - 

Coaches  and  carriages 

Hats    .... 

Saddlery         ... 

Wax   .  -  - 

Spirits  from  grain,  beer,  ale,  &c. 

Snuff  and  tobacco,  (manufactured) 

Linseed  oil  and  spirits  of  turpentine 

Cordage  ... 

Iron,  pig,  bar,  and  nails 

Castings  of  iron  -  • 

All  manufactures  of  iron        • 

Spirits  from  molasses 

Sugar,  refined  • 

Gunpowder    -  -  - 

Copper  and  brass,  (manufactured) 

Medical  drugs  . 

Printed  and  colored  cotton  g^ods 

White  cotton  goods    - 

Nankeen  cottons 

Twist,  yarn»  and  thread  do. 

All  other  manufactures  of  cotton 

Wearing  apparel 

Combs  and  buttons    - 

Umbrellas  and  parasols 

Leather  and  morocco  skins    - 

Printing  presses  and  types     - 

Books  and  maps 

Paper  and  other  stationery     - 

Paints  and  varnish 

Vinegar  .  -  - 

Earthen  and  stone  ware 

Glass  ... 

Artificial  flowers 

Molasses  ... 

Trunks  ... 

Salt,  (domestic) 


$619,238 

338,603 

239,463 

51,130 

309,362 

36,651 

153,666 

225,327 

246,747 

35,039 

4,135 

96,183 

35,408 

177,876 

49,798 

193,084 

128,625 

36,601 

92,154 

61,800 

964,196 

1,093 

24,744 

266,350 

102,277 

124,589 

25,796 

70,968 

10,261 

32,004 

40,334 

13,716 

6,699 

2,773 

60,280 

13,707 

3,968 

6,654 

22,978 


This  is  the  list  of  domestic  manufactures  exported  to 
foreign  countries.  It  comprehends  the  whole,  or  nearly 
the^  whole,  of  tliat  long  catalogue  of  items  which  the  Se- 
nator from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat]  read  to  us  on  the  second 
day  of  his  discourse;  and  shows  the  whole  to  be  gAng 
abroad,  witliout  a  shadow  of  protection,  to  seek  compe- 
tion,  in  foreign  markets,  with  the  foreign  goods  of  all 
the  world.  The  list  of  articles  I  have  read,  contains  near 
fifty  varieties  of  mi^ufiictures,  (and  I  have  omitted  many 
minor  articles,)  amounting,  in  value,  to  near  six  millions  of 
dollars!  And  now  behold  the  diversity  of  human  reason- 
ing! The  Senator  from  Kentucky  exhibits  a  list  of  arti- 
cles manufactured  in  the  United  States,  and  argues  tliat 
the  slightest  diminution  in  the  enormous  protection  tliey 
now  enjoy,  will  overwhelm  the  whole  in  ruin,  and  cover 
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the  land  with  desolation.  I  exhibit  the  same  list,  and 
argfue  that  these  articles  can  bear,  without  injury,  a  very 
considerable  diminution.  He  says,  if  there  is  the  least 
diminution,  foreigners  will  come  here  and  undersell  them; 
1  say,  no,  because  these  articles  now  go  abroad,  and  un- 
dersell foreigners,  in  foreign  markets,  without  a  particle 
of  protection.  This  is  the  difference  in  our  reasoning*, 
for  our  facts  are  the  samet  and  which  is  rig^t,  I  leave  to 
the  common  sense  of  all  mankind  to  say. 

I  do  not  propose  to  comment,  item  by  item,  on  all  the 
articles  contained  in  this  list.  I  have  read  it  in  detail,  and 
leave  the  reflections  which  the  reading  suggests  to  the 
understandings  of  others.  A  few  items  only  I  will  ex- 
amine, for  the  purpose  of  exemplifying  my  own  opinion 
of  the  tariff,  and  oi^  the  kind  of  modification  it  ought  to 
receive.  In  some  instances,  the  manufacture  is  so  gene- 
rally diffused,  and  the  price  reduced  so  low  by  domestic 
competition,  that  the  duty  is  a  dead  letter,  giving  no  pre- 
ference to  the  artisan,  adding  no  increase  of  price  to  the 
purchaser;  and,  in  such  cases,  no  practical  man  should 
trouble  himself  about  the  duty.  In  other  instances,  tlie 
domestic  supply  is  far  from  being  equal  to  the  demand; 
large  foreign  supplies  must  be  procured,  and  the  duty  on 
the  foreign  articles  is  paid  by  the  consumer;  in  such 
instances,  there  ought  to  be  a>  reasonable  reduction.  In 
other  instances,  aguin,  the  duty  enables  a  few  to  engross 
the  domestic  market,  and  to  exact  extortionate  prices, 
where,  in  fact,  no  duty  is  necessary  at  all  to  give  them  a 
fair  profit;  and,  in  stich  cases,  the  duty  should  he  abo- 
lished. In  other  instances,  the  foreign  article  has  no 
rival  or  substitute  manufactured  in  the  United  States;  and, 
in  such  cases,  the  foreign  article  should  be  freed  from 
duty.  I  do  not  now  travel  over  the  list  to  exemplify  these 
positions;  the  time  will  come  for  that  exemplification 
when  we  arrive  at  the  details  of  the  bill.  I  will  take  two 
items  only  to  illustrate  some  part  of  my  meaning,  namely, 
iron  and  salt.  The  list  shows  a  large  exportation,  up- 
wards of  $300,000  worth  of  domestic  iron,  and  its  manu- 
factures. Turning  to  the  detailed  statement  from  which 
this  summary  list  is  'compiled,  and  we  find  this  entry  under 
the  head  of  nails — 

"To Cuba,  1,030,376  lbs.— val^^e  $61,216." 

Now,  sir,  let  any  person  who  can  work  a  sum  in  the 
golden  rule  of  thi'ee,  calculate  the  price  of  these  nails  per 
pound,  lie  will  find  it  to  be  less  than  six  cents;  and  whether 
these  exported  nails  consisted  of  au  assortment,  which  is 
most  probable,  or  were  all  of  the  lowest  price,  which  is 
impossible  to  believe,  it  will  turn  out  that  American  nails 
are  exported  for  less  than  they  are  sold  at  home:  for  it  is 
incontestable  that  the  people  of  the  West  pay  more  than 
six  cents  a  pound  for  their  nails. 

The  list  also  contains  this  item — 

••Salt, $22,378.»' 

Turning  to  the  detailed  statement,  and  we  find  that  this 
salt  of  domestic  manufacture  goes  to  Canada,  actually  goes 
'  into  his  Britannic  Majesty's  dominions,  where  British  salt 
comes  free  of  duty,  and  where  it  has  to  contend  with  that 
salt,  upon  its  own  territory*,  and  without  a  particle  of  pro- 
tection. Now,  why  not  contend  with  it  also  at  home, 
upon  our  territories,  upon  the  same  terms ^  It  can  cer- 
tainly stand  the  competition  better  at  home  than  abroad. 
W*iy,  then,  does  it  want  protection  at  home?  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, anotlier  opportunity  will  present  itself  for  gt)ing  at 
large  into  the  whole  question  of  the  salt  tax;  but  I  can- 
not permit  this  opportunity — so  forcibly  presented  by  the 
actual  view  of  American  salt  exported  to  the  British  do- 
minions'—to pass  by,  without  unfolding  the  peculiar  opera- 
tion of  the  tarifl'  laws  upon  this  article  of  universal  and 
prime  necessity.  I  WiU  make  a  brief  exposition  of  this 
cruel  operation;  and,  first,  we  will  see  the  quantity  and 
value  of  foreign  salt  imported  into  the  United  States,  as 
shown  in  tlie  custom-house  returns  of  1830. 


Quantity,  value,  and  jprice,  per  butkti,  CofS^  lbs.  J  eftalt 
imported  into  the  United  SMet,  fcr  the  year  1«30. 


Frico 

Bafhelib 

Value. 

fier 

From  tlie    Swedish  West 

Indies, 

6,278 

$500 

8 

Danish  West  Indies, 

34,3J3 

2,656 

11 

'  Dutch  West  Indiea, 

95,483 

7,306 

7| 

England, 

3,083,347 

469,711 

15J 

Scotland, 

1,575 

293 

18fi 

Ireland, 

56,798 

11,556 

20l 

Gibraltar, 

37,360 

4,146 

Hi 

British  West  Indies, 

705,526 

65,618 

n 

British  American 

Colonies,     - 

3,926 

1,583 

40| 

Other  British  Colo- 

nies,   -        -        - 

16,203 

1,250 

n 

France,  on  the  Me- 

diterranean, 

86,582 

6,772 

H 

Hayti,     - 

7,460 

962 

12J 

Spain,   on    the  At- 

lantic, 

436,690 

29,665 

6i 

Spain,  on  the  Medi- 

• 

terranean,   - 

86,372 

7,574 

8| 

Cuba,     -        -        - 

17,296 

6,849 

39| 

Other  Spanish  West 

Indies, 

607 

50 

H 

Portugal, 

620,188 

49,621 

8 

Fayal  and    other 

As^ores, 

6,489 

835 

12i 

Cape  de  Verd  Islands, 

6^682 

510 

ri 

Sicily,     -        -        - 

15,375 

569 

H 

Italy  and  Malta, 

35,915 

2,007 

5if 

Trieste    and   other 

Adriatic  ports,    - 

9,363 

310 

31 

Turkey,  Levant,  and 

E?ypt.      -      - 

8,588 

907 

lOJ 

Mexico, 

157 

86 

iM 

Colombia, 

1,000 

200 

10 

Brazil,    - 

1,647 

173 

10* 

West    Indies  gene- 

1 

rally. 

2,906 

300 

m 

5,374,046 

671,970 

In  this  list,  sir,  behold  the  import  price— the  fii-st  cost— 
of  all  the  variety  of  salt  imported  into  the  United  Stites. 
See  the  pure,  natural,  crystallized,  sun-made  salt,^  which 
comes  from  Spain,  Portugal,  France,  and  the  West  in- 
dies, costing  seven,  eight,  or  nine  cents  a  bushel.    See 
that  which  comes  from  the  coasts  and  the  islands  of  the 
Mediterranean,  and  the  head  of  the  Adria^c  sea,  and 
which  is  eqtially  pure,  strong,  and  good,  costing  no  inorc 
than  three,  four,  five,  and  six  cents  a  bushel.    Then  looK 
at  the  price  of  this  salt  in  the  seaport  towns,  generally 
ranging  between  forty  and  fifty  bents  a  bushel;  look  a 
the  price  of  the  same  salt  in  the  interior  of  the  countrjj 
when  sold  to  the  farmer,  and  observe  this  price  increased 
to  about  one  dollar,  and  the  bushel  reduced  to  fifVy  pownds; 
observe  these  thifigs,  and  tell  me  the  reason  of  ^'?^**^5^ 
sive,  this  monstrous,  this  astonishing^  disproportion  o- 
tween  the  import  and  the  retail  price.     Look  at 
respective  prices  of  the  English  fire-made  salt,  »"° JJ^^ 
natural  sun-made  salt,  which  comes  fttJrti  *^*^"?y.°-_-» 
countries,  and  tell  me  the  reason  why  that  which  «wj 
double,  and  is  worth  but  half  as  much  as  the  other,     ,^ 
for  about  the  same  price  in  our  market.    Tell  nic  w  . 
is  that  all  qualities  are  levelled,  and  all  prices  ^'^'' 
the  same  standard,  and  profits  of  four  or  fivchundrea  p 
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centum  exacted  on  some  descriptions  of  italt.  Sir, 
I  will  tell  you  the  reasons  of  all  these  enormities,  and 
I  will  prove  it  to  you  besides.  It  is  the  tariff  wiiich  dues 
it!  It  is  the  tariff,  which,  giving  birth  to  a  ruce  of  re- 
graters  in  Uie  seaports,  and  monopolizers  in  the  interior, 
throws  all  the  foreign  salt  into  the  hands  of  one  set,  and 
all  the  domestic  salt  into  the  hands  of  the  other;  and  en- 
ables the  two  classes  to  fix  their  own  prices,  and  to  exact 
what  they  please  for  every  variety  of  the  article,  without 
regard  to  the  difference  in  cost  or  quality. 

The  tariff  does  it,  and  this  is  the  process:  A  vessel  ar- 
rives from  the  dominions  of  a  foreign  Power  with  salt. 
Before  a  permit  can  be  obtained  to  land  it  on  the  soil  of 
the  Unitea  States,  the  duty  must  be  paid  in  ready  money, 
or  bond  and  security  given  to  pay  it  in  nine  montiis.  If  paiil 
in  ready  money,  the  interest  fur  nine  months  is  discounted; 
if  credit  is  taken,  the  principal  and  securities  in  the  bond 
are  all  required  to  be  citizens  of  the  United  States.  This 
is  the  law.  Now  fur  the  practical  operation  of  the  law. 
The  importer  who  has  brought  this  salt  to  sell,  and  which 
he  wishes  to  sell  at  four,  five,  six,  seven,  eight,  or  nine 
cents  a  bushel,  did  not  bring  along  witli  him  spare  cash  at 
the  mte  of  ten  centsa  busliel,  (which  Istlte  present  duty,) 
to  pay  the  American  Government  before  he  cun  sell  his 
bit  to  American  citizens.  He,  therefore,  cannot  pay  the 
duty  in  ready  money.  Credit  becomes  his  only  resource; 
and,  to  get  American  securities  to  his  bond,  the  salt  must 
be  sold  or  consigned  to  American  citizens.  This  throws  the 
whole  foreign  salt  trade  into  the  hands  of  a  few  men,  who 
make  it  their  business,  and  their  profit,  either  to  go  secu- 
rity and  take  the  salt  to  sell,  or  to  buy  it  at  once  out  of 
the  hands  of  the  importer,  and  assume  the  duties  to  the 
Government.  And  this  is  the  practical  operation  uf  tlic 
law.  Having  all  tl)e  salt  in  their  own  hands,  the  next 
thing  is  to  fix  the  price,  and  that  is  done  by  adding  the  duty 
to  the  cost*  and  putting  as  many  hundred  per  cent,  as 
they  please  upon  both,  for  their  profit,  and  this  brings  tlie 
pncc  to  forty  or  fifly  cents.  This  is  the  process  of  tlie 
regrater  in  tlie  seapoft;  the  monopolizer  in  the  interior 
keeps  pace  with  his  brother;  and,  between  the  two,  tiie 
fiunier  pays'  four  prices  for  his  bushel  of  salt,  and  then 
gets  a  weighed  bushel  of  fifty  pounds,  measuring  little 
more*  than  half  a  bushel,  instead  of  a  measured  bushel, 
weighing  from  seventy-six  to  eighty-four  pounds.  Such 
is  the  operation  of  the  tariff  upon  the  price  of  salt! 
Abolish  the  duty,  and  introduce  a  free  trade,  and  what 
uould  be  the  consequence?  Why,  sir,  tlie  importer  would 
never  fall  into  the  hands  of  the  regraters.  He  would 
lai^  his  salt  without  a  permit— without  tax — wiiliout 
bond — and  sell  it  in  the  river,  or  at  the  wharf,  to  any  one 
that  would  buy  it;  or  he  would  ascend  into  tlie  interior 
with  it,  bartering  liis  salt  with  the  farmers,  against  their 
provisions,  and  that  at  first  cost,  without  duty,  or  advance 
upon  cost  and  duty.  The  manufacturer  would  have 
a  fair  price  for  the  domestic  artcle;  for  freiglit  would 
operate  as  a  protection,  and  be  equal  to  a  duty  of  near 
twenty  cents,  and  give  a  better  profit  upon  their  capital 
than  uirmers  and  planters  are  receiving.  Tliis  would  be 
the  state  of  our  salt  trade  if  the  duty  was  abolished;  and 
every  interest  of  the  farmer  requires  the  abolition. 

I  pass  on  to  another  topic.  The  fine  effects  of  the  high 
tariff  upon  tlie  prosperity  of  the  West  have  been  celebrated 
on  this  floor;  with  how  much  reason,  let  facts  respond,  and 
the  people  Judge!  I  do  not  think  we  are  indebted  to  the 
high  tariff  for  our  fertile  lands  and  our  navigable  rivers; 
%wi  I  9xa  certain  we  are  indebted  to  tliese  blessings  fur  the 
pr(|sperity  we  enjoy.  In  all  that  comes  from  the  soil,  the 
people  of  the  West  are  rich.  They  have  an  abundant 
supply  of  food  for  roan  and  beast,  and  a  large  surplus  to 
send  abroad.  They  have  the  comfortable  living  which  in- 
dustry creates  for  itself  in  a  rich  soil;  but,  beyond  this, 
they  are  poor.  They  have  none  of  the  splendid  works 
which  imply  the  presence  of  the  moneyed  power!     No 


Appian  or  Flaminian  ways;  no  roads  paved  or  McAdam* 
ized;  no  canals,  except  what  are  made  upon  borrowed 
means;  no  aqueducts;  no  bridges  of  stone  across  our  in- 
numerable streams;  no  edifices  dedicated  to  eternity;  no 
schools  for  the  fine  arts:  not  a  public  library  which  an  or- 
dinary scholar  would  not  apologize.  And  why  none  of 
those  things?  Have  tlie  people  of  the  West  no  ti^te 
for  public  improvements,  fur  the  useful  and  the  fine  ai'ts, 
and  for  literature?  Certainly  they  have  a  very  {Strong 
taste  for  them;  but  they  have  no  money!  not  enough 
fur  private  and  current  uses,  not  enough  to  defray  our  cur- 
rent expenses,  and  buy  necessaries!  without  thinking  of 
public  improvements.  Wc  have  no  money!  and  that  is 
a  tale  which  has  bceji  told  too  often  here — chanted  too 
dolefully  in  the  book  of  lamentations  which  was  composed 
fur  the  death  uf  tiie  Maysville  road — ^to  be  denied  or 
suppressed  now.  They  have  no  adequate  supply  of  mo- 
ney. And  wliy?  Have  they  no  exports?  Nothing  to  send 
abroad?  Certainly  tlicy  have  no  exports.  Beliold  the 
marching  myriads  of  living  animals  annually  taking  their 
departure  from  the  heart  of  the  W^est,  defiling  through 
the  goi-ges  of  the  Cumberland,  tlie  Alleghany,  and  the 
Appalachian  mountains,  or  traversing  the  plains  of  the 
Soutii,  diverging  as  they  march,  and  spreading  themselves 
all  over  that  vast  segment  of  our  territorial  circle  which 
lies  between  tiie  debouchea  of  the  Mississippi  and  the  es- 
tuary of  the  Potomac!  Behold,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
Hying  steamboats,  and  tlie  fleets  of  floating  arks,  loaded 
with  the  products  of  the  forest,  the  fiirm,  and  the  pasture, 
fuUuwing  tiie  course  of  our  noble  rivers,  and  bearing  their 
freights  to  tliat  great  city  which  revives,  upon  the  banks 
of  the  Mississippi,  the  name*  of  the  greatest  of  the  empe- 
rors that  ever  reigned  upon  the  banks  of  the  Tiber,  and 
who  eclipsed  t!ie  glory  of  his  own  heroic  exploits  by 
giving  an  order  to  his  legions  never  to  levy  a  contribution 
uf  salt  upon  a  Roman  ciuzen!  Behold  this  double  line  of 
expoi*ts,  and  observe  the  refluent  currents  of  gold  and 
silver  which  result  from  them!  Large  are  the  supplies — 
millions  are  the  amount  which  is  annually  poured  into 
the  We>t  from  these  double  exportations;  enough  to  co- 
ver the  face  of  the  earth  with  magnificent  improvements, 
and  to  cram  every  industrious  pocket  with  gold  and  silver. 
But  where  is  this  money  ?  fur  it  is  not  in  the  country !  Where 
does  it  go?  for  go  it  does,  and  scarcely  leaves  a  vestige 
of  its  transit  behind!  Sir,  it  goes  to  the  Northeast!  to  the 
seat  of  the  American  system!  there  it  goes!  and  thus  it  goes! 
1.  To  pay  our  proportion  of  twenty-eight  millions  of 
duties,  and  eight  or  ten  millions  of  merchants'  profit  upon 
those  duties,  levied  upon  foreign  articles  under  the  opera- 
tion of  the  high  tariff  system.  2.  To  pay  fur  all  the  do- 
mestic goods  which  we  purchase,  and  for  whicli  the  ma- 
nufacturers will  receive  nothing  from  our  merclmnts  but 
money.  3.  It  goes  to  pay  our  heavy  proportions  of  the 
millions  which  are  expended  in  making  roads  and  canals, 
erecting  breakwaters,  digging  harbors,  building  sea  walls, 
and  stretching  causeways  to  Smutty  Nose  island,  in  the 
Northeast.  4.  It  goes  to  pay  for  public  lands;  for  which 
object  about  three  millions  of  dollars  were  taken  from 
us  last  year;  and  the  American  system,  as  we  have  been 
lately  told,  means  to  keep  up  that  enormous  levy  for  two 
of  her  favorite  objects.  5.  Above  all,  it  goes  to  supply 
that  British  institution — ^that  real  head  and  horns  of  the 
American  sy&tem,  miscalled  Bank  of  the  United  States— 
with  perennial  supplies  of  hard  money;  and  to  pay  her 
the  sixty  days'  collection  in  advance  of  interest,  bank  in- 
terest, on  twenty-six  mdhons  of  bank  debt;  half  of  it  in 
domestic  bills  of  excliange,  a  sort  of  fiscal  metempsychosis 
— now,  a  promissory  note  in  the  interior;  next,  a  draft  on 
the  seaboard — and  gathering  usance  at  each  transmigra- 
tion with  a  rapidity  of  accumulation  which  might  excite 


*  DiTiTi^  iliu*;  New  Orlf«na— Rfgvnt,  DukeorOrlrsiit— Orleaiu,  in 
Fnnicc—AurrliBiium,  in  Oaul—Aurclimt,  Einpt-ror. 


575 


GALES  &  SEATON'S  REGISTER 


576 


Sexatk.] 


The  Tariff, 


[March  15,  1833. 


the  cupidity  of  old  Shylockhimseir,  and  make  him  lift  his 
head  from  Pluto's  dreary  realms,  to  admire  and  envy.  In 
these  five  ways,  the  West  is  regularly  stripped  of  its  ef- 
fective cash.  The  American  system  carries  it  off.  The 
long  arms  of  that  system  pick  up  her  gold  and  silver,  as 
an  elephant's  proboscis  would  lift  a  pin.  They  pluck  her 
clean;  they  pick  her  to  the  bone!  and  the  only  remedy  is 
to  amputate  some  of  tliese  arms,  and  shorten  the  others. 
Reduce  the  duties  from  twenty-eight  millions  to  about 
twelve;  reduce  the  price  of  the  public  lands,  and  make 
donations  to  settlers  and  to  the  States,  for  public  purposes; 
grive  us  a  barter  instead  of  a  cash  trade  for  ^oods;  let  us  have 
good  woollens,  at  low  price,  for  tobacco,  instead  of  inferior 
ones,  at  double  price,  tor  cash;  stop  our  heavy  contributions 
to  Atlantic  seaboard  improvement;  g^trid  of  the  bank  debt, 
and  Us  desolating  exactions  for  interest,  and  usury,  and 
hard  money.  Do  us  these  favors,  or  rather  this  justice, 
and  the  West  will  soon  fill  up  with  gold  and  silver.  It  will 
have  money  enough,  and  good  enough,  for  it  will  consist 
of  the  precious  metals.  Public  objects  and  private  wants 
will  find  their  ample  and  their  adequate  supply.  The 
returns  from  our  exports  will  make  us  as  rich  in  money  as 
we  are  in  produce. 

I  hope,  Mr.  President,  I  have  justified  my  assertion  that 
there  is  no  danger  of  the  least  harm,  much  less  of  total 
destruction,  to  our  domestic  industry,  from  the  operation 
of  reducing  our  revenues  to  the  wants  of  the  Government. 
The  spectre  of  desolation,  so  frightfully  paraded  before 
us,  vanishes  before  a  few  plain  facts;  before  the  single  fact, 
that  nearly  the  whole  oi  these  manufactures  are  going 
abroad,  without  protection,  which  are  to  die  at  home,  if  a 
hair  of  their  protection  is  touched.  The  reason  alleged 
agaunst  this  reduction  of  revenue  ceases  to  exist.  The  argu- 
ment is  nullified  by  facts;  and  the  question  stands  naked  be- 
fore us  for  final  decision.  Will  this  Congress  redeem  the 
pledge  upon  which  the  unlimited  and  irresponsible  power 
of  taxation  was  obtained  from  the  States?  Will  it  abolish 
the  sixteen  millions  now  raised  on  account  of  the  public 
debt,  and  no  longer  wanted  for  that  debt?  Will  it  keep 
the  faith  of  the  Congress  of  the  confederation,  and  of  the 
fathers  of  the  constitution  >  Or  will  it  establish  "the  ana- 
logy between  the  principle  and  the  fact,"  between  the 
prmciple  of  tyranny  contained  in  the  power  to  levy  taxes 
without  limitation  of  time,  without  stint  of  quantity,  and 
without  accountability  for  its  expenditure,  and  the  fact  of 
the  actual  exercise  of  that  power?  This  is  tlie  naked 
Question  which  stands  before  us!  And  f,  sir,  who  know, 
from  the  lessons  of  all  history,  that  no  free  Government 
ever  broke  into  fragments,  or  sunk  into  monarchy,  until 
civil  rulers  had  prepared  it  for  destruction,  and  exaspe- 
rated the  people  to  madness,  will  take  public  faith,  and 
equal  justice,  and  amicable  concession,  for  my  guides  on 
this  occasion.  I  will  vote  for  relief  to  the  burden-bearing 
portions  of  this  confederacy — substantial,  visible,  and  tan- 
gible relief  to  the  South,  where  I  was  born;  to  the  West, 
where  T  live;  I  will  vote  for  the  reduction  of  revenue,  un- 
til sixteen  millions  of  taxes  are  abolished. 

I  do  not  now  gt)  into  the  articles  on  which  this  reduction 
should  fall;  but  there  is  one  article,  most  pre-eminently 
entitled  to  a  place  in  the  list  of  reductions,  which  has, 
nevertheless,  been  held  up  here  for  hard  and  permanent 
taxation— which  has  been  so  ostentatiously  churned  as  a 
permanent  source  of  revenue,  that  I  should  be  recreant  to 
my  principles  and  my  duty,  and  insensible  to  a  public  de- 
fiance, if  I  did  not  notice  it.  I  allude  to  the  public  lands; 
and  to  that  new  revelation  of  the  beauties  of  the  Ameri- 
can system,  which  is  to  keep  up  their  price  to  an  arbitrary 
height,  and  appropriate  their  proceeds  to  seaboard  im- 
provement in  the  Northeast,  (for  to  that  complexion  has 
our  internal  improvement  system  degenerated,)  and  to  the 
colonization  of  free  negroes  upon  the  coast  of  Africa.  Sir, 
these  lands — a  large  part  of  them — were  given  by  Virgi- 
nia, North  Carolina,  and  Georgia,  for  the  payment  of  the 


public  debt;  the  proceeds  of  all  the  lands— those  bought 
from  France,  as  well  as  those  received  from  the  States-^ 
were  pledged  to  the  payment  of  the  public  debt  The 
debt  is  paid!  and,  in  the  millennium  of  its  extinction,  in 
the  national  jubilee  of  a  great  nation  freed  fi'om  national 
debt,  the  farmers  of  the  West  hoped  to  come  in  for  a 
share  of  the  enjoyment!  they  hoped  for  relaxation  in  the 
arbitrary  price  of  public  lands.  They  hoped  for  reduc- 
tion in  the  price  or  the  soil,  and  for^vlonations  and  settle- 
ment rights.  But  it  seems  that  the  American  system  has 
cast  her  eye  over  the  wide  extent  of  our  public  domain. 
She  has  surveyed  the  unsold  acres!  She  has  marked  them 
for  her  own!  The  devouring  cry  of  the  Triumvirate  soldier* 
on  the  banks  of  the  Po,  is  to  resound  through  the  forest 
and  the  prairies  of  the  West:  Hsec  mea  «tfn//— and  the 
suggestion  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Mc 
Lane)  "to  dispense  with  the  public  lands  as  a  source  of 
revenue,"  is  stigmatized  in  advance  as  the  maddest  of  all 
mad  and  wild  conceptions.  Sir,  I  do  not  mention  this  sub- 
ject to  go  into  this  discussion  now;  an  appropriate  time 
is  coming  for  that  purpose  in  tlie  discussion  or  the  gradu- 
ation bill,  which  is  next  in  order;  but  I  mention  it  to  hare 
an  opportunity  to  notice  the  stigma  which  has  been  cast 
upon  the  plans  of  myself  and  friends,  and  to  pledge 
myself  to  their  vindication — ^t<^  pledgee  myself  to  prove,  at 
the  proper  time,  that  the  plans  which  have  been  denounc- 
ed as  "mad"  and  "wild,"  are  the  plans  of  reason  and 
justice,  approved  by  the  wisdom  of  all  ages,  sanctioned 
by  the  practice  of  all  nations,  called  for  by  the  imploring 
voice  or  the  new  Slates,  and  due  to  the  necessities  of  their 
actual  condition. 

I  proceed,  Mr.  President,  to  the  second  branch  of  my 
subject,  namely,  the  principle  on  which  the  reduction  of 
revenue  should  be  made.  Sir,  1  advocate  a  system  of  di^ 
criminating  duties.  I  am  for  regulating  foreign  commerce 
according  to  the  theory  of  the  constitution,  and  according 
to  the  united  intentions  of  all  those  who  framed  and  ratified 
that  instrument.  I  go  back  tb  the  true  intent  of  the  con* 
stitution,  and  ask  for  the  execution  of  the  clause  which 
authorizes  Congress  to  regulate  foreign  commerce.  These 
are  the  >vords:  *«  Congress  shall  have  power  to  regulate 
commerce  wi^h  foreign  nations,  among  the  several  States, 
and  with  the  Indian  tribes."  But  here  comes  a  difficulty. 
This  word,  regulate,  is  a  stumblingblock  to  Congress:  its 
meaning  is  the  puzzle  of  the  day.  Some  suppose  it  au- 
thorizes Congress  to  levy  duties,  for  the  support  of  the 
Government;  as  if  the  power  to  levy  duties  was  not  ex- 
pressly given  in  anoUier  place!  Some  suppose  it  contains 
a  power  to  establish  and  protect  manufactures.  Sir,  such 
interpretations  are  enough  to  make  the  ghosts  of  our  an- 
cestors  shriek  from  their  graves!  Look  at  the  words!  sec 
the  word  *•  reeiilate"  applied  to  the  commerce  between 
the  States,  and  with  the  Indians,  as  well  as  to  the  com- 
merce of  foreign  nations,  and  tell  me  if  it  is  not  bound  to 
receive  the  same  interpi-eti^tion  in  each  application.  If 
you  can  raise  revenue  from  foreign  goods,  under  that 
clause,  you  can  also  raise  upon  it — upon  every  article 
which  passes  from  State  to  State.  If  you  can  protect  domes- 
tic manufactures  against  foreign  manufactures,  under  that 
clause,  you  can  also  protect  the  manufactures  of  the  States 
against  each  other;  and  if  any  of  the  State  manufactories 
are  in  danger  of  being  eclipsed  by  tlie  superior  productions 
of  the  Indian  tribes,  we  can  grant  protection  against  their 
competition  also.  The  monstrosity  of  these  interpreta- 
tions would  be  properly  exposed  by  bringing  in  bills  to 
regulate  commerce  between  South  Carolina  and  Connec- 
ticut, and  taxing  the  manufactures  of  Connecticut  two 
hundred  per  cent,  to  raise  revenue  for  the  Government, 
and  protect  the  manufactures  of  South  "Carolina!  and  to 
regulate  our  trade  with  the  Indians,  by  extending  our 
high  tariflr  system  to  the  baskets  and  wampums,  the  buck- 
skin leggings,  beaded  mocaains,  and  buffalo  robes,  of  W 
red  neighbors,  to  defend  our  infant  manufactories  of  coarse 
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woollens,  leasUier  boots  and  shoes,  and  domestic  fibbons 
and  home-made^ baskets,  from  the  formidable  competition 
of  the  Kickapoos  and  Assinaboins. 

No,  sir,  such  madness  never  entered  the  heads  of  our 
ancestors.  The  meaning-  of  this  clause  was  just  as  well 
understood  by  the  framers  of  the  constitution,  as  we  uu> 
derstand  the  letters  of  the  alphabet.  To  levy  duties  was 
one  power;  to  I'ej^late-  commerce  was  another.  The 
regulations  of  foreig'n  commerce,  in  their  understandingr* 
signified  the  acquisition  of  beneficial  markets  abroad  for 
our  domestic  productions^  to  be  effected  by  discriminating 
duties,  founded  in  a  principle  of  reciprocity,  and  which 
should  measure  back  to  every  nation  the  same  4eg^e  of 
fiivor  or  disfavor  to  its  commerce,  which  itself  measured 
out  to  ours.  This  was  the  sense  of  tlie  phrase^  when  the 
convention  proposed,  and  the  States  ratified,  this  grant  of 
power  to- the  Federal  Government.  How  do  I  know  that? 
I  know  it  from  the  most  authentic  sources;  from  the  vene- 
rable records  of  our  early  history;  and  the  concurrent 
authority  of  all  the  fathers  of  the  constitution.  I  know  it, 
1st.  Prom  the  history  of  the  proceedings  in  the  Congp*es8 
of  the  confederation,  which  led  to  the  adoption  of  the  con- 
stitution. 2d.  From  the  debates  in  the  federal  conven- 
tion. 3d.  From  the  debates  in  the  State  conventions  which 
ratified  the  constitution.  4th.  From  the  eleventh  number 
of  tlie  Federalist,  written  by  General  Hamilton.  5th.  From 
the  letter  of  President  Washington,  in  October,  1879,  to 
Mr.  Gouvemeur  Morris,  then  our  informal  minister  in 
X^ndon.  6th.  From  the  report  of  Mr.  Jefferson,  in  the 
year  1793,  on  the  commerce  and  navigation  of  the  United 
States.  7tb.  From  Mr.  Madison's  resolutions  for  the  regu- 
btion  of  foreign  commerce  in  the  year  1794.  8th.  From 
his  (Mr.  Madison's)  speeches  in  support  of  those  resolu- 
tions. 9th.  From  the  speeches  of  all  the  members  who 
took  part  in  the  extended  debate  to  which  those  resolu- 
tions gave  rise.  Such  are  the  sources — a  part  only  of  the 
sources — ^from  which  I  draw  proofs  to  sustain  my  reading 
of  the  constitution.  I  do  not  produce  all  these  proofs  to 
the  Senate:  they  are  at  hand,  but  tune  forbids  the  produc- 
tion. A  few  only  will  I  nse,  and  begin  with  some  extracts 
from  Mr.  Madison's  speeches  in  favor  of  his  famous  reso- 
lutions.    Hear  him! 

"  This  subject,  as  had  been  remarked  on  a  former  oc- 
casion, was  not  a  novel  one.    It  was  coeval  with  our  poli- 
tical birth,  and  has,  at  all  times,  exercised  the  thoughts 
of  reflecting  citizens.     As  early  as  the  year  succeeding 
the  peace,  the  effect  of  the  forei^  policy  which  began  to 
be  felt  in  our  trade  and  navigation,  excited  universal  at- 
tention and  inquietude.     The  first  effort  thought  of  was 
an  application  of  Congress  to  the  States  for  a  grant  of 
power,'  for  a  limited  time,  to  regulate  our  foreign  com- 
merce, with  a  view  to  control  the  influence  of  unfavoniblc 
rcg^jlations  in  some  cases,  and  to  conciliate  an  extension 
of  favorable  ones  in*  others.     From  some  circumstances, 
then  incident  to  our  situation,  the  experiment  did  not 
take  effect.       •       •       •       •       Qut  of  this  experience 
grew  the  measures  which  terminated  in  the  establishment 
of  a  Government  competent  to  the  regulation  of  our  com- 
mercial interests,  and  the  vindication  of  our  commercial 
rights.     As  these  Were  the  first  objects  of  the  people  in 
the  steps  taken  for  establishing  tlio  present  Government, 
they  were  universally  expected  to  be  among  the  first 
fruits  of  its  operation.     In  this  expectation,  the  public 
were  disappointed." 

Sir,  this  extract  establishes  my  reading  of  the  constitu- 
tion. It  shows  what  was  meant  by  the  phrase,  regulate. 
It  shows  that  to  control  the  influence  of  unfavorable  regu- 
lations in  some  countries,  and  to  conciliate  an  extension 
of  favorable  or>es  in  otliers,  was  the  object,  and  discrimi- 
nating duties  t|ie  means,  of  accomplishing  this  double  pur- 
pose— for  the  resolution  of  Mr.  Maidison  turned  exclusively 
upon  discrimination — upon  the  establishment  of  a  higher 
rate  of  duties  upon  impoKs  from  Great  Britain,  who  then, 
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as  now,  heavily  dutied  our  exports,  than  upon  imports 
from  France,  who  received  them  on  favorable  terms.  His 
resolutions  went,  if  I  may  so  express  myself  to  the  esta- 
blishment of  two  tariffs;  one  for  friends,  the  other  for  foes, 
with  an  offer  to  all  nations  to  take  their  choice;  with  a 
wish  that  all  should  choose  the  better;  and  with  the  alter- 
native of  paying  the  penalty,  if  they  chose  the  worse,  and 
incurred  the  heavier  duties.  The  sole  object  of  this  dis- 
crimination, and,  bv  consequence,  the  sole  object  of  the 
clause  to  regulate  fxireign  commerce,  was  to  obtain  better 
markets  abroad  for  our  exports.  He  tells  you — no,  he 
tells  those  who  framed  the  constitution,  and  who  ratified 
it^^that,  but  for  this  object,  the  constitution  would  never 
have  been  adopted  i  He  declares  that  these  fruits,  namdy, 
the  acquisition  of  better  markets  abroad,  were  expected 
to  have  been  the  first  effects  of  the  new  Government;  and 
expresses  his  own  astonishment,  and  proclaims  the  disap- 
pointment of  the  people,  that  four  years  had  elapsed,  and 
these  fruits  bad  not  been  gathered.  This  was  in  Jamiar^', 
1794;  and  had  no  law  for  laying  duties  on  foreign  mer- 
chandise then  been  passed^  Yes,  certainly!  the  funda- 
mental act  of  July,  1789,  establishing  the  whole  custom- 
house system;  also  the  act  of  1792,  which  repealed  that 
of  1789,  and  established  the  whple  system  over  again ^  and, 
besides  these  two  general  acts,  fourteen  subsidiary  ones 
for  the  collection  of  duties  had  been  passed.  These  acts 
did  both  the  things  which  are  contended  for  under  tlie 
new-fangled  interpretation  of  the  regulating  clause;  first, 
they  levied  duties;  and,  second,  they  encouraged  domestic 
manufactures!  Yet  Mr.  Madison,  who  was  himself  the 
leading  supporter  of  these  acts,  declares,  in  the  face  of 
those  who  framed  and  who  ratified  the  constitution,  tiiat 
Congress  exercised  no  power  under  the  clause  to  regulate 
foreign  commerce !  a  most  autlientic  declaration  that  the 
power  to  levy  duties  was  not  a  power  to  regulate  foreign 
trade!    But  let  us  proceed  with  the  speech: 

**  As  to  the  discrimination  proposed  between  nations 
having,  or  not  having,  commercial  treaties  with  us,  the 
principle  was  embraced  by  the  laws  of  most  if  not  all  the 
States,  whilst  the  regulation  of  trade  was  in  their  hands. 
It  had  the  repeated  sanction  of  votes  in  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives, during  the  session  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment at  New  York.  It  has  been  practised  by  other  nations, 
and,  in  a  late  instance,  against  the  United  States.  It  tends 
to  procure  beneficial  treaties  from  those  who  refuse  them, 
by  making  them  the  price  of  enjoying  an  equality  with 
other  nations  in  our  commerce.  It  tends,  as  a  conciliatory 
preference,  to  procure  better  treaties  from  those  who 
have  not  refused  them." 

Here,  sir!  See  the  whole  operation  and  natural  effect 
of  the  discriminating  policy  is  beautifully  and  briefly  laid 
down.  The  nation  which  refuses  to  trade  with  us  upon 
fair  terms — which  refuses  to  take  our  productions  at  all, 
or  loads  them  with  heavy  and  oppressive  duties^  incurs 
the  penalty  of  her  own  selection.  She  incurs  a  discrimi- 
nation of  duties;  and  her  products  will  pay  higher  in  our 
own  ports  than  the  productions  of  more  friendly  nations. 
The  prejudice  which  she  incurs  will  be  of  her  own  selec- 
tion, not  of  our  infliction.  It  will  continue  while  she 
pleases,  and  no  longer;  and^  while  it  does  continue,  will 
rest  upon  the  unimpeachable  basis  of  a  wise,  a  just,  and  a 
constitutional  reciprocity.  A  discrimination  of  five  to  ten 
per  cent,  was  contemplated  by  Mr.  Madison,  in  the  year 
1794{  that  same  amount  of  discrimination  may  be  sufficient 
now.  But  I  do  not  fix  the  amount.  It  is  a  practical  ques- 
tion for  merchants  to  decide.  Whatever  will  turn  tiie 
scale  of  commerce,  in  the  same  article,  between  different 
nations,  will  be  sufficient.  It  will  doubtless  accomplish 
now  what  it  would  have  accomplished  in  1794;  It  will  con- 
trol the  policy  of  unfriendly  nations;  it  will  conciliate  pre- 
ferences, and  obtain  beneficial  treaties  from  those  wiio 
withhold  them.  There  is  nothing  in  the  state  of  our  com- 
mercial relations  with  foreign  nations  to  impede  the  adop- 
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tion  of  thit  policy.  The  common  stipulations,  to  be  found 
in  every  treaty,  for  all  tbe  ildrantages  g^nted  to  the  roost 
friendly  Powers,  always  imply  the  same  terms;  and  the 
discriminating  policy  sets  out  with  offering  the  same  terms 
to  aJl,  and  enos  with  leaving  the  option  to  themselves. 
Besides^  our  treaties  are  temporary,  all  requiring  frequent 
renewals,  and  subject  to  daily  alterations;  and,  with  the 
principal  commercial  Power  (Great  Britain)  our  treaty 
IS  nothing  but  a  temporary  arrangement,  determinable  at 
a  short  notice  from  either  party.  Thei  e  is  nothing,'  then, 
in  our  political  relations  to  embarrass  usi  still  less  in  the 
commercial  situation  of  the  world;  for  that  is  most  pro* 
pitious  to  our  design  in  tlve  universal  tranauiinty  which 
prevails;  and,  as  for  ourselves,  we  actually  have  a  crisis 
at  home  which  demands  its  adoption. 

Let  us  continue  the  reading  of  Mr.  Madison's  speech: 

*'  It  had  been  asked,  what  gp-ounds  there  were  for  con- 

'  eluding  ihat  Great  Britain  would  be  led  by  the  measure 

'  proposed  to  change  her  policy  towards  the  United  States. 

'  He  thought  we  had  the  best  ground  for  relying  upon 

<  such  an  effect.  It  is  well  known  that  When  she  appre- 
'  bended  such  measures  would  be  taken,  she  manifested 
'  a  readiness  to  admit  a  greater  reciprocity  into  the  com- 

*  merce  between  the  two  countries.  A  bill  for  the  pur- 
'  pose  was  brought  into  the  House  of  Commons  by  the 

*  present  minister,  Mr.  Pitt,  and  would  probably  have 

*  passed  into  a  law,  if  hopes  had  not  sprung  up  that  they 

*  should  be  able  to  maintain  their  exclusive  system.    Knox, 

*  an  under-secretary,  appears,  from  a  collection  of  papers, 

*  published  by  him,  to  have  been  the  chief  adviser  in  the 

*  cabinet,  as  Lord  Sheffield  was  the  great  champion  befbre 
'  the  public  of  this  experiment;  (to  maintain  their  exclu- 

*  sive  sjystem,  and  dispense  with  Mr.  Pitt's  bill.)     It  was 

*  founded,  according  to  both  these  witnesses,  (among  otlier 

*  causes,)  on  the  belief  that  the  General  Government  was 

<  so  weak  that  it  could  not  execute  a  plan  of  retaliatory 

<  restrictions;  and  that  local  interests  and  prejudices  pre- 

*  donunated  so  much  among  the  States  that  they  would 
'  never  even  agree  to  make  the  attempt." 

I  pause,  Mr.  President,  in  this  important  reading  to 
make  a  remark.  It  is  upon  that  eternal  objection  to  tbe 
attempt  of  a  measure  which  is  founded  upon  its  anticipat- 
ed unsuccess.  It  is  an  insidious  objection,  tending  to  pro- 
duce what  it  professes  to  reprehend.  It  is  a  fugitive  ob- 
jection, flying  from  the  solid  argument,  which  cannot  be 
met,  to  the  delphic  annunciation  of  the  sinister  event, 
wtuch  no  man  can  foretell.  It  is  often  an  objection  in  fa- 
vor of  a  foreign  interest,  by  exciting  and  stimulating  a 
foreign  Power  to  counteract  our  policy.  Thus  it  was  in 
the  period  of  our  history  to  whicn  Mr.  Madison  alludes. 
Mr.  Pitt  had  yielded.  He  had  actually  brought  a  btH  into 
Parliament  to  admit  a  greater  reciprocity  into  our  com- 
mercial relations.  That  bill,  says  Mr.  M.,  would  probably 
have  passed  into  a  law.  But  an  under-secretary,  who 
probably  had  his  under-correspondents  in  America,'  advis^ 
ed  the  British  cabinet  that  the  local  interests  and  preju- 
dices of  the  States  would  never  permit  them  to  agree  in 
any  plan  of  discriminating  duties.  The  bill  of  Mr.  Pitt 
was  withdrawn.  No  law  was  passed.  The  under-secre- 
tary was  right.  He  had  good  mtelligence  f^om  America. 
Fortv  years  have  passed  away,  and  no  discriminating  du- 
ties have  ever  been  established.  England  has  not  relaxed 
her  restrictive  svstem^  on  the  contrary,  she  has  drawn  its 
bonds  doubly  tight.  The  increase  of  our  tariff  duties, 
tenfold  beyond  tbe  rate  proposed  by  Mr.  Madison,  has 
had  no  effect  upon  her  restrictive  system,  except  to  tighten 
it.  And  why?  Why  should  five  or  ten  per  cent,  alarm 
her  then,  and  fifty,  a  hundred,  two  hundred,  have  no  ef- 
fect upon  her  now }  Because  these  tariff  duties  are  indis- 
criminate; they  fall  upon  all  nations  alike;  and  she  can 
carry  the  load  as  easily,  and  more  so,  than  other  nations. 
Her  commerce,  though  directiy,  is  not  relati%*ely  injured 
by  it    She  is  not  put  behind  any  nation  by  it.    She  is  still 


upon  a  level  with  all  nations.  The  high  tanif  policy  then 
has  failed;  it  has  had  its  trial,  and  not  succeeded.  Far 
from  succeeding,  it  has  aggravated  the  evil  it  professed  to 
counteract.  Then  aban(k)n  it;  return  to  revenue  duties, 
and  commence  the  policy  of  discrimination.  Tax  all  im- 
ports fairly  fbr  revenue,  and  incidental  protection  for 
nome  industry,  and  make  a  discrimination  of  five  or  ten 
per  cent,  to  the  prejudice  of  those  who  will  not  make  fair 
and  friendly  treaties  with  us.  My  word  for  it— no,  not  my 
word-^the  word  of  Mr.  Madison,  the  act  of  Mr.  Pitt,  for 
it — she  will  relax.  She  will  grant  to  a  discriminating  duty 
of  six  or  seven  per  cent,  which  she  refuses  to  the  whole 
power  of  the  high  tariff  policy. 

We  will  read  ag^n: 

'*  The  only  remaining  hope  that  can  induce  Great  Bri- 

<  tain  to  persevere  in  the  plan  of  conduct  she  has  adopted 

<  towards  the  United  States,  lies  in  the  supposed  dtfliculty 

*  of  reconciling  the  different  interests  and  local  prejudices. 

<  The  present  occasion  will  decide  whether  this  hope  shall 

<  also  be  withdrawn  from  her;  or  whether  she  is  to  be  in- 
«  spired  with  fresh  confidence  in  pursuing  her  own  Intc- 
'  rests  without  a  due  respect,  either  for  our  interests,  or 

*  for  our  rights.  He  (Mr.  M.)  could  not  but  view  the  prc- 

*  sent  as,   perhaps,  the  final  chance  of  combining  the 

*  opinions  and  interests  of  the  several  quarters  of  the 
'  Union  in  some  proper  and  adequate  plan.  If,  at  a  mo- 
'  ment  when  so  many  occurrences  conspire  to  unite  the 
'  public  councils;  when  the  public  mjpd  is  well  disposed 

*  to  second  all  equitable  and  peaceable  means  of  doin^ 
'  justice  to  our  country,  and  when  our  commerce  is  so 

*  critically  important  to  the  vital  resources  of  Great  Bri- 
'  tain,  it  should  be  found  that  nothing  can  be  done,  he 
'  could  foresee  no  circumstances  under  which  success  vrss 

<  to  be  expected.     To  reject  the  propositions,'  therefore, 

*  whilst  nothing  better  was  substituted,  must  convey  the 
'  most  unfavorable  impressions  of  oiir  national  character, 

*  and  rivet  the  fetters  on  our  commerce,  as  well  gs  pro- 

<  long  other  causes  which  produced  such  injurious  conse- 

*  quences  to  our  country.     He  would  not  permit  himself 

*  to  apprehend  that  such  would  be  tbe  end  of  their  deKbe- 
« rations." 

But  such  was  the  end  of  their  deliberations.  The  reso- 
lutions of  Mr.  Madison  were  rejected!  rejected  by  the 
slender  majority  of  five  votes!  and  history,  the  inexorable 
voice  of  history,  has  set  down  that  majoritjr  to  the  influ- 
ence of  unhappy  causes,  to  the  germination  of  political 
parties,  which  then  began  to  sprout  into  existence,  and, 
soon  afterwards,  attained  so  large  a  growth.  The  resolu- 
tions were  rejected;  and  the  predictions  of  Mr.  Madison 
have  been  fatally  fulfilled.  It  waa  the  last  chance  (at 
least  for  forty  years)  for  attempting  any  regulation  of 
commerce.  The  wars  of  the  French  revolution  ensued, 
and  all  the  decrees  and  orders  of  France  and  Great  Bn- 
tain,  which  grew  out  of  these  wars,  and  which  were  so 
fiital,  for  so  many  years,  to  all  commercial  arrangements. 
Then  came  our  own  embargo  and  the  war  with  EngUnd, 
out  of  which  gp-ew  the  high  tariff  policy;  in  the  prosecu- 
tion of  which  all  idea  of  the  constituthinal  design  of  regu- 
lating commerce  seems  to  have  been  totally  lost.  The 
consequences  have  been  such  as  Mr.  Madison  foretold. 
The  restrictive  system  of  Great  Britain  has  been  pursued 
and  followed  up.  She  has  doubled  her  restrictions  upon 
usf  she  has  riveted  her  fetters  upon  our  commerce!  T^ 
from  relaxing  in  her  high  duties  when  we  add  to  ours,  we 
follows  our  example,  and  raises  hers  still  higher!  thus 
producing  a  real  contest  for  mutual  mischief!  th\» 
carrying  on  against  each  other  a  war  of  retaliation  which 
has  no  other  result  but  to  provoke  new  blows! 

I  proceed  to  quote  a  few  other  names  and  opinions  in 
favor  of  tiie  discriminating  system-.  They  will  be  sucn 
names,  and  such  opinions,  as  all  Annerica  shall  hear  wtn 
reverence;  and  first  I  quote  from  President  Wtshington* 
and  Uke  his  letter  of  October,  1789,  to  Mr.  Gouverneur 
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Morris,  then  in  £ngUnd»  written  from  New  York,  before 
Mr.  JefTenon  bad  been  appointed  Secretary  of  State. 
**  The  commerce  between  the  two  countries  you  well 

<  understand.     You  are  apprised  of  the  feeling^  of  the 

*  United  States  on  the  present  state  of  it)  and  you  doubt- 

<  less  have  heard,  that,  in  the  late  session  of  Congress,  a 

*  very  respectable  number  of  both  Houses  were  inclined 

<  to  discrimination  of  duties  unfavorable  to  Britain;  and 
'  that  it  would  have  taken  place  .but  for  conciliatory  con- 
'  siderations,  and  tlie  probability  tliat  the  late  change  in 
'  our  Government,  and  circumstances,  would  lead  to  more 
« satisfactory  arrangements,  •  ♦  •  •  ♦. 
'  This  communication  ought  regularly  to  be  made  to  you 

*  by  the  Secretary  of  State;  but  that  office  not  being  at 
'  present  filled^  my  desire  of  avoiding  delays  induces  me 
'  to  make  it  under  my  own  hand." 

I  read  next  from  Mr.  Jefferson— from  his  report,  in  the 
year  1793,  upon  the  foreign  commerce  of  tlie  United 
SUtes. 

**  Such  being  the  restrictions  on  the  commerce  and  na- 
'  vlgation  of  the  United  States,  the  que.stion  is,  in  what 
'  way  they  may  be  best  removed,  modified,  or  counteract- 
'  ed.     As  to  commerce,  two  methods  occur.      1.   Bv 

*  friendly  arrangements  with  the  several  nations  with 
'  whom  these  restrictions  ezisti  or,  2.  By  the  separate  act 

*  of  our  own  legislatures  for  countervailing  their  efforts. 

*  There  can  be  no  doubt  but  that,  of  these  two,  friendly 
'  arrangement  is  the  most  eligible.  •  •  •  Would 
'  even  a  single  nation  begin  with  the  United  States  this 

*  system  of  free  commerce,  it  would  be  advisable  to  begin 
'  it  with  that  nation,  since  it  is  one  by  one  only  that  it  can 
'  be  extended  to  all.     Where  the  circumstances  of  eitlier 

*  party  render  it  expedient  to  levy  a  revenue,  by  way  of 

*  impost,  on  commerce,  its  freedom  might  be  modified  in 
'  that  particular,  by  mutual  and  equivalent  measures,  pre- 

*  serving  it  in  all  others.       ♦         •         •         *        •    ,    • 

*  But  should  any  nation,  contrary  to  our  wishes,  suppose 

*  it  may  better  find  its  advantage  by  oontinuing  its  system 
'  of  prohibitions,  duties,  and  regulations,  it  behooves  us  to 
'  protect  our  citizens,  their  commerce  and  navieation,  by 
'  counter  prohibitions,  duties,  and  regulations,  sTso.  Free 
'  commerce  and  navigation  are  not  to  be  given  in  exchange 

*  for  restrictions  and  vexations;  nor  are  Uiey  likely  to  pro- 

*  duce  a  relaxation  of  them.-" 

Now  for  General  Hamilton.  H^ar  liim.  I  read  from 
the  eleventh  number  of\he  Federalist. 

"  Suppose  we  liad  a  Government  in  America,  capable 
'  of  excluding  Great^ritain  (with  whom  we  have  no  treaty 
'  of  commerce)  from  all  our  ports,  what  would  be  the  pro- 

*  bable  operation  of  this  step  upon  her  politics?  Would 
'  it  not  enable  us  to  negotiate,  with  the  fairest  prospect  of 
'  success,  for  commercial  privileges  of  the  most  valuable 
'  and  extensive  kind,  in  the  dominions  of  tliat  kingdom? 
'  *  *  *  .  Such  a  point  gained  from  the  British 
'  Government,  and  which  could  not  be  expected  without  an 
'  equivalent  in  exemptions  and  immunities  in  our  markets, 
'  would  not  be  likely  to  have  a  corresponding  effect  on 
'  the  conduct  of  other  nations,  who  would  not  be  inclined 


shillings  and  four  pence  the  hundred  weight;  it  is  now  fif- 
teen shillings.  Flour  and  grain  were  not  admitted  at  that 
time,  until  the  price  rose  to  fifty  shillings  the  quarter; 
they  are  not  admitted  now  until  the  price  rises  to  seventy 
shillings.  Beef,  pork,  and  bacon  were  prohibited  then; 
they  are  prohibited  now.  Such  are  the  relative  restric- 
tions of  the  two  periods  on  our  leading  articles;  it  is 
the  same  in  minor  ones.  The  fact  is  incontestable,  that 
the  high  tariff  policy  has  failed  to  procure  us  better  mar- 
kets for  our  exports;  on  the  contrary,  it  h>s  injured  and 
deteriorated  these  markets;  and  this  being  the  result  of 
forty  years'  experience,  the  question  comes  up  for  the 
candid  consideration  of  all  reflecting  men,  whether  the 
discriminating  policy — the  policy  of  the  constitution,  and 
the  policy  of  the  fathers  of  the  constitutions-ought  not  now 
to  be  attempted. 

And  here,  sir,  we  meet  the  question  of  domestic  manu- 
factures, and  of  the  substitution  of  a  domestic  for  a  foreign 
trade.  We  are  told  that  domestic  manufactures  will  be 
prostrated,  and  the  country  covered  with  desolation,  if 
the  high  tariff  policy  is  touched;  and  we  are  further  told 
that  a  home  market  will  be  created,  by  persevering  in  that  ^ 
policy,  superior  to  the  foreign  one,  which  may  be  lost  by 
it.  Sir,  it  might  be  an  answer  to  this  objection  to  repeat 
that  the  constitution  was  made  to  promote  foreign  com- 
merce, not  to  destroy  it;  that  the  exporting  States  have  a 
right,  under  the  constitution,  to  choose  their  own  markets, 
and  ought  not  to  be  subjected  to  the  dictation  of  the  manu- 
facturing States;  but,  as  arguments  drawn  from  that  instru- 
ment have  latterly  fallen  into  disrepute,  or  insignificance, 
I  shall  make  no  furtiier  reference  to  it,  and  proceed  to  the 
practical  view  of  these  two  questions. 

I  consider  the  first  of  these  questions  settled,  so  far  as 
facts  and  reason  can  settle  any  question  in  human  affairs. 
I  consider  the  fact  of  the  exportation  of  manufiu:tures,  of 
nearly  fifly  varieties,  and  to  the  value  of  six  millions  of 
dollars,  which  now  go  to  foreign  countries,  and  contend 
successfully  with  the  manufactures  of  all  nations,  without 
any  protection  at  all,  to  be  conclusive  of  the  (]^ttestion  of « 
their  overthrow  and  prostration  at  home,  by  bemg  reduc- 
ed to  a  revenue  protection.  I  will,  therefore,  leave  this 
question  where  I  placed  it  when  I  read  the  list  of  our  do- 
mestic exports  of^  manufactured  articles,  and  proceed  to 
the  second  one,  which  involves  an  inquinr  intp  the  truth 
of  the  position,  that  a  perseverance  in  the  high  tariff  policy 
is  to  create  a  domestic  market,  superior  to  the  foreign 
one  which  may  be  destroyed  by  it. 

I  propose  to  examine  this  latter  question  chiefly  in  refer- 
ence to  its  bearing  upon  the  West.  This  great  ref^on  b 
now  rapidly  advancing  to  the  foremost  rank  as  an  export- 
ing section  of  tiiis  Union.  Her  domestic  exports,  tor  I 
speak  of  no  other,  from  the  port  of  New  Orleans,  for  the 
year  1830,  amounted  to  upwa^  of  thirteen  millions  of 
dollars.  The  domestic  exports  of  New  York  only  amount- 
ed to  about  the  same  sum.  The  emporium  of  the  West  is 
then  even  with  the  London  of  America  in  that  truest  line 
of  national  wealth,  the  domestic  exports.  Compared  to 
other  exporting  cities,  she  stands  thus:  Five  millions  of 


Let  Americans  concur  in  erecting  one  g^eat 
'  American  system,  superior  to  the  control  of  all  trans- 
'  atlantic  force  or  influence,  and  able  to  dictate  the  terms 
'  of  the  connexion  between  the  old  and  the  new  world." 

Such  are  the  concurrent  autliorities  in  favor  of  the  con- 
stitutional design,  and  the  national  expediency,  of  esta- 
blishing discriminating  duties.  Has  not  experience  proved 
the  wisdom  of  this  policy?  Certainly  it  has,  and  the  slight- 
est comparison  between  our  present  and  foiyner  situation 
will  confirm  what  I  sa^.  Take,  for  example,  our  relar 
tions  with  England,  and  compare  the  duties  of  1790  with 
those  of  1832.  llie  duty  on  our  tobacco,  at  that  time, 
was  one  shilling  and  three  pence  sterling  a  pound;  it  is 
DOW  three  shillings.     On  rice,  the  duty  was  then  seven 


'  to  see  themselves  altogether  supplanted  in  our  trade,  dolbu^  ahead  of  Charleston;  ten  millions  ahead  of  BaUi 

••         •         ^  ^*  *"»— i- — ^^^«..-: *: ^ *  more;  ten  ahead  of  Boston;  eleven  ahead  of  Philadelphia; 

and  these  disproportions  are  to  increase  in  rapid  progres- 
sion from  this  time  forth.  Such  an  export  trade,  from  a 
country  so  young  and  so  thinly  populated,  announces  a 
re|;ion  of  unbounded  production,  and  of  the  greatest  fa- 
cility for  sending  her  products  abroad;  and  such  is  the 
fact.  The  West,  sir,  is  capable  of  becoming  the  granary 
and  the  provision  magazine  of  numerous  nations.  The 
extent  of  the  region,  and  its  fertility  of  soil,  display  its 
capacity  for  production;  a  hundred  rivers,  draining  the 
area  of  an  immense  circuifiference,  bearing  their  tributes 
to  the  king  of  floods,  and  furnishing  above  forty  thousand 
miles  of  inland  navigation,  display  its  capacity  fbr  foreign 
trade.     This  region  must  produce,  and  can  send  away,  tne 
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masses  of  provisions  which  myriads,  in  other  climes,  can 
alone  consume.  The  coarse  of  all  her  rivers,  hearing 
south;  the  position  of  New  Orleans,  always  f^ee  from  the 
embargo  of  ice,  and  her  rapid  and  regular  communication 
with  the  country  above,  and  tlie  sea  below,  since  the  ap- 
plication of  steam  power  to  the  propulsion  of  vessels,  make 
that  city  the  most  favorable  on  this  continent  for  an  export 
trade.  Thirteen  millions  of  dollars  worth  of  provisions, 
cotton,  and  tobacco,  now  leave  tliat  port  annually,  to  find 
a  foreign  market.  Seven  or  eight  millions  more,  coming 
from  the  upper  half  of  the  valley,  find  their  market  in  the 
Southern  States  and  on  the  lower  Mississippi;  in  all,  about 
twenty  millions:  and  this  witli  a  young  and  thm  popula- 
tion, which  barely  sprinkles  the  earth,  and  a  slight  cultiva- 
tion, which  extends  to  one  acre  in  fifty,  and  only  half  cul- 
tivates that  one. 

"Where  are,,  and  where  are  to  be,  our  markets  for  all 
those  productions?  We  see  those  markets  now,  1st,  in  the 
Southern  States;  2d,  in  the  West  Indies;  3d,  in  some  por- 
tions of  South  America;  and,  4th,  in  the  middle  countries 
of  Europe.  There  we  see  our  markets  now.  But  we 
are  told  of  a  domestic  market,  to  he  created  by  domestic 
manufactures,  and  which  is  to  make  New  England  thesu- 
perseder  and  the  successor  of  the  Southern  States  and  of 
all  foreign  nations,  in  the  purchase  and  consumption  of 
Western  produce.  This  is  what  wc  are  told !  and  a  list  of 
cattle  driven  into  Boston,  the  invoices  of  some  schooners 
carrying  com  and  flour  into  Rhode  Island,  and  an  adven- 
ture of  wool  into  the  same  quarter,  which  has  remained 
without  imitation  or  repetition,  are  g^-avely  exhibited  to 
us  as  the  proofs  on  which  we  are  to  surrender  the  com- 
merce of  the  w^orld,  and  betake  ourselves  to  the  commerce 
of  New  England!  Sir,  I  do  not  embarrass  my  argument 
with  the  consideration  of  these  petty  statistics,  disputable 
in  point  of  fact,  and  insignificant  if  ascertained.  I  look  to 
great  data.  I  view  the  question  under  large  aspects,  visi- 
ble to  all  mankind,  and  decisive  in  their  nature.  I  look, 
first,  to  the  territorial  extent  of  New  England,  a  mere 
speck  upon  the  map  of  our  America!  Of  that  speck,  only 
the  one  half  engaged  in  manufactures,  the  other  half  en- 
gaged in  producing  provisions.  Rhode  Island,  Connecti- 
cut, and  Massachusetts  are  the  manufacturing  part  of  New 
England.  Their  joint  areas  amount  to  fourteen  thousand 
square  miles;  just  half  the  extent  of  Sooth  Carolina,  which 
is  itself  just  one-half  the  extent  of  Virginia,  which  is  itself 
some  fortieth  part  of  the  Southern  and  foreign  market; 
the  whole  of  which  we  are  required  to  give  up  for  this 
magnificent  prospect  in  New  England!  This  is  one  of  my 
data;  from  wliich  I  draw  the  inference  that  tlie  manufac- 
turing districts  of  New  England  arc  incapable,  for  want  of 
extent,  to  fiirnish  the  myriads  of  people  who  can  consume 
the  products  of  the  West. 

My  next  great  data  is  this:  That,  instead  of  being  our 
customer.  New  England  is  our  competitor  in  the  provision 
trade.  She  exports  great  quantities  of  provisions  herself 
Her  domestic  exports  were  six  mVUions  and  a  half  for  the 
last  year:  of  which  about  one  million  was  in  fish;  a  consider 
rable  part  in  beef  and  pork;  much  in  vegetables;  and  much 
in  butter  and  cheese — two  articles  which  I  particularly 
name  because  their  exportation  always  implies  a  sufficiency 
of  cattle  at  home.  New  England  has  advantages  in  her 
provision  trade,  which  the  West  has  not,  in  the  use  of  fo- 
reign salt  free  of  tax.  Her  salt,  free  of  tax,  for  the  year 
IdJl,  wasone  million  one  hundred  and  thirty-one  thousand 
five  hundred  bushels;  and  has  seldom  been  less  in  any 
preceding  year,  as  the  annual  repoils  of  the  Secrctai-y  of 
the  Treasury  will  show.  New  England  then  can  take  no- 
thing from  us  in  the  way  of  meat  or  vegetables.  But  she 
imports  com  and  flour;  slie  actually  receives  corn  and 
flour  from  the  coasts  of  Virginia  and  North  Carolina!  Yes, 
and  did  receive  them  long  before  the  high  tariff  was  thought 
of;  and  will  continue  to  receive  them  af\er  it  ceases  to  ex- 
ist.    The  first  that  she  received,  according  to  my  reading, 


was  about  the  year  1630,  when  the  Plymouth  colony  sent 
down  to  the  Jamestown  colony  to  buy  com;  and  she  has 
been  at  it  ever  since.  Her  high  northern  latitude  pre- 
vents the  raising  of  these  articles  at  home;  and  she  gets 
them  in  her  coasting  trade  to  the  South.  But  how  much  ^ 
Not  the  hundredth  part  of  what  the  lower  part  of  Virginia 
and  Carolina  have  to  spare!  They  can  supply  her  amply 
with  corn  and  flour,  to  say  nothing  of  the  neighboring 
parts  of  Pennsylvania  and  New  York,  which  are  them- 
selves national  granaries  of  wheat.  No,  sir.  New  England 
can  never  purchase  our  provisions.  If  she  really  took 
from  us  all  that  she  could  consume,  it  would  amount  to 
nothing  in  the  mass  of  our  productions.  It  would  be  no 
more  than  the  nibblings  of  the  mice  at  our  barns  and  cribs, 
which  we  do  not  miss;  and  by  no  means  equal  to  the  de- 
predations of  the  Norway  rats,  which,  in  truth,  affect  us 
considerably.     Boonlick  alone  would  gorge  her. 

A  third  great  data  is  the  well  known  fact  that  Nev 
England  takes  no  tobacco  from  us;  and  the  whole  heart  of 
the  West — (for  I  am  confining  my  remarks  to  the  West)— 
the  whole  heart  of  the  West,  upon  an  area  of  five  hundred 
miles  square,  comprehending  the  finest  parts  of  nx  States, 
is  a  tobacco-growing  region.  New  Kngland  takes  no  part 
of  this  article.  The  Netherlands,  the  Hanse  Towns,  Eng- 
land,  (to  name  them  in  the  order  of  their  importance  in 
this  trade,)  France,  Spain,  the  coasts  of  the  Mediterranean, 
and  the  shores  of  tlie  Baltic  sea,  are  the  markets  for  Ame- 
rican tobacco.  Foreign  markets  alone  furnish  us  purchas- 
ers for  it;  and,  if  deprived  of  that  market,  we  must  give 
up  the  cultivation  of  that  great  staple. 

A  fourth  great  data,  to  prove  the  necessit)'  of  foreign 
trade,  and  the  utter  futility  of  the  New  Englshd  substi- 
tute, is  the  state  of  our  hard  money  trade.  New  England 
will  furnish  us  with  no  gold  and  silver;  on  the  contran', 
she  takes  it  from  us,  and  nothing  else,  in  payment  for  her 
manufactures.  Our  acquiutions  of  specie  all  come  from 
foreign  trade.  For  even  that  portion  which  comes  from 
the  lower  Mississippi  and  the  Southern  Atlantic  States,  i» 
first  obtained  from  foreign  countries;  in  exchange  for  the 
cotton,  the  rice,  and  the  tobacco  which  is  exported.  The 
last  ten  years  have  furnished  the  Union  with  sevcnty-fi^e 
millions  of  hard  money,  imported  from  abroad.  Not  less 
than  two  hundred  and  Ibrty  millions  have  been  imported 
since  the  establishment  of  the  Federal  Government.  Mex- 
ico is  our  great  fountain  of  supply;  Great  Britain  and  her 
dependencies  stand  second;  the  Spanish  West  Indies  third; 
the  South  American  States  fourth;  France  and  her  depen- 
dencies fiflh.  Mexico  alone  furnishes  more  than  h.ilf  the 
annual  supply!  But  how ^  for  we  send  to  her  dominions 
less  than  one  million  of  our  domestic  productions!  Sir» 
we  obtain  it  by  the  circuitous  operation  of  trade;  bv  send- 
ing our  productions  to  Europe,  cxch&nging  them  lor  fine 
goods,  and  carrjing  these  goods  to  Mexico.  New  Eng- 
land cannot  supply  the  place  of  Mexico  and  Peru,  of  Eu- 
rope and  the  M^est  Indies,  in  furnishing  us  with  hard  mo- 
ney. Far  from  supplying  us  with  that  mefftl,  she  exacts 
it  from  us.  She  gives  us  nothing  btit  manufactured  goods, 
and  for  these  she  will  take  nothing  but  hard  moneVi  or  its 
equivalent;  and  herein  lies  one  of  the  great  evils  of  the 
high  tarift"  system,  and  its  hardest  operation  upon  the 
West— an  evil  beyond  that  of  the  British  colonial  system; 
for  the  colonies  could  always  pay  for  their  goods  from  Old 
England  in  their  provisions  and  raw  materials:  but  the 
West  must  send  money  to  New  England! 

No,  Mr.  President,  I  wash  my  hands  of  these  Lilliputjan 
statistics.  1  attach  no  consequence  to  the  long  list  that 
was  read  to  us  of  sheep  and  cattle  driven  into  Boston,  and 
the  invoices  of  corn  and  flour  imported  into  Rho<lelsbnfl- 
I  wash  my  hands  of  all  the  fine  prospects  which  have  been 
exhibited  for  the  future  consumption  of  the  products  of 
the  great  West,  in  the  nutshell  of  New  England.  I  lo^f^ 
at  the  thing  Under  other,  and  larger,  phases.  I  look  vX  it 
under  the  aspects  which  C;o<l  and  nature  pTeseiit,  and 
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which  man  can  neither  conceal  nor  alter.  I  look  at  her 
tinder  the  aspects  of  territorial  extent — possible  popula- 
tion— ^pursuits  of  industry — and  habits  of  trade;  and  say 
that  the  niicroscopic  speck  in  the  Northeastern  corner  of 
our  America  cannot  furnish  consumers  for  Western  pro- 
vision!!—cannot  furnish  purchasers  for  Western  tobacco — 
cannot  become  the  gfoldlen  fountain  of  supply  for  the  pre- 
cious metals.  A nd  I  say  this  without  refe rence  to  the  moiin- 
tsins  which  intervene,  and  the  ice  which  forbids  communica- 
tion when  communication  is  alone  wanted.  I  pretermit  all 
mention  of  these  natural  obstacles  of  earth  and  climate,  be- 
cause I  wish  to  avoid  disputation;  and  I  know  that  I  should 
be  suddenly  told  that  the  West  is  to  remove  or  overcome  all 
these  obstacles  of  nature;  her  lands  are  to  be  a  fund  for 
levelling  mountains,  and  drawing  out  railways,  and  perfo- 
rating the  earth  with  canals!  and  so  drawing  off  the  com- 
merce of  the  West  from  New  Orleans  to  Boston  and  New 
York.  I  leave  out  these  views;  because  I  know  tliat  after 
the  West  may  have  been  dvspoiled  of  its  lands  for  this 
object,  the  commerce  of  the  great  valley  will  still  follow 
the  course  of  nature,  and  flow  through  the  channels  which 
God  has  created  for  it.  It  will  still  prefer  down  hill  to 
up  hiir — down  stream  to  up  stream — a  flowing  river  to  a 
frozen  ditch — a  magnificent  steamboat  to  a  narrow  cage — 
a  cheerful  city,  in  a  soft,  delicious,  salubrious  climate, 
(for  wich  is  New  Orleans  in  all  the  business  months,)  to 
the  dreary  regions,  the  ice-bound  harbohs,  and  the  winter 
desolation  of  the  Northeastern  cities. 

The  West  needs  foreign  trade.  Why  else  did  our  an- 
cestors struggle  under  the  Government  of  the  confedera- 
tion to  secure  the  free  navigation  of  the  Mississippi?  Why 
else  did  the  whole  West  rejoice  at  the  acquisition  of  the 
mouths  of  the  Mississippi  in  1803?  But  it  is  said  that  the 
introduction  of  the  high  tariff  policy  has  not  been  injuri- 
ous to  foreign  trade.  I  think  otherwise;  but  let  us  avoid 
an  array  of  opposite  opinions,  and  contradictory  assertions, 
which  decide  nothing,  and  produce  no  results,  and  let  us 
have  recourse  to  the  logic  of  facts  which  put  an  end  to  all 
mistakes.  JLet  us  esamti^e  this  point  upon  evidence,  and 
evidence  of  that  character  that  no  man  may  be  permitted 
to  dispute  it.  I  speak  of  the  evidence  of  the  custom-house 
books,  and  will  take  two  periods  which  will  exhibit  the 
fairest  state  «f  the  question.  I  will  take  the  year  1816, 
which  was  the  year  of  the  cohimencementof  the  high  tariff 
policy;  and  the  year  1830,  which  was  two  years  after  that 
system  had  attained  its  present  maximum  growth.  In  the 
first  of  these  years  the  export  of  domestic  productions  was 
#64,781,896;  in  the  second  it  was  $59,462,029.  Here  is 
a  decrease  of  five  millions,  when  there  ought  to  have  been 
an  increase  of  about  thirty  millions;  for  our  population 
had  increased  one-third  in  the  same  time,  and  our  country 
was  at  peace  With  all  the  world  during  the  whole  period; 
and  her  foreign  commerce  should  have  been  as  progres- 
sive as  her  population.  The  diminution  of  foreign  trade 
is  then,  in  reality,  about  thirty-five  millions;  and  that  in 
the  short  space  of  fourteen  years.  This  is  a  striking  view 
of  the  decline  of  foreign  trade  under  the  high  tariff  policy; 
but  it  is  by  no  means  the  strongest  view  which  the  case 
admits.  That  strongest  view  will  be  seen  in  the  dissec- 
tion, or  analysis,  of  our  export  trade  for  those  years;  an 
operation  which  ^ill  show  that  the  decline  has  fallen,  not 
^nerally  upon  all  our  exports,  but  partially  and  exclu- 
sively on  the  products  of  the  earth — ^the  products  of  the 
South  i^d  West — while  tiic  exports  of  the  Northeast  have 
actually  increased  during  the  same  period. 

Here  is  the- analysis: 

In  1816,  the  domestic  exports  were: 

In  the  products  of  agi*iculture, 

of  the  forest, 
of  the  sea, 
of  manufactures. 

In  1830,  they  were: 

In  the  products  of  agriculture, 


$53,354,000 
7,295,000 

'  1,331,000 
1,755,000 


146^976,332 


In  the  products  of  the  forest,  -  4^192,047 

of  the  sea,        -        -  1,726,270 

of^nanufactures,       -  6,557,380 

Here,  sir,  is  proof  for  you!  Here  is  demonstration! 
Here  is  the  logic  of  the  exact  sciences!  Here  is  the  true 
working  of  the  high  tariff  policy!  And  what  does  it  prove 
to  you }  It  proves  that  agriculture  in  the  year  1830  is  worth 
seven  millions  less  than  in  1816,  instead  of  being  worth 
one-third,  or  seventeen  millions  more;  that  the  prcxluctsof 
the  forest — ^a  kindred  product  to  agriculture — ^are  three 
millions  less  in  1830  than  1816,  instead  of  being  three  mil- 
lions more;  that  the  products  of  the  sea,  instead  of  declin- 
ing like  the  others,  have  actually  advanced  near  half  a 
million;  and  that  the  products  of  the  manufactories  have 
advanced  upwards  or  threefold,  from  one  million  and 
three-quarters  to  six  millions  and  a  half!  This  logic  of 
figures  puts  to  flight  all  the  delusive  theories  which  would 
either  deny  the  fact  of  a  decline  in  our  foreign  commerce, 
or  attribute  it  to  the  diminution  of  money,  and  consequent 
fall  of  prices.  The  produce  of  the  high  tariff  States  is 
not  affected  by  those  causes.  The  produce  of  the  sea, 
namely,  fish,  ojI,  whalebone,  and  spermaceti,  which  goes 
from  the  high  tariff  States  in  the  Northeast,  sells  as  well  as 
ever.  The  produce  of  the  manufactories,  too  numerous 
to  be  detailed,  especially  after  reading  a  list  of  them  an 
hour  ago,  also  goes  from  the  same  State,  and  is  vastly  in- 
creased. But  the  produce  of  agriculture,  namely,  beef, 
pork,  bacon,  flour,  grain,  cotton,  rice,  tobacco,  &c.  &c., 
wliicb  goes  from  the  Soutliern  and  Western  States,  is  large- 
ly sunk  in  value;  the  produce  of  the  forest,  which  gt)es 
principally  from  the  same  States,  a^id  consists  of  skins  and 
furs,  of  tar,  pitch,  rosin,  and  turpentine,  of  staves  and  shin- 
gles, hewn  timber,  masts,  spars,  boards,  and  other  lumber, 
has  also  supk  in  value.  Sir,  there  is  no  mistake  in  these 
figures!  no  error  in  these  deductions!  no  room  for  any  di- 
versity of  opinion!  The  high  tariff  works  alike,  through- 
outali  its  departments,  and  in  every  operation,  at  home  and 
abroad.  It  is  hurtful  to  the  farmer  and  the  planter;  it  is 
beneficial  to  the  fisherman  and  the  manufacturer.  It  sheds 
the  whole  of  its  benign  influences  upon  the  Northeast;  it 
reserves  all  its  baleful  effects  for  the  South  and  West! 

Several  speakers,  Mr.  President,  have  read  to  us  the 
accounts  of  British  oppression  during  our  colonial  vassal- 
age. ,  They  have  shown  tliat  we  were  allowed  to  manu- 
facture nothing  for  ourselves,  and  were  compelled  to  pur- 
chase the  manufactures  of  the  mother  country.  This  was 
certainly  a  great  oppression  upon  the  colonists,  and  de- 
served their  highest  resentment;  but  in  some  respects  t*.  j 
present  state  of  trade  between  the  West  and  the  hightanif 
States  is  on  a  worse  footing  for  the  West  than  that  of  the 
colonists  was  with  the  mother  country.  In  the  first  place, 
the  colonists  bought  tlieir  manufactures  from  the  mother 
country  at  a  cheaper  rate  than  we  buy  from  the  high  tariff 
States,  especially  in  the  essential  articles  of  woollen  goods. 
In  the  next  place,  tlie  colonists  paid  in  their  own  produc- 
tions, we  in  money.  In  the  third  plad^,  the  colonists  fur- 
nished tbo  raw  materials  to  be  worked  up  in  England, 
while  the  West  furnishes  scarcely  any  raw  material  for  the 
Nortlieastern  manufactures,  and  many  of  them  emplo]^  fo- 
reign materials,  to  the  exclusion  of  American  materials. 
We  have  a  very  striking  instance  of  this  in  STnemorial  now 
upon  our  tables  from  a  firm  of  flax  manufacturei*s  near 
Philadelphia.  It  contains  this  remarkable  sentence :  *  *  The 
manufactures  your  memorialists  produce  are  from  foreign 
flax  exclusively,  and  consist  of  shoe  threads,  tailors'  threads, 
twines,  and  flax  and  tow  yarns  entering  into  other  manu- 
factui'es,  as  checks,  linens,  carpeting,  patent  floor  cloth, 
boot  webbing,  and  hair  seating,  wliich  cannot  be  made 
from  the  flax  grown  in  this  countiy,  of  a  quality  to  answer 
the  purposes  of  the  consumers."  Now,  under  the  old  co- 
lonial system,  these  manufacturers  would  have  been  oblig- 
ed to  use  American  flax,  and  to  have  paid  Americans  for 
it;  but  under  our  high  tariff*,  they  buy  the  flax  from  abroad; 
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and  the  high  duties  upon  all  the  manufactures  of  flax,  as 
threads  and  twines,  checks  and  linens,  carpetings  and 
floor  cloths,  boot  webbing  and  hair  seating,  enables  them 
to  sell  the  manufacture  sufficiently  high  to  enable  them  to 
buy  the  foreign  material,  and  the  people  are  to  be  delud- 
ed with  the  story  that  this  is  a  domestic  manufactory !  The 
quantity  of  foreign  flax  imported  into  the  United  States 
in  two  yeara  after  the  tariff*  of  1828,  and  remainiur  in  the 
country  for  consumption,  waa  ninety-six  thousand  seven 
hundred  and  forty-two  dollars  worth;  which,  of  course, 
went  into  our  domestic  manufactories.  It  is  the  same 
tiling  with  other  articles;  for  our  custom-house  books  show 
an  import  of  foreip^  wool,  since  the  tariff  of  1824^  to  ^e 
value  of  two  million  seventy-two  thousand  one  hundred 
and  eighty-five  dollars;  of  foreign  hemp  to  the  value  of 
three  million  five  hundred  and  forty-one  thousand  six 
hundred  and  forty-two  dollars;  of  foreign  indigo  to  the 
value  of  four  million  ei^ht  hundred  and  thirty-five  thou- 
sand seven  hundred  and  sixty-seven  dollars;  of  foreign  raw 
hides  to  the  value  of  eleven  million  one  hundred  and  se- 
venty-two  thousand  seven  liundrnl  dollars;  and  of  foreign 
furs  to  the  value  of  two  million  sevens-seven  thousand 
two  hundred  and  thirty-five  dollars:  makmg,  in  the  whole, 
an  importation  of  foreign  materials,  in  five  articles  alone, 
to  the  amount  of  twenty-five  millions  of  dollars,  in  the  short 
space  of  six  yeai-s,  between  the  years  1824  and  1830.  And 
this,  is  the  nett  airiount  which  remained  in  the  country  for 
consumption,  after  deducting  the  re-exportations.  This 
immense  sum  has  been  paid  to  foreigners,  instead  of  Ame- 
rican citizens;  so  that,  in  this  respect,  our  trade  with  the 
Northeastern  manufacturers  is  on  a  fkr  worse  footing  than 
that  of  the  old  colonists  with  Great  Britain.  But  I  trust 
that  this  hardship  will  soon  be  relieved,  and  that,  in  the 
modification  of  the  tariflT  at  the  present  session,  the  farm- 
ers and  planters  of  the  United  States  will  be  admitted 
uito  tlie  benefits  of  the  American  system,  and  secured  in 
the  domestic  supply  of  the  raw  materials  to  our  domestic 
manufactories.  I  hope  for  this  much  for  the  farmers,  and 
for  the  honor  of  the  system.  For  nothing  can  be  more 
absurd  than  to  erect  domestic  manufactures  upon  foreign 
materials;  nothing  more  contradictory  tlian  to  predicate 
ijidependence  for  goods  upon  dependence  for  materials 
to  make  them  out  of;  notlung  more  iniquitous  than  to  gfive 
to  the  manufacturers  the  home  market  of  goods,  and  not 
give  to  the  farmers  the  home  market  of  raw  mateiials;  no- 
thing more  insulting  to  the  understandings  of  the  people, 
than  to  call  such  a  one-sided  monopoly  an  American  system. 
The  West,  then,  Mr.  President,  in  common  witliallthe 
agricultural  portions  of  this  Union,  has  a  deep  and  direct 
interest  in  the  preservation  and  extension  of  foreign  trade. 
If  she  looked  to  her  interest  alone,  if  she  looked  at  the 
question  under  tlie  single  aspect  of  selfish  benefit,  she 
would  he  an  advocate  for  unrestricted  commerce  with  all 
the  world.  She  would  continue  the  cry,  upon  which  she 
went  to  war  twenty  years  ago,  for  free  trade  and  sailors' 
rights!  But  tlie  l#est  is  not  individual  in  her  existence, 
nor  egotistical  in  her  policy.  She  is  a  sectional  division 
of  an  extended  confederacy;  she  belongs  to  a  great  politi- 
cal system;  she  is  subject  to  a  duplicate  form  of  Govern- 
ment; and  these  conditions  impose  upon  her  obligations, 
which  neither  duty  nor  patriotism  permit  her  to  disregard. 
Her  Government  must  be  supported,  and  tliat  support  re- 
quires reyeime;  her  independence  must  be  maintuned, 
and  that  independence  requires  a  home  supply  of  certain 
articles.  Foreign  commei*ce  presents  the  most  conveni- 
ent subject  for  revenue,  for  the  support  of  the  Federal 
Government;  and  the  levy  of  that  revenue  may  be  made 
the  means  of  encouraging  the  production  of  the  essential 
articles  which  our  independence  requires  to  be  made  at 
home.  Hence  the  necessity  of  qualifying  the  unlimited 
freedom  of  trade,  which  our  pecuniary  interest  might  re- 
quire; and  hence,  also,  the  measure  of  that  qualification. 
And  this,  Mr.  President,  brings  me  back  to  a  point  which 


I  mentioned  before,  and  which,  upon  this  subject,  u  the 
law  and  the  prophets  with  me :  revenue,  to  the  extent  of  the 
Government  wants;  protection  as  an  incident  to  revenue. 

Sir,  I  do  not  argue  these  points  over  again;  nor  do  I  go 
further  into  the  discussion  for  regulating  foreign  commerce 
upon  the  principle  of  reciprocity,  and  establishing  discrim- 
inating duties  as  a  means  of  coercing  or  conciliating  bene- 
ficial treaties  from  foreign  nations.  I  leave  all  these  points 
to  their  fate,  to  live  or  perish  upon  what  has  already  been 
said.  But  there  was  a  phrase  used  by  General  Hamilton, 
and  read  to  ^ou  some  half  hour  ag^,  which  I  most  be  ex- 
cused for  bnnging  up  again  to  tlie  notice  of  the  Senate. 
General  Hamilton  spoke  of  the  American  system;  and  he 
is  the  first  individual,  so  far  as  my  reading  extends,  that 
ever  pronounced  that  phrase.  But  in  what  sense  ^d  he 
use  it?  For  the  destruction  of  foreig^n  commerce?  think 
you!  and  the  substitution  of  a  delusive  home  trade,  and 
domestic  manufiu;tures?  No,  sir!  But  for  the  preserva- 
tion, the  extension,  the  promotion  of  foreign  trade!  to 
exalt  it  to  the  highest  point  of  prosperity!  and  that  bv  a 
discriminating  duty !  This  was  General  Hamilton's  idea 
of  an  American  system!  This  was  the  system,  this  the 
policy,  which,  in  the  glowing  language  of  that  ardent  man, 
was  to  enable  us,  not  to  cut  the  connexion,  but  to  dictate 
the  terms  of  the  connexion,  between  the  old  and  the  new 
world.  This  it  was  which  was  to  open  to  us  the  commerce 
of  all  nations,  upon  reciprocal  terms.  And  this  is  the  sys- 
tem with  which  President  Washington  directed  Mr.  Gou- 
vemeur  Morris  to  warn  England  in  1789,  and  the  fear  of 
which,  Mr.  Madison  tells  us,  induced  Mr.  Pitt  to  bring 
this  bill  mto  Parliament  for  Uie  relaxation  of  the  British 
restrictive  system  above  forty  years  ago.  This  is  the  sys- 
tem the  success  of  which  was  believed  to  be  infallible  forty 
years  ago.  Is  there  the  least  reasoq  to  believe  its  success 
would  tail  now?  So  far  from  it,  that  success  is  stiU  more 
probable  now  than  at  that  time.  Examine  its  operation: 
see  its  practical  eflfect  upon  foreign  Powers.  We  import 
linens  n*om  England,  France,  and  Germany;  each  of  these 
Powers  takes  tobacco  from  us,  but  with  heavy  duties  or 
restrictions.  We  abolish  duties  on  linens  in  favor  of  any 
Power  that  will  take  our  tobacco  on  moderate  duties;  and 
we  leave  a  duty  of  six  or  eight  per  cent,  on  the  linens  of 
those  Powers  that  refuse.  The  result  must  be,  that  some 
one  will  enter  into  our  arrangement;  and  if  any  one  does, 
the  others  must,  or  suSer  a  decUne  in  a  branch  of  trade 
which  will  be  greatly  to  their  own  prejudice.  Another 
example:  we  get  coffee  from  Cuba,  St.  Domingo,  and 
Brazil;  all  these  countnes  take  provisions  ftom  us,  but 
loaded  with  duties  beyond  their  value  in  the  United  States. 
Their  coffee  trade  with  us  is  indispensable.  We  are  their 
best  customer.  A  free  trade  in  coffee  with  any  one  of 
them  would  compel  the  others  to  relax  in  their  high  du- 
ties, and  relieve  our  provision  trade  from  oppressive  bur- 
dens in  the  West  Indies.  I  mention  a  few  articles^  and  a 
few  Powers  only,  by  way  of  example;  but  the  system  which 
I  recommend  extends  to  all  Powers  without  exception, 
and  to  all  the  leading  articles  on  which  we  propose  to 
abolish,  or  greatly  reduce,  our  duties.  Success  seems  to 
be  certain;  but  if  not,  what  then?  Have  we  lost  any 
thing?  No,  sir;  we  are  where  we  should  be  without  the 
attempt.  And  this  is  the  peculiar  recommendation  of  the 
discriminating  system,  that,  while  it  proposes,  and  aknost 
makes  sure  of  the  greatest  advantages,  it  exposes  nothing 
to  risk. 

Sir,  this  proportion  for  equivalents  obviates  the  objec- 
tion to  a  repeal  of  duties  on  articles  of  luxury.  Under 
the  plan  I  propose,  the  repeal  will  be  purchased,  not  grant- 
ed gratuitously;  and  the  laborer  that  never  uses  a  luxury 
will  l\ave  the  benefit  of  the  repeal  of  duty  on  all  articles 
of  that  description  in  the  improved  markets  which  it  will 
obtain  for  his  produce  abroaiid. 

Sir,  let  no  one  object  to  the  trial — the  experiment — of 
this  system,  upon  a  self-made  prediction  that  it  amy  not 
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succeed.     Sinister  predictions  are  a  yeiy  common,  but  a 
rery  miserable  substitute  for  solid  argument.     They  are 
insidious  objections,  often  disguised  in  candor,  founded  in 
hostility.     They  aid  the  foreign  Powers,  by  suggesting  to 
them  an  adverse  policy,  and  confirming  them  m  schemes 
of  counteraction.     Such  predictions  belong  to  the  enemy, 
or  to  those  feeble  minds  to  wliich  every  attempt  is  an  im- 
possibility, who  see  defeat  in  every  undertaking.     Let 
such  be  content  with  their  own  inactivity,  without  throw- 
ing cold  water  iipon  the  ardor  of  others.     Let  the  timid 
stand  back.    They  could  do  nothing  if  they  tried.  *'  Faint 
heaK  never  won  fair  lady."    Let  the  bold  go  forward. 
Let  tbose  try  who  have  the  spirit  of  victory  within  them. 
1  predict  auspiciously  for  my  country.     I  predict  success, 
and  the  most  beneficial  conseqences^  from  atrial  of  the 
discriaiinafting  system.     We  can  abolish  sixteen  milfions 
of  duties;  we  can  set  one-half  our  commerce  fre^;  all  Eu- 
rope wants  a  share  in  that  free  trade  i  and  everv  Power  in 
Europe  will  bid  for  it,  and  pant  equivalents  for  it,  if  not 
gratuitously  abandoned  to  them.     Why  should  we  aban- 
don such  a  privileged    Why  not  avail  ourselves  of  all  our 
fidr  advantages^    We  hold  a  lever  with  which  we  can  lifl 
the  commercial  system  of  the  world;  we  occupy  a  position 
which  enables  us  to  command  the  commerce  of  all  nations— 
a  portion  which,  in  tlie  language  of  General  Hamilton,  ena- 
bles us  to  dictate  the  terms  of  the  connexion  between  Ame- 
rica and  Europe.     Why  refuse  to  work  that  lever  ^    Why 
forego  the  advantages  of  such  a  portion  ?  Why  abandon  forty 
miUions  of  free  trade  to  the  gratuitous  enjoyment  of  foreign 
nations ?     WIw  not  ask  for  equivalents?     Why  not  ask  for 
a  reduction  of^sixteen  millions  of  duties  on  our  exports  of 
grain  and  provisions,  tobacco,  rice,  flour,  jkc.  in  return 
for  a  reduction  of  sixteen  millions  here  upon  the  imports 
of  silks  and  wines,  linens  and  worsted  stuff  goods,  coffee, 
&c.,  which  we  receive  from  foreign  nations?    Why  not 
try  the  system  of  the  consthutioji,  in  a  conjuncture  so  fit- 
vorable,  which  may  never  recur  again,  when  success  is 
now  so  certain,  and  the  advantages  so  great? — when  the 
attempt  exposes  nothing  to  risk,  and  failure  wpuld  leave 
all  things  just  as  they  are?  I  ask  for  a  chance,  and  notliing 
but  a  chance.     I  ask  it  in  the  name  of  the  constitution, 
and  the  good  of  the  country.     If  we  are  defeated,  let  the 
defeat  come  from  abroad.  If  the  constitution  cannot  work; 
if  its  theory  of  regulating  trade  by  discriminating  duties 
is  a  fallacy;  if  the  constitution  is  to  fail  in  the  main  object 
for  which  it  was  formed,  and  without  which  it  would  not 
have  been  formed,  let  it,  at  leasts  have  a  trial  first.     Let 
the  failure  be  proved  upon  experiment,  and  not  acknov/- 
ledged  upon  anticipation.     But  it  will  not  fail.     Authentic 
facts  enable  me  to  say  it  will  not.     France  has  actually 
began  the  system  of  cuscriminating  duties  with  us.     I  al- 
lude to  the  arrangement  upon  wines  and  cottons,  which 
the  late  treaty  contains.     Another  Power,  which  I  do  not 
name,  for  a  reason  which  the  Senate  well  understand,  is 
now  actually  complaining  that  we  do  not  begin  the  system 
with  her;  and  that  Power  is  one  of  our  best  customers  for 
tobacco,  and  the  very  best  customer  we  have  for  rice. 
The  Governor  General  of  the  Swedish  West  Indies,  from 
a  third  Power,  mkde  a  visit  to  this  city  two  years  ago  to 
propose  the  same  policy  between  the  Swedish  West  Indies 
and  the  United  States;  an  instance  which  1  cite,  not  for 
adoption  to  the  extent  he  proposed^  but  to  show  the  ge- 
neral feeling  in  favor  of  a  just  reciprocity  in  trade.     Nor 
do  I  despair  of  England.     The  vast  majority  of  her  peo- 
ple, and  a  powerful  minority  in  Parliament,  have  always 
been  in  favor  of  relaxation  in  her  corn  laws;  the  reform  of 
the  representation,  now  in  progress,  is  expected  to  effect 
that  reform  in  leg^lation;  and  a  circumstance  just  occur- 
red in  England  raises  my  expectation  of  its  early  success. 
It  is  the  refusal  of  the  titular  Lord  Milton  to  accept  a  peer- 
age, and  go  into  the  House  of  Lords,  because  he  wishes  to 
remain  in  the  House  of  Commons  tiU  the  com  laws  are 
repealed. 


Mr.  President,  1  hope  I  have  been  fortunate  enough  to 
make  myself  intelligible  to  the  Senate.  I  certainly  under- 
stand myself,  whether  others  door  not.  I  am  an  enemy 
to  unnecessary  taxation,  and  mean  to  vote  for  reducing 
the  revenue  to  the  wants  of  the  Government.  I  am  an 
enemy  to  a  public  debt,  to  its  substance  as  well  as  to  its 
shadow,  and  mean  to  vote  for  relief  from  the  burdens  as 
well  as  reUef  from  the  name  of  our  present  debt.  I  am 
a  friend  to  domestic  industry,  and  intend  to  give  it  a  fair 
protection  under  the  regular  exercise  of  the  revenue- 
raising  power.  I  am  a  friend  to  a  judicious,  tarifi*,  in  con- 
tradistinction to  an  injudicious,  or  apolitical',  or  a  sectional 
one;  and  mean  to  have  regard  to  every  public  interest — 
the  farmer  as  well  as  the  manufacturer — the  consumer  as 
well  as  the  producer— the  importer  as  well  as  Uie  ex- 
porter, in  adjusting  tlie  future  scale  of  the  tariff  duties. 
Above  all,  I  am  a  friend  to  the  cultivators  of  the  earth, 
and  mean  to  labor  hard  to  give  them  some  benefit  from 
the  reduction  of  the  revenue,  in  lowering  the  price  of 
land!  and  abolishing  the  tax  on  salt.  For  the  rest,  I  am  in 
favor  of  action,  not  words.  I  am  for  going  to  work  on 
the  tariff  bill,  and  ceasing  tu  debate  on  the  tariff  resolu- 
tions. I  am  in  favor  of  dropping  both  the  resolutions  be- 
fore us,  and  sending  another  to  a  committee,  directing 
that  committee  to  bring  in  the  whole  tariff  in  one  bill — 
every  item  now  subject  to  duty;  that  we  may  take  it  up 
for  decision,  beg^n  at  the  beginning,  and  go  to  the  end^  al- 
terinff  wliat  we  can  alter,  and  showing  the  result  to  the  peo- 
ple, for  their  approval  or  condemnation.  This  is  what  I  am 
now  for;  and  for  this  purpose,  I  now  conclude  my  speech, 
and  offer  you  a  resolution  in  amendment,  or  substitution 
of  those  which  are  now  depending,  [instructing  tlie  com- 
mitteee  to  which  the  subject  should  be  referred,  to  report 
a  bill  embracing  all  the  items  on  wliich  a  reduction  might 
be  thought  proper,  either  with  or  without  fixing  the  rate 
of  duties  on  eadi  article.] 

The  Senate  then  adjoiu-ned. 

FaiDAT,  March   16. 

REFUNDING  OP  DUTIES. 

The  bill  to  exempt  imported  merchandise  in  certain 
cases  from  the  operation  of  the  tariff  law  of  1828,  was 
taken  up  in  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Mr.  SIL8BEE  offered  an  amendment,  that  where  an/' 
merchant  or  agent  in  a  foreign  country  had  made  pur- 
chase of  certain  articles  specified  to  be  imported  into  the 
United  States,  and  where  said  purchase  was  made  in  the  . 
regular  course  of  business  betbre  the  tariff  act  of  1828  * 
was  known  to  said  merchant  or  agent,  that  said  articles  be 
exempt  from  the  duty  then  laid  upon  them. 

Mr.  S.  supported  the  amendment,  and  explained  the 
effect  of  the  duty  upon  the  commercial  interest  generally. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  that  the  bill  proposed  a  large  appropria- 
tion, but  involved  principles  more  important,  as  it  might 
establish  a  precedent  of  great  influence  in  its  consequen- 
ces. In  order  to  enable  the  Senate  to  obtain  a  full  view 
of  the  amendment  and  documents,  and  have  an  opportu- 
nity carefully  to  examine  the  subject,  he  moved  to  la^ 
the  bill  on  the  table,  in  hopes  that  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  would  move  to  have  the  amendment  and 
documents,  which  he  had  read,  and  which  he  considered 
satislactorv,  printed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate.  The  bill 
proceeded  on  the  principle  that  no  part  of  the  increased 
duty  had  entered  into  the  price  of  the  articles  on  which  it 
had  been  laid  and  if  that  case  could  be  fairly  made  out, 
the  petitioners  might  have  an  equitable  claim  to  relief. 

The  bill  was  laid  on  the  table,  and  the  amendment  and 
accompanying  documents  ordered  to  be  printed. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  Mr. 
Clay's  resolution  respecting  the  tariff. 
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Bilr.  BIBB,  of  Kentucky,  spoke  until  the  hour  of  ad- 
journment, in  opposition  to  the  resolution. 
The  Senate  than  adjourned  over  to  Monday. 

MosTDAT,  March  19. 

Mr.DICKERSON,  from  the  Committee  on  Manufactures, 
made  a  report  adverse  to  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on 
aUim  salt,  concluding*  with  a  resolution  that  the  bill  be  in- 
definitely postponed. 

The  report  and  accompanying  documents  were  ordered 
to  be  printed.. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  again  proceeded  to  consider  the  following 
resolutions,  submitted  by  Mr.  Clat  on  the  9th  January 
last: 

Resolved^  T'hat  the  existing  dutiies  upon  articles  import- 
ed from  foreign  countries,  and  not  coming  into  competi- 
tion with  similar  articles  made  or  produced  within  the 
United  States,  ought  to  be  forthwith  abolished,  except 
the  duties  upon  wines  and  silks,  and  that  they  ought  to  be 
reduced. 

Rtfolvtd,  That  the  Committee  on  Finance  report  a  bill 
accordingly. 

And  Mr.  Hatne's  amendment  thereto,  proposed  on  the 
1 6th  of  January,  viz. 

Strike  out  all  after  the  word  '*  countries,"  and  insert  as 
follows: 

**  Be  so  reduced  that  the  amount  of  the  public  revenue 
shall  be  sufficient  to  defray  the  expenses  of  Government 
according  to  the  present  scale,  after  the  payment  of  the 
public  debt;  and  that,  allowing  a  reasonable  time  for  the 
gradual  reduction  of  tlie  present  high  duties  on  tlie  ai'ti- 
cles  coming  in  competition  with  similar  articles  made  or 
produced  witliin  the  United  States,  the  duties  be  ulti- 
mately equalized,  so  that  the  dutylon  no  article  shall,  as 
compared  with  the  value  of  tliat  article,  vary j  materially 
from  the  general  average." 

Mr.  BIBB  resumed,  and  concluded  his  remarks  in  op- 
position to  the  original  resolution,  and  in  favor  of  the 
umendment. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  moved  to  refer  the  whole  subject  to  tlie 
Committee  on  Agriculture. 
w*     This  motion  was  negatived,  as  follows: 
/H    YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brpwn,  Buckner,  Ellis, 
Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  >liller,  Moore, 
Poindexter,  Smith,  Troup,  Tyler,  White.— .18. 
A      NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dickerson,  Dud- 
^  ley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frclinghuyseo,  Hendricks,  Johnston, 
Knight,  Marcy,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Robinson,  Seymour,  Sils- 
bee)  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,Waggaman,Wilkins.— 22. 

>Ir.  HAYNE  then  called  for  a  division  of  the  question; 
and  the  vote  was  first  taken  on  striking  out  all  of  the 
original  resolution  after  the  word  **  Heaohfetlt*'  by  yeas 
and  nays,  and  negatived,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth, 
Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Miller,  Moore,  Poin- 
dexter, Robinson,  Smith,  Troup,  Tyler,  White. — 18. 
^  NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dicker- 
son,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Marcy,  Prentiss,  Bobbins, 
Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  I'ipton,  Tomlinson,  Wagga^ 
man,  Wilkins.— 23. 

The  PRESIDENT  declared  that  the  amendment  of  Mr. 
Hatitb  was  rejected,  and, the  original  resolution  .adopted. 

Mr.  WILKINS  remarked  that  he  bad  intended  to  pro- 
pose a  substitute  for  tlie  resolution  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat.]  From  the  decision  of  the  Cliair, 
he  did  not  know  liow  he  could  effect  his  object.  He 
would,  for  the  pres»nt,  move  to  lay  the  subject  on  the 
table,  and  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
executive  business. 

Mr.  KING  suggested  thdt  the  only  mode  in  which  the 


gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  could  now  propose  his  sub- 
stitute, would  be  by  moving  a  reconsideration  of  tlie  vote 
just  taken.  A  postponement  of  the  subject  would  not 
remove  the  difficulty. 

Mr.  WILKINS  said  it  was  proper  he  should  apprise 
the  Senate  tliat  the  amendment  intended  to  be  proposed 
by  him  would  not  vary  the  general  principle  assumed  in 
the  original  resolution;  he  was  only  desirous  that  the  reso- 
lution should  be  somewhat  more  clefinite. 

Mr.  CLAY  said,  as  the  resolution  was  merely  the  asser- 
tion of  a  great  federal  or  general  principle,  it  was  un- 
necessary to  enter  into  details,  until  a  bill  should  be  re- 
ported, in  conformity  to  that  principle.  The  question 
would  then  be  open  for  discussion,  and  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  would  have  an  opportunity,  by  amend- 
ment, if  necessary,  to  %  effect  any  object  which  might  be 
deemed  necessary,  &c. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  moved  to  postpone  the  further  con- 
sideration of  the  subject  until  the  first  Monday  in  May. 

This  motion  was  opposed  by  Messrs.  CLAY,  WILJUNS, 
and  HOLMES;  and  before  coming  to  a  decision,  on  mo- 
tion of  Mr.  HOLMES, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

TuxsDAT,  Mabch  20. 
INTERNAL  IMPROVEMENTS. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  intro- 
duce a  bill  for  the  improvement  of  the  navigation  of  the 
Wabash  river,  and  for  the  survey  of  the  Kaskaskia  and 
White  rivers;  and  moved  that  it  be  ref<?rred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Roads  and  Canals. 

Mr.  SMITH  opposed  this  reference,  and  moved  that  it 
be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  said  that  he  had,  on  a  farmer  occa- 
sion, moved  to  refer  the  resolution  of  inquiry  and  memo- 
rial on  this  subject  to  that  committee;  but  the  Senate  had, 
on  mature  dehberation,  decided  to  refer  them  to  the 
Committee  on  Roads  and  Canals,  and  he  had,  therefore, 
moved  that  this  bill  be  referred  to  the  committee  haviog 
the  other  matters  in  relation  to  it  under  consideration. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  that  he  believed  this  was  the  first 
time  that  subjects  of  this  nature  had  been  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Roads  and  Canals;  and  as  the  object  was  to 
benefit  commerce,  it  more  properly  belonged  to  that 
committee. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  replied  that  the  bill  for  the  im- 
provement of  the  Mississippi  and  Ohio  rivers  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Roads  and  Canals, on  a  former  occasion. 

Mr.  EWING  said  that  there  was  a  distinction  between 
foreign  tommcrce  and  internal  improvement.  The  for- 
mer subject  came  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Commerce,  but  the  latter  being  in  fact  for  the  im- 
provement of  a  public  highway,  seemed  more  properly  to 
belong  to  the  Committee  on  Roads  and  Canals.  As  thi?* 
bill  provided  for  the  improvement  of  the  internal  commu- 
nication between  the  States,  he  was  in  favor  of  having  it 
referred  to  the  committee  on  that  subject. 

After  some  further  remarks  by  Messrs.  SMITH,  HEN- 
DRICKS, and  CLAYTON,  the  motion  of  Mr.  Hkx- 
onicKS  was  agreed  to.  * 

Mr.  BENTON  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  introduce  a 
bill  granting  to  the  State  of  Missouri  five  hundred  thou- 
sand acres  of  the  public  lands,  for  the  purpose  of  internal 
improvement  within  that  State;  which  was  read,  and  or- 
dered to  a  second  reading. 

The  remainder  of  the  day  was  spent  on  private  bills  and 
executive  business. 


Wednksdat,  Marcu  21. 

REMISSION  OF  DUTIES. 

The  bill  from  the  House  of  Representatives  for  the  re- 
lief of  Bishop  Benedict  J.  Flaget,  was  read  the  second  time. 
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[This  was  a  bill  to  retfiit  the  duties  on  certain  paintings 
and  furniture  presented  by  two  foreign  potentates  to  the 
Catholic  church  at  Bairdstown,  in  Kentucky. 

Mr.  CI«AY  said  there  was  no  necessity  to  commit  this 
bin,  and  he  hoped  it  would  be  allowed  to  pass  to  a  third 
reading'.  It  was  the  tame  bill,  and  made  the  same  provi- 
sion, as  that  introduced  by  him,  and  laid  on  the  table. 
I  This  bill  was  reported  from  the  committee  of  the  other 
House,  and  for  the  benefit  of  Bishop  Flaget  alone,  with- 
out the  amendment  which  was  offered  to  the  bill  laid  on 
the  table  the  other  day  for  the  purpose  of  reconsidera- 
tion. If  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  chose  to  convert  the 
other  bill  into  a  general  appropriation  for  the  benefit  of 
churches,  in  simiur  cases,  he  had  no  objection. 

Mr.  TYLER  said,  as  the  bill  came  from  the  other  House, 
he  should  decline  pressing  the  amendment  proposed. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  opposed  the  bill  as  bemg  uncon- 
stitutional, and  having  a  tendency  to  establish  a  precedent 
that  might  lead  to  numerous  applications  for  similar  ob- 
jects. He  cited  the  case  of  the  bill  granting  land  for  the 
benefit  of  the  church  at  Richmond,  which  was  not  approv- 
ed by  President  Madison,  because  it  was  contrary  to  the 
constitution  to  grant  exclusive  privileges  to  any  religious 
sect  or  denomination.  The  churches  that  had  imported 
organs  might  require  the  same  privilep^,  if  this  was  grant- 
ed. If  they  were  imported  for  an  nidividual,  the  duty 
might  be  remitted. 

Mr.  KANE  said  there  was  a  striking  difference  between 
thb  bill  and  the  one  with  the  smendment.  This  bill  was 
fer  the  benefit  of  an  individual — ^the  other  for  a  particular 
church.  It  was  customary  to  grant  privileges  or  this  kind 
to  individuals  not  at  the  head  of  a  religious  body,  and  he 
could  see  no  reason  why  the  fact  of  his  being  a  bishop 
should  exclude  him  from  the  common  privileges  of  otlier 
otizens.  Books,  paintings,  &c.  for  the  benefit  of  learn- 
ing and  the  fine  arts,  were  admitted  free,  in  many  cases, 
far  the  encouragement  of  literature  and  the  fine  arts. 
These  paintings  were  not  objects  of  worship,  but  of  or- 
nament, and  the  remission  of  the  duty  on  them  could  not 
be  considered  as  fiivoring  any  religious  denomination  in 
their  worship,  because  they  were  hung  upon  the  walk 
of  a  cathedral,  more  than  if  they  were  placed  in  the  Aca- 
demy of  Fine  Arts,  in  Philadelphia — ^tothe  latter  of  which 
this  benefit  had  been  extended.  The  obiect  was  simply 
to  declare  that,  if  a  foreigner  chose  to  make  a  donation  of 
paintings  to  a  person  in  this  country,  to  be  hung  up  in  a 
cbupch,  or  elsewhere,  Congress  would  not  discourage  it 
by  imposing  a  heavy  duty  upon  the  gift.  This  was  for  the 
benefit  of  aU  persons  who  chose  to  resort  there  to  exa- 
mine them,  and  had  nothing  to  do  with  religfious  privi- 
leges whatever. 

Mr.  TYLER  said  thai  he  was  in  hopes  that  he  should 
hare  been  permitted  to  remain  silent  after  having  with- 
drawn his  proposed  amendment,  and  that,  for  one  angle 
day,  the  subject  of  the  tariff  would  have  been  allowed  to 
rest  unmolested.  But  the  gentleman  had  thought  proper 
\o  found  his  argument  on  this  very  subject,  and  this  in  re- 
ference to  an  organ^imported  when  the  tariff  of  1816  was 
in  force,  and  of  course  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  present 
duties,  llie  gentleman  had  alluded  to  the  bill  tor  the 
benefit  of  the  church  at  Richmond.  He  had  brought  for- 
tard  tluLt  measure,  which  was  based  on  tbe  humane  and 
mnpathetic  feelings  which  arose  from  the  destruction  of 
tbe  Richmond  theatre,  and  the  loss  of  two  hundred  of  the 
ouMt  respectable  citizens  of  Virginia  in  that  oonflagra- 
tbn.  If  the  gentleman  had  presented  a  similar  measure, 
he  would  certainly  support  it  on  the  same  grounds.  There 
Was  a  difference  between  the  purchase  m  articles  and  a 
freewill  offeringi  and  if  the  Question  was,  which  should 
be  entitled  to  the  privilege  or  coming  free  of  duty,  he 
Would  say,  the  purchase  which  was  already  burdened  with 
a  heavy  price. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  that  the  course  taken  by  the  gentleman 
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from  Virginia  was  quite  liberal;  and  he  hoped  the  gentle- 
man from  Missisnppi  would  not  again  urge  the  objec-< 
tion  that  organs  might  be  required  to  come  duty  f^e  if 
this  was  passed,  when  this  subject  came  up,  there  was 
no  doubt  that  the  gentleman  would  play  the  tune  to  it. 
With  respect  to  the  paintings,  they  never  would  have 
been  brought  to  the  United  States  but  for  the  benevo- 
lence of  foreigners,  as  Bishop  Flaget  was  unable  to  pur- 
chase them  himself.  The  gentleman  objects  to  the  bill, 
because  President  Madison  decided  that  it  was  not  consti- 
tutional to  pass  laws  in  fiivor  of  religious  denominations. 
But,  in  that  case,  the  object  was  to  obtain  the  rights  of 
pre-emption  for  the  benefit  of  the  church.  The  very 
term  pre-emption  implies  privilege.  But  this  is  the  case 
of  an  individual,  and  the  g^ntl^knan  admits  that,  if  he  was 
not  a  bishop,  he  would  be  entitled  to  this  benefit^  and  is 
the  gentleman  prepared  to  say  that  a  person  at  the  head 
of  a  religious  denomination  shall  be  deprived  of  that  which 
he  would  be  entitled  to  as  a  private  citizen?  Can  it  be 
doubted  that  President  Madison  would  have  sanction- 
ed this  bill,  if  it  had  been  offered  to  him  when  President? 
What,  sir,  are  we  to  refuse  that  justice  to  a  man  because 
he  is  of  a  religious  denomination,  which  he  would  be  enti- 
tled to  if  he  was  of  no  religion^  This  seems  to  be  a  pe- 
culiar favorite  principle  with  some  of  the  foreign  Govern- 
ments, but  not  of  our  own.  Already  has  Congpress  passed 
bills  remitting  the  duties  on  vestments,  and  other  furni- 
ture, for  churches.  This  looks  more  like  favoring  religion 
than  to  remit  the  duty  on  paintings,  which  are  more  for 
the  encouragement  of  the  fine  arts  tiian  religious  worship. 
Bibles  have  oeen  admitted  free  of  duty  for  the  encourage- 
ment of  the  Baltimore  Bible  Society  i  and  there  are  eight 
or  ten  cases  on  record  of  precisely  the  same  principle, 
where  Congress  has  remitted  the  duty  on  imported  arti- 
cles. Mr.  C.  concluded  with  the  remark  that  he  hoped 
the  gentleman  would  a^e  to  the  measure,  and,  if  not,  be 
should  cheerfully  acquiesce  in  the  decision  of  the  Senate. 
After  some  further  remarks  from  Messrs.  BENTON 
and  POINDEXTER,  the  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing— ^yeas  26,  nays  not  counted. 

THE  TARIFF. 

Mr.  WIL.RINS  rose  to  inquire  whether  the  amendment, 
which  be  had  before  given  notice  that  he  should  ofier  to 
the  resolution  of  Mr.  Clat,  on  the  subject  of  the  tariff, 
would  be  precluded  if  not  offered  at  this  time.  He  will- 
ed to  ascertain  whether  the  decision  of  the  Senate,  dis- 
pensing with  the  parliamentary  custom  of  precluding  fur- 
ther amendments,  after  amotion  to  strike  out  the  whole  had 
failed,  was  considered  as  valid,  or  whether  he  should  have 
to  move  a  reoonsideration  in  order  to  attain  his  object. 

Mr.  KING  (then  in  the  chair)  said  that,  in  1824,  an  ap- 
peal  on  a  question  of  order  had  been  made  to  the  Senate, 
which  had,  in  direct  opposition  to  all  parliamentary  rule, 
determined  to  amend,  after  having  refused  to  strike  out. 
Since  that  time,  cases  of  the  same  xind  had  occurred,  and 
the  practice,  supposed  to  have  been  settled  by  that  deci- 
sion, had  been  acquiesced  in.  The  Chair  was  decidedly 
of  opinion  that,  without  this  precedent,  directly  contraiy 
to  all  rules  of  parliamentary  practice,  botli  in  England 
and  in  the  two  Houses  of  Congress,  an  amendment  to  the 
resolution,  after  the  refusal  of  the  Senate  to  strike  out  any 
part  of  it,  would  not  be  in  order. 

Mr.  HAYNE  arreed  that  the  Chair  was  correct  in  his 
statement  of  the  former  practice  of  the  Senate,  and  the 
parliamentary  ^""^l  ^^^  *^  ^^  ^^^^  found  inconvenient, 
and  productive  of  injurious  consequences,  and,  therefore, 
the  Senate  had  decided  that  the  custom  i^ould  not  be  ad- 
hered to.  This  dedson  had  also  been  made  in  the  popu- 
lar branch  of  the  State  Legislature  over  which  he  had 
formerly  had  the  honor  to  preside^  and  this  decision  should 
be  valid  until  the  Senate  thought  proper  to  reverse  it. 

Mr.  WILKINS  said  that  his  only  object  was  to  ascertain 
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the  •enie  of  the  SeiiAte  on  the  subject.  It  wm  immaterial 
to  lum  which  way  it  was  decided.  He  should  not  press 
the  subject  further  than  to  prevent  his  bein^  precluded 
from  onering  his  amendment  in  any  shape. 

After  some  further  remarks  from  the  Cbaib* 

Kr.  CLAY  said  that  he  did  not  rise  to  diseuss  the  ques- 
tkHi»  but  merely  to  state  his  opinion  of  the  propriety  of 
the  course  to  be  pursued.  He  was  of  the  opinion  that 
tlie  motion  to  strike  out,  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina,  and  decided  in  the  neemtive,  did  not  pre- 
clude any  other  amendment  which  might  be  offered.  He 
did  not  consider  that  this  deeiaon,  in  effect,  adopted  the 
resolution;  and  if  the  amendment  to  be  proposed  was  dif- 
ferent in  its  nature  from  the  one  negatived,  it  was  unques- 
tionably proper  to  admit  it.  He  spoke  with  great  defer- 
ence to  the  opinions  of  other  gentlemen,  having  more 
experience  in  the  practice  of  the  Senate^  but,  according 
to  all  the  proceedings  of  legislative  bodies  with  which  he 
was  acquainted,  he  considered  that  the  resolution  was  still 
open  to  amendment. 

After  some  further  remarks  by  Messrs.  WUJS^INS  and 
MILLER,  the  subject  was  Uud  on  the  table. 

The  following  resolution  was  submitted  by  Mr.  WAG- 
GAMAN: 

Bmohed^  That  the  Committee  on  Roads  and  Canals  be 
instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  granting  to 
the  State  of  Louisiana  500,000  acres  of  the  public  land, 
to  aid  the  said  State  in  keepin|^  open  the  watercourses 
communicating  with  the  Mississippi,  and  for  such  other 
objects  as  may  be  considered  of  public  utility. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  offered  a  resolution  of  inquiry  re- 
lative to  a  grant  of  500,00a  acres  of  land  to  the  SUte  of 
Mississippi,  for  purposes  of  internal  improvement. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  MARCT,  the  unfinished  buuness  of 
yesterday  was  laid  on  the  Uble,  and  the  Senate  went  into 
executive  business;  and,  afler  spending  some  time  therein, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Thvmsdat,  Mabcb  22. 

After  the  usual  morning  business, 

Mr.  WIUKINS  asked  of  the  gentleman  from  Delaware, 
[Mr.  CLATT05,]  whether  he  was  willing  to  take  up  Uie  ap- 
portionment bill  at  this  time.  It  was  a  subject  of  great 
mterest  to  the  country,  and  the  Legislatures  of  many 
States  were  waiting  a  decision;  and  therefore  he  was  anx- 
ious that  the  subject  should  be  disposed  of  as  soon  as  it 
could  be  done  conveniently. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  had  no  objection  to  having  the  question 
decided  at  any  time  when  the  Senate  was  full;  but,  as  it 
was  a  question  of  great  importance  to  the  country,  and 
one  in  which  every  member  should  have  an  opportunity 
to  record  his  vote,  he  would  observe  that  his  colleague, 
together  with  some  other  members,  were  absent,  who 
were  desirous  to  be  present  whefT  the  final  question  was 
taken,  and  who  would  be  in  their  places  in  a  few  days. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  gentleman  would  not  press 
the  subject  at  this  time. 

After  some  debate  by  Messrs.  WILKIKS,  WEBSTER, 
MARCY,  BUCKNER,  CLAYTON,  SMYTH,  FORSYTH, 
FOOT,  and  HOLMES,  the  question  was  put  on  taking  up 
the  bill,  and  decided  in  the  negative  by  a  large  majority. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolution 
on  the  subject  of  a  reduotion'Of  the  duties  on  importa— 
the  question  being  on  Mr.  Fobsttb's  motion  to  postpone 
the  subiect  until  the  1st  of  May  next;  which  motion  Mr. 
F.,  at  tLe  request  of  several  gentlemen,  withdrew. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  addressed  the  Senate  as  fbllows:  I  had 


to  the  tariff,  which  render  it  proper  that  I  should  submit 
a  few  remarks. 

When  we  enter  these  walls  we  take  a  solemn  oath,  as 
representatives  of  the  people,  binding  upon  our  con- 
sciences individually:  it  is  to  support  the  constitution  of  Iftie 
United  States;  and  our  duties  under  it  have  reference  to 
the  whole  Union.  Every  representative  of  the  people 
here,  duly  impressed  with  the  responsibilities  of  his  sta- 
tion, must  receive  the  instructions  of  other  representatives 
of  the  people,  in  the  State  Legislature,  with  the  moat  de- 
ferential respect,  and  a  «ncere  and  anxious  desire  to 
act  in  accordance  with  them.  If,  unfortunately,  this 
should  conflict  with  his  previous  opinions^  he  should, 
with  nngleness  of  heart,  and  with  the  utmost  care  suid 
deliberation,  re-examine  and  reconsider  the  subject,  with 
the  hope  of  arriving  at  a  harmonious  result.  To  desire 
this,  he  has  every  inducement  of  ofRcial  obligation  and 
personal  convenience;  and  nothing  but  the  most  solemn 
convictions  of  disinterested  public  duty  should  ever  in- 
duce him  to  decline  a  literal  conformity  with  such  exprea- 
sions  of  legislative  opinion.  But  yet  he  may  be  constrained 
to  do  so  by  the  highest  obligatimis  to  the  whole  people,  and 
the  most  sacred  moral  duty  to  his  conscience  and  ma  Gcxl. 

On  the  present  occanon,  I  ha^  the  satisfaction  to  be> 
lieve  that  I  shall  be  able  to  concur  in  the  substance,  if  not 
in  the  form,  of  these  resolutions. 

Their  substantial  object  appears  to  b&— 

1.  To  reduce  the  revenue  frbm  imposts  tathe  proper 
expenditures  of  Government. 

2.  So  to  adjust  the  duties  as  to  benefit  the  laboring 
class.     And 

3.  To  modify  the  tariff  kw  of  1828. 

aXDVCIKO  TBS  BSYXin;!. 

As  to  the  first,  I  have  long  been,  and  am  still,  decided^ 
ly,  in  favor  of  a  reduction  of  dutiea.  Years  since,  as  a 
member  of  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  other  House,  f 
exerted  myself  to  accomplish  it,  in  relation  to  some  of  tiie 
most  important  articles  contemplated  by  the  resolution  of 
the  member  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Ci.at.] 

It  seems  now  to  be  generally  agreed  that  the  revenue 
ought  to  be  diminished; — but  how?  in  what  manner? 
Tl^t  is  the  question. 

On  the  one  side,  we  have  the  resolution  of  the  member 
firom  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat,]  and  on  the  other,  the  pro- 
position of  the  Senator  firom  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Hatvx.] 
The  former  preserves  the  protective  principle,  and  pro- 
poses legislation  with  a  view  to  aid  domestic  industry  and 
American  products;  the  latter  discards  and  rejects  such 
protection  as  no  legitimate  object  of  any  qrstem  of  im- 
ports, denouncing  it  as  utterly  unconstitutional. 

It  is  now  even  insisted  that,  in  impoil&g  dutiea  primarily 
for  revenue,  we  have  no  right  to  have  an^  regard  to  their 
incidental  effect  in  encouraging  domestic  manufactures, 
which  until  recently  has  never  been  denied. 

I  shall  not  go  at  large  into  the  constitutional  question, 
but  suggest  a  few  considerationSf 

The  ri^ht  to  lay  imposts,  and  to  regulate  commerce 
with  foreign  nations,  ia  given  in  express,  tmcquivoc»l 
terms.  The  letter  of  the  constitution  clearly  confers  the 
power  to  vary  imposts  and  commercial  regulations  at  plea- 
sure. But  it  is  insisted  that  it  was  never  within  the  con- 
templation of  the  fVamers  of  the  constitution,  tlMt  the 
power  thus  conferred  was  to  be  used  for  the  purpose  of 
aiding  or  protecting  any  occupation  or  branch  of  industry 
in  our  country;  and  that  such  exercise  of  it  ii^  therefore^ 
against  its  original  spirit  and  intention,     c 

The  history  of  the  times,  anterior  and  subsequent  to  the 
adoption  of  tiie  constitution,  shows  this  assertion  to  be 
utterly  groundless. 

After  Great  Britain  had  acknowledged  our  indepeo' 
dence,  she  put  in  full  force  against  us  the  8)'Slem  of  pro- 


not  intended,  said  he,  to  participate  in  the  discussion  of 
this  resolution,  and  should  have  persevered  in  my  deter- 
mination to  give  a  silent  vote,  had  I  not  yesterday  received 
certun  resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of  Maine  m  relation  |tection  and'  inhibition,  by  which  our  ship's  were  to  be 
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excluded  from  her  porta,  while  British  vessels  were  freely 
tdmitted  to  wm\  snd  we  were  to  purchase  her  numufac- 
tures  of  all  kinds,  while  she,  in  effect,  prohibited  the 
l^renter  portion  of  our  productions,  receiving  such  only 
as  were  of  indispensable  necessity  to  her  prosperity. 
Thus,  after  as  before  the  revolution,  the  rich  streams  of 
our  industry  were  to  be  directed  into  British  channels,  to 
exhaust  our  resources  and  swell  her  wealth.  She  had 
indeed  ceased  hostilities  by  arms,  but  she  substituted  a 
war  upon  our  trade,  by  restrictions  and  commercial  regu- 
lationa.  Against  this  species  of  attack  the  United  States 
were  defenceless.  The  confederation  had  no  power  to 
impose  duties  or  regulate  commerce;  and  could  not,  there- 
Ibte,  counteract  die  deadly  influence  of  foreign  legislation. 
Sevend  of  the  SUtes,  Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire, 
Pennsylvania,  and  others,  attempted  to  protect  them- 
selves by  acts  of  their  own  LegisUtures{  but  they  were 
rendered  nucatory  by  the  omisnon  of  neighboring  States 
to  co-operate  m  one  system.  Massachusetts,  for  example, 
imposed  restrictions  upon  the  productions  of  foreign  na- 
tions; but  white  they  were  received  freely  into  all  the 
ports  of  Kbode  Island  and  Connecticut,  their  imposts  were 
utterly  Tain  and  inefficacious.  It  was  soon  perceived,  that 
to  defend  ourseWes  successfully  agunst  this  insidious 
hostility  to  our  trade  and  industry,  we  must  have  recourse 
to  the  »me  means  which  had  been  so  triumphant  against 
the  assaults  of  open  force — the  creation  of  a  common 
power  to  bring  into  exercise  the  concerted  and  united 
energies  of  all  the  States,  and,  by  an  uniform  system,  to 
meet  adverse  legislation  by  counter  legislation,  to  oppose 
restriction  to  restriction,  and  interdict  to  interdict.  The 
first  idea  was  to  invest  the  confederation  with  this  power, 
and  memsures  were  taken  with  this  view;  but  it  was  soon 
perceived  that  additional  strength,  for  other  important 
purpcMct,  was  also  necessary;  and,  instead  of  attempting  a 
mere  amendment  of  the  articles  of  confederation,  a  new 
and  Geooral  Government  was  established,  with  enlar^ped 
powers^  A  primary,  if  not  the  principal  cause,  which 
coodueed  to  the  formation  of  our  present  constitution, 
was  this  very  puipi^w  of  ^vii»  efficient  protection  to  our 
own  citiseBS  in  the  porsoits  of  their  industry,  against  the 
unfriendly  and  ii\]urious  restrictions  of  foreign  nations. 
\nd  puffuant  to  this  design,  the  first  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  immediately  upon  the  organization  of  the 
new  Government,  framed  laws,  with  express  and  avowed 
reference  to  the  advancement  and  protection  of  American 
pnxlucts  and  pursuits)  and  those  acts,  or  others  having  in 
view  the  same  object,  have  been  in  full  operation  from 
that  time  to  the  present  moment. 

The  positions  which  I  have  assumed,  and  the  sketch  now 
presented,  are  folly  sustained  by  the  documentary  history 
of  the  ouiy  ages  of  the  republic.  I  shall  offer  to  the  Se- 
nate but  a  small  part  of  the  abundant  evidence  whidi 
might  be  adduced. 

The  attempts  of  Massachusetta  to  counteract  the  de- 
•tructivc  effecin  of  foreign  discrinunations  having  been 
defeated  hj  the  non-concurrence  of  the  other  States,  many 
of  her  citixens  presented  a  petition  to  the  continental 
Congrets,  at  the  bead  of  which  was  the  signature  of  John 
Haaoock,  that  glorious  name  which,  in  bM  and  command- 
ing <^aracten^  was  the  ftrst  affixed  to  the  declaration  of 
Amencaa  independence,  and  which  will  ever  be  held  in 
gratefiil  and  reverential  remembrance  by  the  friends  of 
Ebcrty  throughout  the  worUL  That  memorial  breathed 
die  following  language; 

"  Tour  petitioners  observe,  that  the  ships  and  commo- 
*dities  or  that  nation,  whose  insidious  conduct  has  long 
'  beeq  the  object  of  our  pepuliar  jealousy,  are  received  in 
*our  ports  under  the  same  advantages  with  our  own, 

*  while  our  navigation,  in  return,  is  discouraged  by  every 

*  possible  embarrassment)  and  our  exports,  on  their  part, 

*  are  either  prohibited,  or,  if  admitted  to  their  porta,  are 
'  loaded  with  the  most  rigorous  exactiona.    In  proof  of 


our  assertions,  we  need  only  point  the  attention  of  Con- 
gress to  the  enormous  duty  on  our  rice,  oil,  and  tobacco; 
to  the  principle  and  spirit  of  their  navigation  laws;  or  to 
a  bill  latdy  agitated  in  the  British  Parliament,  which 
now,  most  probably,  has  the  sanction  of  a  law,  for  the 
support  and  encouragement  of  their  American  fishery, 
to  the  direct  pr^udice  of  ours,  and  is  intended  to  derive 
that  benefit  from  these  States,  which,  in  our  apprehen- 
sion, and  on  their  principles,  ought  only  to  be  ponutted 
in  our  own  bottoms. 

*' Impressed  with  these  ideas,  your  petitioners  beg 
leave  to  request  of  the  very  august  body  which  they  now 
have  the  honor  to  address,  that  the  numerous  impositions 
of  the  British  on  tiie  tnde  and  exports  of  these  States, 
m^  be  forthwith  contravened  by  similar  expedients  on 
our  part;  else,  may  it  plesae  your  excellency  aiMl  honors, 
the  commerce  of  tlus  country,  and,  of  conseoueace,  its 
wealth*  power,  and  perfaa^  the  Union  itself,  may  be- 
come victims  to  the  srtifice  of  a  nation,  whose  arms  have 
been  in  vain  exerted  toaccomnhsh  the  ruin  of  America." 
The  Legislature  of  Pennsyhraiua,  near  the  same  period, 
passed  the  following  resolutions,  in  consequence  of  peti* 
tions  from  the  cidaens  of  Uiat  State: 

"EuoM^  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  House,  that 
the  privilege,  in  the  degree  hitherto  retained  by  the 
States  individually,  of  controlling  and  regulating  thehr 
own  trade,  is  no  longer  compatible  with  the  general 
interest  and  welfioe  oi  the  United  States)  reason  and 
experience  clearly  evincing  that  soch  privilege  n  pro- 
ductive of  mutual  inconveniences,  and  mjurious  among 
ourselves)  and  tliat  the  systems  of  sevend  nations,  by 
which  our  merchants  are  excluded  from  the  most  bene- 
ficial branches  of  commerce,  whilst  the  whole  of  ours  is 
laid  open  to  them,  cannot  be  consiBtentl^  or  effectually 
counteracted,  but  by  a  unity  of  councils  m  the  great  re- 
presentative body  of  the  Untied  Stidcs. 
*'JRM9ohedt  thert/fre.  That  Congrew  be  requMled  to 
deviae  such  a  system  of  commercial  oowers,  as  they  ought 
necessarily  to  be  invested  with,  tobe'recoimiM»nded  to 
the  Statea)  and  that  Congress  be  assured  of  ftQ^n|^  the 
most  suitaUe  disposition  on  the  past  of  Pennsylvatmi  to 
comply  therewitn." 

In  1764^  Congress  adopted  the  report  of  a  oommittee 
holding  the  following  language,  with  reference  to  the 
hostile  legislation  of  Sie  British  Government: 

<*  It  would  be  the  duly  of  Congress,  as  it  is  their  wish, 
to  meet  the  attempts  of  Great  Britain  with  similar  re- 
strictions on  her  commerce)  but  their  powers  on  tfiis 
head  are  not  explicit,  and  propositiQiis  made  by  the 
Legishituresof  the  several  SUtea  render  it  necessary  to 
take  the  general  sense  of  the  Union  on  thia  subkct. 
<*  Unless  the  United  States  in  Congress  aasembled  shall 
be  vested  with  powers  competent  to  the  protection  of 
commerce,  they  can  never  oomomnd  redprooal  advan- 
tages in  trade)  and  without  these,  our  for^^  commerce 
must  decline,  andeventuiUy  be  annihilatfd.    Hence  it  is 
necessarv  that  the  States  should  be  expficit,  and  fix  on 
some  eflfectual  mode  by  which  fbreign  oonmierce,  not 
founded  on  principles  or  equality,  may  be  reatraincd.*' 
And  consequently,  in  Jidy,  1785,  a  report  was  made  bv 
another  committee  of  the  eontineiilal  Congress^  of  which 
Mr,  Monroe  was  chairmaii,  reeommenda^gp  that  the  arti- 
cles of  confederation  be  so  amended  at  to  confer  addi- 
lional  strength)  and  thai  a  letter  be  addremcd  to  the 
Legislatures  of  the  several  States,  showinr  theprineipleo 
upon  which  the  alterations  were  proposed.    The  fellow- 
ing  is  an  extract  from  the  epistle  thus  reeoamended: 
'*  TIfe  eomaikm  prinmple  upon  wfaidi  a  friendly  eom- 

*  mercial  inlereoune  is  ooadiictad  between  indepen^eiA' 

*  nations,  is^  that  of  reciprocal  advantageaf  and,  if  ^lUrai 
•not  obtained,  it  beoomea  the  duty  of  the  kM(4^t»lrtyTtd' 

*  make  such  forther  regulations,  conaisteniftp  nvilh  the* 
'  feitb  «f  treataea»  aa  will  remedy  the  e^'aai-a^uniAts 
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'  intereitts.    If,  then,  the  commercial  regulations  of  any 

*  foreign  Power  contravene  the  interests  of  any  particular 
<  State;  if  they  refuse  admittance  to  its  produce  into  its 

*  ports,  upon  the  same  terms  that  the  State  admits  its 
'  manufactures  here,  what  course  will  it  take  to  remedy  < 
'the  evil?    If  it  makes  similar  regulations  to  counteract 

*  those  of  that  Power,  by  reciprocating  the  disadvantages 

*  which  it  feels,  by  impost  or  otherwise,  will  it  produce 
'  the  desired  effect?  What  operation  will  it  have  upon 
'  the  neighboring  States?    Will  they  enter  into  similar  re- 

*  gulations,  and  make  it  common  cause  ?    On  the  contrary, 

*  will  they  not,  in  pursuit  of  the  same  local  policy,  avail 

*  themselves  of  this  circumstance,  to  turn  it  to  their  par- 

*  ticular  advantage?  l*hus,  then,  we  behold  the  several 
'  States  taking  se|)arate  measures  in  pursuit  of  their  par- 

*  ticular  interests  in  opposition  to  the  regulations  of  fo- 
'reijpi  Powers,  and  separately  aiding  those  Powers  to 
'defeat  the  regfulations  of  each  other:  for,  unless  the 
'  States  act  together,  there  is  no  plan  of  policy  into  which 

*  they  can  separately  enter,  which  they  will  not  be  sepa- 


constitutional  lawyer  of  this  obuntryf  and,  perhaps,  no 
man  was  ever  more  profoundly  versed  in  the  principles,  or 
thoroughly  imbued  with  the  spirit,  of  the  constitution,* 
and  in  its  construction,  no  name,  except  that  of  Washing^' 
ton  himself,  would  carry  a  more  prepondemtory  influence. 
He  was  a  member  of  the  first  Congress,  and  a  most  zeal- 
ous and  efficient  advocate  of  the  measures  of  protection, 
speaking  with  flowing  indignation  of  the  restrictive  policv 
of  Great  Britam,  and  in  strong  and  energetic  terms  of  the 
right  and  duty  of  this  Government  to  counteract  it,  and 
declaring  that  the  constitution  was  formed  for  that 
purpose.  The  following  is  an  extract  from  one  of  his 
speeches: 

"  We  have  now  the  power  to  avaul  ourselves  of  our 

*  national  superiority,  ana  I  am  for  beginning  with  some 
<  manifestation  of  that  ability,  tliat  foreign  nations  may  be 
•taught  to  pay  us  that  respect  which  they  have  neglected 

•  on  account  of  our  imbecility.  This  language,  and  these 
« sentiments,  are  the  language  and  sentiments  of  our  con- 
•stituents;  the  great  political  revolution  now  brought 

has 


'  rately  interested  to  defeat,  and,  of  course,  all  their  mea-|  *  about  by  the  organization  of  the  new  Government,  has 
'snres  must  prove  vain  and  abortive."  •its  foundation  in  these  sentiments.     Sensible  of  the  ael 


The  palpable  necessity  of  strengthening  the  confedera- 
tion led  to  various  discussions,  propositions,  and  resolu- 
tions, which  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  our  present 
constitution.  The  new  Government  was  to  have  been 
organized  on  the  4th  of  Bfarch,  1789;  but  a  quorum  of 
both  branches  of  the  National  Legislature  did  not  assem- 
ble^ until  the  6th  day  of  April.  The  first  petition  pre- 
sented to  the  House  was  on  Sattuday,  the  1 1th  of  that 
month,  '*fix)m  the  tradesmen,  manufacturers,  and  others, 
<of  the  town  of  Baltimore,  in  the  State  of  Maryland, 
<  praying  an  imposition  of  such  duties  on  all  foreign  arti- 
'  cles  which  can  be  made  in  America,  as  will  give  a  just 

*  and  decided  preference  to  the  labors  of  the  petitioners;" 
'•  and  that  there  may  be  granted  to  them,   in  common 

*  with  other  manufacturers  and  mechanics  of  the  United 
*St8teS|  suoh  reUcf  as,  in  the  wisdom  of  Congress,  may 

*  appear  proper." 

It  was  remrred  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  into 
which  the  House  was  immediately  resolved,  and  their  re- 
port, in  the  following  lang^ge,  was  forthwith  adopted: 

^^Eetakedt  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  committee 

*  that  an  act  ought  to  pass  for  regulating  the  collection  of 
'  imposts  and  tonnage  in  the  United  States." 

"  Orderedf  That  a  bill  or  biQs  be  brought  in,  pursuant 

*  to  the  said  resolution." 

The  second  petition  to  the  House,  and  which  was  pre- 
sented on  the  Monday  following,  was  from  tiie  shipwrights 
of  the  oitv  of  Charleston,  in  the  State  of  South  Carolina, 
praying  far  "such  measures,  in  a  general  reflation  of 
Urade  and  the  establishment  of  a  proper  navigation,  as 

*  will  tend  to  relieve  the  particular  distresses  of  the  peti- 

*  tioners,  and,  in  common  with  them,  those  of  their  fel- 

*  low-«hipwrights  throughout  the  United  States." 

The  first  act  passed  by  Congress  was  to  regulate  the 
administering  of  the  oaths  necessary  to  the  constitutional 
organization  of  the  Government.  The  second  was  to 
impose  duties  upon  foreign  goods.  It  contained  the  fol- 
lowing preamble: 

"  Whereas  it  is  necesnry  for  the  support  of  Govern- 
'  ment,  for  the  discharge  of  the  debts  of  the  United  States, 
'  and  the  encouragement  and  protection  of  manu&ctares, 

*  that  duties  be  laid  on  goods,  wares,  and  raercbandises 
•imported."  • 

It  contained  a  discrimination  in  fiivor  of  importations 
in  American  bottoms. 

The  next,  being  the  third  act  of  tiie  first  Congress,  was 
also  passed  with  the  most  unequivocal  reference  to  the 
proteetion  of  American  industry.  It  imposed  a  tonnage 
duty  of  fiAy  cents  upon  foreign  vessels,  and  of  six  cents 
only  upon  our  own. 
.  Mr.  Ma<£son  has  bee{i  juitiy  denommated  the  great 


fish  policy  which  actuated  a  nation  long  disposed  to  do 

•  all  she  could  to  discourage  our  commercial  operationi, 

•  the  States  singly  attempted  to  counteract  her  nefarious 

•  schemes;  but,  finding  their  separate  exertions  meffec- 

•  tual,  with  a  united  voice  they  called  for  a  new  arrtnge- 

•  ment,  constituted  to  concentre,  conduct,  and  point  their 
'  powers,  so  as  to  obtain  that  reciprocity  which  juaticc 
•demands.  The  arrangementhas  taken  place;  and  though 
'  gentlemen  may  contend  that  we  are  not  at  this  moment 
•prepared  to  use  it  in  the  latitude  I  'could  wbh,  yet  let 

•  them  concur  in  doing  what  shall  indicate  that  on  a  pro- 

•  per  occasion  we  dare  exert  ourselves  in  defeating  any 
« measure  which  commercial  policy  shall  offer,  hostile  to 
•the  welfare  of  America." 

On  tiie  7th  of  May,  1789,  he  ottered  the  following 
language: 

••  I  am  amazed,  sir,  when  I  consider  how,in  consequence 

•  of  her  regulations,  the  whole  proceeds  of  American  ship- 
•ments  are  drawn  into  the  vortex  of  tiie  British  treasury. 

•  Sir,  this  preponderation  ought  not  be.  •  It  is  in  our 
•power  to  eflTect  an  alteration.     The  productions  of  our 

•  countrv  arc  more  necessary  to  Great  Britain,  and  the  rest 
« of  the'worid,  than  those  of  the  world  at  large,  or  the 

•  manufactures  of  Great  Britain,  are  to  us." 

How  could  he  have  expressed  himself  more  clearly  and 
strongly  as  to  purpose  of  the  formation  of  the  new  Go- 
vernment, and  the  consequent  duty  of  its  members. 

President  Washington,  in  his  address  to  both  branches 
of  Congress,  in  January,  1790,  recommended  agriculture, 
commerce,  and  manufactures  to  their  attention:  the  House 
of  Representatives  ••  Ordtrtdf  That  it  be  referred  to  tte 
« SecreUry  of  the  Treasury  to  prepare  and  report  to  tins 
« House  a  proper  plan  or  plans,  conformably  to  the  re- 

•  commendation  of  thePresidcnt  of  the  United  States,  in 


•his  speech  to  botii  Houses  of  Congress,  for  the  encou- 

promotion  of  such  manufactures  as  wiu 
•  tend  to  render  the  United  States  independent  of  othtf 


•ragement  and 


•nations  for  essential,  particularly  for  military,  supplies- 
In  obedience  to  which.  General  Hamilton,  then  Secjpftai) 
of  the  Treasury,  a  member  of  the  cabinet,  under  the  eye 
of  Washington  himself,  prepared  and -presented  to  Con- 
gress his  celebrated  and  elaborate  report  upon  the  subjea 
of  manufactures,  reconamending,  by  strong  ftcts  and  u^ 
answered  reasoning,  their  encouragement  by  J»tiom 
legislation. 

In  obedience  to  a  resolution  of  the  House  of  R^PJ*^"; 
Utivesof Febnuuy,  1791,  Mr.  Jefferson, tiien Sccrctaooi 

State,  made  his  able  and  admirable  report  ap«n  "**J  „ 
merce  of  the  United  States,  in  which  be  decidedly  recom- 
mends the  system  of  counteracting  protection,    m  on 
place  he  expresses  himself  thui: 
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''But  shoujd  any  nation,  contrary  to  our  wishes,  tup- 

*  pose  it  may  better  find  its  advantag^e  by  continuing  its  sys* 

*  tem  of  prohibitions,  duties,  and  regulations,  it  behoovea  us 
•to  protect  our  citizens,  their  commerce  and  navigation, 

*  by  counter  prohibitions,  duties,  and  regulations,  also. 

*  F^c  commerce  and  navigation  are  not  to  be  given  in  ex- 
' 'change  for  restrictions  and  vexations:  nor  are  they  likely 
'to  produce  a  relaxation  of  them." 

Again*: 

•*  1.  Where  a  nation  imposes  High  duties  on  our  pro- 
'ductlons,  or  prohibits  them  altogether,  it  may  be  proper 

*  for  us  to  do  the  same  by  theirs;  first  burdening  or  exdud- 
•ing  those  productions  which  they  bring  here,  mcompcti- 
*tion  with  our  own  of  the  same  kind;  selecting  next  such 

*  manufactures  as  we  take  from  them  in  greatest  quantity, 
'  and  which  at  the  same  time  we  could  the  soonest  furnish. 
'to  ourselves,  or  obtain  from  other  countries;  imposing  on 
'  them  duties,  lighter  at  first,  but  heavier  and  heavier  af- 
*tcrwards,  as  other  channels  of  supply  open,"  8cc. 

Sir,  I  might  heap  authority  upon  authority,  and  extract 
upon  extract,  until  I  should  fatigue  the  Senate.  Our 
whole  legislative  history  abounds  with  them.  The  fram- 
ers  of  the  constitution,  its  contemporaneous  expontors, 
those  who  were  earliest  called  upon  to  execute  its  provi- 
sons,  the  pre-eminent  statesmen  of  the  earliest  days  of  the 
republic,  never  for  a  moment  doubted  that  it  'contained 
this  fostering  and  protective  power  for  the  advancement 
of  American  industry.  Indeed,  it  was  known,  felt,  and 
avowed,  that  this  Was  one  of  the  great  leading  objects  of 
its  creation,  which  it  was  the  solemn  duty  of  Congress  to 
keep  constantly  in  view,  and  which  they  could  never  neg- 
lect, and  be  innocent. 

The  States  had  by  the  first  article  of  the  constitution  ex- 
pressly divested  themselves  of  the  right  to  protect  their 
own  products  by  imposts  upon  foreign  importations.     No 
one  even  now  contends  that  the  States  individually  have  this 
power.     They  did  possess  it  before,  under  the  confedera- 
tion.    Why  cfid  they  renounce  it?    Can  any  man  seriously 
deny  that  it  was  in  order  that  it  might  be  vested  in  the 
General  Government,  to  be  more  efficaciously  exercised? 
The  war  of  commercial  restrictions,  waged  by  Great  Bri- 
tain, was  severely  felt  by  many  of  the  States.     They  found 
themselves  incapable  oi  efiTectual  resistance,  by  repeated 
efforts,  and  therefore  concentrated  all  their  powers  in  tiie 
General  Government:  and  now,  shall  that  Government, 
having  become  the  depository  of  all  their  arms,  and  their 
whole  means  of  defence,  leave  them,  naked  and  unarmed, 
exposed  to  the  attacks  of  their  enemies?    Is  there  not  the 
same  necessity  now  for  resisting  the  commercial  hostility 
of  Great  Britain,  that  there  was  in  1789?    Is  not  her  sys- 
tem of  restrictions  and  prohibitions  in  full  and  vigorous 
operation?  Will  she  receive  a  single  article  fi*om  us,  that 
the  can  dispense  with  ?    Wilt  she  admit  into  her  ports  any 
ofthe  staples  of  the  Northern,  Middle,  or  Western  States? — 
oiir  com  or  grain,  our  beef  or  porks  our  fish  or  lumber — 
any  of  our  vegetable  or  animal  food,  the  produce  of  the 
seas,  the  fore^,  or  tiie  soil?    We  know  that  she  will  not. 
And  can  it  be  believed  that  while  this  hostile  system  contin- 
ues, on  the  part  of  foreign  nations,  to  counteract  which  was 
a  special  and  prominent  object  of  the  formation  of  our  con- 
stitution, that  this  Government  is  to  be  preserved  by  aban- 
doning those  measures  of  defence  which  have  been  in 
operation,  with  such  wonderful  success,  from  the  dawn  of 
\U  enstence?    That  the  States^  who  have  bound  them- 
selves for  the  express  purpose  oi  common,  united  protec- 
tion, under  the  broad  and  ample  shields  ofthe  Union,  will 
now  permit  that  xgis  to  be  withdrawn,  themselves  to  be 
divested  of  their  panoply  of  defence,  and  that  the  liga- 
ments which  bind  their'  limbs  from  separate  action  shall 
still  continue  all  in  their  tension? 

Sir,  we  always  have  had,  and,  so  long  as  other  nations 
shall  persevere  in  their  present  policy,  we  must  have, 
some  system  of  protection  for  our  industfy.    The  true 


question  is,  what  it  shall  be,  and  to  what  extent  it  shall  be 
carried. 

And  this  problem,  tiie  adjustment  of  a  tariff,  is  one  of  al- 
most infinite  and  inconceivable  difficulty.  It  involves  the 
most  profound  principle  of  political  economy,'  the  most 
comprehensive  views  of  civilized  society,  the  most  extend- 
ed knowledge  ofthe  productions  of  nature,  and  the  minut- 
est details  of  the  diversified  and  multitudinous  occupations 
of  mankind. 

I  consider  the  resolution  now  before  us  as  substantially 
involving  only  the  question  of  protection  or  no  protection; 
tariff,  or  no  tariff;  and  that  the  mode  and  manner  is  to  be 
discussed  and  decided  when  proper  bills  shall  be  intro- 
duced. In  this  aspect  of  the  subject,  therefore,  I  shall 
ask  your  attention  only  to  a  few  general  principles. 

BBKXriYlirV  THE  LABCBlFe  CLASS. 

In  any  and  every  adjustment  ofthe  tarifif  we  should  ex- 
ercise a  primary  regard  to  the  interests  of  the  laboring 
class  of  the  community.  We  must  all  feel  and  know  our 
obligations  to,  and  dependence  upon,  them.  There  is  not 
a  member  of  either  House  of  Congress  from  the  North, 
who  does  not  owe  his  seat  here  to  that  body  of  men,  and 
to  them  is  his  highest  responsibility.  We  are  emphatical- 
ly the  representatives  of^  labor,  and  should  never  for  a 
moment  be  unmindful  of  our  solemn  duty  tp  aid  and  ad- 
vance its  interest  But  in  what  manner  is  tliis  desirable 
end  to  be  attained  ?  This  is  the  problem  in  political  science, 
which  we  are  called  upon  to  solve. 

The  first,  all-important,  means  b  to  furnish  employ- 
ment— the  next  is  to  make  labor  as  productive  as  practi- 
cable. 

The  object  of  a  tariff  should  be— 

1.  To  give  employment  to  those  who  would  otherwise 
be  without  it. 

2.  To  make  labor  more  productive  and  more  profitable. 
Tht  law  which  accomplishes  this  is  beneficial. 

On  the  other  hand,  any  system,  or  want  of  system*  which 
throws  out  of  employment  tiiose  who  would  otherwise  be 
occupied,  or  changes  labor  from  the  more  profitable  to 
Uie  less  productive  branches,  is  so  far  injurious. 

I  say,  sir,  that  the  primarjr  and  most  important  of  all 
means  of  benefiting  the  laborins^  class,  and  indeed  every 
class  of  the  community,  is  to  turnish  them  with  employ- 
ment; presenting  opportunities  and  inducements  to  free, 
voluntary,  constant,  productive  occupation.  Your  legisla- 
tion ^ould  say  to  the  people — be  employed — profitably, 
if  you  can,  but—be  honesUy  employed. 

Demosthenes  was  asked  what  was  the  first  requimte  to 
eloquence? — he  replied,  action:  what  the  second? — action: 
the  third? — action.  If  I  were  asked  what  were  the  first, 
second,  and  third  requisites  to  the  permanent  prosperity 
and  happiness  of  an  Individual  or  a  community,  I  should 
answer — labor — labor — labor. 

In  this  we  have  discovered,  what  the  alchemists  of  old 
so  long  sought  for  in  vain,  as  the  grand  desukraia  of  hu- 
man existence — the  philosopher's  ston^,  which  converts 
dust  into  gold— and  the  elixir  vitm,  which  confers  perpe- 
tual health. 

It  is  tiie  fountain  of  wealUi,  sending  forth  streams  peren- 
nial and  innumerablcj  whose  incessant  flow  confers  unmea- 
sured blessings.  Its  fruits  are  constanUy  consumed  and  con- 
stanUy  reproduced.  Let  human  labor  stand  stilly  and  how 
long  would  its  present  accumulations  sustain  human  exists 
ence?  They  would  expire,  like  the  unfed  lamp — vanish, 
like  the  mists  of  the  morning. 

Labor  is  the  best  measure  of  exchangeable  value.  A 
want  of  due  regard  to  this  important  ti'uth,  has  occauoned 
infinite  perplexity  and  confusion  in  speeches  and  writings 
upon  tiie  tariff.  In  order  to  determine  its  merits  or  de- 
meritSy  they  inquire  whether  the  price  of  its  objects  has 
been  increased  or  diminished.  On  the  one  side,  is  select- 
ed a  class  of  articles,  the  price  of  which  is  undoubtedly 
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increaaed  by  the  imposUj  uid  on  the  other,  a  list  of  products 
which  are  in  no  degree  affected  by  the  duties  in  the  statute 
book.  From  the  one  set  of  examples  it  is  ▼ehemently  in- 
sisted that  imports  always  enhance  the  price,  and  from 
the  other  as  confidently  that  they  nerer  have  that  effect. 
Such  reasoners,  starting  from  different  premises,  and  diverg- 
ing as  they  prog^ss  in  their  course,  can  never  come  at  any 
common  conclusion. 

In  order  to  ascertain  whether  the  tariff  laws  are  bene- 
ficial or  injurious,  they  inquire  whether  they  do  or  do  not 
increase  me  price  of^  articles,  and  to  this  devote  all  their 
energies,  as  if  tlie  answer  were  decisive  of  the  primary 
question.  But  the  response,  if  it  were  riven,  would  not 
be  conclusive,  because  the  price  about  which  they  dispute 
is  measured  by  money,  that  is,  the  precious  meta]s~no  per- 
manent standard—but  themselves,  measured  by  something 
else. 

Why  is  gold  more  highly  appreciated  than  Iron?  Not 
for  its  comparative  utility?  not  on  account  of  the  necessary 
and  useful  purposes  to  which  it  can  be  applied;  for  if  man- 
kind were  to  be  wholly  deprived  of  one  of  those  metals, 
they  had  better,  by  a  thousand  times,  dispense  with  the 
former  than  the  latter.  But  it  is  because  both  bein^  de- 
sirable, the  difficulty,  the  labor  of  obtaining  the  one  is  so 
much  ereater  than  that  of  procuring  the  other.  If  mines 
of  gold  and  silver  should  suddenly  be  discovered,  render- 
ing them  as  abundant,  and  produced  with  as  little  labor  as 
iron,  they  would  be  even  less  valuable  than  that  common 
metal.  One  consequence  would  be,  that  a  debtor — that 
is,  he  who  had  promised  to  deliver  another  a  certain  Quan- 
tity of  gold  or  silver,  would  be  able  to  procure  it,  ana  dis- 
cbarge his  debt,  with  far  less  labor  than  before;  while  the 
creditor,  whose  wealth  consisted  in  the  obligations  of  others 
to  deliver  him  these  metals,  would  find  himself  reduced  to 
comparative  poverty. 

Ttie  light  of  day  bears  no  price,  has  no  exchangeable 
value.  Why  >>-because  it  is  the  free,  inexhaustible,  glori- 
ous gift  of  all-bountiful  Heaven,  requiring  no  labor  of 
man.  But  let  the  sun  descend  below  tihe  horizon — let  the 
darkness  of  night  envelop  us,  and  then  we  are  ready  to 
purchase  at  a  price .  the  dim  and  feeble  rays  of  artificial 
light,  and  to  pay  therefor  in  proportion  to  the  labor  re- 
quisite to  obtain  the  oil  pr  other  material  by  which  it 
must  be  sustsuned. 

Labor,  then,  is  the  best  measure  of  exchangeable  value, 
and  the  best  standard  by  which  to  determine  the  benefits 
or  the  evils  of  a  tariff  system:  price,  in  its  usual  accepta- 
tion, havinr  reference  to  that  lUlacious  standard — money. 
A  course  oi  legislation  which  diminishes  the  price  of  arti- 
cles ma;|r  be  injurious  to  the  people,  while  one  that  in- 
creases it  ma^  be  beneficial;  and,  on  tiie  other  hand,  a 
law  which  diminishes  price  may  benefit,  and  one  whieh 
increases  it,  injure  the  public. 

Thus,  if  you  diminish  the  price  of  the  articles  which  a 
fiuiner  or  mechanic  wishes  to  procure,  but,  at  the  same 
time,  depress  still  more  the  commodities  which  he  has  to 
give  in  exchange,  you  injure  him;  while,  if  you  enhance 
ine  price  of  those  tilings  which  he  purchases,  but,  by  the 
same  act,  increase  still  more  that  of  the  articles  which  he 
is  to  give  in  return,  yoti  confer  a  benefit. 

It  should  be  knovm  and  remembered,  that  the  great 
all-pervading  article  to  be  given  in  excban^,  is  human 
labor,  in  its  various  forms,  modifications,  fhiit^  and  pro- 
ducts. What  are  the  means  by  which  the  great  body  of 
mechanics,  farmers,  artisans,  and  workmen  of  all  kinds, 
are  to  procure  the  necessaries  and  comforts  of  life— their 
labor  or  its  producta— the  operation  and  effects  of  skill 
and  strength?  Let  their  whole  labor  cease,  and  distress, 
ruin,  destruction,  overwhelms  them,  and  the  whole  com- 
munity, at  once. 

For  what  object  is  labor  performed?  Is  it  not  to  pro- 
cure the  comforts  and  conveniences  of  life  ^  Money  is  to  be 
devred  only  as  the  means;  but  that  is  the  paramount  end. 


If  a  father  were  about' to  establish  his  sons  in  the  world* 
would  he  not  seek  that  ntuation,  or  that  emplojrment, 
which  should  yield  to  their  industry  the  greatest  amount 
of  these  desirable  objects? 

With  reference  to  this  subject,  therefore,  that  system 
of  legislation  is  best  which  gives  to  labor  the  greatest 
amount  of  comforts  and  conveniences.  This  is  a  cardinal 
principle,  which  should  be  kept  constanUy  in  view — a 
polar  star  to  g^de  our  course  through  this  pathless, 
boundless,  stormy,  tumultuous  ocean-H>f  the  tanffl 

If  a  law  shall  tend  to  increase  the  price  of  articles  of 
consumption,  still,  if^  in  my  deliberate  judgment,  it  will 
enhance  the  price  of  labor,  still  more,  I  shall  not  hesitate 
to  adopt  it;  while,  on  the  other  hand*  if  it  shall  diminish 
the  price  of  that  which  is  to  be  purchased,  but  depress, 
in  a  greater  degree,  the  labor  by  which  they  are  to  be 
procured,  I  shall  certainly  resist  it. 

It  has  been  said,  that  ir  the  mechanic  and  fanner  were 
asked  to  pay  the  increase  of  price,  by  reason  of  the  duty, 
separately,  they  would  object  That,  sir,  depends  wholly 
upon  the  form  of  the  question.  If,  when  the  hatter  is 
about  to  purchase  a  pair  of  boots,  he  is  asked,  are  you 
willing  to  pay  fifty  cents  additional  for  the  duty?  he  would 
doubtless  answer,  no:  but  if  he  were  asked,  are  you 
willing  to  pa^  thai  amount,  i^  you  can  thereby  obtaun  a 
dollar  more  for  the  hat  which  you  must,  direcuy  or  indi- 
rectly, give  in  exchange?  his  answer  would  l>e  in  the 
afilirmative.  The  farmer  wishes  to  procure  doth — ^he 
takes  his  wheat  or  wool  to  market,  ixt,  you  willing  to 
pay  five  cents  a  yard  as  duty?  No.  But  suppose  you 
can  thereby  obtain  ten  cents  more  for  the  quantity  of 

Sain  or  wool  necessary  to  purchase  the  yard,  will  you 
en  consent?  Certainly.  So  of  every  other  article.  The 
true  question  is,  in  what  manner  will  the  products  of  bia 
labor  procure  most  of  the  conunodities  which  he  wishes  to 
obtain  in  exchange  for  it? 

Discussions  of  the  principles  of  political  economy  have 
generally  had  reference  to  the  body  politic  as  a  unit — ^to 
one  homogeneous  community.  But  the  American  states- 
man is  ever  to  bear  in  mind  that  ours  is  not  a  consolidated 
empire;  that  the  States  are  nBodified  sovereigntieai  with 
diversified  interests  and  sacred  rights.  This  is  one  of  the 
elements  essential  to  any  correct  judgment  of  a  tariff 
system,  and  agm%'ates  not  a  little  the  innerent  difiicultiea 
of  this  most  dimcult  subject. 

The  complaints  which  we  have  heardy  and  still  hear, 
from  an  important  section  of  the  Union,  are  entitled  to 
the  most  respectful  consideration,  and  profound  attention. 

Although  their  pictures  of  distress  may  be  overcharged 
with'sombre  colonng,  vet,  coming  from  such  sources,  we 
are  bound  to  receive  them  as  evidence,  at  least,  of  com- 
parative depression.  But  when  they  attribute  this  ex- 
clusively to  national  legislation,  we  are  to  examine  and 
inquire  whether  there  may  not  be  some  other  and  mostc 
efficacious  cause.  And  such«  I  believe,  will  be  found  in 
tiie  character  of  their  laboring  population — ^the  existence 
of  slavery.  For  whenever,  in  any  part  of  the  world,  we 
find  this  evil,  we  find  tike  c^mumty  in  which  it  exists 
comparatively  stationary  and  depressed.  Is  it  not  eminent- 
ly so  with  many  of  the  West  India  islands? 

It  has  been  matter  of  surprise  with  our  brethren  of  the 
South,  that  their  cries  of  danger  and  distress  have  not 
produced  more  evident  impression  upon  us  of  the  North* 
Permit  me  to  suggiest  one  or  two  reasons  for  this  our  ap- 
parent want  of  excitability. 

One  is  to  be  found  in  tiieir  having  too  of^n  made  the 
institution  of  slavenr  a  means  of  eombination  for  political 
objects  against  the  free  States.  With  that  institution,  the 
North  have  carefully  abstained  from  all  interference.  They 
have  left  it,  where  the  constitution  places  it»  in  the  ex- 
clusive custody  of^  the  States  where  it  exists.  Upon  this 
exciting  and  absorbing  subject,  they  have  exercised  uni- 
form and  wonderful  forbearance*    And  yet,  notwithstand- 
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lag  aH  thti,  it  it  believed  ttuA  when  it  has  been  deemed 
expedient  to  croose  all  hewts,  and  unite  all  bandit  in  the 
dave  Statea,  (br  political  purpoaea,  the  cry  haa  been  raiaed 
tfttt  Hke  Nortli-^e  North*— are  attempting  to  emancipate 
our  akvea — are  acatt^ng  the  firebranSa  of  a  aervile 
war— Uiat  maaaacre  and  conflanaftion  may  avreep  orer  the 
bmd! 

The  tooiin  timaaoanded,  the  ahmm  bella  thna  nmg, 
have  had  their  effect,  which  the  Nordi  have  feH  and 
known  to  be  unjtiat  The  conaequence  ia  natmvl,  that 
when  any  outcry  ta  raiaed  u^on  another  topic,  they  abould 
^give  aomewhat  leaa  heed  to  it  at  first,  than  they  omerwiae 
would  bare  done. 

Anoffber  reaaon  ia  to  be  found  in  the  course  pursued  in 
relatkm  to  this  nme  matter,  of  the  more  recent  tariflT 
kwa.  After  the  late  war,  New  Enriand  was  no  fiivortt^ 
with  the  majority  of  the  nation.  Poaaesstng*,  as  it  was 
supposed,  more  than  her  proportion  of  disposable  capital, 
and,  from  the  density  and  character  of  her  population, 
the  moat  efficient  meana  <^  carrying  on  hostilities,  she  had 
not  come  forward  in  the  manner  which  I  have  thought, 
and  Btill  most  sincerely  think,  she  ought  to  have  done,  in 
support  of  the  National  Government.  Forthia  ahe  was 
tindoubtedly  in  bad  odor  here;  and  when  the  tariff  laws 
came  to  be  reviaad,  her  wishes  were  by  no  meana  eape- 
dally  conautted.  She  had  grown  rich,  aa  it  waa  suppoied, 
by  commereei  it  was  thought  best  to  give  new  enoourage- 
ment  to  mannfiictnreai  uid,  if  the  effect  abould  be  to 
diffuse  her  w««lth  over  other  portiona  of  the  countiy, 
which  had  devoted  their  meana  in  a  more  patriotic  manner 
during  the  last  conflict,  it  waa  a  conaequence,  at  leaat,  not 
to  be  deprecated.  She  raiaed  her  voice  againat  the  pro- 
posed modifications  of  the  protective  system,  and  up  to 
the  year  1825  she  waS|  upon  this  subject,  in  perfect  har- 
mony with  the  South.* 

The  bill  of  18S4  was  adverse  to  her  wishes,  and  en- 
countered the  decided  opposition  of  her  representativea. 
It  passed.  It  became  the  law  of  the  land*  It  was  your 
desire  that  the  course  of  industry  should,  in  some  mea- 
Bure,  be  changed,  that  a  greater  amount  of  capital  abould 
be  invested  in  manufiicturea.  IVhat  waa  ahe  to  do^  What 
did  ahe  do^  Rcftst.^  No,  sir;  ahe  bowed  in  submisaian  to 
your  dedsion,  and  conformed  to  the  course  of  national 
legislation.  She  changed  the  inveatmenta  of  her  capital; 
she  entered  upon  new  paths  of  labor;  ahe  encountered 
great  hazard  and  sustained  aevere  loaaea  from  want  of  akitt 
and  experience,  in  eatabliahing  new  branchea  of  industry, 
beneficial  to  the  whole  country.  And  now,  when  the 
first  obstadea  have  been  aurmounted,  and  her  dtisena  are 
about  to  receive  aonie  return  for  their  vaat  aacrificea  and 
unremitted  exertiona,  they  are  called  upon  for  another, 
and  sW  greater  change;  their  establishments  are  to  be 
rased  to  their  foundations;  the  sound  of  the  loom  and  the 
hammer  are  to  ceaae;  new  inveatments  are  to  be  made; 
new  arts  acquired;  new  employ menta  sought.  And  be- 
cause they  do  not  readily  assent  to  such  propositions,  de- 
nunciationa,  loud  and  long,  are  poured  upon  their  devoted 
heads.  Paasing  by  the  whole  West,  and  ouite  over  the 
great  Statea  of  Pennsylvania  and  New  Torx — the  fiithers 
and  fosterers  of  the  present  tariff— all  their  curses,  for 
this^  to  them,  accursed  thing,  seem  to  be  concentrated 
upon  New  England.  -  It  is  against  the  Northeaat— New 
England  alone,  that  the  outcty  is  raised,  and  the  feelings 
of  incUgnation  and  reaentment  aroosed.f  Even  the  gen- 
tleman from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Hatitx,]  in  invoking 
conciliation  and  relief  to  the  South,  confined  his  appeal 
to  the  Middle  Statea.  Is  it  surprising  that  auch  ooroplainta, 
mingled  with  such  injus^ce,  and  made  not  alwajra  in  a 
tone  of  remonstrance  or  oonciliafion,  but  too  often  in  that 


•  In  thatycarrB  ehisea  sT  New  Eagtaod  mtm  ritctcd  PrHUmt;  and 
p^tmtiMM  itt  bwsdmMUsmtioiiiauBrtfwidy  tomoRmtcd. 

B  aiiccSli  of  Mr.  Tyter,  of  TlifioM,  it  to  exerption  to  thu  ro- 


of menace  and  contmneljr,  ahould  not  find  immediate 
fhvor,  and  aa  instant  and  kind  reaponae?  Sir,  we  are  men, 
and  have  ttse  feelings  incident  to  humanity;  and,  UT  we  do 
not  mak  as  loudly,  we  feel  as  deeply,  and  act  as  firmly, 
as  others.  The  language  of  each  portion  of  this  Union  to 
every  other  shouldl>e  that  of  kindneas,  conciliation,  and 
flratemal  regaitl.  By  compromiae  was  the  Government 
formed;  by  mutoal  concession  only  can  it  be  preserved. 
There  is  much  danger  that  a  different  style  of  addresa 
may*  produce  too  great  a  reaction.  Against  such  efiects  I 
have  sedulously  endeavored  to  guard  my  own  breast,  snd 
have  endeavored  to  divest  myself  of  all  influences,  but 
such  aa  ought  to  pervade  a  member  of  the  American 
Senate,  placed  here  to  consult  the  nrht^  the  interests, 
and  thej>ermanent  happineas  of  ^e  whole  country. 

Thriff  of  1S2S.^I  was  opposed  to  the  tariff  bill  of  1828; 
and,  as  a  member  of  the  other  branch,  raised  my  voice 
and  gave  my  vote  against  it  It  came  here,  was  materi- 
ally amended,  and  returned  to  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives. Still  it  did  not  meet  my  approbation,  and  I  resisted 
its  final  passage.  It  prevailed,  and  became  a  kw.  As  I 
then  said,  the  question  of  a  repeal,  the  prostration  of  a 
system,  is  a  very  different  one  from  that  of  its  original 
enactment.  If  I  had  been  asked  whether  I  would  con- 
aent  to  the  lawa  passed  for  the  erection  of  this  vast  and  cost- 
ly edifice,  I  should  have  anawered  in  the  negative.  But 
ahalir  therefore  assent  to  a  propoaition  to  demoliah  tlua 
splenic  structore,  and  level  it  with  the  dust^ 

But  notwithstanding  thia  difference  in  the  atate  of  the 
question,  I  am  deci<tedly  in  fkroT  of  a  modification— a 
change  of  the  tariff  Uw  of  1838.  I  ahall,  I  trust,  have 
an  opportunity  to  slate  to  what  extent,  and  in  what  parti- 
culars, when  It  shall  be  proper  to  go  into  detail. 

In  the  adjustment  of  evety  scheme  of  legfidative  pro- 
tection, we  muat  have  reference  to  the  necessities  of  the 
countiy  in  war,  to  the  requisites  for  perfect  defence,  and 
easential  independence:  we  must  have  regard  also  to  the 
original  adaptaliona,  capabilities,  and  advantages  of  our 
country,  so  that  the  applicationa  of  art  may  be  rendered 
most  powerful  and  productive  by  co^yperating  with  the 
effecte  of  nature:  we  are  to  keep  in  view  former  iegiala^ 
tion  and  ita  efibcta,  and  the  preaent  condition  of  the  pro- 
perty, capacity,  and  industry  of  our  dtizens;  we  are  to 
consult,  too,  the  separate  interests,  the  peculiar  views,  and 
even  the  prejudices,  if  such  there  be,  of  the  several 
Statea  and  the  different  aectiona  of  the  Union.  Of  the 
varioua  pursuiteand  employments,  those  are  to  be  chiefiy 
foatered,  which  conduce,  not  merely  to  wealth,  but  to  the 
preaervation  and  permanency  of  our  republican  inatitutions; 
and  that  which  la  entitled  to  precedence  of  all  others  b 
agrieuitore,  which,  as  it  waa  the  first,  so  it  is  the  most  im- 
portant of  human  occupationa.  Coeval  with  the  creation, 
it  will  terminate  onl^  with  the  extinction  of  the  human 
race.  Commendng  in  the  garden  of  Eden,  it  was  one  of 
the  joys  of  Paradise,  continued  in  the  thorny  wilderness 
of  the  world,  attendant  upon  the  first  curse,  to  mitigate 
and  render  it  supportable:  it  haa  been  the  solace  of  fallen 
man.  It  b  the  employment  most  congenial  to  hb  com- 
bined phyaiod,  moral,  and  intellectoal  constitution,  and 
most  conducive  to  the  happiness  of  individuala  and  of  com- 
munitiea.  To  fvee  and  independent  huabandmen  we  may 
confidentiy  look  for  that  morality,  intelligence,  and  piety, 
upon  which  the  hopea  of  fireedoro  must  rest.  <'  Protected 
by  the  Divinity  they  adore,  supported  by  the  earth  which 
they  cultivate,  at  peace  with  themselves,"  they  bow  to  no 
msster,  and  aeek  no  change. 

Mr.  WILKINS  then  aubmitted  the  fi>llowing  amendr 
ment  to  the  reaolution:   - 

Strike  out  all  after  the  word  forthwith,  and  insert  the 
following:  *'  so  far  reduced,  or  altogether  abolbhed,  as  to 
bring  down  the  amount  of  the  public  revenue  to  a  sum 
auflleient  to  defiray  the  or^narv  expenditorea  of  the  Go-' 
vemment,  after  the  pajrment  or  the  national  debt,  as  pro- 
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poaed  in  the  kte  repoK  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treuury, 
and  without  &  view  to  »  surplus  revenuei  or  for  distribu- 
tion, havuig  such  regard  as  tliey  may  deem  expedient  to 
such  an  ultimate  equalization  of  duties  as  will  render  them 
efficient  for  the  purposes  of  their  impositiov. 

Mr.  WILRINS  said  it  was  conceded  that  tlie  revenue 
must  be  reduced  in  consequence  of  the  approaching  ex- 
tinction of  the  public  debt;  and  the  question  was,  in  what 
manner  the  duties  should  be  spread  over  the  various  arti- 
cles of  imports.  He  was  not  willing  to  concede,  in  ar- 
ranging the  duties,  the  principle  of  protection.  However 
erroneous  the  legislation  of  the  country  may  have  been, 
which  led  to  the  present  posture  of  its  industry,  be  was 
opposed  to  the  abandonment  of  that  system.  He  did  not 
deem  it  consistent  with  public  faith  to  withdraw  from 
manu&ctures  that  protection  under  which  they  had  grown 
up.  He  was  willing,  however,  to  conciliate  the  interests 
opposed  to  tliis  system,  and  for  that  purpose  he  had  pre- 
pared his  amendment,  and  should  offer  two  resolutions^ 
which  he  read  as  follows: 

Euohed,  That  the  Secretary  of  State  be  requested  to 
report  to  the  Senate  the  laws  and  commercial  regulations 
of  foreign  countries  in  relation  to  duties  on  imports,  and 
the  bounties  and  other  regulations  for  tlie  encouragement 
of  exports^  which  in  any  manner  tend,  in  their  effect  and 
operation,  to  counteract  the  duties  now  imposed  by  law  on 
their  importation  into  the  United  States,  as  far  as  they  may 
have  been  received  at  the  department,  since  the  receipt  of 
those  published  by  order  of  Congress.     - 

Bewhed,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  re- 

2 nested  to  report  to  the  Senate  the  present  credits  on 
uties  on  imports^  and  the  expediency  of  providing  by 
law  for  the  gndual.reduction  thereof,  to  what  extent,  and 
at  what  time.  Also,  to  report  on  the  expediency  of  mak- 
ing such  alterations  in  the  existing  laws,  as  tOi  provide  for 
the  assessment  of  ad  valorem  duties,  according  to  a  valua- 
tion of  imported  articles  in  the  port  or  place  of  impoila- 
tion;  and,  also,  to  report  whether  any,  or  what  alterations 
ought  to  be  made  in  the  law  imposing  duties  on  non-enu- 
merated articlesof  importation,  so  as  effectually  to  prevent 
frauds,  and  the  evasion  of  the  payment  of  the  duties. 

Mr.  HAYNE  inquired  of  Mr.  Wii.Kiirs  whether  he 
understood  him,  correctly,  as  proposing  only  to  repeal  the 
duties  on  the  unprotected  articles,  leaving  the  protected 
articles  untouched.  Such  would  certainlv  be  tlie  effect 
of  his  amendment,  which  touches  none  but  the  articles 
coming  into  competition  with  those  made  or  produced  in 
the  United  States;  and  how  a  reduction  of  the  duties  on 
them,  amounting,  in  the  whole,  to  no  more  than  seven 
millions  of  dolliu^  could  reduce  the  revenue  to  a  sum 
sufficient  merely  to  defray  the  expenses  of  Government, 
was  more  tlian  be  could  understand,  unless  the  expenses 
were  to  be  enormously  increased. 

Mr.  WILKINS  supposed  that  the  reading  of  the  resolu- 
tions, with  which  he  proposed  to  accompany  his  amend- 
ment, would  have  satisfied  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  as  to  the  extent  of  reduction  to  which  he  was 
willing  to  go.  If,  by  any  change  of  our  commercial  re- 
gulations, and  the  present  mode  of  collecting  duties,  an 
equivalent  could  be  given  to  tlie  manufacturer,  he  would 
be  willing  to  reduce  the  duties  on  the  tariff  articles  to  that 
extent.  A  beneficial  change  could  also  be  made  in  the 
imposts  on  wliat  are  denominated  non-enumerated  articles; 
and,  also,  in  the  valuation  of  imported  goods.  By  assess- 
ing the  duties  in  proportion  to  tlie  value  of  tlie  goods  in 
the  United  States,  instead  of  their  value  at  the  foreign 
port,  a  material  benefit  would  result  to  the  American 
manufacturer,  and  frauds  on  the  revenue  would  be  les- 
sened. With  these  changes,  he  thought  some  reduction 
of  duties  might  be  made  on  the  tariff  artieles,  without 
operating  to  the  iiyury  of  domestic  industry. 

Mr.  CLAY  made  some  remarks  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment.     If  any  thing  was  to  be  done  this  session,  in 


relation  to  the  tariff,  it  must  be  done  without  the  very  long 
delay  which  the  adoption  of  the  resolutions  would  occa- 
sion, unless  the  session  should  be  extended  through  the 
year.  The  amendment,  by  itself  would  not  effect  any 
object  which  the  gentleman  had  in  view.  After  all,  there 
was  but  one  question  to  be  decided — whether  we  were  to 
retain  the  protective  principle  or  not  Afterwards  the 
question  would  arise,  on  what  protected  articles  a  reduc- 
tion could  be  made.  It  was  difficult  to  say  a  priori  what 
should  be  tlie  precise  reduction  of  duties  on  all  articles, 
if  we  reduce  or  abolish  the  duties  on  unprotected  articles, 
at  this  session,  to  the  extent  of  seven  millions,  and  leave 
the  protected  class  of  duties  untouched  till  the  next  session, 
we  should  probably  go  far  enough,  though  not  so  far  as 
he  was  willing  to  go.  But  the  adoption  of  the  gentle- 
man's proposition  would  inevitably  prevent  the  possibility 
of  effecting  any  redaction  whatever  at  this  session. 

Mr.  C.  then  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  ques- 
tion; which  were  accordingly  ordered.        « 

Mr.  HOLMES  said  he  rose  to  ask  of  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Wilkiits]  a  further  explanation  of  his 
project.  He  would  preserve  the  protective  system  unim- 
paired, and  would  still  reduce  the  revenues  to  the  annual 
income  of  ^13,500,000.  Now,  if  the  revenues  are  to  be 
$25,000,000,  how,  by  having  tlie  protecting  system  un- 
touched, is  he  to  reduce  the  income  to  $13,500,000?  The 
tax  on  the  unprotected  articles  is  $7,000,000  only.  Now, 
seven  from  twenty-five  still  leaves  eighteen,  instead  of 
tliirteen  and  a  half.  The  question  then  itoirs,  how  does 
he  dispose  of  his  four  and  a  half  millions?  It  would  seem  to 
me,  said  Mr.  H.,  that,  after  removing  all  the  duties  frons 
the  unprotected  articles*  there  would  still  remain  a  surplus 
of  five  or  six  millions  over  and  above  the  wants  of  the 
Government.  Where  is  he  to  make  this  deduction?  Is 
he  willing  to  take  it  from  articles  which  come  in  coin- 
petition  with  our  manufactures'  Would  he  take  any  part 
from  iron?  No.  What  then?  Let  us  see  his  plan,  if  not 
in  detail,  at  least  illustrated  by  some  detail. 

He  seems  to  think  that  the  further  reduction  is  to  be 
made  by  <*  commercial  regulations."  This  I  do  not  under- 
stand; commercial  regulations  are  either  made  with  fo- 
reign nations  by  treaties,  or  against  them  by  a  protecting 
system.  Now,  what  treaty  stipulation  could  anord  to  the 
manufacturer  an  equivalent  for  a  reduction  of  the  protect- 
inr  duties?  We  should  Uke  better  to  understand  the 
scheme;  for  it  seems  to  me  that  to  carry  it  out  in  detail,  it 
would  bring  him  to  the  necesnty  of  withholding  about 
five  millions  from  the  protection  of  manufactures.  Now, 
will  (Jlie  friends  of  the  protecting  ^stera  concede  this?  Is 
Pennsylvania  become,  all  at  once,  so  compromini^?  I 
hope  the  Senator  will  be  a  little  more  explicit. 

Mr.  MARCY  said  he  did  not  rise  to  enter  into  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  general  subject  of  the  tariff,  but  to  expliyii 
his  views  in  ffiving  the  vote  which  he  had  given,  for  not 
striking  out  Uie  resolution  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 
He  hsid  voted  against  striking  out,  because  he  did  not  ap- 
prove of  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina,  to  be  inserted  in  lieu  thereof;  but  be  did 
not  intend  by  the  vote  he  had  given  to  express  his  appro- 
val of  the  entire  resolution  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 
He  felt  disposed  to  concur  with  him  in  a  part  of  it.  So  nr 
as  it  went  to  remove  the  duties  on  non-protected  anicles, 
as  they  had  been  called,  which  are  objects  of  common  con- 
sumption—articles which  all  classes  and  conditions  of  cur 
citizens  are  in  the  habit  of  using,  he  was  ready  and  willing 
to  give  it  his  support.  But  the  resolution  was  general  in 
its  operations  upon  non-protected  articles;  it  proposes  to 
take  off  the  duties  on  such  as  are  consumed  only  by  the 
rich  and  luxurious.  He  should,  therefore,  when  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Wil- 
kiits] should  be  disposed  of,  propose  an  aroetidment,  the 
effect  of  which  would  be  to  retun  a  duty;  but  less  than  that 
now  imposed,  on  articles  usually  denominated  luxuries*  ss 
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veil  as  on  wines  and  silks.  lie  was  aware,  he  said,  that 
the  duty  which  he  wished  to  retain  on  these  articles,  might 
not  be  indispensa^bly  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  revenue, 
but  there  were  reasons  very  sufHcient  to  his  mind  for  re- 
taining' them.  The  abolition  of  all  duties  on  articles  of 
luxury,  while,  for  the  purposes  of  protection,  duties  were 
continued  on  articles  which  were  consumed  by  the  less 
wealthy  and  the  laboring  classes  of  our  citizens,  was  wrong 
in  principle,  and  would  strengthen  the  opposition  to  the 
pohcy  of  protection:  it  would  furnish  anotlier  ground  of 
attack  upon  it.  As  a  friend  of  protection,  he  felt  unwilling 
to  do  any  thing  that  would  strengthen  the  hands  of  those 
who  would  destroy  it  altogether.  He  would  confess,  for 
himself,  he  felt  somewhat  alarmed  for  the  safety  of  the 
protecting  policy,  and  he  thought  its  friends  had  much  to 
do  to  save  it  from  utter  prostration.  He  thought  the  Sena- 
tor from  Kentuyky  was  mistaken  in  the  extent  of  the  con- 
quests the  protecting  policy  had  made  over  the  opposition 
to  it.  That  opposition  was  extensive  and  strong;  and  unless 
something  was  done  by  the  friends  of  protection  to  remo%*e 
or  disarm  it,  he  feared  it  Wotild  ere  long  prevail.  If  we 
proceed  no  fuilher  than  the  resolution  under  consideration 
proposes  to  go,  we  shall  leave  more  discontentiutl^  coun- 
try when  we  adjourn,  than  there  was  when  Congress  first 
met.  The  resolution  proposes  partial  legislation — ^it  le(\ 
untouched  the  duties  on  protected  articles.  The  whole 
tariff  required  revision,  and  there  was  no  good  reason  for 
not  making  it  at  this  time.  No  Senator  had  spoken  on  this 
subject,  who  has  not  admitted  that  the  present  law,  laying 
duties, is  very  defective.  It  has  been  repeatedly  alleged  here 
that  it  was  made  by  the  enemies  of  the  protecting  sy  8tem,and 
made  as  bad  as  it  could  be,  and  then  forced  upon  the  friends 
of  that  system.  If  this  be  so,  we  ought  not  to  shrink  from  a 
review  of  it,  for  the  purpose  of  removing  the  acknowledged 
imperfections,  and  introducing  such  improvements  as  arc 
necessary  to  preserve  protection  and  appease  discontent. 
He  was»  he  said,  opposed  to  legislating  piecemeal  on  the 
subject.  If  the  duties  on  non-protected  articles  were  re- 
moved now,  the  duties  on  the  protected  articles,  which 
were  tlie  grounds  of  complaint,  would  remain  unacted  on. 
Ue  was  for  having  the  whole  subject  sent  to  a  committee, 
and  he  had  expected  some  Senator  would  have  proposed 
an  amendment  to  accomplish  this  end;  but  finding  the 
other  day,  vdien  we  were  about  to  pass  finally  on  the  reso- 
lution, no  such  modification  was  proposed,  he  had  prepared 
one,  which  would  open  the  whole  subject  to  the  commit- 
tee. At  the  end  of  the  first  resolution  of  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  (whicii  proposes  to  afai(^lish  forthwith  the  duty 
on  non'protected  articles,  except  wines  and  silks,  and  to 
reduce  it  on  them)  he  would  add  the  following:  **And 
that  tlie  duties  on  articles  imported  into  the  United  States, 
similar  to  such  as  are  made  or  produced  therein,  ought  to 
be  so  graduated  as  not  to  exclude  such  foreign  articles 
from  coming  into  competition  in  our  ntarkets  with  those 
made  and  produced  in  the  United  States;  but  to  establish 
the  dimpetition  on  such  terms  as  shall  give  a  reasonable 
encouragement  and  protection  to  the  mamifactures  and 
products  of  the  United  States.*' 

Mr.  M.  said  he  expected  that  the  friends  of  protection 
would  co-operate  with  him  in  opening  the  whole  tariff  to 
Tevisiofi,  and  feel  the  necessity  of  removing  objectionable 
pirts  of  it.    If  left  as  it  now  is,  it  cannot,  he  said,  long  with^ 
stand  the  force  and  body  of  attack  which  now  assail  it,  and 
vhich  will  be  increasecl  if  we  go  no  further  than  the  reso- 
Hition  under  consideration  proposes.     The  preservation  of 
^he  policy  required  i{s  improvement.     He  feared  it  could 
nat  long  b^t  as  it  is  now,  or  as  it  would  be  leA,  if  the  mea- 
sure proposed  by  the  resolution  was  adopted.     However 
flowing  is  the  picture  of  ruin  and  distress  ascribed  to  the 
(Operation  of  the  tariff  in  one  part  of  the  Union,  it  would 
i^ot  compare  with  that  which  will  be  presented  in'  other 
parts  if  ftll  protection  should  now  be  at  once  withdrawn, 
^e  fortunes  of  A  g^eat  portion  of  the  citizens  in  the  East- 
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em  and  Middle  States  are  embarked  in  manufactures,  and 
other  pursuits  connected  with  them;  and  he  thought  no  man 
could  venture  to  look  upon  the  scenes  of  desolation  which 
would  ensue  upon  the  total  abandonment  of  that  policy 
which  had  caused  the  present  investment  of  this  immense 
amount  of  capital,  and  the  direction  given  to  these  pursuits. 
Mr.  M.  concluded  by  expressing  a  hope  that  no  half  way 
measures  would  be  adopted;  but  that  the  whole  subject 
would  be  sent  to  a  committee,  a  revision  of  the  duties  on 
protected  articles  would-be  made,  and  the  admitted  im- 
perfections of  the  existing  laws  removed. 

Mr.  WILKINS  spoke  in  reply  to  the  Senators  from 
Maine  and  Kentucky.  He  thought  it  perfectly  practica- 
ble to  review  and  arrange  the  whole  system  at  thb  ses- 
sion. He  wished  to  have  the  inquiry  made,  whether,  by 
a  change  in  commercial  regulations,  an  equivalent  can  be 
afforded  to  the  manufacturers  for  a  reduction  of  the  duties 
on  protected  articles.  He  did  not  pretend  to  say  how  far 
this  purpose  would  be  effected 'by  abolishing  credits  on 
duties,  and  by  the  adoption  of  another  valuation  system: 
but  tiiese  regulations^  as  they  exist,  certainly  have  an  un- 
favorable bearing  upon  the  protected  interests.  He  would 
not  abandon  the  system,  for  he  considered  it  as  constitu- 
tional and  expedient.  But  he  would  yield  much  for  the 
sake  of  having  the  subject  settled  at  once,  and  forever. 
He  was  notafi*aid  of  the  delay  growing  out  of  bis  amend- 
ment. It  would  have  a  great  effect.  Inquiries  had  been 
set  on  foot  by  the  Treasury  Department,  which  would  re- 
sult in  very  important  information. 

Mr.  CLAY  did  not  know,  he  said,  that  be  should  be 
unwilling,  at  a  proper  time,  to  assent  to  the  amendments 
suggestecl  by  the  Senator  from  New  York.  He  was  per- 
fectly willing,  as  he  had  frequently  remarked,  to  look  into 
the  protected  class  of  articles — and  he  did  not  doubt  that 
such  a  reduction  might  there  be  effectedas  would  satisfy  at 
le.H8t  the  modente  portion  of  the  opponents  of  the  protective 
system.  The  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania, 
he  opposed  as  hostile,  in  its  effect,  to  the  protective  system. 

Mr.  HOLMES,  in  reply,  said  he  certainly  intended  no- 
thing unkind  or  severe  towards  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr.  WiLKiKS,]  but  rose  merely  to  ask  a  further 
explanation  of  his  scheme,  which  did  appear  a  little  con- 
fused, and  seemed  to  imply  a  contradiction.  I  coidd  not 
perceive,  said  Mr.  H.,  by  what  he  then  said,  how  the  ta- 
riff on  protected  articles  was  to  be  diminished  four  or  five 
millions,  and  the  protection  remain  as  efficient  as  it  now 
is.  The  Senator  has  now  gone  a  little  further  into  detail, 
and  appears. to  be  more  explicit.  He  would  reduce  the 
duties  on  protected  articles,  but  would  compensate  the 
manufacturer  to  the  full  amount  in  one  or  all  of  these 
ways.  First,  he  would  abolish  the  credit  system.  Now, 
who  does  not  see  that  prompt  pay  augments  the  dut^? 
And  if  it  augments  it  as  much  as  you  omerwise  reduce  it, 
it  comes  to  the  consumer  under  precisely  the  same  burden 
as  before.  Another  device  is  to  change  the  rule  of  Talu- 
ation.  Does  not  the  Senator  see  that  the  effect  of  tliis  is 
the  same?  To  compensate  the  manufacturer  for  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  duty  on  the  foreign  article,  you  reject  the  in- 
voice valuation,  which  you  say  is  too  low,  and  charge  the 
article  at  its  real  value  at  the  port  of  importation.  And 
pray,  sir,  what  difference  does  it  make  to  the  consumer 
whether  he  pays  twenty  per  cent,  on  a  yard  of  cloth  va- 
lued at  fif^y  cents,  or  ten  per  cent,  on  the  same  article 
valued  at  a  dollar.  The  ground  of  complaint,  whether 
real  or  imaginary,  is  that  the  consumer  pays  the  tax.  If 
you,  in  the  price  of  the  article,  in  any  way  raise  the  price 
to  the  same  amount  as  you  reduce  it,  by  reducing  the  tax, 
all  must  readily  perceive  that  the  scheme  is  entirely  vision- 
ary. His  other  mode  of  compensation  to  the  manufac- 
turer for  his  proposed  reduction  appears  not  to  be  definite. 
He  would  change  the  duties  on  the  non-enumerated  arti- 
cles— that  is,  if  I  understand  him,  enumerate  them,  discri- 
minate between  them,  either  by  ad  valorem  or  specific 
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duties.  The  eifect  of  this  would  be  trifling,  indeed;  and 
if  either.or  all  tho%  schemes  shall  compensate  the  manu- 
facturer to  the  full  amount  of  the  whole  reduction,  it  would 
be  very  difficult  to  perceive  how  the  consumer  gets  the 
least  relief  whatever. 

I  was  not  a  little  amused,  however,  at  the  Senator's  dis- 
lertation  on  luxuries,  but  I  cannot  very  well  agree  in  his 
distinction.  Every  thing  dear,  he  says,  is  a  luxury— nothing 
that  is  cheap.  Now  I  can  well  perceive  that  there  are 
many  luxuries  which  cost  nothing.  A  refreshing  breeze, 
a  genial  sun,  brilliant  moon  and  stars,  are  all  luxuries — 
the  opening  of  spring,  indeed,  every  thing  beautiful,  is  a 
luxury.  To  look  at  a  beautiful  woman  is  a  luxury;  but  it 
costs  nothing. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  said  that,  in  effect,  there  were  three 
distinct  propositions  under  consideration,  and  it  was  neces- 
sary to  compare  these  with  each  other,  before  any  correct 
opmion  could  be  formed  as  to  the  propriety  of  adopting 
either.  It  was  true  that  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Marct]  had  not  yet  presented  his  scheme  in  form;  but  as 
he  liad  read  his  resolutions  in  his  place,  and  had  announced 
bis  purpose  of  offering  them  as  a  substitute  for  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  [Mr. 
WiLKiNs,]  if  the  latter  should  be  rejected,  the  Senate 
was  so  compelled  to  consider  this  project  in  deciding  upon 
the  propriety  of  adopting  either  of  the  others. 

Comparing  these  three  schemes  according  to  the  g^m- 
marian's  mode,  he  would  say  that  that  of  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  was  in  the  positive  degree,  and  was  simply 
bad  I  that  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat]  was 
in  the  comparative,  and  was  worse;  and  that  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  York  was  in  the  superlative,  and  was  the 
worst  of  all.  Or,  if  gentlemen  pleased  to  reverse  tliis 
comparison,  he  would  say  that  the  New  York  project  was 
positively  bad,  the  Kentucky  project  comparatively  better, 
and  that  of  Pennsylvania  was  the  best  of  all  of  them,  al- 
though, for  himself,  he  must  say  that  bad  was  this  best. 
Therefore,  if  he  was  bound  to  take  one  of  tbcKC  bitter 
potions,  he  should  be  compelled  to  take  the  last  as  that 
which  was  the  least  disagreeable. 

All  these  several  plans  propose  to  reduce  the  amount  of 
the  future  revenue  of  the  United  States;  and  the  question 
was,  how  much }  To  this  question  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania answers,  to  the  measure  of  the  ordinary  expenses 
of  tlie  Government,  so  as  to  leave  no  surplus  in  the  trea- 
sury, to  become  hereafter  the  subject  of  scuffle  and  scram- 
ble; and  this  he  announces  in  the  terms  of  his  amendment 
itself  without  qualification  or  reserve.  The  Senator  from 
Kentucky  said  the  same  thing  in  his  argument,  but  he  does 
not  express  it  in  his  resolution;  and  he  qualified  the  decla- 
ration made  by  him,  by  saying  afterwards  that  his  scheme 
of  reduction  would  be  limited  by  that  protection.  Give 
liim  adequate  protection  for  manufactures,  and  he  an- 
nounced distinctly  his  perfect  willingness  to  reduce  the 
amount  of  the  revenue  to  any  point  which  the  most  mode- 
rate would  propose.  To  use  his  own  strong  language,  in 
that  case,  he  would  not  be  "outbragged"  by  any  one. 
But  adequate  protection  he  must  and  would  retain,  even 
if  the  preservation  of  such  protection  should  bring  more 
revenue  into  the  treasury  than  the  ordinary  expenses  of 
the  Government  reauired.  It  is  obvious,  Uien,  that  the 
expressed  and  unqualified  ppoposition  of  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  is  better  than  this. 

So  far  as  they  regard  the  revenue  derivable  from  what  are 
called  the  duties  on  unprotected  articles,  both  the  Senators 
from  Pennsylvania  and  Kentucky  concur  in  proposing  the 
total  abolition  of  all  these  duties,  except  those  imposed  on 
wines  and  silks.  In  this  respect,  then,  their  schemes  are 
similar.  But  that  of  the  Senator  from  New  York  differs 
from  each  of  them  in  this:  he,  although,  in  favor  of  a  di- 
m  nution  of  the  duties  imposed  upon  some  of  these  unpro- 
tected articles,  is  for  retaining  all  the  duties  imposed  upon 
otherfly  which  he  called  luxuries.  His  reason,  too»  for  tliis. 


deserves  some  notice.  He  tells  the  Senate  tliat,  if  they 
repeal  the  taxes  which  are  now  imposed  upon  articles  con- 
sumed by  the  rich  only,  the  tariff  policy  will  become  more 
odious  than  it  now  is.  Therefore,  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
serving  the  American  8}'stem  in  good  odor  with  the  peo- 
ple, they  must  retain  tlie  duties  upon  luxuries,  ana  conti- 
nue the  burdens  unnecessarily  imposed  upon  the  rich, 
lest  the  poor,  (I  beg  pardon  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania, who  has  told  us  that  there  were  no  poor  in  tliis 
country,)  lest  the  less  wealthy,  (to  use  his  phrase,)  should 
complain  more  loudly  than  they  now  begin  to  do  of  tlie 
grievous  impositions  upon  their  comforts  and  necessaries. 
The  Senator  from  New  York  is  unwilling,  tlien,  to  reduce 
the  revenue  even  to  the  extent  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky. 

That  Senator,  with  his  accustomed  frankness,  told  the  Se- 
nate that  the  revenue,  if  reduced  to  the  full  extent  of  hi» 
scheme,by  abolishing  all  the  duties  imposed  upon  all  tlie  un- 
protected articles,  would  still,  he  feared,  amount  to  at  least 
eighteen  millions,  three  millions  more  than  the  treasury 
report  states  to  be  requisite  to  satisfy  the  utmost  wants  of 
the  Government  But  he  could  not  agree  to  reduce  it 
more  at  present,  because  he  should  then  be  compelled  to 
diminish  the  necessary  protection  required  Tor  the  support 
of  his  favorite  system,  which  he  was  not  disposed  now  to 
do.  The  Senator  from  New  York  proposes,  however,  to 
retain  a  large  poilion  of  even  these  duties,  which  both  the 
other  Senators  are  willing  to  abolish,  and  this  with  a  dis- 
tinct knowledge  that  such  a  proposition  must  necessarily 
augment  the  amount  of  revenue,  and  so  increase  the  quan- 
tum of  the  surplus  **  spoil,"  to  be  hereafter  distributed  in 
some  form  or  other. 

Of  all  the  evils,  said  Mr.  T.,  which  in  his  judgment  was 
most  to  be  deprecated  in  this  country,  was  the  accumula- 
tion of  surplusses  in  the  treasury,  its  effects  must  be  either 
to  transform  this  Government  into  a  monster  of  wanton  and 
bloated  extravagance,  or  to  generate  new  feuds  and  dif- 
ferences between  the  States  as  to  the  mode  of  distributing 
it*  Either  result  would  be  equally  destructive  of  the 
Union  of  the  States,  and  the  liberties  of  the  people.  For 
one,  therefore,  he  should  ever  support  tliat  sclieme  of 
finance  which  promised  to  produce  as  little  as  possible 
beyond  the  actual  exigencies  of  tlie  Government;  and«  in 
our  present  condition,  the  public  debt  being  discharged,  be 
would  prefer  even  a  deficit  to  an  excess  of  revenue. 

llie  striking  difference  which  he  had  stated  was  neither 
the  sole  or  the  least  dissimilitude  between  the  tliree  seve- 
ral projects  he  was  then  examining,  said  Mr.  T.  They 
differ  from  each  other  even  more  in  Uie  manner  tlian  in  the 
measure  of  reduction.  The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania, 
while  agreeing  with  the  two  other  Senators,  in  his  deter* 
mination  of  preserving  unimpaired  the  actual  protection 
to  manufactures,  is,  nevertheless,  wiUing  to  commute  it  for 
other  equivalents  of  as  inuch  potency,  if  tliese  sliall  be 
considered  as  mure  acceptable.  Ue  announces  three  dif- 
ferent plans:  the  payment  in  cash  of  tlie  duties  imposed 
upon  foreign  articles  which  enter  into  competition  with 
our  domestic  manufactures;  a  scheme  of  warehousipg  such 
imported  articles;  and  a  new  mode  of  ascertaining  their 
value  by  appraisements  to  be  made  at  the  place  ot  impor- 
tation. And  he  tells  tlie  Senate  that,  whatever  of  protec- 
tion the  adoption  of  all  or  of  any  of  tlie  different  schemes 
may  be  considered  as  worth,  that  ami  unt  he  is  willing  to 
deduct  from  the  amount  of  the  present  duties  for  encou- 
ngement.  Thus  diminishing  still  more  the  receipt  of  sur- 
plus revenue,  while  prescrvuig  existing  protection;  and 
holding  out  some  other  advantages  which  bcem  to  me  to 
be  well  worthy  of  further  examination.  The  Senatun 
from  Kentucky  and  New  York,  however,  are  neither  of 
them  wilUng  to  touch  Uie  present  system  of  protection,  in 
any  mode  whatever. 

[Here  Mr.  MARCY  interrupted  Mr.  T.,  saying  that  he 
was  not  unwilling  to  revise  the  present  system  of  protect- 
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ing  duties,  but  that  his  resolutions  expressly  required  a 
re-ezamination  of  it,  and  suggested  the  basis  upon  which 
a  modification  of  it  might  be  made.  To  prove  this,  he 
again  read  his  project.  ] 

1  understood  the  scheme  of  the  honorable  Senator  from 
New  York,  aaid  Mr.  T.,  precisely  as  he  has  explained  it, 
and  was  about  to  show  that,  howererlatitudinous  and  ge- 
ncnl  nnay  be  the  terms  in  which  it  is  expressed,  its  mean- 
ing and  effects  are  precisely  those  of  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky.     Nay,  that  the  principle  which  it  advances, 
goes  even  beyond  that  contended  for  by  that  Senator.     A. 
good  proof  that  1  am  right  in  this,  the  Senate  have  already 
heard,  in  the  entire  accordance  in  this  project,  expressed 
by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  and  his  willingness  to  sup- 
port it,  so  soon  as  the  first  proposition  concerning  the  du- 
ties iiBpoaed  upon  the  unprotected  articles  is  disposed  of. 
The  scheme  of  the  Senator  from  New  York,  as  the  Sen- 
ate hare  again  heard  it  declared  to  be,  is  this,  to  continue 
all  the  present  duties  of  protection,  so  far  as  they  may  be 
necessarv  to  secure  competition  in  the  market  between 
the  foreign  and  domestic  articles  of  a  like  kind,  with  what 
be  calls  a  reasonable  advantage  in  this  competition  to  the 
home  manufacturer,  and  to  reduce  all  the  protecting  du- 
ties which  now  exceed  this  limit  to  that  point.  Now,  what 
IS  the  demand  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky?     He  only 
asks  for  *'  adeqtiate  protection;"  and  has  often  expressed 
hia  willingness  to  reduce  the  protecting  duties  hereafler 
to  that  point,  if  it  can  be  shown  to  him  that  any  one  of  them 
go  beyond  it.     Ask  him  what  he  considers  as  <*  adequate 
protection,''  and  be  tells  you,  frankly  and  openly,  such  a 
duty  as  will  enhance  the  price  of  the  foreign  commodity 
in  our  market  so  much  as  to  enable  the  home  manufac- 
turer to  sell  his  rival  article  at  that  price,  and  at  that  price 
to  secure  a  reasonable  profit  to  himself.     Grant  him  this, 
and  he  asks  nothing  more.     But  t)ie  Senator  from  New 
York  is  not  satisfied  with  this  degree  of  protection;  he  re- 
quires not  only  such  a  duty  as  will  secure  a  fair  competi- 
tion between  the  rival  articles,  but  so  much  more  as  may 
be  necessary  to  give  to  the  home  manufacturer  a  reason- 
able advantase  in  wliat  this  Senator  calls  a  fair  competi- 
tion.    Tliat  IS  to  say,  he  proposes  to  secure,  not  a  reason- 
able, but  an  unreasonable  profit  to  tlie  home  manufacturer, 
by  enhancing  the  price  of  the  rival  foreigpi  commodity 
above  the  point  at  which  the  domestic  article  may  enter 
into  fair  competition  with  it. 

Was  I  right,  then,  said  Mr.  T.,  when  I  affirmed  that  the 
Senator  from  Keivtucky  occupied  a  middle  position  in  these 
biddings,  and  that,  although  he  offered  less,  probably, 
than  did  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  yet  his  offer  was 
better  than  that  of  the  Senator  from  New  York. 

So  far  as  the  duties  on  the  unprotected  articles  are  con- 
cerned, both  the  Senators  from  Pennsylvania  and  Ken- 
tucky are  willing  to  abolish  them  altogether,  with  the  ex- 
eeptiun  of  wines  and  silks;  but  the  Senator  from  New 
York  says  no,  most  of  these  duties  are  imposed  upon  luxu- 
ries, and  although  they  ar^  not  required  fur  either  reve- 
nue or  protection,  yet,  if  youdisbunlen  the  rich,  while  you 
continue  to  oppress  the  less  wealthy,  you  will  surely  make 
your  American  ^stem  more  odious  than  it  now  is,  and 
vill  so  endanger  its  future  fate.  Therefore,  keep  such 
duteson,  although  they  are  not  wanted.  So  far  as  the  pro- 
tecting duties  are  concerned,  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania is  willing  to  commute  them  for  satisfactory  equiva- 
lents, to  be  furnished  by  a  system  of  commercial  regula- 
tions, which,  ha  vine  no  regard  to  revenue,  will  necessarily 
dimimsh  the  risk  of  a  surplus  in  the  treasury.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Kentucky  is' unwilling  to  adopt  this  course  now, 
from  no  indisposition  to  attain  its  objects,  if  I  understand 
him  correctly,  but  from  an  unwillingness  to  disturb  the 
protecting  policy  in  any  way  at  this  time.  For  he  de- 
clares his  desire  to  reduce  the  duties  of  protection  here- 
after, in  all  cases  where  they  give  more  than  reasonable 
eDeouiagemenl  to  the  manufacturing  industry,  if  any  such 


there  are.  But  the  Senator  from  New  York  announces  his 
determination  not  merely  to  preserve  the  present  system,  so 
far  as  it  gives  a  reasonable  encouragpement  to  this  branch 
of  industry,  but  never  to  permit  any  rival  foreign  commo- 
dity to  enter  into  competition  with  the  home-made  article, 
except  under  circumstances  giving  advantage  in  the  com- 
petition to  the  home  manufacturer.  This,  ni  effect,  is  to 
give  a  monopoly  of  the  home  market  to  the  home  manu- 
facturer, to  the  extent  of  the  supply  he  is  about  to  make; 
and  then  lets  in  the  foreign  commodity  at  an  increased 
price  to  the  consumer,  which,  while  it  must  oppress  him, 
is  neither  required  to  defray  the  expenses  of  the  Govern- 
ment, nor  to  protect  the  manufacturing  industry.  It  is, 
therefore,  an  oppressive  burden,  wantonly  imposed,  with* 
out  any  other  object  than  to  accumulate  a  surplus  in  the 
treasury. 

In  this  view  of  the  subject,  said  Mr.  T.,  although  I  do 
not  approve  of  the  scheme  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania, yet  it  seems  to  be  so  far  preferable  to  both  the  others, 
that  I  shall  give  it  my  support  at  present.  What  may  be 
the  vote  I  may  give,  if  this  amendment  obtains,  it  will  be 
time  enough  hereafler  to  state. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  rose  to  inquire  of  the  Chair  if  it 
would  now  be  in  order  to  move  to  refer  the  whole  subject, 
the  resolutions  of  the  Senator  from  Kemucky,  and  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania, 
to  one  of  the  standing  committees  of  the  Senate;  and  be- 
ing informed  by  the  President  that  it  would  be  in  order, 
he  proceeded,  and  said:  • 

It  was  then  bis  purpose,  before  resuming  his  seat,  and 
afler  he  should  nave  made  a  very  few  obser\'ations,  to 
move  a  reference  of  the  whole  subject  to  the  Committee 
on  Manufactures.  It  must  now  be  obrious,  said  Mr.  H., 
that  the  further  we  progress  in  the  discussion  of  these  ab- 
stract resolutions,  the  greater  will  be  our  difficulties;  and 
the  less  probable  is  it  that  we  shall  ever  agree  on  any 
thing.  These  resolutions  have  been  before  the  Senate 
more  than  two  months.  And  surely  no  member  of  the 
body  can  entertain  the  opinion  that  we  are  in  the  least  de- 
gree approaching  unanimity;  but  that,  on  the  contrary, 
we  are  further  apart  now  than  when  we  began;  and,  in- 
deed, the  amendment  recently  proposed,  especially  In 
connexion  with  other  amendments  suggested,  seem  to  be 
producing  a  degree  of  confusion,  and  a  grater  diversity 
of  opinion,  than  has  been  manifested  in  any  previous  sfkge 
of  the  debate. 

The  original  resolutions  assert  that  the  existing  duties 
on  all  unprotected  articles  **  ought  to  be  forthwith  abo- 
lished," except  on  wines  and  silks,  and  that  on  these  they 
ought  to  be  reduced;  and  direct  that  the  Committee  on 
Finance  report  a  bill  accordingly.  The  amendment  ori- 
ginally proposed  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  de- 
clared that  the  existing  duties  on  all  articles,  bod)  protect- 
ed and  unprotected,  ought  to  be  so  reduced  as  to  bring 
down  the  revenue  to  the  actual  expenditures  of  the  Go- 
vernment, afler  the  public  debt  shall  have  been  paid.  On 
these  two  propositions,  diametrically  opposite  in  principle, 
and  in  iheir  enect,  upon  the  tariff  policy,  has  the  discus- 
sion, until  very  recently,  progressed.  The  latter  propo- 
sition being,  in  effect,  rejected  by  a  refusal  to  strike  out 
the  first,  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  comes  forward 
with  a  proposition  of  the  middle  ground,  and,  in  the  dis- 
cussion, suggests  that  he  has  two  others  which  he  means 
to  submit;  and  the  Senator  from  New  York  has  also  read 
us  two  or  three  propositions,  which  be  means  to  submit. 
Thus  are  we  about  to  be  deluged  with  every  shade  of  pro- 
position which  can  be  crowded  beta'een  two  extremes, 
and  the  debate,  which  we  all  hoped  was  nearly  brought  to 
a  close,  is  about  to  take  a  wider  and  more  interminable 
range  than  ever. 

Indeed,  said  Mr.  H.,  the  original  resolutions  of  the  Se- 
nator from  Kentucky  are  franj^t  with  great  difficulty,  and 
with  much  to  embarrass  the  Senate;  and,  decide  them,  as 
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you  may,  you  settle  notliing;  for  when  the  bill  contem- 
plated by  them  shall  be  reported  to  the  Senate,  the  whole 
tariff  will  be  before  us.  Then  any  member  will  be  at  per- 
fect liberty  to  introduce  any  amendment  he  may  think 
proper,  as  weU  to  the  protected  as  the  unprotected  arti- 
cles. This  is  the  objection  to  abstract  propositions  in  le- 
gislation. In  this  way  you  can  assert  a  principle,  but  you 
cannot  regulate  its  detailsi  and  the  tariff  always  has  been, 
and  ever  must  be,  almost  entirely  a  question  of  details.  In 
this  is  its  great  difficulty.  The  pnnciple  of  the  resolu- 
tions before  us,  said  Mr.  H.,  is  extremely  questionable. 
It  is,  that  the  duties  on  the  unprotected  articles  ought  to 
be  forthwith  abolished.  Now,  sir,  I,  for  one,  am  not  pre- 
pared to  say  this.  While  I  bold  the  protective  principle 
sacred,  I  do  not  believe  in  tliis  doctrme.  These  articles 
are  chiefly  composed  of  what  may  fairly  be  denominated 
the  luxuries  of  life;  such  as  tropical  fruits,  cordials,  per* 
fumeries,  and  fancy  articles  almost  innumerable.  Of  the 
duties  on  these  articles,  no  one  has  complained.  On  this 
subject  not  a  voice  has  been  raised  from  Maine  to  Louisi- 
ana. They  consist  of  articles,  the  consumption  of  which 
is  confined  very  much  to  the  wealthy  portions  of  the  com- 
munity, to  the  cities,  and  the  seaboard.  They  enter  very 
little  into  the  consumption  of  the  people  of  the  great  inte- 
rior of  the  country.  There  are,  to  be  sure,  some  articles 
on  this  list  of  a  different  description,  such  as  teas,  coffee, 
and  a  few  other  articles,  but  he  was  not  prepared  to  say 
that  they  ought  all  forthwith  to  be  abolished.  He  did  not 
wish  to  be  committed  by  any  such  vote.  He  wished  to 
remain  at  perfect  liberty,  after  the  bill  should  be  submit- 
ted, to  vote  as  his  judgment  might  dicute  on  its  details: 
to  take  the  items,  and  retain  or  reject  them  as  he  might 
think  proper.  He  would  cheerfully  vote  to  take  the  du- 
ties utt'teafl,  coffee,  dye  stuffs,  and  such  like  articles.  But 
he  objected  to  a  decisive  vote  on  these  resolutions,  be- 
cause of  their  uncertainty.  In  examining  the  existing  tariff 
for  the  purpose  of  making  out  this  list  of*  unprotected  arti- 
cles, perhaps  no  two  Senators  would  entirely  agree.  The 
resolutions  then  required  us  to  vote  in  the  dark.  I  have, 
sir,  said  Mr.  H.,  three  lists  of  these  articles  before  me, 
differing  from  each  other  widely.  One  is  a  list  contained 
in«  bill  reported  by  a  Senator  from  Missouri,  [Mr.  Bbk- 
TOK,]  at  a  former  session,  another  is  a  list  contained  in  the 
speech  of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  HiLTirB,] 
and  the  third  is  a  list  not  yet  submitted,  but  prepared  for 
that  purpose.  This  was  a  conclusive  objection  with  him 
to  the  resolutions  as  they  stood  before  the  Senate  t  and  this 
was  one  of  bis  reasons  for  the  motion  he  was  about  to  make. 

We  are,  said  Mr  H.,  commencing  a  novel  and  very 
important  work— the  reduction  of  the  revenue.  This  po- 
licy is  begun  in  the  fear  of  di*eadful  evils  from  a  surplus. 
This  evil  we  had  never  yet  felt;  and,  for  one,  he  was  in- 
clined to  watt  its  approach  without  any  apprehension. 
Many  millions  of  the  public  debt  were  yet  upon  U8»  and 
the  evil  could  easily  and  speedily  be  removed  whenever  it 
should  be  found  to  press  us.  I'he  prospect  of  this  sur- 
plus had  heretofore  consoled  us. 

We  had,  heretofore,  looked  to  it  as  the  means  of  a  per- 
manent and  somewhat  enlarged  plan  of  internal  improve- 
ment. And  we  in  the  new  States  have  been  looking  with 
sanguine  expectations  to  this  period  of  our  affairs  for  a 
beneficial  change  in  our  land  system.  He  had  said  that 
he  would  vote  w.th  great  pleasure  to  reheve  from  duties 
teas,  coffee,  and  some  other  articles  contemplated  by  the 
resolutions;  and  he  hoped  to  have  an  opportunity  of  so 
doing,  when  the  bill  should  be  reported  to  the  Senate. 
But,  for  one,  he  should  never  vote  to  reduce  the  revenues 
of  the  cotmtry  to  the  minimum  of  current  expenditures; 
for  this  would  be  a  farewell  to  internal  improvements,  and 
to  all  hopes  of  any  modification  of  the  land  system,  favor- 
able to  the  new  States.  He  was  aware  tlmt  it  would  be 
said  that  the  resotutions  now  before  the  Senate  contem- 
plated no  reduction  to  this  extent;  but  he  could  not  be 


indifferent  to  some  expressions  which  had  escaped  during 
the  present  debate.  He  had  heard  the  propositions  for  a 
modification  of  the  land  system  spoken  of  aswildschemesf 
and  that  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  looking  to  their 
transfer  to  the  States  in  which  they  lie,  Jia  the  wildest  of 
all;  and  this  in  the  face  of  distinct  expressions  of  almost 
every  Legislature  of  the  new  States,  asking  a  modifica- 
tion of  the  system.  It  had  not  escaped  himt  nor  did  he 
suppose  it  had  escaped  any  member  of  the  Senate,  that, 
in  the  various  schemes  for  reduong  the  revenue,  it  had 
generally  been  affirmed  that  the  revenues  of  the  public 
lands  should  remain  as' they  are.  For  one,  be  protested 
against  this;  and  he.  could  confidently  assure  the  Senate 
that  the  people  of  the  new  States,  as  far  as  he  was  made 
acquainted  with  their  opinions,  fully  expected  some  par- 
ticipation in  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands,  as  soon  as 
the  national  debt  should  be  paid;  and  that  without  this 
there  would  be  much  dissatisfaction  in  that  portion  of 
the  Union.  They  know  that  these  lands  are  pledged  for 
the  payment  of  the  debt,  and  for  nothing  more;  and  they 
know  that  when  this  debt  shall  be  paid,  their  proceeds 
will  not  be  needed  for  any  purpose  of  the  Federal  Go- 
vernment. If  they  had  not  known  this  before,  the  debate 
now  in  progress  would  give  abundantly  this  information. 
These  resolutions  propose  to  dispense  with  from  seven  to 
ten  millions  of  revenue,  because  it  is  not  needed  for  any 
purpose  of  the  Government,  and  because  the  Government^ 
under  such  circunutances,  is  better  without  it  than  with 
it.  These  millions  are  chiefly  paid  by  the  States  on  the 
Atlantic  seaboard — are  paid  bythe  wealth  of  the  country, 
and  assessed  on  the  luxuries  of  life.  They  are  burden- 
some to  no  section  of  the  coimtry — complained  of  by  no- 
body. The  revenues,  from  the  public  lands  have,  within 
the  last  ten  years,  vibrated  between  ono  and  three  mil- 
lions. Three  millions  will  be  a  liirge  estimate  for  many 
years  to  come.  The  new  Slates  will  tell  you  that  it  is  rea* 
sonable  that,  in  the  new  modificatipn  of  tlie  great  inte- 
rests of  the  country,  and  in  the  reduction  of  the  general 
revenue  from  ten  to  fifteen  millions,  for  it  may  sakrly  be 
thus  reduced  a  liter  the  debt  shall  be  paid,  that  some  of 
these  millions  ought  to  be  given  to  the  new  States;  and  so 
the  whole  Union  will  say  that  their  expectations  and  their 
demands  are  reasonable  and  just.  Especially  will  the 
emigrating  classes  of  the  old  States  say  so.  They  will  de- 
mand of  you  an  inheritance  in  the  new  States^  which  you 
are  not  able  to  give  them  at  home,  in  the  old  States;  and 
that  some  of  the  moneys  which  they  pay  into  jM>ur  trea- 
sury for  the  uncultivated  forest,  shall  be  expended  among 
them,  for  the  purposes  uf  internal  improvement  and  edu- 
cation. They  will  tell  you  that  all  your  allegations  about 
purchasing  the  soil  of  the  new  States  witn  the  blood 
and  treasure  of  the  old  States  are  delusive — ^tliat  they 
are  falUcies.  They  will  tell  you,  as  we  tell  you,  that 
tliese  things  are  the  offspring  of  the  revolution;  and  tliat 
we  are  the  sons  of  the  revolution  as  well  as  you:  that,  in 
this  sense  of  the  phrase,  you  have  no  right  to  say  to  us 
that  you  are  exclusively  the  old  States.  The  people  of 
the  new  States  will  tell  you,  that  while  you  enjoy  the  cul- 
tivated fields,  the  ease,  the  comfort,  and  the  enjoyments 
of  the  old  States,  it  is  but  reasonable  that  their  own  means 
should  be  employed  in  making  the  same  improvements  in 
their  own  country,  which  they  helped  you  to  make  in 
yours,  before  they  left  you.  This,  sir,  said  Mr.  H.,  is  my 
view  of  the  subject;  but  I  will  no  longer  detain  the  Senate. 
Mr.  H.  then  moved  that  the  whole  subject,  both  the  reao- 
lution  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  and  the  amend' 
roents  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  be  re* 
ferred  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures. 

Mr.  HAYNE  suggested  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana  the 
propriety  of  a  reference  uf  the  resolution  to  some  other 
committee  than  that  of  manufactures. 

Mr.  CLAY  spoke  in  favor  of  the  reference,  and  stated 
that  he  should  urge  a  report  from  the  committee,  of  a 
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bill  repealing  the  duties  on  unprotected  articlei.  He  bad 
been  long  anxioui  to  obtain  a  direct  isxpreiiion  of  the 
vense  of  the  Senate  upon  the  resolution. 

Mr.  HOLHES  moved  an  adjournment^  which  was  re- 
jected. 

Mr.  SBIITH  laid  that  it  was  of  no  consemience  to  what 
committee  the  resolution  was  sent,  for  it  mstructed  the 
committee- to  report  a  bill  on  certain  principles. 

Mr.  KING  said:  Mr.  Preudent,  it  is  my  design  to  detain 
the  Senate  but  a  few  minutes,  but  I  cannot  consent  the 
reference  proposed  should  be  made,  without  giving  my 
view  of  the  effect  which  it  is  calculated  to  produce.     Siri 
I  have  not  been  an  inattentive  observer  of  this  whole  pro- 
ceeding;  more  than  two  months  past,  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  introduced  his  resolutions,,  instructing  the  Com- 
mittce  on  Finance  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  abolish,  forthwith, 
aU  the  duties  on  articles  unprotected,  with  a  slight  ex- 
ception as  to  Mlks  and  wines.     A  labored  imd  protracted 
debate  ensued,  which  I  forbore  to  take  any  part  in,  from 
a  conviction  that  no  practical  good  could  result  from  the 
discussion,     Mr.  President,  no  man  in  this  Senate,  or  in 
this  nation,  feels  more  sensibly  than  I  do,  the  unjust  ope- 
ration of  the  tariff  upon  the  section  of  country  in  which  I 
reside;  and  no  man  is  prepared  to  go  further,  in  a  consti- 
tutional resistance  to  this  oppressive  system,  than  I  am« 
but,  sir,  I  had  hoped,  most  ardently  hoped,  that  a  spirit 
of  conciliation  would  have  guided  the  deliberations  of  this 
Congress;  that  discontents  would  be  removed  by  just  le^ 
gislation;  and  that  liarmony  would  be  restored  to  our 
distracted  country.    I  will  nut  say,  sir,  that  this  fondly 
cherished  hope  is  entirely  destroyed;  but  I  must  confess 
tlie  course  pursued  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  and 
bis  friends,  is  well  calculated  to  weaken  the  expectation 
that  this  all-impfurtant  subject  will  be  amicably  adjusted. 
Sir,  that  Senator,  it  is  true,  has  been  liberal  in  his  profes- 
sions; he  has  said  he  will  reduce  the  revenue  to  the  lowest 
sum  which  may  be  required  to  meet  the  wants  of  the 
Government;  and  how,  sir,  does  he  propose  to  effect  this? 
Merely  by  a  repeal  of  the  duties  on  the  unprotected  arti- 
cles now,  and  at  a  more  convenient  season  resort  to  fur- 
ther legislation;  for  he  has  repeated  over  and  over  again, 
with  great  emphasis,  «  you  must  not  touch  the  protective 
system."     This  system,  so  holy  in  the  eves  of  the  Sena- 
tor, of  taxing  the  many  for  the  benefit  of  the  few,  which 
draws  from  me  pockets  of  our  people  more  than  seven- 
teen millions  of  dollars  annually,  nnist  not  be  touched.    1 
am  not,  Mr.  President,  disappointed  in  the  Senator  from 
Kentuckv;  he  is  consistent  with  himself;  but,  ur,  I  am 
surprised  and  pained  at  the  proposition  of  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania;  from  him,  I  am  free  to  confess  I  had 
hoped  better  thing^.     Is  this  the  evidence  he  gives  of  the 
•pint  of  conciliation  by  which  he  was  actuated?    To  me 
the  amendment  proposed  is  decidedly  more  objectionable 
than  the  original  resolutions;  they  are  plain  to  every  un- 
derstanding; while  the  amendment,  equally  avoiding  all 
interference  with  the  protected  articles,  proposes  so  to 
reduce  the  duties  on  tlie  unprotected  class  as  to  bring 
down  the  revenue  to  the  actual  demands  of  the  Govern- 
ment.    An  annual  revenue  of  more  than  twenty-six  mil- 
lions of  dollars  is  thus  to  be  brought  down  to  the  wants 
of  the  Government,  which  none,  I  believe,  will  contend, 
ihould  exceed  fifteen  millions,  and  most  of  us  are  of  the 
opinion  should  not  be  more  than  twelve,  by  a  reduction 
of  duties  on  articles  which  do  not  pay  altogether  seven 
millions.     Sir,  I  will  not  give  utterance  to  the  feelings  the 
proposition  is  calculated  to  excite. 

Mr.  President,  I  will  not  attempt  a  discussion  of  the 
general  question.  I  am  aware  that  I  should  but  recapitu- 
late arguments,  urged  with  so  much  force  and  ability  by 
much  abler  men,  demonstrating,  beyond  the  power  of 
refutation,  the  inequality,  injustice,  and  oppressive  opera^ 
tion  of  this  whole  system;  but  will  merely  remark,  that 


unmitigated  severity;  if,  instead  of  affording  relief  from 
the  burdens  of  which  we  so  iustly  complain,  the  majority 
are  determined  to  render  them  more  aggravated,  by  re- 
pealing or  greatly  reducing  the  revenue  duties,  for  the 
benefit  of  the  manufacturers,  and  thus  throw  the  whole 
weight  of  this  ui^ust  taxation  upon  the  agricultural  inte- 
rest, then  gentlemen  must  prepare  themselves  to  meet  the 
consequences  which  their  oppressions  will  inevitably  pro- 
duce. Mr.  President,  1  have  been  too  long  acquainted 
with  the  proceedings  of  the  committees  of  this  body,  not 
to  know  that  the  reference  of  these  propoutions,  whether 
adopted  by  the  Senate  or  not,  will  be  considered  by  the 
committee  as  instructions  to  report  on  them,  and  them 
oaXy.  Sir»  they  cannot  extend  their  inquiry  bevond  the 
subject-matter  referred;  and  I  appeal  to  the  older  mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  for  the  correctness  of  this  position. 
Sir,  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  so  considers  it,  else  he 
would  not  so  eagerly  seize  upon  the  proposition  now  made 
to  refer,  af^er  having  so  repeatedly  pressed  for  the  de- 
cision of  the  Senate  upon  his  resolutions,  and  after  hav- 
ing successfully  resisted  all  amendments  which  would 
extend  the  inquiry  to  the  whole  subject  of  the  tariff.  I 
would  ask,. Mr.  President,  if  this  was  a  select  committee, 
clothed  with  no  powers  but  such  as  should  be  conferred 
on  it  by  the  Senate,  would  Uie  reference  of  these  resolu- 
tions justify  it  in  reporting  upon  subjects  not  embraced 
by  them?  Certainly  not.  I  fear,  sir,  my  friend  from 
Indiana,  if  he  succeeds  in  this  motion,  will  defeat  the  very 
object  he  has  in  view.  He  has  declared  himself  opposed 
to  the  passage  of  tlie  resolutions  of  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky;  that  he  is  in  favor  of  a  fair  modification  of  the 
whole  tariff  system;  and  he  wishes  the  committee  to  come 
to  die  examination  of  the  subject,  unrestrained;  in  tliat, 
my  friend  and  myself  perfectly  affree.  I  request,  then, 
that  he  will  relieve  me  from  all  difficulty,  by  withdrawing 
his  motion  to  refer. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  said  he  regretted  that  he  was  un- 
able to  comply  with  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolma,  and  substitute  the  Committee  on  Finance 
fortliat  of  Manufactures.  The  Committee  on  Manufac- 
tures was,  in  his  opinion,  the  proper  committee.  It  had 
been  constitutedexpressly  for  the  connderation  of  such 
subjects,  and  hitherto  such  subjects  had  uniformly  been 
referred  to  that  committee.  This  opinion  had  governed 
his  vote  on  previous  occasions;  and  in  this  view  of  the 
subject  he  had,  during  the  present  session,  voted  to  refer 
the  salt  bill,  and  the  Indian  blanket  bill,  to  the  Committee 
on  Manufactures.  He  would  clieerfuUy  vote  to  refer  any 
proposition  of  inquiry  relative  to  the  tariff,  to  that  com- 
mittee; and,  if  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  wished 
to  refer  his  proposition,  which  had  so  long  been  the  sub- 
ject of  debate,  to  that  committee,  he  diipuld  have  his 
vote  to  that  effect.  In  reply  to  various  opinions,  recently 
expressed,  that  a  reference  of  this  subject,  under  present 
circumstances,  is  tantamount  to  an  instruction  to  the  com- 
mittee to  bring  in  a  bill  in  conformity  to  the  resolution, 
he  would  say  that  nothing  could  be  further  from  his  view 
of  the  reference.  It  was  to  avoid  all  expression  of  the 
Senste  on  the  merits  of  the  resolution,  that  his  motion 
had  been  made  to  refer;  and  he  had  no  doubt  that  this 
would  be  the  view  of  the  Senate  in  referring,  if  the  mo- 
tion should  prevail.  Surely  no  member  of  the  Senate,  in 
voting  to  refer,  will  feel  that  he  is  adopting  the  resolution; 
on  the  contrary,  by  referring,  the  Senate  will  clearly  say 
that  the  opinion  or  a  committee  is  sought  for,  before  the 
Senate  shall  be  called  upon  to  give  any  vote  on  tlie  prin- 
ciple or  the  merits  of  the  resolution. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said,  the  advanUge  of  this  reference 
is  this:  that  the  committee  may  report  a  bill,  upon  which 
we  may  act  with  more  practical  effect,  than  upon  an  ab- 
stract proposition.  If  the  Senate  adopt  the  resolution  to 
instruct  the  committee  to  report  a  bill  upon  the  principle 


if  this  eourse  of  poUcy  is  to  be  persevered  in,  in  all  its  |  contained  in  that  resolution,  they  may  feel  under  obliga 
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tions  to  lupport  such  bill.  If  the  bill  should  be  reportetl 
without  such  instructions,  no  Senator,  except  the  com- 
mittee reportin{^  the  bill,  will  be  in  any  way  committed  to 
support  it,  no  more  than  if  the  bill  should  be  inti^uced 
upon  leare,  or  if  introduced  by  the  committee  under 
their  general  power*,  according  to  the  suggestion  of  the 
Senator  from  Alabama,  [Mr.  Ktso.]  It  may  be  true,  as  the 
Senator  suggests,  that  the  Committee  on  Manufactures 
have  die  power  to  report  such  a  bill  as  is  called  for  by  the 
resolution,  but  the  committee  think  it  more  becoming^ 


them  to  perform  duties  than  to  exercise  power.     Hiid  tlie  Kentucky  to  any  committee,  fortified  by  the  sanction 


committee  reported  such  a  bill  under  their  general  powers, 
it  is  possible  they  might  have  been  informed  by  that  Sena* 
tor  that  they  had  performed  a  service  not  required  by 
them.  The  power  to  report  such  a  bill  will,  I  presume, 
be  exercised  by  the  committee  as  soon  as  they  can  know 
that  such  exercise  of  power  will  meet  the  approbation  of 
the  Senate. 

To  the  question  proposed — ^Would  the  Committee  on 
Manufactures  not  report  a  bill  in  accordance  with  the 
resolution^  Mr.  D.  expressed  his  opinion  as  one  of  the 
committee,  that  they  would  promptly  report  a  bill  for  re- 
pealing the  duties  on  unprotected  articles,  which  could 
not  be  considered  as  a  revenue  bill.  As  to  a  tariff  bill, 
which  is  justly  considered  a  revenue  bill,  he  felt  some 
constitutional  difficulties,  and  doubted  whether  such  a  bill 
could  originate  in  the  Senate;  but  if  the  Senate  should 
be  of  opinion  that  such  a  bill  can  originate  here,  or  if  a 
majority  of  the  committee  shall  be  of  that  opinion,  be 
win,  with  gp*eat  cheerfulness,  perform  his  part  in  present- 
ing a  bill  so  modifying  the  tariff,  that  considerable  reduc- 
tion of  duties  may  take  place  without  impairing  the 
protection  now  afforded  to  the  most  important  manufac* 
turesof  the  country. 

Mr.  POINDEXTBR  said  that,  if  the  resolution  of  the 
honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat]  could  be 
so  amended  as  to  change  its  affirmative  character  into  an 
instruction  of  mere  inquiry  on  the  subject  to  which  it 
relates,  he  should  make  no  objection  to  its  reference  to 
the  Committee  on  Mamifactures  in  that  shape;  but,  as  the 
proposition  affirmed  a  principle  from  which  he  [Mr.  P.] 
dissented,  he  could  give  no  vote  which  might,  in  the  re- 
motest degree,  imply  his  sanction  of  it.  It  nad  been  said 
by  several  honorable  Senators,  that  to  refer  tliis  resolution, 
with  the  several  amendments  laid  on  the  table  by  the 
honorable  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  would  leave  the 
whole  subject  open  to  the  contmittee,  in  the  same  extent 
as  if  it  was  sent  to  them  in  the  form'  of  an  inquiry.  He 
thought  otherwise.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  had,  at 
an  early  period  of  the  session,  offered  a  resolution  to 
instruct  tlie  Committee  on  Finance  to  report  a  bill  on  cer- 
tain general  principles,  on  which  the  opinion  of  the 
Senate  was  aslced.  Afler  a  protracted  and  interesting  dis- 
cussion, a  vote  had  been  taken  on  striking  out  the  whole 
of  the  original  resolution,  and  inserting  an  amendment 
proposed  by  an  honorable  Senator  from  South  Carolina; 
and,  on  a  aivision  of  the  question,  the  Senate  have  so- 
lemnly determined  to  retain  the  resolution  in  the  form  in 
which  it  was  presented  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Does  not  this  decision  pledge  a  majority  of  the  Senate 
to  sustain  by  tlieir  future. votes  any  bill  which  may  be  re- 
ported, carrying  out  the  broad  proposition  of  the  mover 
of  the  resolution,  which  we  are  called  on  to  refer  without 
any  modification  whatever?  The  committee,  in  the  per- 
formance of  its  duty,  will  regard  this  reference  as  an 
expression  of  an  opinion  favorable  to  the  views  of  the 
Senator  from  KeMucky,  and  we  may  forthwith  expect  a 
report,  with  all  the  details  necessary  to  carry  this  new 
system  into  effect. 

Ue  protested  against  any  such  modification  of  the  tariff 
of  1828  as  that  proposed,  leaving  all  its  offensive  features 
untouched,  and  rendering  it  even  more  odious  and  objec- 
tionable to  the  great  body  of  the  American  people,  ttian 


it  would  be  without  any  attempt  to  change  the  system. 
He  had  listened  attentively  to  the  debate  which  had  oc- 
cupied so  much  of  the  tim^of  the  Senate,  on  abstract 
questions  of  political  economy;  he  considered  such  a  de- 
bate wholly  unprofitable,  ana  as  leading  to  no  practical 
result:  there  was  no  end  to  speculative  reasoning  and 
opinions  on  this  absorbing  subject;  and  until  some  definite 
scheme  was  matured  and  submitted  to  the  Senate,  he  did 
not  feel  disposed  to  participate  in  the  discussion.  But  he 
could  not  vote  to  send  the  resolution  of  the  Senator  from 


which  it  had  received  by  a  refusal  to  strike  it  out,  and 
insert  the  amendment  of  t)ie  Senator  fh)m  South  Ctirolfna, 
unless  it  was  so  modified  as  to  show  on  its  face  that  nothing* 
more  was  intencled  than  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  com- 
mittee to  the  subject  which  it  embraced.  He  felt  a  deep 
solicitude  that  all  just  cause  of  dissatisfiiction,  and  ererj 
ground  of  discontent  among  the  people,  miglit  be  re- 
moved, by  a  reduction  of  duties  on  foreign  importations 
to  a  reasonable  standard  during  the  present  session.  Let 
us,  said  he,  in  a  mutual  spirit  of  compromise  and  conces- 
sion, do  justice  to  all,  and  restore  tranquillity  to  this  dis- 
tracted country;  but  certain  he  was  that  this  object,  so 
much  to  be  desired,  could  not  be  achieved  by  adopting 
the  scheme  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky.  He  should, 
therefore,  vote  against  the  proposed  reference  of  the  re- 
sohition.  Mr.  P.  afterwards  offered,  as  an  amendment, 
the  resolutions  which  he  had  laid  on  the  table  in  Decem- 
ber last;  which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  FORSTl'H  said  he  should  vote  for  the  motion. 
He  did  not  consider  it  as  committing  the  Senate  in  favor 
of  the  resolution,  but  rather  as  a  refusal  to  adopt  its 
principles.  When  the  committee  reported,  we  should 
have  something  to  talk  about.  We  should  no  longer  be 
engaged  in  beating  tlie  air  with  our  swords— we  should 
have  something  to  fight  for  and  against.  'I*he  committee 
would,  probably,  as  the  chairman  tells  us,  soon  report  a 
bill  repealing  tlie  duties  on  unprotected  articles,  and  retain- 
ing every  thingthat  was  odious  and  oppressive  in  the  present 
system.  Such  a  bill^  he  did  not  believe  would  piiss  the 
Senate,  or  any  othe^  legislative  body  on  eaKh,  for  it  was 
manifestly  unjust. 

Mr.  FOOT  said  he  was  somewhat  surprised  to  hear  the 
remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Alabama,  [Mr.  Kiko,]  call- 
ing in  question  the  decision  of  the  Chair,  in  relation  to 
this  point.  From  the  long  experience  of  that  Senator  in 
this  body,  as  well  as  in  otner  deliberative  assemblies,  we 
should  suppose  he  must  be  perfectly  familiar  with  the  or- 
dinary course  of  proceeding^  in  legislation!  Surely,  said 
Mr.  F.,  a  moment's  reflection  must  convince  the  Senator 
that  he  himself  luis  fallen  into  an  error;  and  that  the  de» 
cision  of  the  Chair  is  strikingly  in  accordance  #ith  parlia- 
mentary usage.  Let  me  call  ti)e  attention  of  the  Senator 
to  the  case  now  before  the  Senate.  The  resolution  offer- 
ed by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat]  has  not 
been  decided.  A  motion  to  strike  out  the  body  of  the  re- 
solution, and  insert  another  of  a  different  import,  has  been 
negatived — ^by  which  the  proposed  amendment  fiiiled.  But 
another  amendment  has  been  offere.l,  and  the  motion  now 
pending  is  to  refer  the  resolution  and  aniendment  to  the 
Committee  on  Manuf&ctui-es;  and  the  Senator  insists  that 
the  committee  will  be  boimd  to  report  in  accordance  with 
the  original  resolution,  viewing  that  in  the  light  of  positive 
instruction.  But,  sir,  the  amendment  offered  is  also  re- 
ferred. And  is  not  the  amendment  to  be  considered 
equally  as  a  part  of  the  instnictions^ — one  proposing  one 
plan,  and  the  other  an  entirely  different  system.  I  would 
SLik  the  Senator  which  proposition  is  to  guide  tl>e  commit- 
tee. The  answer  is  easy.  They  are  bound  by  neither. 
The  two  propositions  are  before  them,  and  it  is  lef^  to  their 
discretion  which  to  propose.  Other  plans  may  be  propos- 
ed, so  as  to  g^ve  the  committee  the  g^atest  possible  lati- 
tude in  their  investig^tionB. 
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But,  mid  Mr.  F.,  I  baye  been  highly  gratified  with  the 
pledge  given  by  the  Senator  from  Georj^a,  [Mr.  Foasrra,] 
to  -rote  with  the  friends  of  the  protective  policy,  in  refer- 
ring this  sabject  to  die  appropriate  Committee  on  Manufac- 
tores.  I  rejoice  to  tee  some  prospect  of  an  amicable 
aettlement  of  this  great  subject,  which  has  produced  so 
much  excitement  in  the  Southern  section  or  the  Union, 
sod  so  much  ardeat  zeal  in  debate  on  the  resolution;  and, 
with  the  propontion  coming  from  such  a  (quarter,  we  can- 
not but  be  cheered  with  the  prospect  of  a  speedy  restoration 
of  kind  feelings,  and  a  compromise  on  this  exciting  subject, 
vbicfa  must  be  highfy  gratifving  to  all  parties,  and  highly 
important  to  the  Union— «na  we  shall  most  cordially  unite 
onar  votes  witli  his  in  laivor  of  the  proposed  reference. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said,  that  whatever  difference  of  opinion 
might  exist  as  to  the  general  effect  of  the  dfere  reference 
of  a  resolution  to  a  committee,  it  appears  to  me  that  no 
two  minds  can  be  brought  to  different  conclusions  as  to 
the-  effect  of  referring  this  particular  resolution  to  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures.     The  point  in  dispute  be- 


cess  must  depend  on  our  presenting  an  unbroken  front  to 
our  opponents.  It  has,  therefore,  been  with  regret,  greater 
than  1  can  express,  that  I  have  seen  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia,  [Mr.  Forstth,]  in  the  progress  of  this  contro- 
versy, falling  into  the  views  of  our  opponents.  Sir,  will 
not  the  gentleman  be  admonished  of  his  error,  when  he 
finds  himself,  as  on  this  occasion,  advocating  the  course 
which  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  and  the  whole  tariff 
party  on  this  floor,  are  so  ready  to  support?  1  cannot  refrain 
from  saying,  that  setting  out,  as  the  gentleman  from  Geor- 
gia *did,  with  the  declaration,  at  tiie  commencement  of  this 
debate,  of  his  determination  "to  die  in  the  last  ditch,"  I 
was  not  prepared  for  finding  him  (as  on  a  late  occasion)  in 
the  very  midst  of  the  conflict-r-tuming  his  fire  from  the 
common  enemy,  to  direct  it  against  his  own  friends.  The 
gentjeman  on  that  occasion  t^d  us  that  we  had  no  right 
to  expect  that  my  amendment  to  the  resolution  of  the  gen- 
tleman f^om  Kentucky  could  possibly  prevail — that  the 
amendment  and  the  resolution  were  the  two  extremes,  and 
we  must  be  prepared  to  meet  on  some  middle  ground,  and 


/ 


tween  the  friends  and  opponents  of  the  protecting  system,  wait  to  a  future  period  for  a  more  satisfactory  adjustment 
.        .^   .L  _   f    ... J  — jv«._  .. i.^i-_  -_/r  „-_  ofthe  tariff.     And  yetit  will  be  in  the  recollection  of  the 

Senate,  that  when  my  proposition  was  originally  submit- 
ted, that  gentleman  rose  in  his  place,  and  declared  that 
"  it  yielded  all  that  any  tariff  man  could  dare  to  ask." 
Yes,  sir,  the  very  proposition  which  the  gentleman  now 
denounces  as  an  extreme  measure,  which  we  cannot  hope 
reasonably  to  accomplish,  he  then  declared  granted  all 
that  our  opponents  could  dare  to  ask.  [Mr.  FORSYTH 
here  rose  to  explain,  and  said  that  Mr.  Haths  was  mis- 
taken in  supposing  that  he  had  denounced  his  amendment 
as  an  extreme  measure;  he  had  intended  to  apply  that  de- 
signation only  to  Mr.  Clat's  resolution.  He  tuid  said,  and 
he  still  thought,  that  the  amendment  conceded  as  much  as 
the  opponents  of  the  tariff  could  with  reason  or  justice 
require.  But  who,  said  Mr.  F.,  can  expect  justice  here, 
at  this  time,  and  under  existing  circurobtances^  Did  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina  expect  justice?  He  him- 
self certainly  did  not,  though  he  hoped  that  at  some  fu- 
ture period  justice  might  be  obtained.] 

Mr.  HAYNE  resumed.  I  am  rejoiced,  nr,  to  hear  that 
it  is  the  resolution  of  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  alone 
which  the  Senator  from  Geor^  considers  as  **  an  ex- 
treme measure;"  and  yet  this  is  the  very  resolution  of 
which  he  is  wiHing  to  make  a  disposition,  that  amounts 
substantially  to  the  adoption  of  the  principle  on  which  it 
is  founded — ^a  recognition  of  the  discrimination  between 
the  protected  and  unprotected  articles,  by  acting  separate- 
ly upon  the  latter — a  discrimination  which  I  have  no  hesi- 
tation in  saying  (if  it  shall  receive  the  final  sanction  of 
Congress,  in  tlie  manner  proposed)  will  rivet  the  Ameri- 
can system  upon  this  countr)'  forever,  witliout  leaving  ut 
tlie  smallest  hope  of  relief  hereafter.  For  no  one  can  be 
so  dull  as  not  plainly  to  perceive  tliat  if  this  great  crisis  in 
our  national  affairs,  arising  from  the  extinction  of  the 
public  debt,  is  suffered  to  pass  away  without  a  reduction 
of  the  duties  to  the  just  revenue  standard,  no  season  lialf 
so  fiivorable  to  such  a  reduction  will  ever  again  occur.  A 
quiet  acquiescence  in  the  system  now,  must  amount  to 
submission  to  it  forever. 

Sir,  1  am  pained  to  be  obliged  to  say  that  gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  seem  but  imperfectly  to  un- 
derstand, and  not#t  fll  appreciate,  our  sentiments  on  this 
subject.  My  amendment  has  been  treated  as  if  it  were 
some  extravagant  ultra  anti-tariff  measure,  which  hardly 
the  Southern  people  themselves  could  desire  or  expect  to 
succeed.  Now,  tl)is  is  so  far  from  being  true,  tliat  the 
proposition  in  question  was  conceived  in  the  spirit  of  con- 
ciliation, and  carried  concession  to  the  utmost  possible 
extent;  and  1  must  be  permitted  to  add,  that  when  gen- 
tlemen say  that  no  compromise  of  such  a  character  will 
be  listened  to  by  them,  they,  in  effect,  make  known  their 
detenmnation  to  resist  every  Just  or  reasonable  modifier* 


»,  whether,  in  the  proposed  modification  of  the  tanff,  we 
^11  separate  the  unprotected  from  the  protected  arti- 
cles; and,  proceeding  forthwith  to  abolish  the  duties  on  the 
former,  leave  the- latter  untouched.    The  resolution  ofthe 
Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat,]  now  under  consi- 
deration, and  the  ametedment  of  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania,  [Mr.  WiLKivs,]  embraces  those  articles  only 
'*  which  do  not  come  into  competition  with  similar  arti- 
cles made  or  produced  within  the  United  States."    Tlie 
rejection  of  my  motion  to  strike  out  this  resolution  for  the 
purpose  of  inserting  an  amendment,  looking  to  a  general 
reduction  on  all  articles,  protected  as  well  as  unprotected, 
has  left  before  us  the  naked  proposition  of  so  modifying 
the  tariff*  as  to  uke  off  the  duties  entirely  fi*om  tlie  un- 
protected articles,  learing  all  of  those  which  affect  tlie 
protected  articles;  in  plain  terms,  to  maintain  the  protectr 
mg  system  in  its  most  odious  form,  and  its  roost  oppressive 
diaracter.     And  this  is  the  proposition  which  it  is  now 
moved  to  refer  to  the  Committee  on  Manufacture»-*a  com- 
mittee known  to  be  favorable  to  such  an  arrangement  of 
the  tariff  as  is  proposed  in  this  resolution— a  committee, 
of  which  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  l3)cxBasov] 
is  chairman,  and  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat] 
a  member — a  committee,  four  members  of  which  out  of 
five  are  known  to  be  devoted  advocates  of  the  American 
system.     What,  I  would  ask,  can  be  the  effect  of  such 
a  reference,   but  to  put  the  proposition  of  the  gentle* 
man  from  Kentucky  into  the  form  of  a  bill,  and  to  have 
it  in  tlie  course  of  a  very  few  days  brought  up  to  be 
passed  into  a  law  ?    It  is  vain  for  gentlemen  to  tell  us  that 
the  committee  may,  if  they  please,  extend  the  reduction 
to  other  articles  than  those  embraced  in  the  resolution  re- 
ferred to  them«    No  one  can  suppose,  for  a  moment,  that 
they  will  do  so;  and  when  the  Senate,  after  due  delibera- 
tion on  the  subject,  determines  to  submit  to  tliem  the  sin- 
gle proposition  to  reduce  or  abolish  the  duties  on  wines, 
sdks,  velvets,  spices,  and  other  articles  of  luxury,  it  is 
hardly  to  be  imagined  tliat  such  a  committee  will  go  out 
of  their  way  to  take  up  another  and  distinct  proposition — 
the  reduction  of  the  duties  upon  tlie  necessaries  of  hfe, 
such  as  woollens,  cottons,  and  iron,  not  referred  to  them. 
I  will  confess,  Mr.  President,  that  when  I  witness  the 
course  pursued  by  some  gentlemen,  1  can  no  longer  in- 
dulge any  hope  of  a  satisfactory  adjustment  of  the  tariff. 
Wlien  we  see  Southern  men  supporting  such  a  proposition 
as  this,  it  is  enough  to  make  us  utterly  despair  ofthe  cause. 
Welt,  sir,  may  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Foot] 
congratulate  himself  ami  his  friends  at  an  event  so  auspi- 
cious to  their  hopes.     No  one,  I  should  think,  could  fail 
to  perceive,  that  in  these  disastrous  times,  when  we  are 
struggling  side  by  side,  in  a  common  cause,  for  so  great  a 
stjkke^  and  against  such  fearfiil  odds^  our  only  hope  of  suo- 
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tion  of  the  tariff.  What,  sir,  was  my  proposition?  Why, 
that  the  duties  should  be  brought  down  to  the  just  revenue 
standard;  m  other  words,  tliat  when,  by  the  payment  of 
the  public  debt,  the  money  should  no  longer  be  wanted, 
it  should  no  longer  be  raised — for,  if  raised  under  such 
circumstances,  it  must  either  be  squandered  on  annecessa^ 
ry  objects,  or  be  distributed  among  the  States;  to  neither 
of  which  could  the  South  ever  be  brought  to  give  its  con- 
sent. I  did  not  propose  that  the  tariff  should  be  repealed, 
and  the  revenue  be  supplied  in  some  other  way,  leas  bur- 
densome to  the  agricultural  States.  I  did  not  propose  to 
deprive  manufactures  of  the  protection  incidental  to  a  just 
revenue  system;  nor  did  I  insist  that  the  reduction  to  the 
permanent  revenue  standard  should  be  made  suddenly  or 
rashly.  On  tlie  contrary,  I  adopted  the  principle  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Free  Trade  Convention  of  Philadelphia, 
who  declared  their  willingness  to  acquiesce  in  such  a  re- 
duction of  the  tariff  ^*  as  shall  be  prospective  in  its  ope- 
ration, thereby  avoiding  any  sudden  revulsion  that  might 
operate  with  undue  severity  on  the  manufacturing  interest, 
but  leading  to  the  desired  result  with  the  least  possible  in- 
jury to  the  interests  which  liave  grown  up  under  the  sys- 
tem of  protective  duties." 

Thus,  ur,  it  will  be  seen  tliat  my  proposition  required 
no  surrender  of  fixed  opinions — no  abandonment  of  prin- 
ciple on  either  side.  It  was  intended  to  steer  entirely 
clear  of  the  constitutional  question,  and  pr9posed  an 
amendment,  whicli,  in  effect,  would  afford  all  tJie  protec- 
tion to  manufactures  that  could  be  necessary  to  sustain 
tliem,  without  imposing  a  permanent  and  enormous  tax 
upon  the  country.  It  is  true  that  we  have  proposed  that 
tliis  protection  should  be  incidental  merely  to  a  just  reve- 
nue system;  but  I  will  ask  whether  gentlemen  are  unal- 
terably determined  to  be  satisfied  with  nothing  less  tiian 
a  distinct,  avowed,  substantive  protection,  and  that,  too,  so 
arranged  as  to  throw  upon  the  foreign  articles  which  en- 
ter into  competition  witli  domestic  manufactures,  (the  very 
articles  received  in  exchange  for  Southern  productions,) 
the  whole  burden  of  the  Government.  Sir,  I  repeat  that 
against  such  a  scheme  I  must  continue  to  enter,  in  behalf 
of  those  whom  I  represent,  our  most  decided  protest. 
Gentlemen  on  tiie  other  side  seem  to  think  that  any  con- 
cession, however  trifling  in  amount,  or  unimportant  in 
principle,  will  be  satisfactoiy  to  us.  Take,  fur  example, 
the  amendment  now  proposed  b^  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania,  [Mr.  WiLXiirs,]  which  he  introduced  with 
a  declaration  of  his  determination  to  go  as  far  as  possible 
to  satisfy  the  claims  of  the  South.  What  is  that  amend- 
ment? It  is  in  principle,  as  I  understand  it,  identically 
the  same  as  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Ken- 
tucky— to  take  off  the  duties  on  the  unprotected  articles 
— the  articles  of  luxury — leaving  them,  as  to  other,  arti- 
cles, untouched.  It  is  true  the  gentleman  has  given  no- 
tice of  his  intention  to  offer  two  resolutions  calhng  upon 
the  Secretaries  of  State  and  of  the  Treasuiy  for  informa- 
tion, on  which  he  intimates  a  design,  at  some  more  conve- 
nient season,  to  propose  a  change  in  the  mode  of  collect- 
ing duties,  by  substituting  valuations  in  this  counti*y,  and 
cash  duties,  in  tlie  place  of  the  existing  system;  and  tiie 
gentleman  seems  to  think  that  on  adopting  these  regula- 
tions some  equivalent  reduction  in  the  amount  of  the  du- 
ties may  be  cjonsentcd  to  by  the  tariff  party.  But,  sir, 
what,  1  would  ask,  should  we  gain  hyjhis  scheme?  If, 
for  instance,  the  abolition  of  the  crtcUt  System  should  be 
equal  to  an  addition  often  per  cent,  to  the  present  duties, 
and  the  valuation  in  this  country  to  ten  more,  what  should 
we  g^n  by  a  nominal  reduction  of  duties  equal  to  twenty 
per  cent.  ?  Such  an  arrangement  would  obviously  leave 
things  just  as  they  are.  It  is  susceptible  of  demonstration 
that  the  effect  of  changing  the  duties,  on  the  estimated 
value  of  the  goods  in  this  country,  instead  of  the  value  in 
Europe,  would  require  a  reduction  of  duties  to  the  amount 
probably  of  fifteen  percent,  to  leave  the  amount  the  same 


s»  at  present.  Woollens,  which  cost  in  England  one  hun- 
dred dollars,  and  which  are  subject  to  a  duty  of  Efty  per 
cent.,  now  pay  fiffy  dollars  in  duties^  the  same  woollens 
would,  probably,  be  valued  in  New  York  at  one  hundred 
and  fifty  dolluv;  and  if  the  duties  were  reduced  to  tliirty- 
five  per  cent,  they  would  still  pay  fifty-two  dollars  in  du- 
ties, so  that  a  reduction  of  the  duty  to  thirky.five  per  cent 
would  leave  the  duties  even  greater  than  they  are  at  pre- 
sent. I  do  not  believe  that  I  should  object  to  a  reduction 
of  the  credits,  nor  th€  gradual  introduction  of  a  system  of 
cad)  duties,  nor  «ven  to  valuations,  in  this  countiy,  (if^  in 
the  opinion  of  mercantile  men,  these*  alterations  in  the  re- 
venue system  could  be  made  witliout  injury  lo"tlie  com- 
merce of  the  country*)  provided  such  valuations  should 
be  accompanied  by  a  corresponding  reduction  in  the  rate 
of  duties.  But  to  suppose  that  the  people  of  the  South 
would  receive  such  an  arrangement,  embracing  merely  a 
nominal  reduction  of  duties,  as  a  compliance  with  their 
wishes,  is  to  rate  their  intelligence  very  low  indeed.  No» 
sir,  let  gentlemen,  in  the  first  instance,  bring  down  the 
duties  to  the  true  revenue  standard,  according  to  the  ex- 
isting custom-house  regulations;  and  then,  if  they  please,  to 
make  further  alterations,  by  introdudng  changes  in  the 
modes  of  valuation  or  collection*  let  them  g^ve  us^  fair 
equivalents  therefor,  and  I  presume  we  shall  not  object. 
Let  not  gentlemen  delude  themselves,  however,  into  the 
belief  that  the  South  will  ever  be  satisfied  with  any  things 
short  of  a  substantial  relief  from  the  oppression  of  this  sys- 
tem. They  understand  its  operation  t<^  well,  they  feel 
it  too  severely,  to  be  deceived  by  any  modification,  how- 
ever ingeniously  contrived,  wiiich  slops  short  of  a  mate- 
rial reduction  of  duties,  both  on  the  protected  and  unpro- 
tected articles.  The^  ask  no  more  ti)an  justice,  and  wilt 
be  satisfied  with  nothing  les9.  Sir,  let  me,  in  conckision, 
solemnly  assure  all  who  now  hear  me,  that  it  is  a  widi 
nearer  than  all  others  to  our  hearts^  to  have  this  psiinftil» 
this  most  distracting  subject  finally  and  amicably  adjust- 
ed on  just  and  liberal  principles;  but  next  to  such  an  ad- 
justment, we  would  desire  not  to  be  misled  by  delunve 
arrangements,  which  may  hold  out  the  show  of  relief* 
while,  in  truth,  they  afford  none.  Above  all  things,  we 
desire  justice;  but,  if  this  cannot  be  obtained,  our  next  de- 
«re  is  that  you.  will  let  us  know  our  fate. 

After  some  remarks  from  Messrs.  POINDEXTER  and 
WEBSTEK,  the  former  opposed  to,  and  the  latter  in  &- 
vor  of,  the  reference, 

Mr.  KING  moved  that  the  subject  be  laid  on  the  table. 
He  would,  to-morrow,  submit  a  proposition  for  referring 
the  resolution,  together  with  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  and  the  amendments 
since  offered.  • 

Mr.  R.  withdrew  his  motion,  at  the  request  of  Mr.  FOR- 
SYTH. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  vindicated  his  course  on  the  subject, 
from  the  charge  of  inconsistency,  adduced  by  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina.  He  had  not  pronounced  the  gen- 
tleman's scheme  unreasonable,  nor  as  leading  to  a  danger*- 
oos  and  impolitic  extreme.  He  had  only  referred  to  it  as 
presenting  the  views  of  the  ultra  anti-protective  party, 
while  the  proposition  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  em- 
braced the  policy  of  the  ultra  protective  party*  In  de- 
claring, at  Uie  cgmmencemeut  of  the  discussion,  that  he 
would  *<  die  in  the  last  ditch,"  he  did  not  mean  to  make 
a  declaration  of  war  against  the  Government.  He  would, 
indeed,  oppose  the  protective  system  by  all  fair,  legal, 
and  constitutional  means.  He  would  go  that  far,  but  n(K 
one  step  farther.  Should  the  majority  overrule  us — 
should  the  system  be  continued — he  would  not,  on  that 
account,  sanction  any  course  of  opposition  that  would  en* 
danger  the  Union,  or  be  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  con- 
stitution. God  forbid  that,  on  account  of  any  erro- 
neous legislation,  he  should  be  betrayed  into  measures  that 
would  tend  to  the  destruction  of  the  constitution.     Ue 
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would  continue  to  urg^  upon  Congress,  in  every  proper 
and  constitutional  form,  the  necessity  and  propriety  of  an 
abandonment  of  a  policy  which,  to  a  portion  of  Uie  Union, 
is  odious  and  oppressive {  and  he  would  rely  upon  the  in- 
telligence of  the  people,  and  upon  their  sense  of  justice, 
for  an  ultimate  aojustment  of  the  tanif,  .upon  fair,  equal, 
and  constitutional  principles.  ^Ir.  F.  admitted  that  he  did 
not,  at  present,  expect  full  justice  from  the  majority;  but 
did  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  himself  expect  'iO  It 
Was  for  that  reason  he  was  willing^  to  vote  for  the  refer- 
ence, as  the  best  course  to  be  adopted,  under^e  circum- 
stances of  the  case. 

Afler  a  few  observations  from  Mr.  CLAY,  who  con- 
tended that  the  adoption  of  the  motion  would  not  commit 
the  Senate,  Mr.  KING  renewed  his  motion  to  lay  the  re- 
solution on  the  table;  which  motion  was  lost  by  the  follow- 
ing^ vote: 

TEAS. — Messrs.  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy, 
Uayne,  Hill,  King,  Mangum,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter, 
Smith,  Tazewell,  Troup,  Tyler,  White.— 17. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Buckner,  Cla^,  Clayton, 
Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frehnghuysen, 
Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  Knight,  Marcy,  Pren- 
tiss, Bobbins,  Robinson,  Buggies,  Seymour,  Silsbee, 
Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wil- 
kins.-— 29. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  moved  to  amend  the  motion,  by  also 
instructing  the  committee  to  take  into  consideration  the 
following  proposition  submitted  by  Mr.  Hatnx,  and  reject- 
ed some  days  since: 

Strike  out  all  after  the  word  *'  countries,"  and  insert — 
**Be  so  reduced,  that  the  amount  of  the  public  revenue 
shall  be  sufficient  to  defray  the  expenses  of  Government, 
according  to  their  present  scale,  after  the  paym.ent  of  the 
public  debt;  and  that,  allowing  a  reasonable  time  for  the 
gradual  reduction  of  the  present  high  duties  on  the  arti- 
cles coming  into  competition  witl)  similar  articles  made  or 
produced  m  the  Umted  States,  the  duties  be  ultimately 
equalized,  so  that  the  duties  on  no  articles  shall,  as  com- 
pared  with  the  value  of  that  article,  vary  materially  from 
the  general  average." 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  having  accepted  the  motion  as  a  mo- 
dification of  the  one  made  by  him« 

&tr.  POINDEXTER  also  moved  that  the  committee  be 
further  instnicted  to  take  into  consideration  the  following 
resolutions,  submitted  by  him  on  the  22d  December  last: 
lUaobfed,  That  the  Committee  on  Finance  be  instructed 
to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  fixing  a  rate  of  duties  on 
foreign  imports,  not  to  exceed,  on  any  article  imported 
into  Uie  United  States,  more  than  twenty  per  cent,  ad  va- 
lorem, and  not  to.  reduce  the  duty  on  any  article  so  import- 
ed, below  ten  per  cent,  ad  valorem;  and  to  arrange  such 
duties,  having  regard  to  all  the  great  interests  of  the  coun- 
try, so  as  to  produce  a  nettrevenue  of  not  less  than  fiAeen 
millions  of  dollars  annually. 

JUmfhed,  That  the  said  committee  be  further  instructed 
to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  giving  effect  and  opera- 
tion to  said  system  of  duties  on  the  30th  dav  of  June  next. 
Mr.  BIBB  moved  that  tlie  committee  be  further  instruct- 
ed to  take  into  consideration  tlie  propriety  of  reducing  the 
price  of  the  public  lands;  to  which  motion  Mr.  ROBINSON 
added  further  to  instruct  the  committee  to  inquire  into  the 
expediency  of  transferring  them  to  the  States  in  which 
they  lie,  on  reasonable  terms: 

The  several  propositions  were  accepted  by  Mr.  Hiir- 
DBicKs  as  modincmons  of  his  motion. 

Mr.  HAYNE  rose,  and  said,  that,  after  reflecting  on 
what  bad  just  been  said  by  tlie  Senator  from  Georgia,  it 
appeared  to  him  that  an  observation  had  fallen  from  that 
gentleman,  susceptible  of  misconception,  and,  therefore, 
requiring  explanation.  That  gentleman,  in  the  course  of 
his  observations,  bad  said  that,  « though  he  was  aa  strong* 
ly  opposed  as  any  one  could  be  to  the  whole  protecting 
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system,  yet  he  was  not  disposed  to  resort  to  any  ille|;al  or 
unconstitutional  measures  to  put  it  down — ^nor  would  he 
adopt  a  course  opposed  to  the  constitution  of  the  Union." 
Now,  sir,  I  desire  to  know  from  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
whether,  in  using  these  expressions,  he  intended  to  impute 
to  me,  or  my  friends,  any  hostility  to  the  constitution  or 
the  Union. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  replied  that  he  had  intended  no  impu- 
tation upon  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  or  his  po- 
litical fnends.  He  had  referance  merely  to  a  certain  doc- 
trine which  had  been  propagated  at  the  South,  which  he 
believed  to  be  unconstitutional,  and  the  tendency  of  which 
he  considered  as  unfiivorable  to  the  permanency  of  the 
Union. 

Mr.  HAYNE  then  said  that  he  was  satisfied  witii  the 
explanation.  The  gentleman  from  Georgia  was  certainly 
at  liberty  to  entertain  his  own  opinions  as  to  the  tendency 
of  any  doctrines  promulgated  here  or  elsewhere.  I  will 
take  this  occasion,  however,  to  say  that  there  are  no  per- 
sons in  this  country— comfe  from  which  quarter  they  may 
— more  sincerely  attached  to  the  Union,  or  more  devoted 
to  the  constitution,  according  to  its  true  spirit  and  mean- 
ing, than  those  whom  I  have  the  honor  to  represent  on 
this  floort  none  more  inflexibly  determined  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  one,  or  the  rights  secured  by  the  other, 
though  they  may  differ  very  widely  from  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  as  to  the  means  by  which  these  objects  are 
to  be  accomplished. 

Mr.  BENTON  rose  to  second  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky,  who  sat  on  his  right,  [Bir.  Bibb,]  and  to 
thank  him  also  for  having  made  it.  It  was  cheering  to 
hear  a  voice  from  Kentucky,  the  eldest  daughter  of  the 
West,  in  favor  of  reducinj^  the  price  of  the  public  lands. 
That  question  had  occupied  the  younger  States'of  the 
West  lor  many  years,  and  at  this  time  engrossed  and  ab- 
sorbed their  fieelinp.  A  future  plan  of  revenue  was  now 
to  be  settled;  and,  iq  the  settlement  of  that  plan,  a  prelimi- 
nary question,  as  to  the  disposition  of  the  public  lands, 
forced  itself  upon  the  mind  of  every  statesman,  and  every 
citizen  of  tiie  West.  The  Committee  on  Manufactures- 
he  did  not  say  with  how  much  propriety; — had  become  in- 
vested with  the  fiscal  concerns  of  the  Union!  with  the 
whole  business  of  settling  the  future  plan  of  revenue!  It 
had  collected  into  its  hands  all  the  objects  of  revenue,  ex- 
cept the  public  lands;  and  he  [Mr.  B.]  must  insist,  so  far 
as  his  voice  could  insist,  upon  their  considering  that  object 
also.  The  question  for  that  committee  to  decide  was  this: 
upon  what  articles  shall  duties  be  reduced  or  aboUslied? 
Surely  the  public  lands,  which  now  produce  three  mil- 
lions of  dollars,  and  a  few  years  hence  will  produce  five 
millions,  are  rather  too  large  an  object  tb  be  skipt,  or  over- 
looked, or  passed  by  without  observation,  in  answering 
that  question.  He  was  rejoiced  that  tiie  Senator  from 
Kentucky,  on  his  right,  [Mr.  Bibb,]  had  brought  it  for- 
ward; heartily  glad  that  he  had  moved  its  reference  to  the 
committee  which  now  had  the  system  of  future  revenue 
in  its  hands,  and  he  would  cordially  vote  for  sending  the 
inquiry  to  tliat  committee  for  its  consideration  and  report 

Mr.  BUCKNER  also  made  some  remarks  in  opposition 
to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  KANE  sMd  that  he  should  be  excused  by  the  SenAte 
for  rising  at  so  late  an  hour,  when  the  fact  was  stated  that 
the  people  he  represented  were  incomparably  more  inte- 
rested in  a  change  of  the  land  system  of  the  United  States, 
than  in  any  conceivable  adjustment  of  the  tariff.  As 
strange  as  it  might  appear,  tiiere  was  now  a  necessity, 
founded  upon  the  principle  of  a  uniform  dispensation  of 
justice  to  all  parts  of  the  country,  for  referring  the  import- 
ant subject  of  the  public  lands  to  the  Committee  on  Manu- 
factures. That  committee  had  in  charge  not  only  the 
protection  of  American  manufactures,  but  that  of  tiie  reve- 
nue and  finances  of  the  States.  Every  gentleman,  who, 
in  the  course  of  the  debate  which  had  occupied  so  much 
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time,  haid  ftpoken  of  the  repeal  ordiinimttionof  the  duties 
upon  impotfts,  and  of  the  amount  necessary  to  be  retained 
for  the  purposes  of  Government,  hatl  proceeded  upon  the 
idea  that  the  receipts  from  land  sales  were  to  remain  as 
tliey  were.  That  the  sum  of  three  roiU.ons»  annually  accni- 
in|f  from  that  source,  was  to  be  set  down  as  a  matter  of  course 
to  the  account  of  rerenue;  and,  whether  gentlemen  had  set- 
tled down  upon  etgf itecn,  fifteen,  thirteen,  or  twelve  mil- 
lions, as  the  proper  sum  for  Goremment  purposes,  no  one 
had  hinted  at  diminution,  either  in  the  pr.ce  of  laiid^  or  in 
the  amount  to  be  derived  from  their  sale.  Aga.nst  at!  cal- 
culations, baMd  uponihe  expectation  that  every  thinj^was 
to  be  diminished,  except  the  price  of  public  land,  he  fell 
himself  bound  toprotrsti  and  he  was,  therefore,  in  favor 
of  referring  this  matter  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures, 
that  they  might  consider  whether  tliis  source  of  revenue 
alone  was  to  remain  untouclied.  it  was  not  possible  fur 
that  committee  to  adjust  the  revenue  to  any  g'tveu  sum, 
witliouttakinj^  the  landti  into  cons  di  ration  ( and  he  wjslied 
it  to  be  understood  that  it  was  not  a  conceded  point,  that 
this  important  branch  of  it  was  to  remainasit  was.  It  was 
not  proper  to  refer  tlie  whole  finances  of  the  nation  to  any 
committte,  withholding  from  it,  at  the  same  time,  the  right 
to  look  into  all  its  parts.  And,  Maid  Mr.  K.,  I  repeat,  that 
I  am  opposed  totHlly  to  any  reference,  if  it  is  to  be  uncler> 
stood  tliat  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  are  bound  to 
calculate  upoit  the  continued  receipt  uf  three  millicnis  from 
the  new  States,  from  land  mles  alone.  It  had  been  said 
that  this  motion  was  out  of  place;  that  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands  shoul<l  consider  the  proposition.  IMiis  was 
unchmbtedly  the  better  courbe,  and  would  have  been  pui- 
suedf'had  not  the  duties  of  the  Puiaiice  Committee  been 
conferred  upon  that  of  Mahufstctures.  Rut  ttiis  direction 
of  the  subject  was  now  unavoidable,  unless  we  were  pre- 
pare4  to  »ay  that 'the  permanent  revenue  of  the  country 
should  be  fixed  upon  a  basis  itijiiriouH,  in  a  peculiar  degri-e, 
to  the  new  States.  Suppose  the  gentleman  fn>m  Kentuc- 
ky [Mr.  Bibb]  should  Withdraw  his  motion,  and  tiie  com- 
mittee go  on  repealing  duties  upon  imposts  until  the  reve- 
nue sitall  be  reduced  to  the  actual  wants  of  tne  Government; 
and  then,  after  the  report  shall  be  sanctioned  by  law,  tlie 
Conimittee  on  Public  Lands  report  a  hill  re«lucingtlie  pr.ce 
of  laiidii,  or  autlwiriziii^  a  transfer  of  them  to  the  ^'tates  in 
which  they  fie,  upon  ju»t  terms— does  not  every  man  see 
and  know  that  the  bill  must  fail?  That  we  sliall  then  be 
told  that  the  Government  canitot  be  carried  oti  without  the 
money  to  be  deriveil  from  land  sales,  tluit  the  estimates 
have  been  made  under  the  present  system  of  sales,  and 
tlmt  there  is  no  safety  in  change'  This  will  be  so,  unless, 
indeed,  we  can  suppose  that  other  portions  of  the  United 
States  will  consent  to  be  burdened  with  some  new  and 
heavy  tax,  in  onler  to  relieve  the  )  otmger  States.  In  every 
point  of  view,  Mr.  K.  contended  for  the  absolute  nepessity 
of  sustiuning  the  motion. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  n^  d  that  he  accepted  the  proposition 
of  the  8enat(»r  from  Kentucky.  [Mr.  Bibb,]  with  the  ameiid- 
ment  to  it  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  [Mr.  Rob  m- 
S09,]  asa  mod;ficat.onofhis  motion  to  reft'r;  and  hoa  ever 
inccmgruousit  miglit,  at  first  thought,  appear  to  refer  any 
tiling  connected  with  the  public  lands  to  the  Committee 
on  Ifanufttctures,  yet  he  bel  eved  it  to  be  a  veiy  pniper 
disposition  of  the  matter.  The  resolutitNi  proposed  to  be 
reined,  was  the  commencement  of  a  series,  by  which  the 
reveinies  were  to  be  reduced  to  the  wants  of  the  Govern- 
ment after  tlie  payment  of  the  publ  cdebt.  It  was  adm^t* 
ted  that  this  was  to  affect  more  or  less  all  the  great  interests 
of  the  country,  and  tiiat  all  tliese  interests  ni  ght  be  modi- 
fied so  as  to  share,  in  a  greater  or  less  degree,  the  benefits 
of  this  reduction.  If  the  agricultural  interests  of  tlie  new 
States  are  to  be  benefited,  let  us  km>w  it;  and  if  nut,  let 
us  know  it.  If,  while  you  have  millions  to  scatter  to  the 
four  winds,  merely  for  tlie  purpose  of  getting  clear  of 
thcoi^  there  be  Bny  portMmM  tbt  8«i»U  ATcnetoaUre 


l.ef  in  favxir  of  the  new  States,  he,  for  one,  Wislied  to  kitow 
it.  He  had  recently  rece.ved  instnictioiis  on  titis  subject, 
from  the  Legislature  of  the  State  wli'ch  he  had  the  luinor 
in  part  to  ri  pres<.-nt,  in  the  form  of  a  memorial,  which  iiad 
been  presented  to  the  Senate,  and  it  was  his  duty  to  press 
the  subject.  He  wislied  to  see  tliese  great  inlerests'pMgre»» 
ing  jMTi  oosstt  in  the  senate,  and  hoped  that  the  proposi- 
tion on  the  subject  of  the  public  lands  mig^t  also  be  referred. 

Mr.  WHITE  sad,  as  ttie  Senators  are  catted 'upon  to 
record  tlieir  votes  upon  the  proposition  of  the  Seiutor 
froih  Kentucky,  [%lr.  Bibb,}  I  must  l>e  indulged,  Iktessit 
is,  for  a  few  minutes,  to  enable  me  to  state  some  ressoiis, 
in  adihtioti  to  tliosc  aaiigned  by  other  gentlemen,  for  tne 
opinion  I  entertain  tt|>on  this  subjt  ct.  The  ample  propo- 
s  t.on  is,  that  the  Conimittee  on  Manufiictures  inquire  into 
the  expediency  of  reduciiif^the  pr.ce  of  the  pubLc  lands, 
and  of  disposing  of  them,  upon  reascMiablc  terms,  to  the 
States  in  which  they  re-pectivcly  he. 

Other%  in  favor  of  th  a  propoi.tion,  luive  inai^d  tliat,  u 
th's  committee  liave  alreaily  been  in  vended  w.th  all  tlie 
otlier  powers  wbich  appi-opr  ately  beUing  to  tlie  Commit- 
tee on  Finafice,  the;  t»ught  alao  to  be  clothvd  with  tliii^ 
as  the  p«iblx  lands,  annually,  yie)«l  to  the  treasnty  a  con< 
siderable  sum  of  money*  Snppcise  them  to  be  m  sUkeii  m 
the  effect  of  this  argument,  1  ctniteiul  they  are  stil  ri^it 
in  the  reference  they  wish.  ''I*he  apprttpriute  duty  uf  the 
Comm.ttte  on  Maimfactnres  is  to  see  that  suhabte  and  ade- 
quate protection  is  afforded  to  what  i«  called,  by  its  friemb, 
the  Anier.can  system,  <  r  Amer.can  iiichistiy.  Wccamnut 
forget,  thitt  a  few  \  ears  ago  iMie  of  otir  putd  e  functiutis* 
ries,  in  making  his  repui  t  to  Congrcrais,  made  this  rrrj 
matter,  the  pr.ce  of  tlie  public  laiidSp  an  essentisi  iii^ie* 
f lient  in  tliis  Amer.can  svsteiiri  and  brcwched  the  di.ctrine 
tliat  tlie  largv  quantities  put  in  the  market,  and  luwpnrrt 
for  them,  were  injurious  to  domestic  maitufacturis,  and 
unreasoitably  favored  the  business  of  s^ictihure,  as  iioiie 
wouUl  labor  cheap  for  the  nianiitacturerh,  wiio  could,  for 
a  small  sum,  purchase  land  in  the  We»t,  and  cuhivate  hit 
own  freeluihl. 

He  was  a  warm  advocate  of  this  American  system,  tnd 
believed  that  small  qtiantities  «if  land  only  shcmlil  be  put 
into  market,  and  thoae  mit  at  a  reducvd  price;  that  by 
these  nieans  we  might  prevent  emT|(ratioii  to  tlie  new  Stated 
force  a  dense  poptiLt.on  in  tlie  old,  multiply  the  nambtr 
of  daily  laborers  tor  their  daily  bread,  and  tints  enable  the 
manufiicturer  to  procure  labor  for  lean  money.  Fur  one, 
I  entirely  dissgi  ee  with  the  doctrine  thus  advaiictd,  siid 
hold  the  contrary,  to  h  it,  "that  the  price  of  the  landnhcjuld 
be  so  low  as  to  enable  every  hom-st  and  industrious  nisii 
to  become  the  owner  of  a  tract  himself.  But  as  the  frititd* 
of  tbetar.ff,  in  support  of  their  S}-Btero,  ba\eailvancr(lthii 
docti  ine,  the  Senate,  ami  the  publ.c,  have  a  right  to  bsve 
this  brandi  of  the  siibject  investigated  by  this  cmnBiittee, 
and  to  have  an  expression  of  thetr  opinion  upon  it.  llie/ 
have  united  the  price  of  the  public  lands  with  tlieir  i>> 
tem,  and  I  hope  they  will  not  be  separated  until  we  hs^^ 
all  opinion  from  this  committee. 

If  tlie  view  of  this  subject  taken  by  the  Secretso'*  ^ 
whose  opinions  1  have  alluded,  hatl  been  recollected  by 
the  Senator  from  Missouri,  [Mr.  Bvckhbb,]  lam  sure  he 
would  notliave  charged  ni\  friend,  the  Senator  from  &n* 
tiick^,  [Mr.  Bibb,]  with  levity,  or  a  desire,  by  bringing 
forward  this  pn)pos>tioii,  to  turn  the  whole  subject  into 
ridicule. 

It  appears  to  me  that,  in  every  view, we  can  take  of  tnii 
question,  the  proposition  ouglu  to  succeed. 

A  division  of  the  queiiti<m  having  been  ordered,  on  ino* 
tion  of  l^lr.  CLAY,  so  as  to  separate  the  motion  of  W- 
Bibb  fi'om  the  others, 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  said  he  should  vote  against  the  re- 
ference to  the  ConimiUee  on  Manufisctures,  Uiat  be  and 
those  who  thouglit  with  him  might  h»Tc  aa  oppoftuntty  to 
vote  lor  ft  aekd  Gomnittee. 
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The  question  #at  then  taken  first  on  the  motion  with 
all  tiie  mod  ficationsy  with  the  objection  of  that  of  Mr. 
BiBn«  and  deciilerl  a*  follows: 

TEA8. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Clay,  CUytnn»  Dallas, 
Diokerson,  Dudley,  Bwinfr*  Frelinn^oysen,  Foot,  Hen- 
dricks, Holme%  iohnvton.  Knight,  Marcy,  Prentiss,  Rob- 
bins^  Robinson,  Rii|[^les,  Seynumr,  Silsbee,  Sprafpie, 
Tipton,  Tondinson,  Wafcgaman,  Websttr,  Wilkiits.— 27. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Ell's,  Forsyth, 
Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  Kinn^,  Manfpim,  Miller,  Moore, 
Poindester,  Smith,  Tasewell,  Troup,  l>ler.  White.— 19. 

Mr.  BIBB  said  he  had  a  sense  of  thedi|piity  of  the  Se- 
natcw  and  of  what  was  due  from  him  aaone  of  its  members, 
loo  iigh  to  permit  him,  on  this  occasion,  or  any  other,  to 
trifle  with  its  deliberations.  He  hoped  he  had,  heretofore, 
conduciiid  himself  in  the  mott  respectful  manner  to  the 
Senate,  and  he  bad  rcs<4¥ed  in  his  own  mind,  at  all  times, 
KetcaAer,  to  contribute  his  aid  to  support  the  <tignity  and 
indepciideiioe  of  the  Semite,  as  a  co-ord«nate  branch  of  the 
Govcninent. 

1  can  assure  mj  fnend  from  Itissouri  [Mr.  Bvckvir] 
that  1  am  serious  m  offerin|^  the  resolution  for  initructiou 
to  the  Comm'.ttee  -on  Manufactures,  to  inquire  into  tlie 
propriety  of  reducing*  the  price  of  the  p«ibl.c  lands.  If 
there  ia  an  apparent  incot^^i^ty  between  the  subject  pro- 
posed to  be  referrecl,  and  the  style  of  the  committee  to 
whom  it  ia  to  be  referred,  that  fault  is  not  diarge^le  to 
me,  but  to  the  vote  of  the  majority  of  the  Senate  in  refer- 
ring the  subject  c»f  reveiiUe  and  finance  to  the  Committee 
on  Manufiictiires,  in  preference  to  the  Committee  on  Fi- 
nmnoe.  1  did  not  vote  for  that  reference.  But  as  tlie  re- 
ference of  tlie  otlier  questions  of  revenue  has  been  %-oted 
to  the  C«immittee  on  MAnufacturCM,  1  have  no  alternative 
btit  to  more  a  reference  of  this  subject  to  the  same  com- 
mittee. 

The  near  approach  to  the  extinguishment  of  the  public 
debt  has  dtsenji^aged  from  tlwt  service  the  amount  of  ten 
millions  herttofore  appropriated  as  the  sinkin}^  fund,  to- 
gether with  the  adtlitions  to  that  fund  arising  from  ex*, 
ceases  of  other  appropriations  above  the  actiuil  e^j^pendi- 
turea.  In  this  state  of  excess  of  revenue,  accruing  from 
our  existing  system,  bejrond  the  future  demands  upon  tlie 
treasury,  we  are  imperiously  called  to  cut  down  tlie  reve- 
nues in  fact,  to  rev.se  the  whole  revenue  system.  What- 
ever committee  is  cliarged  with  this  duty,  intikt  be  charged 
with  all  the  parts.  They  must  look  at  all  the  sources 
which  are  to  pour  theirstreams  into  the  general  treasury. 
Now,  the  receipts  from  tlie  sales  of  the  Western  lands  have 
conadtuted  a  prominent  item  in  tlie  estimates  of  the  Secre- 
tary «if  tlie  Treasury  for  years  past.  At  the  present  ses- 
sion, the  report  of  tlie  Secretary  of  the  Treasuiy  estimates 
tlie  revenue  fniro  that  source  at  three  millions  of  dollars. 
As  tlie  price  of  the  public  binds  was  graduated  w.th  a  view 
to  the  extinguishment  of  the  public  debt,  now  that  the 
pttbl.o  fii.tli  and  public  pledge  of  tlut  fiindln  redeemed,  it 
woukl  seem  but  just  that,  in  reduc  ng  tlie  revenues,  that 
branch  should  experience  a  proport.onate  alleviation. 
What«v«r  may  be  the  sum  proposed  to  be  provided  for 
the  annual  expenditure  of  Uie  Government,  whetlier  fif- 
tsen*  tliirteen,  or  eleven  mtU  ons  of  dollars,  the  sum  to  be 
received  from  the  sales  of  the  Western  huids  must  be  first 
deducted*  before  the  amount  to  be  raised  by  imposu  can 
be  estioiBtod:  and  tlie  rate  of  duties  on  imported  articles 
cannot  be  adjusted  until  the  amount  proposed^to  be  raised 
from  tliat  source  is  ascertained.  Wtiatever  committee  is 
charged  f^ith  the  subject  of  imposts,  must  have  an  eye  to 
tile  other  sources  of  revenue.  The)  must  look  to  tlie  re* 
venue  system  as  a  whole,  before  tliey  apportion  its  respect- 
ive parts,  it  would  be  very  incongruous  to  refer  one  part 
of  tlic  system  of  revenue  to  one  committee*  and  anotiier 
paK  of  the  system  to  a  different  committee.  To  produce 
a  connected,  well  proportioned,  and  just  system,  the 
comottttce  must  have  charge  of  all  the  component 


parts.  And,  at  hut,  the  disputation  abcnit  the  reference 
of  this  particular  subject  to  this  or  that  committee,  is 
rather  an  argument  «ipun  a  name,  than  upon  the  substance. 
The  Committee  on  Manufiictures  is  very  competent  to  ar- 
range a  system  of  finance  for  the  connderation  and  action 
of  the  Senate.  If  the  President  pro  lem.,  in  organising 
the  committees,  had  arranged  the  same  Senators,  now 
composing  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  to  the  Com* 
mittee  on  Finance,  and  to  the  Land  Comm.ttee,  all  incon- 
gruity between  the  subject  and  the  name  of  the  committee 
would  disappeari  all  will  agree  that  the  members  of  the 
committee  are  competent  to  the  task  imposed.  The  Senate 
having  chosen  to  transfer  a  financial  subject  from  the  Com- 
mittee .  on  Finance  to  another  comnttttee,  I  feel  myself 
amply  justified  in  moving  this  subject  of  finance  to  the 
same  committee.  Feelii^  a  strong  desire  to  see  the  prices 
of  public  laiuls  reduced,  to  give  every  reasonable  fiicility 
to  lieads  of  fiimilies^  and  to  the  rising  generation  to  acquire 
freehohls,  as  well  as  to  bring  all  the  kmds  within  the  new 
States  within  the  taxing  |M>wer  of  these  Statesi  1  cannot 
omit  this  appropriate  time  and  occasion  fi»r  preseming 
tliese  subjects  for  the  consideration  of  tlie  Senate. 

Mr.  BUCKNERsa'id:  Mr.  President,  if,  in  the  few  remarks 
I  made  when  1  first  addressed  the  Senate,  I  in  the  alight* 
est  degree  touched  the  feelings  of  my  long  respected  and 
woithy  friend,  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Bias,] 
I  most  sincerely  regret  it.  NoUiing  could  be  more  furei||^ 
from  my  intention t  and,  although  I  do  not  suppose  he  in- 
tended any  uiikiiidness  towarcU  the  views  I  entertain  on 
the  subject  of  the  public  lands,  and  though  he  does  think 
tliat  subject  ought  to  go  to  the  same  committee  to  which 
has  been  referred  the  resolution  of  \he  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky, [Mr.  Clav,]  witli  other  propositions  on  tlie  tariff, 
yet.  Sir,  I  still  entertain  tlie  belief  that  tlie  reference  of  the 
proposition  to  reduce  the  price  of  the  publ  c  lands,  or  to 
cede  them  to  the  several  States,  to  the  Committee  on  Ma- 
nufactures^ is  an  anomaly  which  must,  in  its  very  nature, 
unprofitably  affect  the  desire  we  in  the  West  liave,  to  see 
some  steps  taken  which  may  advance  our  wishes  on  that 
subject;  for  it  does  seem  to  me  l.ke  tn fling  witli  the  sub- 
ject. What,  sir,  refer  the  proposition  to  reduce  the  price 
of  the  public  lands,  or  to  cede  them  to  the  States  in  which 
they  Le,  to  the  Committee  on  ManufiictureSf  and  that,  too^ 
sir,  without  an  expression  of  the  Senate  on  tliem!  How, 
sir,  will  this  matter  be  viewed  by  the  public? — and  publ.c 
opinion  controls  public  measures.  Wdl  you,  then,  di^ 
gust  Uiat  opinion  by  the  act  of  those  who  profess  to  be  tlie 
friend:!  of  the  measure?  My  colleague  says,  tliat  commit* 
tee  has  grasped  fur  evenr  thing.  They  got  his  alum  salt 
and  lus  Inchaii  blanket  bills-— now  let  them  have  this,  and 
see  what  they  wdl  do  with  it.  And,  sir,  because  his  alum 
salt  and  Indian  blankets  liave  been  put  to  that  committee, 
will  he  now  multiply  wrongs,  by  semling  this  messure  to 
that  committee,  because,  sir,  he  did  not  Imve  his  way  Wtth 
those  other  subjects?  I  voted  aga.nst  his  view  on  the 
motion  to  refer  his  bills«  and  if  1  Sxd  wrong,  then  will  he 
not  do  wrong  to  be  even  with  ne,  and  jeopard  a  measure 
that  he  has  so  long  advocated,  and  in  wluch  our  constitu* 
eiits  are  so  deeply  interested?  But  the  reference  on  this 
subject  is  not  hke  tliat  of  alum  salt  and  Indian  bknkets. 
Tlit.se  articles  come  In  competition  with  the  manufactur- 
ing interest  of  tlie  nation  t  and  though  tlie  bdl  well  might 
liave  been  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  yet  ttiey 
also  well  miglit  be  referred  to  tliat  on  manufactures,  par* 
taking  of  tlie  nature  of  each.  But  how  can  it  be  aliown 
that  this  question  in  any  degree  affects  manufiicturea? 
The  propriety  of  reducing  duties  on  certain  articles  well 
may  be  sent  to  tlie  Committee  on  Manufacturesi  but,  sir, 
will  he  now  abandon  lus  own  doctrine?  He  lias  told  us  a 
measure  should  never  be  sent  to  its  enemics«  and  now  lie 
proposes  to  send  tliis  measure  to«  committee,  every  man 
of  which  is  unfriendly  to  the  interest  of  the  West  on  this 
!    Can  we  expect  a  favorable  report*  or,  indeed. 
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any  report  at  all^  I  do  not  think  this  committee  #ill  report 
on  the  subject  of  the  price  of  public  lands,  or  eeding'tnem 
to  the  States,  this  session.  Let  us,  then,  send  this  propo- 
ation  to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  or,  more  propeny, 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands.  I  will,  with  pleasure, 
vote  to  refer  it  to  either  of  them.  We  will  get  a  favora- 
ble report  from  them,  which  we  may  use  to  our  advan- 
ti^;  but,  by  this  course,  all  is  in  the  power  of  our  adver- 
saries. 

Mr.  President,  I  feel  great  solicitude  on  this  subject. 
My  constituents  ar6  deeply  interested  in  it;  and  I  do  think 
it  would  conduce  gfreafly  to  the  interest  of  the  people, 
and  to  the  pecuniary  interest  of  the  Government,  to  reduce 
the  price  of  those  lands.  The  most  of  those  lands  have 
1>een  culled  f6r  many  years,  and  now  a  great  proportion 
is  second  rate  land;  and  yet,  sir,  the  Government  asks  the 
same  price  as  when  every  one  had  choice.  By  reducine 
the  price,  more  sales  would  be  made,  and  more  freehold- 
ers would  be  established  in  our  country.  Your  revenue 
would  increase  more  rapidly,  for  the  amount  of  sales  would 
be  greater,  because  much  more  land  would  be  sold;  and, 
beside,  men  would  be  on  their  own  lands,  improving^  and 
their  ability  to  pay  taxes  would  increase  as  they  acquired 
property,  and  they  would  consume  more  of  the  articles 
on  which  duties  are  laid,  as  they  became  better  esta- 
blished in  their  home  and  property.  But  w6  are  about  to 
put  this  very  matter  in  the  hands  of  some  men  who,  but  a 
iew  days  ago,  said  the  tariff  populated  the  West  at  the 
expense  of  the  Southern  States — ^I  mean  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Millib,}  who  last  addressed  the 
Senate  on  the  tariff,  and  not  the  Senators  from  Virginia 
and  North  Carolina,  both  supporting  this  same  doctrine; 
both  of  whom,  in  their  speeches  on  this  floor,  but  a  short 
time  past,  used  the  same  language  as  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina.  I  consider  the  whole  vote  as  intending  to 
give  the  go-by  to  this  whole  matter  altogether.  I  voted 
to  report  the  resolution  of  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky 
to  that  committee,  to  give  it  the  go-by,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
many  others  voted  so,  for  the  same  reason;  because  I  was 
not  willing  to  commit  myself  in  its  favoi^-and  still  I  did 
not  know  whether  we  ought  wholly  to  reject  it— and  be- 
cause I  preferred  to  vote  on  a  bill,  instead  of  an  abstrac- 
tion. And  is  not  the  land,  and  other  things  thrown  in  to 
cover  it  up,  by  the  vote  given,  no  expression  on  the 
measures  given?  But,  let  us  introduce  a  resolution  to  in- 
struct the  proper  committee  to  reduce  the  price  of  those 


tides  imported  into  our  country,  and  which  are  neither 
producea  nor  made  in  the  United  States,  the  duties  on 
which  this  committee  are  now  about  to  arrange. 

But  let  it  not  be  forgotten  that  between  three  and  four 
millions  of  dollars  of  your  revenue  is,  per  annum,  now 
derived  from  the  sale  of  these  lands^-«bodt  one-third  of 
the  whole  sum  necessary  for  the  exigencies  of  the  Go- 
vernment. And  shall  we  be  told  that,,  in  forming  a  reve- 
nue bill,  which  is  now  about  to  be  done,  that  thb  is  an  item 
not  to  be  taken  into  the  general  account^  The  whole  sob* 
ject — all  the  sources  ofrevenue,  nmst,  of  necesaty,  be 
taken  together,  to  arrive  at  a  proper  conclusion  at  what 
rates  to  fix  the  duties  you  are  about  to  reduce.  If  the 
public  lands  are  to  be  reduced  in  price,  or  if  they  are  to 
DC  disposed  of  to  the  States  in  which  they  lie,  it  is  indis* 
pensable  for  the  committee  to  know  if  either,  or  which,  is 
to  be  done.  Again,  as  has  been  well  observed  by  my 
honorable  friend  [Mr.  Wbitx]  from  Tennessee,  the  sub- 
jects of  duties,  and  of  pubHc  lands,  hAve  been  committed 
together  for  the  last  ten  years,  in  the  annual  reports  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  And  why  now  divorce 
them^  Are  gentlemen  startled  at  the  responsibility  it  im- 
poses? I  hope  not  The  public  debt  being  now  paid,  we 
of  the  West  wish  to  join  in  the  general  jubilee;  and,  un- 
less some  change  in  the  disposition  of  the  public  lands  be 
made,  more  favorable  to  the  purchaser  than  is  the  present 
mode  and  price,  1  fear  we  will  have  but  little  cause  of 
rejoicing. 

Sir,  the  West  has  but  little,  very  little,  direct  intereA 
in  the  protective  system.  We  are  not,  and  never  will  be, 
manufacturers;  but  we  ate,  and  ever  must  be,  agricul- 
turists. Give  us  the  lands  on  reasonable  terms,  and  we 
will  not  be  heard  to  complain,  be  the  tariff  arranged  as  it 
may.  Whilst  I  am  frank  to  acknowled^,  with  myself 
there  are  no  constitutional  scruples  or  douots  as  to  tiie  po- 
licy of  sustaining  the  tariff,  even  to  protection,  I  must  sty 
that  I  think  the  reference  of  the  resolutions,  with  the 
several  amendments  which  have  been  offered,  by  way  of 
instructions,  would  have  been  more  appropriate  if  nude 
to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  or,  as  suggested  by  the  ho* 
norable  Senator  from  Virginia,  [Mr,  Taxswh.!,]  to  a 
select  committee,  chosen  from  the  Western,  SoutbeiHy 
and  Eastern  States,  equally.  I  voted  for  the  present  re- 
ference, that  tbe  subject^might  be  presented  in  the  taiigi- 
ble  shape  of  a  biU,  and  do  hope  that  the  whole  subject 
connected  with  the  revenue  may  be  acted  on  by  the  same 


lands,  or  to  ceide  them  to  the  States  in  which  they  lie,  and  committee,  and  at  the  same  time. 


ask  the  Senate  to  adopt  the  resolution,  and  then  we  will 
see  who  will  vote  with  us,  and  who  against.  1  hope,  when 
a  vote  on  this  subject  presents  us  a  substantial  benefit,  we 
may  find  I  am  mistaken  in  my  fears. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  said:  Mr.  President,  as  our  candor  is 
appealed  to,  permit  me  to  assure  the  honorable  Senator 
from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Cult,]  that  the  firiends  to  the  pro- 

{>osed  amendment,  in  relation  to  the  public  lands,  are  no 
e^  serious  than  anxious  for  its  reference  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Manufactures;  not  because  that,  of  all  others,  it  is 
the  most  appropriate  committee  to  have  charge  of  this 
subject,  but  because  it  is  the  only  remaining  branch  of  the 
-  revenue  which  has  not  been  referred  tt>  that  committee. 
And,  for  one,  I  cannot  see  why  its  reference  is  objected 
to  by  the  members  of  that  committee,  after  ju«t  manifest- 
ing not  only  a  perfect  willingness,  but  an  anxiety,  to  have 
charge  of  the  whole  subject  in  relation*  to  duties,  as  well 
on  articles  cominr  into  competition  with  those  of  home 
growth  and  manuncture,  as  of  that  class  .which  does  not 
come  into  such  competition. 

It  has,  by  the  same  honorable  Senator,  been  triumph- 
antly asked,  what  can  the  Committee  on  Manufactures 
be  expected  to  know  about  the  public  lands  .>  I  may  very 
safely  answer — ^at  least  as  much  as  about  the  cultivation  of 
coffee,  tea,  and  olives,  or  the  manufacture  of  silks,  mull 
muslins,  or  camels'  hair  shawls,  and  all  the  long  list  of  ar* 


Mr.  BENTON  expressed  the  g^eat  satisfaction  which  he 
felt  at  hearing  the  voice  of  the  new  Senator  from  lUinoi^ 
[Mr.  RoBiKsoir,]  now,  for  neariy  the  first  time,  heard  in 
debate  on  tiiis  floor,  but  oflen  exerted  in  the  Legislatuit 
of  his  State,  and  always  there,  as  now  here,  to  support 
patriotic  proportions,  with  sound  and  sensible  reasons. 
His  [Mr.  RoBiKsos^s]  amendment  to  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Bibb,]  opened  thc^^holc 
question  of  the  public  lands,  and  presented  tbe  inquiry 
into  their  future  disposition  fairly  and  fully  to  the  consi- 
deration of  the  committee.  The  double  question  of  re- 
ducing the  price,  or  transferring  the  lands  to  the  9^*^ 
was  embraced  in  the  proposition,  and  the  committee  would 
doubtless  say  which  of  them  should  be  adopted,  or  whe- 
ther either  should  be  adopted.  ThlA  was  not  the  time  to 
discuss  these  questions,  or  to  declare  a-  prefitrcncc  for 
eitiier  of  them;  that  time  would  properly  arrive  after  the 
committee'  had  made  its  report.  The  question  now  was 
to  refer  the  subject;  and  to  that  reference  two  objections 
were  made:  one  objection  to  the  character  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  the  other  to  the  individuals  which  compoje 
it;  and,  strange  to  say,  both  objections  came  from  the 
committee  itself,  and  from  its  friends  or  supporters.  Thgr 
object  to  the  reference  on  account  of  the  character  of  the 
committee,  and  say  it  is  absurd  to  send  the  pubBc  l*""*^ 
the  Committee  on  Manufiiclures.     Sir,  said  Mr.  B.,  tlie 
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absurdity  of  the  things  is  admitted;  but  then  it  must  be  id-l 
milted,  also,  that  this  absurdity  is  only  part  and  parcel  of 
that  monstrous  absurdity  which  has  erected  the  Commit- 
tee on  Manu&ctures  into  the  Finance  Committee  of  the 
Senate.     The  old  Finance  Committee  ho  long'er  exists, 
except  for  subaltern  and  ceremonious  services.     As  a  fis- 
cal committee,  charged  with  plans  of  revenue,  it  no  longer 
exists.  As  such,  it  is  expunged — nibbed  out— annihilated! 
.The   venerable  chairman  of  that  old   committee  [Mr. 
Sxrrs,  of  Maryland]  has  nothing  to  do  now  but  to  read 
his  appropriation  bills.     The  Senator  from  New  Jersey, 
[Mr.  DicKBBsoir,]  whose  name  is  at  the  head  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Manu&ctures,  or  the  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
[Mr.  CXiAT,!  who  occupies  a  place  upon  it,  will  now  be 
charged  with  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
upon  the  finances,  and  vnll  deliver  us  future  plans  of  re- 
venae.     It  is  in  vain  to  object  to  their  character.    They 
have  got  the  thing  into  their  hands.     They  have  got  the 
revenue  to  adjust.     They  have  got  the  whole  treasury 
report  before  them;  and  the  public  lands  is  a  leading  arti- 
cle in  that  report.     It  is  in  vain  to  say  they  ought  not  to 
act  upon  the  public  lands.     The  fact  is,  they  will  act  upon 
it,  whether  referred  to  them  or  not.    No  committee,  no 
statesman,  no  individual,  can  start  a  project  of  future  re- 
venue, without  first  determining  the  question  in  his  own 
mind,  whether  the  public  lands  are  to  be,  or  not  to  be,  a 
source  of  future  revenue.     These  lands  now  yield  three 
millions  of  dollars,  and  we  want  but  twelve  or  thirteen 
millions.     The  ]and%  therefore,  produce  the  one-fourth 
of  all  that  is  wanted.     No  man  can  then  give  an  opinion, 
much  less  report  a  bill,  for  the  future  amoant  of  our  re- 
venue, without  including  or  excluding  the  lands.     He 
must  do  one  or  the  other.     He  cannot  tell  what  duty  or 
tax  to  leave  upon  a  single  article,  until  he  first  knows  whe 
ther  the  large  income  from  the  lands  is  to  be  included  or 
excluded.     Away,  then,  with  this  stoiy.    The  committee 
must  decide;  they  will  decide;  they  will  report  a  bill  with 
or  without  the  lands;  and  either  way  is  decision.   For  even 
if  nothing  is  done,  the  present  high  and  arbitrary  price  of 
public  lands  will  be  kept  up.     No!  let  us  have  no  dodg- 
mg  or  flinchmg! 

The  Manufi^cturing  Comnuttee  has  ?ot  itself  invested 
with  the  powers  of  3ie  Finance  Committee.  Let  them, 
then,  meet  its  duties  and  responsibilities.  It  will  decide 
the  land  question,  whether  we  refer  it  or  not;  let  them, 
then,  decide  it  on  their  responsibility,  and  g^ve  a  report 
and  a  bill  to  the  Senate.  Let  them  act  aboveboard,  and 
show  OS  whether  manufactures  are  the  enemies  of  agri- 
culture; whether  the  price  of  lands  is  to  be  kept  up, 
to  prevent  the  poor  people  from  giving  to  the  West,  so 

«  as  to  deprive  the  factories  of  their  cheap  labor,  and  the 
still  cheaper  labor  of  the  wretched  little  children  who  arc 
worked  uke  machines  and  fed  like  mice.  Too  many  facta 
give  U8  reason  to  believe  that  this  is  the  desien  of  the 
mamifitfturers;  and  now  let  them  confirm  or  mspel  the 
suspicion  by  an  overt  act;  let  them  take  part  with  the 
agnculturists  in  reducing  the  price  of  the  public  lands, 
or  take  part  with  the  manufiicturers  in  keeping  up  unjust 
and  arbitrary  prices,  refusing  donations  and  settlement 
rights,  and  resisting  a  transfer  of  the  soil  to  the  States. 

The  objection  to  the  personal  composition  of  the  com- 
mittee is  equally  ill  founded;  in  fact,  more  so.  It  is  in  vain 
to  say  they  know  nothing  of  Western  lands.  That  com- 
mittee has  upon  it  a  Senator  of  the  longest  and  highest 
standing  from  the  West;  one  who  has  been  either  Senator 

^or  Representative,  from  a  Western  State,  for  full  a  quarter 
of  a  centui^,  [Mr.  Glat,]  and  has  often,  in  the  course  of 
that  time,  discussed  the  question  of  the  public  lands.  Hcj 
therefore,  cannot  be  presumed  to  be  ignorant  of  the  sub- 
ject. Another  member  of  that  committee,  the  Senator 
whose  name  stands  at  the  head  of  it,  [Mr.  DiCKxasoK,] 
has  been  here  longer  than  he  [Mr.  B.]  had  been,  that  is  to 
say,  more  than  twelve  years;  and  has  regularly  opposed  all 


and  every  plan  for  the  disposition  of  the  public  lands;  he 
therefore,  cannot  be  supposed  to  be  ignorant  of  the  sub- 
ject, without  implying  an  inattention  to  the  business  of  tiie 
Senate,  which  his  conduct  disproves,  or  accusing  him  of 
opposing  the  land  bills  through  ignorance,  which  he 
[Mr.  B.]  could  not  admit.  The  alleged  ignorance  of  the 
committee,  then,  would  not  answer.  Their  disqualifying 
excuses  came  too  late;  their  self-denying  ordinances  were 
at  the  end  instead  of  the  beginning  of  the  feast  They 
ought  to  have  objected  earlier— a^  the  beginning  of  the 
session — at  the  reference  of  the  alum  salt  bill  and  blanket 
bill,  instead  of  contending,  as  they  then  did,  for  these  bills. 
He  [Mr.  B.]  ventured  at  that  time  to  set  himself  up  for  a 
piece  of  a  prophet,  and  to  undertake  to  foretell  that,  if  the 
Bfanufactures  Committee  succeeded  in  drawing  to  them- 
selves those  two  bills,  they  could,  upon  the  same  princi- 
ples, draw  to  themselves  all  the  business  of  the  Finance 
Committee^  and  his  prophecy  was  now  fulfilled.  The 
Finance  Committee  was  stript  of  its  powers — it  was  pluck- 
ed of  its  plumage;  in  its  corporate  capacity,  it  was  re- 
duced to  the  appearance  and  dimensions  of  a  picked 
snowbird;  while  the  Manufactures  Committee,  in  the 
double  investiture  of  their  own  and  another  committee's 
prerogatives,  loomcA  upon  the  horizon  as  a  new  and  ex- 
traordinary apparition.  It  had  got  all!  Every  subject 
of  revenue  was  now  in  its  hands!  The  whole  busine^  of 
reducing  the  present  revenue,  estimating  the  future  ex- 
penses of  the  Government,  fixing  a  new  standard  of  in- 
come, was  actually  in  their  bands.  The  lands  were  there 
in  point  of  fact.  The  lands  would  be  passed  upon  by 
them  in  point  of  fact!  And  the  only  effect  of  this  refer- 
ence is  to  say  whether  they  shall  pass  upon  them  publicly 
or  privately;  in  the  committee  room  alone,  or  in  the 
Senate  alone;  by  a  side  wind,  instead  of  a  fur  breeze. 
He  [Bfr.  B.]  was  for  open  work,  and  he  presumed  the 
people  of  the  West  wished  for  open  work. 

The  fote  of  the  public  lands  is  now  in  the  hands  of  the 
Manufacturing  Cmnmittee;  fVom  that  committee  comes 
forth  hard  or  easy  terms  for  the  people.  The  West  has 
a  powerful  representative  on  that  committee;  and  what- 
ever is  done,  she  is  entitied  to  know  why,  and  wherefore. 
Mr.  B.  would  not  undertake  to  say  how  that  committee 
would  report  upon  the  public  lands.  He  had  his  mis- 
givings, and  these  were  not  lessened  in  seeing  the  com- 
mittee endeavoring  to  avoid  the  responsibility  of  a  public 
reference;  while,  m  point  of  fact,  they  would  act  on  an 
implied  and  virtual  reference.  He  repeated,  with  great 
emphasis,  that  the  committee  would  act  on  the  public 
lands,  whether  instructed  or  not;  that  they  could  not  pro- 
ceed one  step  in  fixing  their  new  plan  of  revenue,  with- 
out first  deciding  that  the  lands  were,  or  were  not,  to  be  a 
future  source  of  revenue;  and  he  was  decidedly  in  favor 
of  requiring  the  committee  to  decide  publicly  in  a  case 
where  they  would,  most  assuredly,  decide  secretly.  They 
were  now  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senale,  and  must 
take  the  responsibilities  as  well  as  the  prerogatives  of  their 
new  and  elevated  station.  A  bill,  they  are  to  give  us. 
A  reduction  of  duties,  they  are  to  make.  Friends  and 
adversaries  all  admit  tiiat  they  are  going  to  make  a  re- 
duction. Land  is  entitied  to  a  place,  and  the  highest 
place,  in  the  list  of  reductions.  Many  inferior  articles  will 
also  be  entitied  to  a  place  in  it;  but  he  [Mr.  B.]  pre- 
sumed that  no  committee  could  bring  in  a  bill  tor  re- 
ducing duties  on  luxuries,  and  leaving  them  on  necessaries. 
He  presumed  that  no  committee  would  venture  to  bring 
in  a  bill  for  aboUshing  duties  on  fig^  and  leaving  the  pre- 
sent high  price  on  land.  He  presumed  that  no  committee 
would  abolish  duties  on  the  perfumes  with  which  boys  and 
girls  sweeten  their  hair,  and  leave  a  tax  upon  tiie  salt 
with  which  the  farmers  cured  tiieir  provisions,  and  raised 
their  stock.  He  presumed  that  the  tax  would  not  be 
taken  off  of  silks,  and  left  on  blankets.  And  if  he  was  in 
any  of  these  presumptuous,  no  friend  to  the  people  could 
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object  to  fluch  %.  course  of  procreclini?  as  would  brinj^  sU 
the  fiiCta  to  Ight,  mid  show  eveiy  thing  ss  it  rrally  paased. 
He  called  eaniestly  i^pon  the  fnenda  of  the  West  to  rally 
—to  unite  tlieir  voicea— to  ioin  tlieir  stren^i — to  put  all 
their  shoulders  togetlier*  and  save  the  public  land  question 
from  beiiiK  blinked  in  tlie  new  arrangement  of  the  revenue. 
He  besought,  he  obtestec],  he  entreated,  by  erery  considera- 
tion  of  jurfttce  to  the  West,  that  the  great  question  of  re- 
ducing tlie  price  of  the  public  lauds,  or  transferring  them 
to  the  States,  should  not  be  dodged  in  thiscritcal  conjunc- 
ture, when  tlie  new  plan  of  fiiunice  was  to  be  s«^ttled.  He 
hoped  the  West  had  friends  enough  present  to  protect 
her  interest,  by  adopting  tlie  resolution,  and  reauinng  tins 
new  financial  committee  to  consider  the  item  of  the  pub- 
lic lands. 

Mr.  DICK£RSON  observed  that  the  reasons  urged  for 
imtnictiig  the  committee  on  this  subject,  are,  tiiat  the  re- 
■ohitioii  ^  referred  to  them  s&ould  have  been  referred  to 
tlie  Committee  on  Financei  Uiat  it  siiould  not  have  been 
referred  to  tlie  Cimimittee  on  Manufectures^  firtmi  which  it 
wdl  follow  tliat,  if  tlie  Senate  make  an  improper  refer- 
ence, they  are  bound  to  make  auotlier.  TUe  impro- 
priety of  referring  the  publx  laiuU  to  the  Committee  ou 
Manufactures,  mu»t  be  apparent  to  auy  one  who  w*ll  give 
the  subject  a  moment's  coiuuderatoii'.  If  this  resoluLon 
had  been  coinm.ttcd  to  the  Committee  on  Fuiance,  would 
the*publ.c  lands  be  comroittrd  to  their  care?  Are  tlie  sade» 
of  tlie  public  lauds  so  identified  witli  the  revenues  of  the 
country  that  ttiey  are  to  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance  ?  Hitlici  to  tins  lias  not  been  the  case)  on  the  con- 
trary, we  had  a  staiuhng  comaiittee,  selected  witli  a  view 
tu  tlie  interests  of  tlie  ttutes  in  which  the  pubLc  laiuls  l.e, 
who  have  tlie  confidence  ^f  the  people  of  such  States,  to 
whom  this  ioiporuiit  subject  Iws  been  constantly  siib- 
m.Ued.  Wtiy  w  tins  course  to  be  changtd.^  Wliv  is  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands  to  be  relieved  from  the  per- 
f<Miiiance  ol'  an  appropriate  dut)  >  And  why  is  that  duty 
imposed  upon  the  Comm.ttee  on  llanu&ctures,  to  whoni 
it  does  not  belong? 

Mr.  TAZEWrXL  ibllowed  Mr.  Dickvuov.  The 
Seiuitor  from  New  Jersey,  sa'id  Mr.  T.,  objects  to  the  re- 
ference of  tlie  resoluton  proposed  to  tlie  committee  over 
which  he  presides,  because  tiie  subject  of  this  resolution 
does  not  pn*perly  belong  to  the  Ccimuiittee  on  Maiit.fdM:« 
tures,  wiio,  as  such,  know  nothing  about  tlie  publ.c  Uiida. 
1  apprehend,  however,  tliat  tlie  Committee  on  Maiiu(kc- 
tures,  assucit,  know  quite  as  much  about  tlie  public  L&iids, 
as  they  do  aboui  spices,  tens,  cutf  ee,  wines,  and  silks,  not 
one  of  wli.ch  artdes  are  of  tlie  growtb,  produce,  or 
mamihicturc  of  tins  country,  or  enter  into  conipettioii 
With  any  simiUr  arUde  of  its  production.  Yet  the  aenatur 
from  New  Jersey  was  desirous  of  drawing  pdl  tliese  various 
subjects  to  hi*  own  forum,  and  has  had  uis  wi«li  gratified 
in  tots  respect  Therefore,  the  objection  to  the  proposed 
reference  of  this  subject  to  the  same  committee  does  not 
come  with  a  ver)' good  grace  from  him. 

He  seeks  to  justify  his  wisli  to  obuin  a  reference  tohb 
committee  of  the  several  resolutions  to  repeal  the  duties 
on  the  unprotected  articles,  and  to  reduce  those  on  the 
protected  articles,  upon  tlie  ground  tluit  all  tliese  are  con- 
gruous subjects,  andaifect  Uie  revenue:  but  he  says  tlwt 
tlie  price  of  tlie  publx  lands  is  not  connected  with  that 
matter.  l*h.s, suggestion  might  lia%'e  funnslied  a  very 
strong  argument  tor  referring  all  these  subjects  to  tlie 
Comiiutteeon  Finance,  as  was  at  first  i^ropooed;  but  when 
tluit  proposition  was  rejected,  and  the  Conimatee  on  Maitu- 
factuies  became  possessed  of  some  of  tlie  subjects  pro- 
perly appertaining  to  the  revenue  of  the  country,  it  seemed 
a  hltle  sti-ange  tliat  tlie  diairman  of  tins  committee  slioulil 
still  desire  tu  retam  the  cognizamce  of  tliese  fiscal  con- 
cerns, and  }  et  should  be  so  averse  to  take  under  his  care 
ahotlier  of  a  like  cliaracter.  I  say  of  alike  cliaracter,  be- 
cauM,  whatever  may  be  the  ferms  and  shapes  in  which 


these  several  matters  are  presented,  it  munt  be  obvifma  to 
all  tliat  tlie  great  and  leading  object  to  which  nil  tlis 
several  propositions  are  addressed,  is  the  catablinhmtnt  of 
a  new  system  of  revenue  better  suited  to  tlie  present  con. 
dition  of  the  country  than  tliat  which  now  exists.  Then, 
as  tlie  establishment  of  a  new  system  of  revenue  is  tlic 
great  purpose  aimed  at  by  all  these  several  pn  jecti,  esck 
of  whxh  looka  to  a  difieretit  oo«irse  of  supply,  in  order 
to  make  this  new  system  complete,  harmonious,  and  per* 
maiient,  it  is  indiq>eiisably  necessary  tlmtall  the  sources  of 
supply  sliould  be  considered  by  auy  committee  who  miy 
be  ehaiged  with  the  duty  of  remodelling  the  present  »yg- 
tem  of  taxation.  This  wdl  be  very  obvious,  isud  Mr.  T., 
if  tlie  sl.ghtest  attention  ia  paid  to  Uic  nature  of  the  difi'er* 
eiit  subjects  from  whence  revenue  is  now  derived,  and  to 
tlie  conflicting  intervsts  of  the  several  regioiis  of  the 
countr}',  in  regard  to  the  revenue  derived  Irum  Uiens 
different  subjects. 

Sofer  as  tliis'matter  is.eonoerfied,  the  people  of  the 
United  States  may  be  propcrlj^  considered  as  divided  iitts 
tliree  great  classest  the  manuhictiiriiig  class,  the  produc- 
ing clas.4,  and  tlie  clasii  composed  of  the  iiiliabitaiits  of  the 
states  within  wlmse  limit*  large  (^odies  of  unuccup.ed 
lands  are  still  held,  because  yet  unsold  by  the  Uiuted  States. 
The  public  revenue  is  now  derived  from  each  of  theae 
classes,  mid  in  something  hke  the  following  proportioiit: 

Tne  manufectunng  cluss  pays  but  l.ttle,  comparatively, 
of  tlie  ainuunt  of  revenue  derived  from  the  irnpust*  ua 
foreign  articles  similar  to  those  raaiiufiMstured  by  tiemp 
selves.  Their  own  supply  is  very  nearly,  if  not  qutie 
equal  to  their  own  demand  of  tlieae  proiecteti  artclen. 
Consequently,  far  the  greater  portion  of  the  taxes  impuied 
fur  the  purpose  of  encouraging  aiul  protectiiigtiicii'  imaiiu* 
fiictiires,  M  paid  by  tlie  other  two  cUsaes.  Tuc  uiaiiutac* 
turiiig  class  is  tlieii  plainly  intcrestetjl  in  coiitiuuiiig  nil  the 
duties  imposed  for  the«r  protecticni  or  encoura^mcnt, 
wluch  taxes  are  pa.d,  alm>*st  exclusively,  by  Uie  uUicr 
chuses,  and  amount  to  about  fifteen  nulhuns  of  dullari. 

The  manufiictur.ng  chuai  la  alio  niterckted  in  conitiiu.q| 
the  present  price  of  iiie  pubhc  Uoulsi  for  if  una  is  reduced, 
the  lu-cessary  eti'i  ct  will  be  to  encourage  greater  cim|pi* 
tioii  to  tlie  Western  couiitiy,  so  to  augment  tlie  w»gwii  of 
the  labor  now  einplu>ed  in  manufactures,  and  tliun  uidi- 
niiniiih  the  profits  of  manu^tcturing  cap«tMl.  'VhA  eHect 
tins  been  oKen  announced,  in  various  reports  fruin  «  ft)^ 
uier  Secretary  of  tlie  Treasury,  a  p»rtof  abuse  jframl 
project  of  legulatiiig  the  wiiolc.labor  and  cupitai  ut  \^ 
countr}'  was,  lo  make  lands  dear,  in  order  tliat  insnu&c- 
tures  ni  ght  tliereby  be  made  cheap.  And  the  siinic  Kl<^>f 
in  efiect,  has  been  agam  presented  to  tne  riciiatc  UHl&fi 
•n  tlie  speech  of  the  hunoraole  Senator  from  -Mauie,  [lir« 
SfHAOua.] 

But,  altnough  tlie  manufacturing  class  is  thus  interested 
in  continuing  the  present  lugli  duties  of  pi-oti.ct.uii,  hiJdi 
whence  a  revenue  of  at  least  fifleen  millions  is  now  dcfiv* 
ed«  and  in  continuing,  also,  tHe  present  pr»ce  of  pubU 
Uiids,  from  tlie  sale  oi  which  a  revenue  amounting  tu  tbrtc 
III  Jhons  of  doUais  more  is  now  received  ( yet  th.s  class  it 
interested  in  tlie  aboLtion  of  all  other  taxvs,  tliat  is  to  uh 
of  all  the  duties  upon  unprotected  article^  because,  of 
these,  this  chiss  peyn  its  full  pioportion,  by  consuiD>u|r  ^ 
least  its  full  share  of  such  coiuinodities.  Uence  uiy  lr*«iM| 
from  New  Jersey  is  y^ry  w.lliiig  to  repeal  or  reduce  all 
these  duties,  although  he  feels  iiodispoatt<oii  to  curtail  so/ 
of  tlie  otlier  supplies. 

The  producing  class  is  interested,  like  the  manufsctur*^ 
ing  class,  in  reducing  the  duties  upon  the  unprutccted 
arucles,  because,  of  tliese,  tliey  too  are  consumenb  siid  of 
course  beiir  a  sliare  of  the  burden  in  proportion  tu  their 
consumption.  But  as  tlie  whole  of  the  revenue  now  de- 
rived from  this  source  is  estimated  by  no  one  at  more 
than  seven  millions  ot  dullarsi  as  no  complaints  have  eter 
been  uiged  against  these  impost^  and  as  tbey  fidl,  pmiO' 
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pally»  iip«Mi  tlic  rich,  who  are  well  itble  to  bear  thtrm, 
th«  pnxtucitii;  dun  fistU  lew  interest  in  the  rctUictioii 
of  tuis  brmnch  of  the  revenue,  which  bears  justly  and 
equally,  tlian  it  feds  in  the  diminution  of  ^e  other  g^reat 
sourrea  of  supply — the  inipotfts  upon  protected  articles. 
This  last  t»x  falto  upon  them  almost  exdu^vely,  and  prin- 
cipally upmi  their  poort  it  is  neariy  double  of  both  the  other 
supplies  put  togetlier,  and  so  bears  most  unequally,  ui\jusl* 
ly,  and  oppressively  upon  this  class. 

In  ref{nra  to  the  public  lands,  the  producin|p  class  have 
no  intrnrst  whatever  in  this  subject,  or,  if  thry  have  any, 
it  is  ratlier  opp«>sird  to  the  r«<liiGti<m  of  tliepr.ce  of  these, 
as  a  reduction  of  the  price  «if  lamls  any  whrrr  must,  to  scmte 
extent,  Hifln«rnce  th«:  pncr  of  lands  every  where  in  tite  saine 
coimtr)'.  But  as  tlie  preset' t  condit ion  of  tiie  cuui itry  does 
not  rvqidre  the  prrservgtioii  of  all  the  sources  of  ieveiiu«  as 
tliry  now  stami,  tlie  priKKic  iig  class  is  wilhii|f  and  cUrsirous 
to  actjustly  with  each  of  die  otiier  classes.  TUcysay,  rrducc 
the  ara.niiit  of  tlic  putd  c  burdens  now  unnt  ccssarily  ini^ 
posed  upon  all  classrs,  to  an  amtMint  not  greater  tli^ii  may 
be  stilRcient  to  satisfy  all  the  reasonable  wants  of  tlie 
Govenuneiit.  In  tli.s  reduct.oii,  consult  the  wishes  and 
gnevaiices  of  all,  -and  remove  every  burden  which  can 
pniperiy  be  d-speiised  w.tli,  until  yuu  have  arrived  at  the 
prupofted  po«nt.  D>>  nut  relieve  tlie  rich  alone,  liowever, 
by  atooliAh.nif  the  duties  which  fall  upon  tbem,  but  d.sbur- 
den  the  poor  also.  Do  not  reLeve  the  manufacturing  clas* 
fnmi  thctr  sliare  of  a  common  and  legal  mipos  t*on,  ami 
continue  much  greater  biirclens  upon  the  other  classes. 
DoiuA  lighten  tne  heavy  knal  winch  is  miw  borne  by  simie, 
by  tak.Mg  tilf  that  p«irtiou  of  rts  weiglit  which  i*  fett  lo  be 
grievotia  by  them  oni\  t  but,  in  this  ioiig-loi'ketl  fur  clay  ol 
rz/ectetl  relief,  diniiii.sti  tlie  burdens  of  all.  And  as  you 
Cannot  relieve  one  of  the  chuisesso  well  in  any  other  mtMie, 
as  by  rcilucing  tlte  price  of  the  ])ubliC  lands,  grant  tins 
bgon  to  tlieni  also,  tliat  none  may  reniaiu  dissaiiAncd. 

Tiie  class  of  our  CiUzens  who  arc  inlmbitaiits  of  the  seve* 
rsl  States  within  aiiich  the  publx  lamis  are  situated,  are 
iotereated  but  little,  if  at  all,  m  any  of  the  duties  of  im)io»t, 
viictlirrtlieseare  unposed  upon  protected  or  unprotected 
irttcict.  The  remote  |>osit.on  ot'  fiu*  the  greater  pait  ol 
tliia  class  in  the  interior  of  tlie  disla»it  yVest  ranking  tlie 
eoai  «»f  traiiiiportation  of  all  such  oommudities  considerable, 
Md  the  supply  irregular,  must  aiigineut  the  priCe,  to  them, 
of  adl  inpitnted  artcles^  so  miicM  as  to  prevent  such  arti* 
dea  Iroiii  entering  mueh  into  tlie.r  consumption.  Hiere- 
lorr,  whether  the  duties  of  iinpust  are  cont.nued  or  abolish* 
ed,  IS  of  but  little  consequence  to  tliem.  In  either  case, 
they  mukt  rely  ma.nly  upcni  tlieir  own  lu>usehold  manufac- 
tures and  prtKluctions  to  supply  their  own  wants.  Dubes 
of  protection  g«ve  no  encouragement  to  them,  for  tliey  are 
not  made  for  sale(  ami  if  these  dutes  were  abolished, 
the  suae  cause  which  produced  such  manufiictures  at  first, 
must  continue  them  still.  This  classy  therefore,  feels  but 
little  direct  interest  m  any  of  the  duties  of  impost. 

But,  altiuMigh  indifferent  to  ths  part  of  the  subject,  they 
tre  not  imLifereiit  to  tlie  other.  The  sales  of  tiie  pubLc 
lands  act  as  a  perpetual  dra  n  of  their  currency,  the  amount 
of  wliicti  ia  contintially  reduced  by  remittances  of  the  pro- 
ceeds hitier;  and  thus  the  value  of  their  whole  capital  and 
UtH*r  Is  kept  in  a  sute  of  pei*petual  fluctuation,  to  the  great 
detriment  t«f  the  interests  of  both.  Moreover,  acconling 
to  tho  price  of  the  public  Unds  within  the  lim  ts  of  tlic 
States,  will  be  tlie  m  gration  to  them.  Diminish  this 
pnce,  and  you  multiply  the  number  of  emigrants  desirous 
if  pturc«ias:ng  there.  Thus  yuu  increase  the  mtmber  of 
the  inhabitants  of  these  States,  so  open  new  sources  of 
r^vemietotieir  local  G.»vemme..t%andaiig.iientat  once 
the  pr.€e  and  value  of  all  their  productions.  Beside^, 
wtiilc  tlie  United  States  continue  to  be  the  great  landlords 
of  the  West,  the  people  of  the  several  States  within  whose 
bmits  their  Ihrms  ezwt,  are  so  made  tlie  tributaries  of  this 
Qovcniacat.  dcptndnit  upon  its  power  and  ptrmsge 


more  timn  any  otliei*s.  Surveys  are  made,  land  office*  are 
opened,  ami  offices  created  tliere  at  our  discretion.  By 
bringing  more  or  le«  of  land  into  tlie  market  at  any  time, 
and  at  any  place,  we  are  so  enabled  to  regulate  the  price 
of  tlie  property  pf  every  one  in  these  dependent  States, 
and  to  give  to  the  tide  of  emigration  whatever  d.rection 
we  please.  I  do  not  say  that  these  powers  have  ever  been 
used  for  these  purposes,  but  merely  that  they  exist,  and 
may  be  so  used.  Of  this  the  Western  Stotes  are  perfect* 
ly  awarei  and  to  tlieir  consciousness  of  the  existence  of 
such  a  power  may  be  ascribed  much  of  wlmt  has  occurred 
in  this  Government.  All  these  causes  combine  to  induce 
tlie  cfauis  of  which  I  am  now  speaking,  todes  re  relief  from 
tile  burdens  they  produce,  b>  a  reduction  of  the  price  of  the 
public  bimls.  The  botiii  tiiry  ask  is  so  small  in  itself,  tlmt 
I,  for  one,  said  Mr.  T.,  am  a  spoaed  will.ngly  to  grant  it, 
espec'ally  as  it  is  the  only  beneht  which  tliry  can  get,  pro* 
bahly,  in  the  arrangeiiKnt  of  tlie  new  systim  of  revcnu^. 

Tnese  considcrat.ons  ought  to  satisfy  every  one,  said 
Mr.  T.,  of  the  propr.ety  oi  ooniu  ctuig  the  sunject  ol  the 
public  lamb  witu  any  and  every  other  project  for  the 
cstabLsiinient  of  a  new  s}  stem  of  revenue  and  tax^ition. 
■it  is  vaiii  to  say  that  the  var.ous  sources  of  supply  may  be 
exanuned  sefMirately,  ami  each  acted  upon  b^  itself.  This 
IS  true;  but  wlio  can  say  witli  cofifidencc,  tliat  when  one  of 
the  gi  eat  classes  of  which  I  have  spoken,  have  procured  tiiej 
gntt-iication  of  their  des.res,  in  tne  repeal  or  reduction  uQ 
the  burdens  which  b«  ar  inoat  grievously  upon  them,  that 
they  will  then  aid  in  adininisteriiig  like  lelieftu  other*? 
The  mere  possibility  that  they  may  net  do  so,  will  natu- 
rally excite  suspicions  and  jralous.es,  wh.ch  ought  to  be 
avoided  if  poss.ble.  Tins  Can  be  clone,  however,  only  by 
coiiiKCtiiig  the  three  suhjt cts  iiidiMSoliibly  ttigetlier,  and 
»ncorpoiat»ng  the  provisuns  concerning  each  in  one  and 
tlie  same  b.ll,  the  fiite  of  wh.ch  b.il  will  then  depend  upon 
the  faithful  observance  and  preser\kton  of  all  it*  connect* 
ing  links. 

Such,  at  least,  is  my  opinion,  said  Mr.  T.,  and,  there* 
fi>re,  I  slittU  g.ve  my  vote  mi^t  willingly  in  Uxor  of  the 
pi-oposed  tefereiice;  nor,  so  far  an  I  am  concerned,  will  I 
ever  perm.t  tlie  subjects  to  be  again  separated.  1  should 
have  preferred,  as  I  suted  fbrmeily,  that  all  tliese  diffv  rei.t 
propcAtions  be  te&rred  to  a  select  committee,  to  be  com* 
posed  of  an  equal  number  of  Seimtors  from  each  of  the 
great  regions  of  the  ccmntry  wherein  a  nnjonty  of  tlie 
persons  composing  tlie  tliree  great  classes  to  wh.ch  I  have 
ri  fcrred  are  ftwnd.  But  as  tlte  Sen.Ate  have  already  de* 
cided  to  send  two  of  the  subjects  to  the  Committee  on 
Manufiictures,  to  tliat  comm.ttee  should  the  tlnrd  be  wnt 
also. 

Mr.  Bibb's  proposition  wss  then  decided  in  the  affirma- 
tive, by  the  following  vote: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Dallas,  Dudley, 
Ells,  Forsyth,  Gnimiy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane, 
K.iig,  Mangiim,  Marcy,  M  Her,  Moorr,  Poindexter,  Robin* 
40II,  SmiUi,  Taxewell,  Tipton,  Troup,  l\ler.  White, 
W.lkins.— 26.  / 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dicker-w 
son,    Cwing,   Foot,    Frelmghiiysen,   Holmes,   Johnston, 
Knight,  Piciitiss,  Uobbinii,  Rhggles,  Seymour,  SJsbee, 
Spragiie,  TomliiMon,  Wagj^annui,  Webster.— 3 J. 

The  Seiutte  then  adjourned. 

FxiOAT,  Mabcb  33. 
THE  PUBLIC  LANDS. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  submitted  the  following: 

JUtobui,  That  tlie  Committee  on  Manufaettiret  be  In* 

strueted  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  d.stributing  the 

public  Unds,  or  the  p.  oceeds  of  the  sales  thereof,  among 

the  several  States,  on  equitable  principles. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  supported  this  resolution-  in  a  speech 

of  €oiiMlenble  length.  Mejutl»fi«dth«refereoGe,ott  the 


639 


GALES  &.  8£ATOt\'S  REGISTER 


640 


SlVATZ.] 


Unclaimed  Dimdendt, — JipportUmment  BiU, 


[Mar»  26,  TT,  im. 


ground  that  the  other  Bubiecti  connected  with  the  public 
kinds  having  been  referrea  to  that  coromitteet  the  Senate 
could  not  consistently  refuse  to  allow  the  whole  subject 
to  be  committed  to  them.  He  adTOcated  the  rights  of  all 
the  States  to  participate  in  the  territory  acquired  by  the 
blood  and  treasure  of  all  in  the  vaiious  wars  and  treaties 
which  had  taken  place  since  the  constitution  was  adopted. 
He  spoke  at  lengtli  in  support  of  the  reference,  and  con* 
sidered  that  the  object  of  those  who  had  supported  the 
reference  yesterday  of  the  subject  to  this  committee,  was 
to  enlist  tlie  members  coming  from  the  new  States  in  the 
ranks  of  the  opposition  to  the  tariff,  by  holding  out  tl)e 
inducement  that  they  should  receive  in  consequence  the 
exclusive  benefit  of  those  lands.  He  also  argued  that  one 
important  effect  of  dividing  the  proceeds  of  the  lands 
.  among  the  States  would  be  to  reduce  the  dangerous  and 
increasing^  influence  of  Executive  patronage. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  moved  to  strike  out  *<the  Commit- 
tee on  Manufactures,''  and  insert  *<  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands." 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HAYNE,  the  resolution  and  amend- 
ments were  laid  on  the  table. 

The  resolutions  offered  yesterday  by  Mr.  Wilkiks 
were  taken  up. 

Mr.  WIL.RINS  rose  to  explain  his  views  which  he  had 
presented  ye&terday  on  offering  an  amendment  to  the  re- 
solution of  Mr.  Clat,  and  which  had  been  mistaken  by 
gentlemen,  wlio  had  understood  him  to  express  the  opinion 
that  incidental  protection  was  all  that  the  constitution 
would  allow.  He  did  not  mean  to  be  so  understood;  he  was 
of  the  opinion  that  this  question  was  not  under  considera- 
tion! and  the  Senate  were  not  now  called  upon  to  decide 
the  abstract  question  whether  a  law  can  be  passed  for  the 
sole  purpose  of  protection.  The  present  object  was  to 
ascertain  whether  they  could  not  so  arrange  the  duties 
imposed  for  revenue,  as  incidentally  to  protect  manufac- 
tures. Mr.  W.  was  proceeding  to  show  that  the  object  of 
the  resolution  was  to  obtain  important  information  relating 
to  the  adjustment  of  the  tariff;  when 

Mr.  SMITH  inquired  if  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylva- 
nia was  in  order.  There  were  reasons  why  be  should  not 
proceed:  one  was,  that  it  was  out  of  order;  another,  that 
there  was  an  important  bill  that  he  [Mr.  S.]  wished  to  call 
up  now,  making  appropriations  for  the  ainny  during  the 
year  1832. 

The  Senate  then  passed  to  other  business,  which  occu- 
pied the  remainder  of  the  sitting;  after  which. 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  Monday. 

MoiTDAT,  March  26. 

The  resolutions  submitted  yesterday  by  Mr.  Wilkihs 
were  taken  up,  and  agreed  to. 

UNCLAIMED  DIVIDENDS. 

The  resolution  some  time  ago  offered  by  Mr.  Sfbaouk, 
calling  for  a  list  of  the  names  of  persons  owning  unclaim- 
ed dividends  on  public  stocks«*Was  taken  up. 
^  Mr.  SPRAGUE  said,  it  appears  tliat  we  have  in  the 
possession  of* the  Government  about  200,000  dollars,  be- 
longing to  persons  who  have  owned  stock  in  the  funds. 
The  dividends  are  unclaimed,  because  the  persons  to 
whom  they  belong  are  ignorant  of  the  fact  that  tl^ose 
whom  they  represent,  as  heirs  or  administrators,  ever 
owned  stock  on  which  the  dividends  had  not  been  drawn. 
He  thought  it  was  due  to  honesty  to  g^ve  to  the  public  the 
information,  in  order  that  the  persons  Interested  may  be 
made  aware  of  their  rights. 

Mr.  CLAY  opposed  the  resolution,  as  opening  a  wide 
door  to  fraud — as  giving  an  invitation  to  impostors  to 
come  forward,  with  their  wax  and  parchment,  and  claim 
money  which  does  not  belong  to  them,  because  there  is 
nobody  to  dispute  their  claims.  The  Government -was 
not  bound,  as  a  public  debtor,  to  publish  a  list  of  the 


names  of  its  creditors.  The  old  Bank  of  the  United 
States  never  published  any  list  of  the  names  of  its  credit- 
ors, though  they  created  a  fund  for  their  payment  He 
thought  it  would  be  bitter  for  the  members  of  Congreii 
and  others  to  look  oveii^e  books,  and  give  the  information 
to  such  claimants  as  may  be  within  their  knowledge.  This, 
he  thought,  would  be  a  sufficient  degree  of  publicity. 

Mr.  SMITH  stated  that  Congress  had  umformly  decid- 
ed against  the  proposition  to  publish  the  names,  for  the 
reasons  just  given  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  spoke  again  in  support  of  bis  resolu- 
tion, and  contended  that  there  was  more  danger  of  fraud 
now  by  forgery,  while  the  names  are  known  only  to  a  few, 
than  t&ere  would  be  were  they  known  to  all.  It  was  easy 
now  for  an  impostor  to  make  a  demand,  with  a  proapect 
of  success,  for  the  rightful  owner  could  not  contest  it 
He  also  argued  that  the  publicity  would  give  no  greater 
feasibility 'to  fraud  than  is  given  every  year,  in  the  case  of 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  by  publishing  the  namca 
of  its  stockholders  and  the  number  of  shares  owned  by 
them. 

Mr.  SILSBEE  supported  the  resolution. 

Mr.  CLAY  said,  the  gentleman  from  Maine  begged  the 
question,  )>y  assuming  that  the  money  belonged  to  some 
person  in  existence.  The  fact  more  probably  is,  that  the 
owners  are  dead,  without  leaving  heirs  or  representativea. 
He  alluded  to  the  frauds  committed  by  claimants  for  pen- 
sions, and  property  destroyed  on  the  Niagara  frontier. 
Pensions  had  been  paid  for  persons  who  were  afterwarda 
found  to  have  been  long  dead,  and  claims  allowed  for  pro- 
perty which  never  had  existence. 

Mr.  TYLER  gave  an  instance  in  which  he  was  himself 
near  being  made  an  instrument  of  a  fraud  of  this  sort.  A 
person  manu&ctured  a  widow  and  a  set  of  papers,  and  sent 
them  to  him  to  obtain  for  him  ilie  five  years'  tu)]  pay  allow- 
ed by  law  to  the  widows  of  soldiers  killed  in  the  service. 
He  concurred  in  the  inews  of  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky, as  to  the  inexpediency  of  adopting  the  resolution. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  referrwi  to  cases  of  fraud  arising 
from  the  publication  of  the  names  of  those  entitled  to 
bounty  lands:  and  mmilar  frauds  would,  he  thought,  bs 
invited  by  the  pi|blication  of  tliose  names. 

The  discussion  was  coutinued  by  Messrs.  HAYN£i 
SMITH,  TAZEWELL,  and  CLAYTON  against  the  reso- 
lution, and  Mr.  SPRAGUE  for  it;  after  which. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CLAYTON,  the  resolution  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


TvBSDAT,  Makch  27. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CLAY,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  the 
connderation  of  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  certain  importers 
of  merchandise,  without  notice  of  the  act  of  M»y  f^ 
1828;  and  af^er  a  long  discussion  of  its  details,  in  which 
Mr.  CLAY,  Mr.  SILSBEE,  Mr.  SMITH,  Mr.  TYLER, 
Mr.*  HAYNE,  Mr.  FORSYTH,  Mr.  FOOT,  Mr.  MAHCY, 
Mr.  KNIGHT,  Mr.  DALLAS,  Mr.  SPRAGUE,  Mr. 
WEBSTER,  and  Mr.  WILKINS  engaged,  it  wasrecom- 
mitted  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

AP^»ORT10NMENT  BILL. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WILKINS,  the  bill  apportioning  ro> 
presentatives  among  the  several  States  of  tlie  Union,  va* 
taken  up — the  question  being  on  the  motion  to  reconsider 
the  vote  by  which  Mr.  Wsbstsr's amendment  was  rejected. 

Afler  some  debate  on  a  question  of  order  which  arose, 

Mr.  CLAY  spoke  briefly  upon  the  question  of  reconsi- 
deration. Were  this  a  question  for  the  first  time  P**^^' 
ed,  he  might  decide  in  favor  of  the  representation  of  fr«c- 
tions;  but,  as  he  considered  that  the  question  had  lonf 
been  put  at  rest  by  the  decisions  and  practice  of  the  G^ 
vernment,  he  should  feel  himself  compelled  to  vote  againn 
any  bill  providing  for  fractional  representation-  »* 
should,  however,  vote  in  fiivor  of  a  recwnmitment  of  tof 
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bill,  in  tlie  hope  that  some  means  mig^ht  be  devised  for 
rendering  it  more  acceptable  to  the  several  States. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  to  reconsi- 
der, and  decided  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  HOLMES  moved  that  the  bill  be  recommitted  to 
the  select  committee  from  which  it  was  reported. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  expressed  a  wish  tliat  before  the  Senate 
proc«ede<l  further  in  X\\t  matter,  a  vote  might  be  taken 
in  full  Senate  (now  there  were  furty.seveii  present,  and 
to-morrow  tlie  whole  number  would  be  here)  upon 
the  representation  of  residuums  on  fractions.  He  sug- 
gested, therefore,  the  expediency  of  trying  that  question, 
before  the  Senate  proceeded  any  further.  If  the  question 
wtA  postponed  till  to-morrow,  the  absent  Senators  would 
probably  attend.  If  the  Senate  should  decide  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  representation  effractions,  then  the  bill  might  be 
recommitted  with  a  view  to  such  other  attention  as  might 
render  it  less  unequal  in  its  character. 

Mr.  FOHSYI'H  was  willing  to  adopt  the  course  sug- 
gested by  the  gentleman  from  Massacliusetts,  but  thought 
that  tlie  question  had  better  bt  taken  immediately,  as 
there  was  little- probability  that  tlie  Senate  would  be  fuller 
to-morrow  tlian  it  now  is. 

Mr.  HOLMES  withdrew  his  motion. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  said  it  was  evident  that  the  Senate  was 
not  now  prepared  to  act  upon  the  bill.  He  hoped  that 
the  question  on  the  representation  of  fractions  would  be 
taken  in  full  Senate.  He  moved  that  the  bill  be  recom- 
mitted to  a  select  committee  of  five,  witiiout  instructions. 
By  the  time  the  report  was  made,  the  absent  Senators 
would  return. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  was  still  doubtful  as  to  the  consti- 
tutionality of  the  representation  of  fractions,  but  he  was 
anxious,  by  an  alteration  of  the  ratio,  to  amend  the  bill  in 
a  manner  which  will  secure  to  the  old  States  their  present 
number  of  representatives.  He  hoped  that  the  bill  wouhl 
be  recommitted  to  a  select  committee,  and,  if  he  could 
bring  his  mind  to  tlie  support  of  the  representation  of 
fractions,  he  sliould  do  it  with  pleasure,  as  it  certainly 
produce<l  a  more  equitable  restdt  tiian  any  other  mode. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  did  not  believe  that  a'ny  one  Senator 
had  changed  his  mind  on  the  question  of  tiic  constitution- 
ality of  representing  fractions.  He  proposed,  therefore, 
that  the  vote  should  be  taken  now  on  that  question;  and 
if  it  should  be  found  that  the  result  would  be  varied  by 
the  presence  of  the  Senator  from  Delaware,  [Mr.  Nau- 
]>Ai3r,]  he  would  move  a  reconsideration  of  the  vote  on 
Mr.  WxB stem's  amendment;  and 

The  questitm  being  taken  on  the  reconsideration,  it  was 
determined  in  the  affirmative,  by  yeas  and  nays,  asfoilowK 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,   Buckner,    Ciiamberlf 
Clayton,  Cljiy,  Dlckerjion,  Kwing,   Foot,  Frelinghuysen, 
Hayne,,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Mangum,  Miller,  Poiu- 
dexter^    Prentiss>    Bobbins,    Seymour,    ^iUbee,  Smith, 
Spmgiie,  Tomlinsoii,  Waggaman,  Webster. — 26. 

XAYS. — Messrs.  Bibb,  Brown,  Dallas,  Dudley,  Ellis, 
Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  King, '  Marcy,.^ 
Robinson,   Rtiggles,  I'azewell,   Tipton,    Troup,    Tyler,' 
White,  Wilkins.— 20. 

The  bill  was  then,  after  considcraWe  conversation,  re- 
committed to  a  select  committee  of  lire  members,  viz. 
Messrs.  WxasTKa,  Clattoit,  Ma^toum,  Fobsttb,  and 
Hatvx,  to  consider  and  report  thereon. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


He  felt  some  difficulty  with  regard  to  the  proper  disposi- 
tion of  the  memorial.  The  general  snbject  was  one,  than 
which,  perhaps,  no  other  had  more  »enously  engaged  the 
attention  of  the  people  of  this  country.  No  man,  he  pre- 
sumed, could  fail  to  cherish  the  hope  that  at  some  day  or 
other,  however  distant,  and  in  some  mode,  the  country 
would  be  rid  of  this  the  darkest  spot  on  its  mantle.  How 
that  was  to  be  accomplished,  it  was,  perhaps,  not  allowa- 
ble to  the  present  generation  to  foresee.  All,  however, 
must  unite  in  the  hope  that,  at  the  proper  time,  the  proper 
means  would  be  Revised  to  arrive  at  this  most  desirable 
end.  With  respect  to  the  constitutional  question  involved, 
he  entertained  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  the  subject  of 
abolition  of  slavery  could  not  be  touched  by  the  General 
Government;  it  belonged  peculiarly  and  exclusively  to 
the  States  where  slavery  existed;  they,  and  they  alone, 
were  directly  concerned;  and  they  only  had  the  power  to 
entertain  the  question.  With  respect,  iiowever,  to  the 
great  question  of  the  final  disposition  of  the  African  race 
among  us,  he  woidd  take  the  liberty  to  remark  that,  in 
hi!<  opinion,  the  first  great  effort  should  be  to  rid  our 
country  of  the  free  blacks  as  a  preliminary  measure.  In 
that  object,  all  the  States  had  a  common  interest — none 
were  exclusively  interested.  Whether  the  General  Go- 
vernment possessed  powers  to  accompfsh  that  obj^cf,  was 
a  question  of  g^eat  and  serious  import,  and  deserved  a 
more  careftd  and  thorough  investigation  than  in  the  pre- 
sent sUte  of  the  country  could  be  probably  made.  Tlie 
idea  had  been  entertained  by  some,  whose  opinions  were 
entitled  to  much  respect,  that,  in  reference  to  the  public 
lands,  Congress  possessed  more  extensive  powers  than  it 
does  in  respect  to  appropriations  of  tlie  ordinary  revenue 
of  the  country.  This  was  a  question  of  great  importance, 
and  required  the  most  serious  consideration.  It  was  not 
Mr.  C.'s  intention  to  press  at  this  time  any  decision  on  the 
question  he  had  suggested.  When  questions  of  such  deep 
and  exciting  interest  agitated  the  country  from  Maine  to 
Georgpa,  literally;  when  Congress  was  already  engaged 
with  a  subject,  the  settlement  of  which  was  so  important 
to  the  present  and  future  welflire  of  the  Union,  he  did  not 
think  it  expedient  to  introduce  any  new  topic  likely  to 
produce  fresh  causes  of  excitemer.t.  He  did,  however, 
sincerely  entertain  the  hope  that  the  day  was  not  far  dis- 
tant when,  forgetting  all  that  now  tended  to  distract  and 
excite  us,  and  recollecting  that  we  were  a  common  peo- 
ple, alfke  interested  in  the  common  prosperity,  we  could, 
without  any  of  those  objections,  take  this  great  question 
into  full  consideration,  and  dispose  of  it  in  a  manner  con- 
genial with  ttie  feelings,  as  well  as  the  interests  of  all. 
He  would  now  content  himself  with  the  simple  discharge 
of  his  duty  in  presenting  the  memorial,  in  asking  for  its 
reading,  and  in  moving  to  lay  it  on  the  table. 

Mr.  UAYNE  said,  before  the  gentleman  makes  his  mo- 
tion to  lay  the  memorial  on  the  table,  1  wish  to  make  a 
few  observations  in  relation  to  its  present  and  ultimate  ob- 
jects. The  subject  is  one  not  only  of  deep  interest,  but 
calculated  to  prodtice  very  unpleasant  feelings  at  the 
>outh,  where  it  was  perfectly  understood  in  all  its  rela- 
tions. This  was  not  the  first  time  that  questions  of  that 
nature  had  been  presented  to  the  Senate.  On  one  occa* 
s'ion  no  notice  had  been  taken  of  the  memorial;  and  on  the 
other,  a  report  had  been  made  by  the  committee  who  had 
the  subject  under  consideration,  adverse  to  the  objects  of 
the  memorialists.  Mr.  H.  was  glad  that  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  did  not  intend  to  press  any  decision  at  this  time, 
as  that  would  undoubtedly  tend  to  increase  the  excitement 
which  now  prevails  in  one  quarter  of  the  Union.  It  was 
true  that  in  the  appropriation,  by  Congress,  of  funds 
asked  for  to  accomplish  the  objects  of  the  Colonization 
Society,  the  question  of  slavery  was  not  directly  touched| 
but  he  must  be  blind  who  did  not  see  that,  if  the  powers 
of  the  General  Government  were  conceded  to  carry  hito 
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Mr.  CLAY  rose,  and  said  he  had  received  a  memorial 
signed  by  a  large  number  of  the  citizens  of  Kentucky,  in- 
viting the  attention  of  Congress  to  the  subject  of  the 
colonization  of  the  free  blacks  on  tlie  coast  of  Africa,  and 
requesting  the  aid  of  Congress  to  accomplish  that  object.  |  effect  the  first  preliminary  measures  of  the  Society,  the 
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colonization  of  the  free  people  of  color  on  the  coast  of 
Africa,  Its  power  to  accomplish  the  ultimate  object  in 
Tiew,  the  removal  of  the  whole  of  the  African  race  from  the 
United  States,  would,  in  due  time,  be  claimed  as  a  neces- 
sary consequence.  The  advocates  of  this  scheme  avow 
the  principle  of  the  constitutional  power  of  the  Federal 
Government,  which  covers  the  whole  g^und.  Wlrnt  is 
It?  The  right  in  the  Federal  Government  to  impose  taxes 
and  appropriate  money  for  purposes  of  colonization^^ 
power  certainly  not  to  be  found  in  the  constitution  of  the 
United  States,  never  recognised  by  the  States,  and  which 
rests  on  the  assumption  that  the  power  of  taxation  and  ap- 
propriation, in  which  the  colored  population  exists,  is  un- 
Umited.  -  Th^  Southern  States  would  never  feel  secure, 
with  regard  to  this  question,  unless  the  powers  of  this 
Government,  to  levy  and  distribute  money,  were  limited 
to  the  definite  objects  specified  in  the  constitution;  and, 
unless  that  Question  was  settled,  he,  for  one,  would  never 
feel  secure  lor  the  rights  or  the  property  of  the  Southern 
States,  exposed,  as  they  will  be,  to  be  constantly  assailed 
tbrourh  the  treasury  of  the  United  States.  Mr.  H.  was 
glad  that  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  had  disclaimed  any 
mtention  to  touch  the  question  of  slavery.  He  himself 
should  certainly  not  enter  upon  it  It  was  a  question  he 
would  never  willingly  permit  to  be  brought  into  question 
here,  for  it  was  altogether  a  domestic  question,  and  be- 
longed exclusively  to  the  States  where  slavery  existed.  If 
it  was  a  curse,  the  burden  was  on  the  South,  and  let 
them  bear  it;  if  it  was  a  blessing,  it  was  theirs,  and  there 
let  the  matter  rest  Mr.  H.  repeated  that  he  was  glad 
that  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  did  not  intend  to  press 
tliis  question  at  the  present  time.  It  was  one  that  could 
not  be  raised  without  creating  alarm  in  the  States  pecu- 
liarly interested.  South  Carolina  has,  years  ago,  entered 
her  solemn  protest  against  any  action  by  the  General  Go- 
vernment on  the  subject  of  colonization.  Georgia  has 
done  the  same.  And  other  Southern  States  have  declared 
similar  sentiments  on  the  subject.  He  [Mr.  H.]  had  risen 
.  to  give  timely  notice  that  he  would  resist,  to  the  utmost, 
now,  and  at  all  times  hereafter,  any  attempt  to  touch  the 
colored  population,  by  the  interposiUon  of  the  General 
Government.  It  is  a  matter  which  belongs,  exclusively, 
to  the  several  States,  and  Congress  cannot  interfere  with 
it  by  appropriations  of  money,  or  otherwise,  without  as- 
suming a  power  not  conferred  upon  them  by  the  constitu- 
tion; a  power  capable  of  being  perverted,  and  which,  he 
verily  believed,  would  be  perverted  to  objects  absolutely 
fatal  to  the  Southern  States. 

Mr.  CLAY  s^d  it  was  not  his  intention  to  engage  in  any 
^fiscussion  at  this  time.  But,  while  he  nright  be  allowed 
to  sav  that  he  perfectly  agreed  with  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina,  that  the  General  Government  could  not, 
constitutionally,  entertain  for  a  moment  the  question  of 
abolition  of  slavery,  he  could  not  agree  with  him  that  the 
subject  of  colonizing  the  free  blacks  belonged  exclu- 
sively to  South  Carolina,  Geoi^a,  and  other  protesting 
States.  The  gentleman  was  misuken  in  supposing  him- 
self the  organ  of  all  the  Southern  States  where  slavery 
was  tolerated. 

[Here  Mr.  HAYNE  expUined,  and  denied  that  he  un- 
dertook to  speak  as  the  organ  of  all  the  Southern  States. 
He  had  referred  to  the  protests  of  South  Carolina,  Geor- 
gia, and  other  States,  and  had  expressed  the  views  of  the 
State  he  in  part  represented.] 

Mr.  CLAY  continued.  Witli  regard  to  the  slave  ques- 
tion, the  States  mentioned  by  the  gentleman  were  not  the 
only  ones  concerned.  There  was  the  State  of  Maryland, 
the  State  he  represented,  (Kentucky,)  and  some  of  the 
pouthwestern  States.  But  Mr.  C.  repeated  sgain,  that,  as 
respected  slaveiy,  there  was  not  a  particle  of  power  in 
the  General  Government  to  touch  the  question;  and  he 
should  not,  nor  was  it  necessary  for  him  to  enter  upon  it. 
But  the  question^  ss  respected  the  money  power  of  the 


Government,  was  emphatically  a  South  Carolina  question. 
It  was  from  two  of  the  moat  eminent  men  that  South  Caro- 
lina had  ever  produced,  that  he  first  heard,  on  the  floor 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  the  doctrine  broached 
that  the  power  in  the  General  Government  to  appropriate 
money  was  without  limit  or  restriction.  When  he  first 
hotfd  that  doctrine,  he  had  expressed  his  decided  disap- 
probation of  it,  and  contended,  as  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  now  does,  that  the  money  power  of  the  GovemiDent 
was  limited  by  the  other  powers  granted  in  the  constitu- 
tion. With  regpard  to  the  appropriations  of  the  public 
lands,  that  was  another  question.  It  liad  been  contended 
by  some  that  Congress  had  the  power  to  dispose  of  them 
at  will;  but,  assuming  the  existence  of  such  unlimited 
control,  whether  it  would  be  proper  to  apply  their  pro- 
ceeds to  the  colonization  of  tne  free  blacks  or  not,  he 
would  not  now  give  an  opinion.  When  the  proper  lime 
had  arrived,  he  hoped  the  subject  would  have  the  fullest 
consideration.  But  the  question,  as  it  respected  the  free 
blacks,  was  not  peculiarly  a  Southern  question;  the  great 
Northern  capitals  contained  a  coropaiatively  greater  por- 
tion of  that  population  than  any  other  portion  of  the 
Union.  The  State  of  Maryland,  which,  according  to  the 
late  census,  contained  a  very  large  portion  of  tbetn,  had 
constantly,  earnestly,  and  enthusiastically,  raised  her  voice, 
in  favor  of  the  objects  of  the  Colonization  Society.  The 
question  of  colonization,  then  belong^  to  all  the  States 
where  free  blacks  were  to  be  found,  and  they  were  to  be 
found  in  every  one  of  them,  and  they  had  all,  therefore, 
the  unquestionable  right  to  confer  with  the  slaveho]din|^ 
States  as  to  the  expediency  of  applying  such  means  as  the 
General-  Government  can  constitutionally  apply  towards 
ridding  themselves  of  the  evil  by  colonization.  It  was 
true  that  the  friends  of  the  Colonization  Society  had  con- 
tended that  the  right  to  remove  the  free  blacks  existed  in 
the  General  Government;  and  that,  as  this  part  of  the 
bUck  population  was  moved  off,  the  several  States  them- 
selves might  deem  it  proper  to  introduce  a  system  of  gra- 
dual emancipation,  such  as  was  introduced  by  Franklin  in 
Pennsylvania,  in  1779;  but  no  mennber  of  the  Coloniza- 
tion Society,  to  Mr.  C.*s  knowledge,  had  ever  advocated 
the  power  of  Congress,  after  removing  the  free  blacks,  to 
emancipate  and  remove  the  slaves.  The  latter  question 
was  one  for  Virginia,  South  Carolina,  Georgia,  and  other 
slaveholding  States,  each  acting  for  itself  alone,  to  de- 
cide. The  only  aim  of  the  Colonization  S6ciety  was  the 
colonization  of  the  free  blacks,  with  their  consent,  aided 
by  such  means  as  may  be  supplied  by  the  benevolence  of 
individuals,  or  the  liberality  of  Government,  leaving  un- 
touched the  subject  of  slavery  in  the  hands  of  the  several 
States,  to  whom  it  exclusively  belongs.  With  these  ex- 
planations, called  forth  by  the  observations  of  the  Sena- 
tor  from  South  Carolina,  he  should  rest  the  case,  and, 
unless  some  gentleman  wished  to  speak  on  the  subject,  be 
should  move  to  lay  the  memorial  on  the  table. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  said,  the  deep  interest  felt  in  Mary- 
land, in  regard  to  the  question,  must  excuse  him  for  say- 
ing a  word.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  had  remarked, 
justly,  that  no  State  in  the  Union  had  so  large  a  popula- 
tion of  free  blacks  as  Maryland;  a  population  of  which  the 
State  was  anxiously  disposed  to  rid  itself.  It  was  equally 
true  that  tlie  Colonization  Society  had  been  regarded  as 
presenting  the  most  probable  facilities  to  effect  this  most 
desirable  result.  The  Society  had,  therefore,  been  che- 
rished and  aided  by  the  State,  and  an  appropriation  from 
its  treasury  was  annually  made  to  promote  toe  objects  of 
the  Society.  He  would  take  leave  to  say,  however,  that 
while  the  State  was  thus  affording  aid  and  encouragement 
to  the  Society,  it  would  be  a  most  egregious  error  to  stip- 
pose  that  this  was  done  in  any  purpose  to  countenance  a 
power  in  the  General  Government  to  interpose,  in  anf 
manner,  or  in  any  degree,  with  the  question  of  slavery. 
On  this  question  Maryland  is  altogether  a  Southern  State. 
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Neither  South  Carolrna,  nor  any  other  State,  Mrill  be  found 
more  firm  or  more  prompt  to  protest  againtt  the  assump- 
tion of  any  such  power  by'  the  National  Legislature.  Such 
was  the  state  of  reeling' and  opinion  of  his  State;  and  wViIe 
he  had  the  honor  to  be  an  org^n  of  that  feeling  and  opinion, 
it  should  be  most  fully  expressed. 

But  the  objects  of  this  Society  had  never  been  consider- 
ed by  the  people  of  Maryland  to  be  such  as  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  now  describes.  That  Senator  roust 
be  altogether  mistaken  in  reference  to  those  objects.  He 
was  justified  in  this  remark,  not  onljr  by  the  fkct  which  be 
had  stated,  of  the  encouragement  given  by  Maryland,  but 
alfo  by  the  concurrent  testimony  ofthe  States  of  Delaware, 
Virginia,  Geor^a,  and  Tennessee,  all  slavehplding  States, 
snd  each  of  which  had»  in  the  most  formal  and  deliberate 
manner,  approved  the  objects  ofthe  Society.  It  was  im- 
possible to  conceive  that  these  States  could  have  express- 
ed their  approbation  of  an  institution,  the  very  purpose  iff 
which  was  to  asnil  an  interest,  in  re^d  to  which,  above 
all  others,  they  were  singularly  sensitive. 

It  mils  but  an  act  of  justice  to  the  Society  to  vindicate  it 
from  the  imputations  made.  That  some  individual  mem- 
bers may  have  united  themselves  with  it,  in  the  expecta- 
tion of  effecting  the  purposes  suggested,  was  quite  possi- 
ble. For  the  Utent  purposes  of  its  members,  no  Society' 
could  be  responsible,  if  ttiey  are  not  encouragred  by  the 
avowed  and  acknowledged  doctrines  of  the  Society.  The 
constitution  and  terms  of  the  association  repudiate  all 
idea  of  interference  between  the  owners  of  slaves  and  their 
legal  rights  as  secured  by  the  local  laws. 

That  many  individuals,  members  of  the  Society — if  gen- 
tlemen so  pleased— most  ofthe  members,  looked  to  the  pe- 
riod when,  by  the  facilities  to  promote  the  comfort  and 
happiness  of  our  black  population,  it  should  be  practica- 
ble to  emancipate  slaves  without  the  certain  infliction  of 
misery  and  degradation;  when,  by  removing  them  to  a 
distance,  they  may  be  placed  in  a  condition  to  enjoy  those 
advantages  which  the  state  of  society  must  deny  to  them 
in  this  country,  and  anticipated,  as  one  of  the  results  of 
this  altered  condition  of  matters,  a  g^radual  change  of 
opinion  upon  the  subject  of  emancipation,  was,  he  thouglit, 
strictly  in  accordance  with  the  fact. 

If  it  be  matter  of  reproach  that  the  Society  was  likely  to 
be  instrumental  in  enecting  such  a  change  in  the  condi- 
tion of  the  country  as  to  lead  intelligent  men,  in  the  full 
and  free  exercise  of  their  uncontrolled  judgment,  to  adopt 
a  difiercnt  course  of  conduct  from  that  which  they  were 
now  reluctantly  compelled  to  pursue,  he  would  admit  the 
propriety  of  this  rebuke.  So  far  from  agreeing  to  this 
propoution,  however,  he,  for  one,  most  anxiously  and  ear- 
nestly desired  to  see  the  condition  of  the  colored  popuk- 
tion  of  the  United  States  so  provided  for  as  to  enaMe 
those  who  now  held  them  in  servitude  to  emancipate  them 
with  any  rational  prospect  of  advancing  their  intellectual, 
moral,  or  religious  character.  To  emancipate  them  now 
was  thought  by  many,  and,  he  believed,  from  much  ob- 
servation, accurately  thought,  to  doom  them  to  penury 
and  want,  to  a  life  or  degraded  vice  and  mfamy,  and  very 
oi^n  to  an  ignominious  death  as  malefactors. 

He  regretted  to  hear  from  the  honorable  Senator,  ^r. 
Hatsx,]  that  obstacles  would  always  be  presented,^  tnd 
resistance  made  to  any  effort  for  removing  from  the  o^n- 
try  the  free  people  of  color.  He  bad  reflected  much  u|^n 
this  important  subject,  and  believed  that  means  mi^ht 
be  devised  for  their  removal,  in  perfect  accordance  with 
the  interests  and  feelings  of  the  South,  and  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  constitution,  as  it  exists,  or  as  it 
may  readily  be  modified.  The  evil  was  one  of  which  all 
complainedf  the  means  of  relief  from  it  should  originate, 
he  bought,  with  the  slaveholding  portion  of  the  Union, 
who  best  understood  the  general  subjecti  and  whatever 
system  they  should  introduce,  he  was  quite  persuaded 
ether  parts  of  the  Union  would  yield  a  willing^  support. 


The  present  might  not  be  the  most  denrable  period  for 
the  effort,  but  he  hoped  the  appropriate  time  was  not  dis- 
tant. The  question  must  be  i4>proached  with  a  calm  spirit 
of  conciliation,  and  in  the  true  purpose  to  accomplish  a 
necessary  object  by  the  most  acceptable  means.  Tne  Go- 
vernment has  the  ability;  and  when  the  feelings,  interests, 
and  wishes  of  all  could  be  gratified  by  calling  into  exer- 
cise the  power  now  possessed  bv  the  Government,  or  vest- 
ing it  with  whatever  additional  power  may  be  required, 
he  could  not  conceive  why  the  effort  should  not  be  soon 
and  zealously  made  to  rid  ourselves  of  this  great  and  ac- 
knowledged evil-M)f  a  free  black  population. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said,  in  reply,  that  he  had  expressly  stat- 
ed, in  the  beginning,  that  he  did  not  intend  to  enter,  at 
this  time,  into  the  merits  of  the  Colonization  Society; 
when  that  question  came  before  the  Senate,  he  should  be 
prepared  to  give  it  a  thorough  exsmination.  At  present 
he  must  be  permitted  to  make  one  or  two  observations  in 
reply  to  the  gentlemen  from  Kentucky  and  Blar^land. 
Some  of  the  most  respectable  and  distinguished  individuals 
who  were  members  or  advocates  of  the  Colonization  So* 
ciety,  had  avowed  that  they  viewed  that  scheme  as  chiefly 
valuable,  because  it  looked  eventually  to  a  removal  nf  the 
whole  ofthe  African  race  from  the  United  States,  and  the 
consequent  abolition  of  slavery.  The  Senator  frma  Mary- 
land had  declared  tliat  the  State  he  represented  was 
friendly  to  the  objects  ofthe  Society,  and  made  an  annual 
appropriation  towards  it.  Mr.  H.  hoped  that  Senator  did 
not  understand  him  as  objecting  to  any  separate  action  by 
the  States  on  this  subject;  that  was  a  matter  for  their  own 
sound  discretion.  The  States  might  contribute  what  money 
they  pleased  to  the  removal  of  their  own  free  people  of 
color,  and  no  one  had  a  right  to  complain;  his  objection 
was  to  the  General  Government  taking  a  matter  in  hand 
with  which  they  had  no  constitutional  right  to  interfere. 
With  reg^*d  to  the  dbtinction  drawn  by  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky,  between  an  appropriation  of  the  public  lands 
and  the  public  money,  he  would  not  then  enter  into  a  dis- 
cussion, though  he  confessed  he  could  see  no  difference 
in  the  principle.  He  would  only  now  repeat,  that  when- 
ever the  General  Government  should  assert  the  power  to 
levy  and  appropriate  money,  or  to  apply  the  public  lands 
towards  the  objects  of  the  Colonization  Society,  it  would 
inevitably  lead  to  the  consequences  which  he  had  depre- 
cated— for  it  would  rest  on  an  assumption  of  power  not  to 
be  found  in  the  constitution;  and  when  the  rights  of  the 
Southern  States  should  come  to  be  held  by  no  better  te- 
nure than  the  discretion  of  Congp'ess,  he  should  consider 
their  value  as  gone  forever.  His  only  obiect,  at  this 
time,  however,  was  to  enter  his  protest;  as  ne  bad  often 
done  before,  against  any  such  exercise,  by  Congress  of 
what  he  must  consider  as  unconstitutional  power* 

The  memorial  was  then  laid  on  the  table. 

The  Senate  tiien  proceeded,  on  the  motion  of  Mr. 
SMITH,  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill  from  the  House 
of  Representatives  for  the  support  of  Government.  Seve- 
ral amendments  to  the  same,  reported  by  the  Committee 
on  Finance,  were  read  and  agreed  to;  but  before  the  bill 
was  gone  through,  on  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  it  was 
laid  on  the  table;  and  the  remuning  amendments  (thoM 
connected  with  the  diplomatic  intercourse)  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

Mr.  SILSBEE,  from  the  Committee  on  Finance,  repott- 
ed the  bill,  yesterday  recommitted,  for  the  relief  of  cer- 
tain importers  of  merchandise,  without  notice  ofthe  set 
of  Congress  passed  19th  May,  1838. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

TBvmsBAT,  Maecs  39. 

REFUNDING  OF  DUTIES. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  conader  the  ameadaoBt  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  Finance  to  th«  bUl  yettefv 
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day  recommitted,  to  exempt  from  duties  goods  imported 
witliout  notice  of  the  tariff  act  of  1828. 

Tlie  following  was  the  amendment,  being  a  substitute 
for  tlie  bill  which  had  been  referred; 

Be  it  enacted,  Uc.  That,  in  all  cases  in  which  foreign 
merchundise  was  imported  into  the  United  States  after 
the  thirtieth  day  of  June,  and  on  or  before  the  first  day 
of  September,  eighteen  hundred  and  twenty^eight,  and 
shall  have  paid  duties  to  the  United  Stattrs  according^  to 
the  rates  established  by  the  act  of  the  nineteenth  day  of 
May,  eighteen  himdred  and  twcnty-eigh*,  entitled  ••  An 
act  in  alteration  of  tiie  several  acts  imposing  duties  on 
imports,"  the  Secretary  of  the  Treastuy  be,  and  he  here- 
by is,  authorized  and  directed  to  refund,  out  of  any  mo- 
neys in  the  treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  so  much 
of  said  duties  as  was  first  created  or  imposed  by  safd  act, 
as  additional  to  the  duties  before  that  time,  and  retain  so 
much  only  as  said  merchandi.se  was  liable  to  previous  to 
the  passage  of  that  act:  Provided^  That  the  suid  duties 
have  not  been  returned  in  debentures  on  the  ej^portation 
of  said  merchandise. . 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  moved  to  amend  the  substitute,  bv 
inserting  the  1st  of  October  in  lieu  of  the  1st  of  Septem- 
ber; and,  after  some  discussion  on  the  part  of  Messrs. 
TAZEWELL,  SILSBEE,  DICKERSON.  SMITH,  FOOT, 
JOHNSTOX,  TYLER,  HAYNE,  FORSYTH,  and  WEB- 
STER, the  amendment  of  Mr.  Tazewell  was  negatived-— 
yeas  14;  and  the  substitute  was  agreed  to,  and  ordered  to 
be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading. 

PUBLIC  LANDS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  KING,  the  amendments  to  the  hill 
supplementary  to  the  several  laws  to  dispose  of  public 
lands  made  by  the  House  of  Representatives,  were  read 
and  considered.  The  first  was  concurred  in;  but  the 
question  being  to  concur  in  the  second,  allowing  entries 
of  forty  acre  lots,  &c.,  Mr..  E WING  spoke  in  opposition 
thereto. 

Mr.  MOORE  made  some  observations  in  favor  of  the 
principle  of  the  amendment,  but,  to  give  opportunity  for 
information,  moved  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table,  and  that 
the  amendment  be  printed. 

Mr.  BUCRNER  desiring  to  say  a  few  words  in  favor 
of  the  policy  of  the  amendment,  the  motion  to  lay  on  the 
table  was  withdrawn.  Mr.  B.  having  conchtded,  the  mo- 
tion of  Mr.  MOORE  was  renewed,  and  determined  in  the 
affirmative,  by  yeas  and  nays — 24  to  16. 

Mr.  FOOT  moved  to  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
the  hill  supplementary  to  the  act  for  the  relief  of  certain 
soldiers  and  officers  of  the  revolutions  but  tlie  motion  was 
negatived — yeas  14,  nays  20. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WHITE,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  the 
eonsiderationof  executive  business,*  and,  after  some  time. 

Adjourned. 

Frtdat,  Marcr  30. 
THE  TARIFF. 

Mr.  DICKERSON,  from  th«  Committee  on  Manufac- 
tures, to  which  had  been  referred,  on  the  22d  instant, 
tlie  following  subjects: 

1st.  The  resolution  submitted  by  Mr.  Cla.t,  proposing 
to  repeal  the  duties  on  all  articles  of  importation  not  com- 
ing into  competition  with  similar  articles  manufactured  in 
the  United  States,  except  wines  and  silks,  and  to  reduce 
the  duty  on  these  articles. 

2d.  Mr.  WiLKiNs  moTed  to  amend  the  first  resolution, 
by  striking  out  all  after  the  word  "  forthwith,'*  and  insert- 
ing the  following  words: 

So  far  reduced,  or  altogether  abolished,  as  to  bring 
down  the  amount  of  the  public  revenue  to  a  sum  Sufficient 
to  defray  the  ordinary  expenditures  of  the  Government 
aher  the  payment  of  the  national  debt,  as  proposed  in  the 
late  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  without 


a  view  to  a  surplus  revenue  for  distribution,  havhig  such 
regard  as  they  may  deem  expedient  to  such  an  ultimate 
equalization  of  duties  as  will  render  them  efficient  for  the 
purposes  of  their  imposition. 

3d.  Mr.  Hatitk's  motion  to  amend  the  sud  resolution, 
by  substituting  for  it  that  the  existing  duties  be  so  re<lucfd 
that  the  amount  of  the  public  revenue  shall  be  sufficient 
to  defray  the  expenses  of  the  Government,  according  to 
their  present  scale,  after  the  payment  of  the  public  debt; 
and  that,  allowing  a  reasonable  time  for  the  gradual  re- 
duction of  the  present  high  duties  on  the  articles  coming 
into  competition  with  similar  articles  made  or  produced 
in  the  Uitited  States,  the  duties  be  ultimately  equalized, 
so  that  the  duties  on  no  article  shall,  as  com pitred  with  the 
value  of  that  article,  vary  materially  from  Uie  general 
average. 

4th.  The  resolutions  introduced  by  Mr.  FoixszxTiiOfi 
the  22d  December,  as  follows:  ^ 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Finance  be  instructed 
to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  fixing  a  rate  of  duties 
on  foreign  imports,  not  to  exceed,  on  any  article  imported 
into  the  United  States,  more  than  twenty  per  cent,  ad  vs* 
lorem,  and  not  to  reduce  the  duty  on  any  article  so  im- 
ported, below  ten  per  cent,  ad  valorem;  and  to  arrange 
Mucii  duties,  having  regird  to  all  the  great  interests  of  tiie 
country,  so  as  to  produce  a  nett  revenue  of  not  less  than 
fifteen  millions  of  dollars  annually. 

Resolvedj  That  the  said  committee  be  further  instructed 
to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  giving  effect  and  ope- 
ration to  the  said  syslem  of  duties  on  the  30tli  day  of  June 
next. 

5th.  The  amendment  oflTered  by  Mr.  Bibb,  and  modi- 
Bed  by  Mr.  RoBiN«oir,  directing  the  committee  to  inquire 
into  the  expediency  of  reducing  the  price  of  the  public 
land^,  and  of  transferring  them  to  tl)e  States  in  which 
they  lie,  on  equitable  terms,  made  the  following  report, 
accompanied  by  a  bill  to  repeal,  in  part,  the  duties  on  im- 
ports. 

The  Committee  orf  Manufactures  beg  leave  to  report,  in 
.  part,  upon  the  following  resolution  referred  to  them: 
••  That  the  existing  duties  upon  articles  imported  from 
foreign  countries,  and  not  coming  into  competition 
with  similar  articles  made  or  produced  in  the  United 
States,  ought  to  be  forthwith  abolished,  except  on 
wines  and  silks,  and  that  they  ought  to  be  reduced;" 
together  with  instructions  under  which  they  considered 
it  their  duty  to  inquire — 

In  the  first  place,  how  far  it  may  be  proper  to  aboliib 
the  duties  upon  the  articles  stated  in  the  resolution; 

fin  the  second  place,  how  far  they  may  be  abolished  or 
Induced,  so  as  to  bring  down  the  amount  of  tlie  public 
revenue  to  a  sum  sufficient  to  defray  the  ordinary  expen- 
ditures of  the  Ctovernment  af\er  the  payment  of  the 
national  debt,  having  regard  **  to  such  an  ultimate  equsk* 
zation  of  duties  as  will  render  them  efficient  for  the  pur- 
poses of  their  imposition ('^  which  purposes  the  committee 
consider  to  be,  the  raising  a  sufficient  revenue  for  all  the 
exigencies  of  the  Government,  and  the  giving  an  adequate 
prfltection  to  those  manufactures  which  it  was  inteiwled, 
m^'dentally,  to  promote  by  the  imposition  of  those  duties 

^A  the  third  place,  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  so 
reducing  the  duties  upon  all  articles  imported  from 
f^ign  countries,  that  the  amount  of  public  revenue  may 
be  sufficient  to  defray  the  expenses  of  the  Government 
after  the  payment  of  the  public  debt;  and,  after  allowing 
a  reasonable  time  for  the  gradual  reduction  of  the  pre- 
sent duties  upon  protected  articles,  that  «*  the  duties  be 
ultimately  equalized,  so  that  the  duty  on  no  article  shalli 
as  compared  with  the  value  of  that  article,  vary  matcrialy' 
from  the  general  average;*' 

In  the  fourth  place,  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  **^J' 
fixing  a  rate  of  duties  on  foreign  imports,  not  to  exceed, 
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on  any  arucle  imported  into  the  United  States,  more  than 
twenty  per  cent,  ad  yalorem,  and  not  to  reduce  the  duty 
on  any  article  so  imported,  below  ten  per  cent,  ad  valo- 
rcmt  and  to  aiTanfj^e  such  duties^  having  regard  to  all  the 
^at  interests  of  the  coimtrv,  so  as  to  prnduce  a  nett 
reTeniie  of  not  less  than  fifteen  millions  of  dollars  annu- 
ally;" ami, 

in  the  fifth  place,  to  inquire  into  *•  the  expediency  of 
reducing^  the  price  of  the  public  lands,  and  transferring 
them  to  the  States  on  reasonable  terms." 

This  last  subject  is  one  of  great  importance,  requiring 
an  early  consideration,  but  upon  which  ttie  committee 
cannot 'decide,  without  the  information  on  the  public 
lands  which  has  been  called  for  by  a  resolution  of  the 
Senate. 

The  fourth  subject  of  inquiry  i»  one  of  extreme  diffi- 
etdty.  To  adjust  the  revenue  with  a  maximum  and  mini- 
mum of  duties  ranging  from  twenty  to  ten  per  cent.,  and 
which  must  yield  a  revenue  of  fifteen  millions  of  dollars 
annually,  maybe  found  to  be  impracticable,  even  if  every 
principle  of  protecting  our  agriculture,  commerce,  and 
manufactures,  shoidd  be  abandoned.  But  when  the  com- 
miitee,  under  these  restrictions  and  limitations,  are 
instructed  to  make  such  adjustment,  <*  having  regard  to 
all  the  great  interests  of  the  country,"  they  perceive  that 
the  task  is  much  beyond  their  strength,  and  must  express  an 
opinion  that  it  would  be  inexpedient  to  attempt  such  an 
adjustment  of  our  revenue. 

The  third  subject  of  inquiry  is  confined  to  the  expe- 
diency of  abandoning  the  policy  heretofore  pursued,  of 
affording  incidental  protection  to  our  commerce,  agri- 
culture, and  munufaotures,  by  the  imposition  of  h'gher  or 
lower  duties,  as  circumstances  might  require,  and  of  gra- 
dually withdrawing  that  protection  by  so  equalizing  the 
duties  that  the  duty  on  no  article  shall  vary  materially 
from  the  general  average. 

Upon  this  depends  the  whole  protective  system,  which 
cannot  be  sustained  under  this  proposed  average  of 
duties.  Such  an  average  has  never  yet  been  introduced 
into  the  fiscal  code  of  any  commercial  or  manufiicturing 
nation.  It  would,  if  adopted  as  a  principVe  of  our  re- 
venue laws,  interfere  with  the  power  of  promoting,  tm- 
denlow  duties,  the  importation  of  articles  necessary  for 
promoting  the  industry  of  the  country,  and  of  discouraging 
the  impoi-tation  of  luxuries  by  imposing  high  duties.  It 
wotdd  interfere  with  the  power  of  counteracting  the  re- 
gulations of  foreign  nations  injurious  to  our  commerce, 
agriculture,  or  manufuctures;  and,  as  a  measure  of  re- 
venue alone,  it  presents  no  advantages  over  the  present 
•}'8(tein.  The  committee  are  of  opinion  that  it  woidd  be 
inexpedient  to  adopt  this  principle  of  a  general  average  of 
duties  as  the  basis  of  our  revenue  laws. 

As  to  the  secon<l  subject  of  inquiry,  the  committee  are 
of  opinion  that  the  duties  now  imposed  upon  imports 
may  be  so  reduced  or  abolished,  that  the  revenue  will 
not  be  more  than  adequate  to  the  exigencies  of  the  Go- 
vernment after  the  extinction  of  the  public  debt;  that  a 
large  part  of  this  reduction  may  take  place  by  the  total 
abolition  of  duties  upon  many  articles,  and  the  partial 
repeal  of  the  duties  upon  many  others,  not  produced  or 
manufactured  in  this  country,  or  which  do  not  require  the 
protection  of  our  laws;  and  a  part,  by  reducing  the  duties 
upon  protected  articles,  by  such  modifications  and  ar- 
rangements as  will  secure  to  them  a  support  equivalent  to 
that  which  our  laws  now  aflford  them.  But  they  are  of 
opinion  that  no  ultimate  equalization  of  duties  C2n  be 
adopted,  without  the  most  serious  injury  to  the  country, 
which  shall  leave  our  manufactures  without  an  adequate 
•  protection. 

To  correct  such  parts  of  our  laws  as  impose  unneces- 
sary burdena,  and  to  reduce  or  modify  the  duties  in  cases 
where  it  may  be  done  without  imury  to  our  manufactures, 
is  a  subject  of  inquiry  which  will  occupy  the  most  serious 


attention  of  the  committee.  But  a  bill  so  reducing  and 
modifying  duties,  if  not  subject  to  objections  on  con- 
stitutional grounds,  as  a  bill  for  raising  revenue,  which 
can  only  originate  in  the  House  of  Representatives,  will 
require  much  investigation,  which  the  committee  will  be- 
stow upon  it  witli  all  the  diligence  which  their  other  indis- 
pensable duties  will  permit. 

As  to  the  first  subject  of  inquiry,  above  stated,  it  is 
one  more  simple  in  its  character,  and  less  embarrassed  with 
difficulties,  than  the  others,  and  one  which  has  already 
received  a  thoroujrh  invest'gation  in  the  Senate. 

The  line  of  distmction  between  articles  which  are  pro- 
duced and  manufactured  in  this  country,  and  those  which 
are  not,  is  easily  drawn;  and  there  is  no  difficulty  in  dis- 
criminating  the  articles  which  have  received  the  fostering 
care  of  the  Government,  from  those  ^hich  have  not. 

The  committee  have  selected  certain  articles  of  import, 
not  coming  into  competition  with  similar  articles  produced 
or  manufactured  in  this  country,  contained  in  the  bill 
herewith  reported,  upon  which  they  recommend  an  en- 
tire abolition  of  the  duties,  unless  imported  in  foreign 
vessels,  or,  as  it  respects  a  part  of  them,  from  places  not 
beyond  the  Cspe  of  Good  Hope. 

The  reduction  of  the  revenue,  by  the  repeal  of  the  du- 
ties upon  these  articles,  although  many  of  them  are  of  but 
little  importance,  will  probably,  in  the  aggregate,  amount 
to  $5,660,000,  which,  added  to  the  reductions  of  duties 
upon  articles  not  contained  in  this  bill,  and  which  may  be 
made  without  injury  to  our  manufactures,  agriculture,  or 
commerce,  will,  it  is  confidently  believed,  reduce  our  re- 
venue to  fifteen  millions  of  dollars. 

The  reductions  proposed  fall  chieflv  upon  articles  of 
general  consumption,  as  teas,  coffee,  drugs,  and  others, 
which  are  now  considered  as  necessaries  of  life.  A  small 
portion  of  them  fall  upon  articles  of  luxury,  which  may 
be  struck  from  the  -bill,  should  it  be  thought  advisable, 
without  diminishing,  to  any  considerable  extent,  the  total 
amotmt  of  reduction  as  above  stated. 

The  following  statement  will  show  the  estimates  of  re- 
ductions <.f  duties  under  this  bill.  These  estimates  are 
made  from  the  best  information  in  possession  of  this  com- 
mittee, and  from  an  examination  of  imporUtions  for  the 
last  four  or  five  years. 
On  teas  of  all  kinds,      .        -        -         -        •  12,060,000 

coffee. 2,390,000 

spices  of  all  kinds, 150,000 

fruits  of  all  kinds, 200,000 

indigo,     -        -        -        -        ;        -        •        100,000 
cocoa,  g^ms,  dye  stuffs,  medicines,  drugs, 

sponges,  India  rubber,  horns  and  tip?,  •       500,CC0 
parts  of  watches,  tin  in  plates  or  sheets, 
bolting  cloths,  corks,  bristles,  brass  in 
plates  and  sheet s^          -        -         •        •        130,000 
crude  saltpetre,  quicksilver,  linseed,  rape- 
seed,  and  hempsced  oil,  and  flax,          -         92,000 
cutlasses,  dirks,  and  sabres,''epaulet9  and 
wings  of    gold   and  silver,   macaroni, 
millstones,  sextants  and  quadrants,  spy 
glasses,  telescopes,  paintings  and  draw- 
ings, respecting  which  the  committee 
have  no  returns  or  papers  by  which  to 
regulate  their  estimate,  but  which  they 
believe  may  be  safely  estimated  at,        -  35,000 
other  articles  in  the  bill,  but  not  here  enu- 
merated,       3,000 

*5,660,000 


The  report  and  bill  having  been  read, 

Mr.  FORSYTH  observed  that  the  committee,  it  ap- 
peared  to  him,  had  misunderstood  the  sentiments  of  the 
Senate,  in  refisrring  the  several  subjects  to  them  on  the 
22d  instant,  fi^m  the  partial  report  they  had  made.     So 
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far  as  he  bad  understood  the  sentiments  of  the  Senate 
on  that  occasion,  they  looked  to  see  the  whole  subject  in 
all  its  relations  presented  to  their  view  before  they  should 
be  called  to  act  on  it  again.  He,  for  one,  was  not  disposed 
to  take  lip  the  subject  again  until  the  whole  was  laid4>efore 
them;  and  in  order  more  distinctly  to  ascertain  the  sense 
of  the  Senate  with  regard  to  the  reference  that  had  been 
made  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  he  would  move 
to  recommit  the  bill,  with  an  underbtanding  that  it  should 
remain  with  the  committee  until  they  were  prepared  to 
repoi't  oil  all  the  propositions  tliat  had  been  referred  to  them. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  remarked  that  a  motion  to  re- 
commit would  not  be  in  order  until  the  bill  had  received 
a  second  reading. 

>lr.  MILLER  then  moved  that  the  bill  be  read  a  second 
time  hy  its  title;  and  this  motion  having  been  agreed  to  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  bill  received  its  second  reading;  and 

Mr.  FORSYTH  renewed  his  motion  to  recommit  H  to 
the  same  committee. 

Mr.  DICRERSON  thought  it  strange  that  any  Senator 
should  have  expected  a  report,  at  this  time,  from  the  com- 
mittee, embracing  the  whole  subject  of  the  tariff.  When 
the  discussion  upon  the  reference  took  place,  it  was  said 
that  the  committee  would  report,  as  soon  as  possible,  a 
bill  embracing  the  subjects  included  in  the  resolution;  and 
when  he  [Mr.  D.]  was  appealed  to,  and  asked  if  that  would 
not  be  the  case,  he  answered  distinctly  that,  as  one  of  the 
committee,  he  should  be  in  favor  of  such  a  report,  as  soon 
AS  it  could  conveniently  be  made;  that  he  was  in  favor  of 
embracing  the  articles  upon  which  it  would  be  expedient 
to  repeal  the  duties  totally,  in  one  bill,  and  those  on  which 
it  would  be  expedient  to  repeal  the  duties  in  part,  in  ano- 
ther; tiiat  the  committee  would  proceed  diligently  to  in- 
vestigate the  subject  of  reducing  and  modifying  duties, 
but  that  it  was  one  of  difficulty,  requiring  time;  that  we 
expected  information  upon  the  subject  from  the  Se- 
cretary of  the  Treasury,  as  soon  as  he  could  obtain  it  from 
agents  in  different  parts,  appointed  by  him  for  making  the 
necessary  inquiries,  when  the  committee  would  be  pre- 
pared to  make  a  further  report  on  thisisubject,  applicable 
to  such  a  bill  as  we  may  receive  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, where  such  bills  generally  originate,  or  to  one 
which  may  be  reported  to  the  Senate.  iSut  as  to  ai'ticles 
upon  which  there  may  be  a  fotal  repeal  of  duties,  there  is 
less  need  of  information:  tlie  subject  has  already  been  dis- 
cussed for  a  month,  without  coming  to  any  result.  It  is 
time  to  act  more  decisively  upon  a  bill  than  we  have  done, 
or  could  do,  upon  a  general  proposition.  The  session  is 
two-thirds  gone,  and  nothing  done.  It  was  deemed  pro- 
per to  report  this  bill  as  soon  as  possible,  that  it  may  be 
publlshea  for  the  information  of  the  public,  from  whom 
we  are  undoubtedly  to  receive  instructions  as  to  the  pro- 
priety or  impropriety  of  retaining  many  of  the  items  in  the 
Dill.  He  had  no  doubt  but  tliat  it  would  be  found  expe- 
dient to  strike  out  several  articles,  and  insert  others. 
From  what  he  had  heard  within  a  few  minutes,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  duty  upon  linseed  oil  should  not  be  re- 
duced. The  information  we  shall  receive  in  a  few  days 
after  this  bill  shall  be  published,  will  enable  the  Senate  to 
make  the  proper  amendments.  It  was  said,  upon  the  re- 
ference, that  a  bill  in  accordance  witJ)  the  resolution  would 
be  preferable  to  the  resolution,  as  the  latter  would  give 
us  something  in  a  tangible  shape — something  upon  which 
we  could  come  to  a  final  result. 

The  committee  supposed  themselves  to  be  in  the  line  of 
their  duty  by  reporting,  in  part,  the  bill  now  presented, 
which  is  not  neceiisary,  connected  with  the  other  subjects 
referred  to  them. 

Mr.  FORSYTH,  in  reply,  said  he  did  not  wish  at  that 
time  to  argue  the  question  he  had  presented  to  the  conside- 
ration of  the  Senate.  Alt  he  wanted  was  to  ascertain  the 
sense  of  the  Senate  in  reference  to  the  partial  report  just 
received  from  the  committee;  and  whether  that  report  was 


in  conformity  with  their  instructions.  He  had  one  remark, 
however,  to  make  in  answer  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey.  The  answer  given  by  that  rentleman  as  duurmas 
of  the  committee,  was,  after  the  refusal  of  tlie  Senate,  to 
strike  out  the  principal  part  of  the  resolution  of  the  Seni« 
tor  from  Kentucky,  for  the  purpose  of  inserting  a  substi* 
tute,  and  before  the  reference  of  the  four  other  propoit* 
tions  had  been  made. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  it  was  impossible  not  to  see  that  thii 
bill  amounted  to  neither  more  nor  less  than  a  proposition 
that  the  tariff  should  be  so  arranged  as  to  take  off  the  du- 
ties entiraly  from  '*  the  articles  which  do  not  come  into 
competition  with  those  manufactured  in  the  United  States;" 
and  to  leave  the  duties  on  all  other  articles  untouched.  It 
was,  in  fact,  the  resolution  of  the  gentlenuin  from  Kentuc- 
ky, [Mr.  Clay,]  thrown  into  the  form  of  a  bill,  with  th'ii 
exception,  that  whereas  the  resolution  proposed  the  reduc- 
tion of  duties  t6  the  amount  of  $7,000,000,  this  bill  goes 
only  to  the  extent  of  $5,660,000,  in  which  respect  K  wis 
worse  than  the  resolution  itself.  This  difference  had  arisen 
from  the  rejection  from  the  list  of  articles  to  come  in  du^ 
free,  of  wines,  laces,  silks,  velvets,  and  perfumery,  which 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  [Mr.  Dickxxsoh]  candidlr 
confesses  were  stricken  out  to  avoid  the  cbmor  which 
would  have  attended  a  proposition  to  exempt  from  tui- 
tion these  articles  of  luxury— consumed  only  by  the  weal* 
thy — while  cottons,  woollens,  iron,  and  other  necessariei 
of  life,  consumed  by  the  mass  of  the  people,  were  to  con- 
tinue subject  to  the  enormous  duties  now  imposed  upon 
them.  But  the  gentleman  says,  if  we  will  move  to  exempt 
these  articles  of  luxury,  the  committee  will  have  noobjcc- 
tion  to  put  them  into  the  bill.  Sir,  we  shall  make  no  such 
motion;  since  nothing  could  be  more  inconsistent  with  all 
our  notions  of  a  wise  and  liberal  policy,  or  more  abhorrent 
to  our  sense  of  common  justice,  than  so  to  adiust  the  tasei, 
as  to  exempt  luxuries— consumed  only  by  uie  rich— firon 
ta3Lation,  and  to  throw  the  whole  of  the  burden  upon  the 
necessaries  of  life,  indispensable  to  the  poor. 

It  is  the  plain  design  of  this  bill,  Mr.  President,  to  re- 
strict the  action  of  Congress,  during  the  present  sesson, 
to  an  abolition  of  the  duties  on  the  unprotected  articles,  it 
is  as  clear  as  the  sun  at  noondav—- he  that  runs  may  read— 
the  true  object  of  this  proposition.  The  unprotected  and 
protected  articles  are  to  be  kept  separate;  and  the  former 
to  be  first  acted  on,  in  order  to  preserve  tlie  protcctiTS 
system  unimpaired;  and  if  we  can  only  be  persuaded  to 
pass  this  bill,  we  shall  hear  no  more  of  any  further  rcduc« 
tion  during  the  present  session.  Sir,  is  it  possible  for 
any  one  to  misunderstand  the  obj  ect  in  vie  w  ?  Why  sepa- 
rate the  protected  from  the  unprotected  articles,  if  it » 
really  intended  to  act  upon  both?  What  are  the  pretexti 
urged,  as  an  excuse  for  pursuing  this  course?  Why,  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  tells  us  tliat  they  are  not  pre 
pared,  at  present,  to  say  what  reductions,  u  any,  can  be 
made  on  the  protected  articles;  and  he  fears  that  the  de- 
lay which  may  arise  in  obtaining  the  necessary  inform** 
tion,  might  prevent  any  reduction  from  being  made  even 
in  the  unprotected  articles,  should  the  committee  wsit 
until  this  information  can  be  had.  Now,  if  this  delay  isto 
prevent  the  reduction  of  duties  on  the  unprotected  srti- 
cles,  must  it  not  also  prevent  the  reduction  on  the  protects 
ed  articles?  The  object  of  the  committee,  then,  most 
manift:stly  is,  to  secure  a  reduction  on  the  former,  and  to 
leave  tlie  latter  to  all  the  vicissitudes  of  time  and  chance. 

But  it  seems  the  committee  have  made  up  their  minds 


on 
Yes, 


one  branch  of  the  subject,  and  so  far  are  ready  to  act. 
_  _B,  sir,  and  if  we  consent  to  such  action,  I  apprehend 
they  will  not  be  found  ready  to  act  upon  the  other  branch 
of  the  subject  during  the  present  session.  Sir,  I  protest 
against  this  separation  of  two  branches  of  the  same  sub- 
ject, so  intimately  connected.  We  must  take  up  the  whole 
subject  at  the  same  time,  or  we  shall  never  be  able  to  make 
a  satisfactory  adjustment  of  the  tariff. 


653 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS- 


654 


liAKCB  30,  1833.] 


The  Tariff. 


[Sbvats. 


But  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  has  another  reason 
for  acting^  separately  on  the  protected  and  unprotected  ar« 
tides.     He  aoubts  the  constitutional  power  of  the  Senate 
to  originate  a  bill  reducing  duties,  while  he  has  no  doubt 
vhatever  of  their  right  to  originate  a  bill  repealing  duties; 
he  thinks,  therefore,  the  Senate  may  act  so  far  as  the  un- 
protected articles  are  concerned,  but  that  they  cannot  act 
in  relation  to  the  protected  articles.     What  becomes  then 
of  the  promise  held  out  to  us,  that,  as  soon  as  information 
is  obtained,  the  committee  will  present  us  a  bill  to  reduce 
the  duties  on  the  protected  articles?    Does  the  gentleman 
mean  to  report  us  an  unconstitutional  bill,  on  which,  of  | 
course,  we  are  not  to  be  suffered  to  act?    Sir,  the  prohi- 
bition in  the  constitution  against  the  originating  of  bills  for 
raising  rerenue  in  the  Senate,  either  applies  to  this  propo- 
sition to  repeal  the  duties  on  the  unprotected  articles,  or  it 
can  have  no  application  to  tiie  proposition  for  reducing 
duties  on  tlie  protected  articles.     The  gentleman's  consti- 
tutional scruples  are  most  convenient  ones;  they  oppose 
no  law  to  taking  oif  duties  which  aflfect  the  manufactures, 
bat  come  in  to  his  aid  when  duties  are  to  be  taken  off' 
which  operate  as  bounties  to  their  industry.     If  there  be 
my  force  in  this  objection,  it  would  only  prove  the  pro- 
priety of  the  Senate's  not  acting  at  all  on  this  subject  un- 
til we  receive  a  bill  from  the  other  House;  for  surely  if  we 
can  only  act  partially  and  unjustly,  we  had  better  not  act 
stall.     But,  sir,  what  are  we  to  tliink  of  these  objections 
urged  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  against  our  un- 
dfTtakhig  to  act  on  the  protected  articles,  because  on 
them  the  duties  are  only  to  be  reduced,  and  not  entirely 
abolislied,  when,  in  the  very  bill  which  he  has  here  report- 
ed, he  has  introduced  several  of  the  protected  articles, 
and  has  actually  proposed  to  reduce  and  not  to  abolish  the 
duties  upon  them.     Ilere,  sir,  is  a  provision  that  teas,  when, 
imported  from  any  places  not  beyond  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope,  shall  pay  a  duty  of  ten  cents  per  pound — and  all  the 
articles  inserted  in  the  bill,  when  not  imported  **in  ves- 
sels of  the  United  States,"  are  to  besulyecteil  to  duties — 
•0  that  the  whole  bill,  in  point  of  fact,  merely  provides  for 
the  reduction  or  abolition  of  duties  in  certam  cases.     Be- 
sides, look  ^atthe  protected  articles  inserted  in  this  bill. 
Here  are  *'  feathers,  ox  horns,  millstones,  indigo,"  and  a 
number  of  other  articles,  which  come  directly  into  '*  com- 
petition with  similar  articles  made  or  produced  in  the 
United  States."    How  comes  it  that  the  duties  on  these 
are  to  be  taken  off  ?    Is  it  not  that  they  are  articles,  the 
duties  on  which  fall  heavily  upon  the  manufacturers;  and, 
therefore,  the  taxes  must  betaken  off?    Let  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  point  out,  if  he  can,  why  indigo  may 
be  introduced  into  this  bill,  but  iron  may  not.     Indigo  is  a 
production  of  South  Carolina — ^iron  of  New  Jersey.  Thus, 
•ir,  do  all  the  reasons  urged  by  the  chairman,  for  the 
course  pursued  by  the  committee,  vanish  into  air. 

But  the  proposed  plan  of  acting  separately,  on  the  pro- 
tected and  unprotected  articles,  is  not  more  objectionable 
than  the  mode  of  action  proposed  in  this  bill.  The  duties 
on  the  former  articles  are  to  remain  substantially  as  they 
are,  while  the  duties  on  the  latter  are  to  be  totally  repeal- 
ed. And  this,  we  are  told,  is  merely  a  just  discrimination 
between  these  two  classes  of  articles:  and  who  is  there,  it 
is  asked,  that  denies  to  Congress  the  right  to  discriminate? 
Yes,  air,  the  discrimination  proposed  is,  to  relieve  one  class 
entirely  from  taxation,  and  to  levy  the  whole  amount  upon 
the  other;  and  gentlemen  express  no  little  astonishment 
that  we  do  not  receive  this  as  a  great  concession,  and  ea- 
gerly embrace  so  just  and  liberal  a  compromise.  The 
point  in  dispute  is,  the  policy,  justice,  and  constitutionality 
of  the  protecting  system.  Against  the  duties  imposed  for 
protection,  the  South  most  earnestly  protests,  while  not  a 
voice  haa  ever  been  raised  against  the  duties  imposed 
merely  for  revenue;  and  it  is  gravely  proposed  to  settle 
the  controversy,  by  repealing  all  tlie  revenue  duties,  leav- 
iq^  the  protecting  duties  untouched*     On  the  articles  em- 


braced in  this  bill,  every  class  in  the  community,  and  dvery 
section  of  the  country,  pay  their  fair  proportion  of  the  tax; 
while,  on  the  protected  articles,  the  tax  imposed  upon  the 
agricultural  States  operates  as  a  bounty  to  the  manufac- 
turing States;  and,  by  way  of  compromise  and  concession, 
it  is  |p*avely  proposed  to  relieve  entirely  from  taxation 
every  article  on  which  the  tax  operates  equally  upon  their 
different  interests,  and  to  transfer  the  whole  burden  of 
supporting  the  Government  upon  those  articles,  the  duties 
upon  which  operate  as  a  tax  upon  one  section,  and  a  boun* 
ty  upon  the  other. 

What  a  solemn  farce»  Mr.  President,  are  gentlemen  at- 
tempting to  play  off  in  the  face  of  an  intelligent  people. 
For  ten  years  have  the  entire  South  been  petitioning, 
remonstrating,  And  protesting  against  the  injustice  and  ine- 
quality of  a  system,  which,  for  the  benefit  of  the  manu- 
facturers, imposes  a  tax  to  nearly  equal  fifty  per  cent,  on 
/:very  foreign  article  which  they  receive  in  exchange  for 
their  productions.  They  show  you,  tiiat,  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  bounties  to  the  manufikcturers  of  ,»tigar  and  salt,  of 
iron,  and  cottons,  and  w(x>llens,  &c.  they  are  taxed  to  near 
one-half  of  the  value  of  all  the  necessaries  and  convenien- 
cies  of  life  which  enter  into  their  own  conumption,  or  for 
whicii  they  exchange  their  cotton,  rice,  and  tobacco,  and 
they  call  upon  you,  with  one  voice,  now  that  the  public 
debt  is  about  to  be  paid  off,  to  relieve  them  from  this  most 
unjust,  unequal,  and  oppressive  system.  And  wliat  re- 
drvss  is  it  now  proposed  to  give  them?  Look  at  this  bill, 
and  read  the  answer.  Yes,  sir,  the  Southern  people  arou 
here  told  that  if  they  will  only  consent  to  continue  to  pay 
their  duties  for  the  benefit  of  the  Northern  manufacturers, 
they  shall  be  permitted  to  import  *<ahim,  and  figs,  and 
dates,  and  nutmegs,  capers  and  corks,  frankincense  and 
g^nibo^e,  bristles,  and  horns,  and  tips,"  and  a  hundred 
other  similar  articles,  duty  free.  I  trust,  sir,  that  this  bill 
will  be  recommitted. 

Mr.  DlCKEKSON  said^  there  is  no  justice  in  the  char^ 
tliat  the  committee  have  deceived  the  Senate,  or  have  mis- 
led a  single  member  of  it.  They  were  explicit  in  ex- 
pressing their  opinions  when  the  reference  was  made. 
There  is  a  good  reason  for  separating  the  articles  which 
are  to  be  considered  as  protected,  from  those  which  are 
not*  If  the  whole  were  reported  in  one  bill,  still  they 
would  be  in  separate  sections.  By  combining  them,  we 
may  produce  discussions  wiiich  will  only  end  with  the  ses- 
sion: by  separating  them,  we  may  act  upon  both.  But 
this  attempt  to  separate  these  classes  of  articles  does  not 
originate  with  the  Committee  on  Manufactures.  Here  is 
a  report,  of  last  session,  from  the  Committee  on  Finance, 
repealing  the  duties  upon  nearly  all  the  articles  contained 
in  the  bill  now  reported,  and  many  others,  with  a  re<luc- 
tion  of  duties  upon  many  articles,  but  not  upon  the  wool- 
lens, cottons,  glass,  iron,  or  sugar.  IMie  Committee  on 
Finance  have,  therefore,  lent  the  weight  of  their  authority 
in  drawing  this  line  of  distinction.  In  the  bill  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance  will  be  found  many  articles  of  luxuiy, 
as  cashmere  shawb  and  laces,  pearl  and  mother  of  pearl, 
made  free  of  duty,  which  are  omitted  in  the  bill  of  the  Com« 
mittee  on  Manufiictures;  but  these  may  be  added,  should  it 
be  deemed  expedient.  It  is  said  that  the  duty  upon  indigo 
and  crude  saltpetre  should  not  be  repealed.  Indigo  may  be 
struck  from  the  bill,  and  cashmere  shawls  and  laces  ini re- 
duced; crude  saltpetre  may  be  struck,  and  pearl  and  mother 
of  pearl  introduced.  As  to  the  in<ligo,  it  rested  with  the 
gentlemen  fmm  the  South  tosity  whether  it  should  he  sub- 
ject to  the  present  duty  or  not.  If  either  of  the  Senators 
from  South  Carolina  yvould  move  to  strike  it  from  the  bill, 
he  believed  evtry  member  of  the  committee  would  vote 
in  favor  of  the  motion.  It  was  understood  from  gentle- 
men from  the  South,  that  no  attempt  to  raise  indigo  would 
be  made.  It  was  also  understood,  from  the  region  in 
which  crude  saltpetre  was  produced,  that  there  was  no  wish 
there  that  the  duty  on  this  article  should  be  continued. 
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If,  in  these,  the  committee  have  been  roisinfurmed,  the 
corrective  is  easily  applied. 

The  doubt  expressed  in  the  report,  pf  the  power  of  the 
Senate  to  orip^inate  a  biU  for  reg^dating  tiie  tariff,  was  not 
the  reason  offered  for  not  reporUng  on  a  gfreat  variety  of 
subjects  on  which  it  may  be  found  expedient  to  reduce 
and  modify  the  duties;  but  the  difficulty  of  the  task,  the 
time  required  to  perform  it,  the  propriety  of  waiting  for 
the  information  upon  the  subject  which  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  is  now  CQltecting.  Besides,  it  was  expected 
that  we  should  have'tt  bill  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives containing  general  modifications  of  the  tariff. 

Mr.  MILLER  said  he  felt  it  his  duty,  as  a  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  to  say,  he  had  been  op- 
posed, in  the  committee,  to  the  report  of  the  bill  whicli 
It  is  moved  to  refer  back  to  the  same  committee.  He 
would  vote  for  the  recommitment,  because  he  thought  it 
was  the  sense  of  the  Senate  that  the  various  subjects  referred 
to  the  Committee,  together  with  the  resolutions  of  th^  Se- 
nator from  Kentucky,  required  to  be  considered  in  con- 
nexion with  each  other;  they  were  intended  to  embrace 
the  entire  subject  of  our  protective  and  fiscal  policy. 
There  could  be  no  reason  to  refer  the  public  lands  to  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures,  except  its  connexion  with 
the  rertliction  of  duties  to  the  proper  standard.  He  had 
contended,  in  the  committee,  that,  as  the  Senate  had  for 
a  long  time  this  subject  under  consideration,  and  a  pro- 
tracted debate  had  taken  place  on  the  resolutions  of  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky,  instructing  the  Committee  on  Fi- 
nance to  report  specifically  what  the  present  bill  contains; 
and  as  the  Senate  had,  at  the  very  moment,  a  question 
which  was  about  to  be  taken  on  this  specific  pi-opos  tion, 
referred  the  whole  subject  to  the  Committee  on  Manufac- 
tures, that  it  was  a  virtual  and  implied  instruction  to  that 
committee  to  consider  and  report  on  the  wljole  subject, 
80  that  the  whole  might  be  before  the  Senate  at  one  time, 
in  one  report.  In  this  he  was  overruled  by  a  majority  of 
the  committee.  He  still  thought  that  the  majority  of  the 
Senate  had  expected,  when  this  matter  was  referred,  that 
the  committee  would  report  on  the  entire  subject.  He 
was,  himself,  in  favor  of  the  reference  to  a  select  commit- 
tee, one  not  organized  to  sustain  a  particular  interest, 
which  was  the  character  of  the  Committee  on  Manufac- 
turer. As  this  involved  conflicting  interests,  and  compre- 
hended the  most  important  and  delicate  questions,  he 
thought  a  committee  to  whom  it  should  be  referred,  ought 
to  be  constituted  on  a  different  basis  from  the  manufac- 
turing committee.  He  considered  this  a  packed  com- 
mittee. No  one  could  doubt,  from  the  component 
materials  thereof,  what  would  be  its  report.  It  was 
instituted  to  sustain  the  manufacturing  interests,  and  he 
Argued  it  was  an  improper  committee  to  have  other  inte- 
rests referred  to  it.  But,  as  the  entire  system  of  policy 
comprising  protection  and  finance  had  been  referred,  he 
regarded  this  as  an  implied  instnictiun  to  the  committee 
to  repoil  upon  the  whole  in  connexion;  and  he  considered 
that  the  committee,  in  returning  this  partial  bill,  carrying 
into  effect  the  object  of  the  original  instructions  of  the  Se- 
nator from  Kentucky,  contrary,  as  he  thought,  to  the  in- 
tent of  the  majority  in  this  reference,  ought  not  to  be 
sustained.  It  was  putting  the  will  of  the  higher  and  great- 
er authority  at  defiance:  it  was  in  contempt  of  the  will  of 
tlie  majority  of  the  Senate;  and  it  was  for  them  to  reform 
the  error,  unless  it  was  meant  now  to  sustain  the  princi- 
ple contained  in  the  original  resolutions  of  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky.  He  certainly  did  not  understand  that 
this  was  the  object  or  design  of  the  Senate.  'IMie  various 
views  taken  by  the  different  Senators  who  took  part  in 
the  debate  on  the  question  of  reference,  clearly  proved 
that  the  isolated  proposition  of  tiie  Senator  from  JCen- 
tucky  did  not  accord  with  thtir  views. 

Mr.  SMITH  commented  on  the  scruples  of  the  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  as  to  the  consti- 


tutional right  of  the  Senate  to  originate  a  bill  for  the  re- 
duction of  duties.     It  was  a  new  thing  to  him  that  the  Se- 
nate had  not  the  right  to  institute  such  a  bill.     He  was  not 
altogether  sure  that  the  Senate  had  not  the  power  to  insti- 
tute a  bill  to  make  revenue.     But  with  regard  to  the  scru- 
ples of  the  gentleman  who  had  found  no  difficulty  in  re- 
porting a  bill  to  repeal  duties,  he  could  see  no  diti'erence 
as  regarded  the  principle  involved  between  a  bill  to  re- 
peal and  a  bill  to  reduce  duties*     Mr.  S.  did  not  think 
the  committee  had  complied  with  the  instructions  of  the 
Senate,  by  making  only  a  partial  report  on  the  several 
subjects  referred  to  them.     When  the  subject  was  last 
under  discussion,  and  inquiries  were  made  astothe  effect 
of  the  reference,  he  had  contended  that  the  committee 
would  be  bound  to  report  according  to  the  terms  of  the 
resolution  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky;  and  to  obviate 
that  difficulty,  which  he  fully  believed  was  understood  on 
all  hands,  one  proposition  after  another  was  made  snd 
adopted,  in  order  that  the  committee  might  have  all  tlie 
various  interests  of  different  sections  of  the  country  beibre 
them,  and  not  be  trammelled  by  the  single  proposition  of 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  M'hich  it  seemed  alone  they 
had  acted  on.     He  was  entirely  in  favor  of  a  recoinm.t-      • 
ment  of  the  bill,  and  strenuously  opposed  to  acting  on  the 
sinj^le  subject  it  presented — a  reduction  of  duties.    Let 
that  bill  but  pass,  and  my  wor<i  for  it,  said  Mr.  S.,  you  will 
never  be  able  to  get  another  one  for  the  reduction  of  du- 
ties on  the  protected  articles  of  importation.     Mr.  S. 
recounted  many  articles  of    importation   consumed  by 
the  poorer  classes,  not  to  be  found  in  the  bill,  though  not 
manufactured,  or  only  partially  so,  in  the  United  Slates— 
bombasins,  stuff  goods,  baize6;  and  he  suppojed  the  com- 
mittee did  not  propose  a  repeal  of  the  duties  on  tliem,  for 
fear  it  would  interfere  with  some  articles  of  American  it«- 
nufacture  tluit  might  answer  as  a  substitute  fortliem.  Tiie 
resolution  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  proposed  arc- 
diiction  of  the  duties  on  wines  and  silks;  and  he  had  pro- 
posed to  the  comipittee  a  repeal  of  the  duties  on  wines  and 
silks  brought  from  beyond  the  Cape  of  Goo4  Hope.    Ho      | 
saw  nothing  of  these  in  the  bill;  and  this  was,  perhaps* 
because  the  committee  was  waiting  for  the  bill  from  tlie 
other  House,  (for  we  are  bound,  said  he,  by  the  French 
treaty,  to  reduce  the  duty  on  their  wines  and  silks,)  or 
they  were  restrained  by  the  constitutional  scruples  of  their 
chairman.     After  taking  a  financial  view  of  the  cfiects  in- 
tended by  the  bill,  the  imall  reduction  it  would  make  of 
the  revenue,  compared  with  the  amount  of  reduction  that 
ought  to  follow  the  payment  of  the  national  debt;  and  the 
partial  relief  that  would  be  afforded  by  a  repeal  of  tliedu* 
ties  on  articles  the  greater  part  of  which  were  not  of  ne* 
cessary  and  general  ^consumption,  Mr.  S.  concluded  by 
saying  that  he  never,  in  the  whole  course  of  his  parha- 
mentary  career,  knew  a  committee  to  step  out  of  the  lin* 
of  their  duty,  and  report  so  partial  a  bill,  after  having 
been  so  fully  instructed.     What,  lie  asked,  was  the  in- 
ducement of  the  Senators  fpom  the  new  States  to  vote  for 
the  reference,  but  the  proposition  to  consider  and  report 
on  the  subject  of  the  public  lands?     The  bill  Icivc*  US| 
said  Mr.  §.,  exactly  where  we  were  before  the  refep 
encc  was  made;  or,  indeed,  we  might  as  well,  he  said, 
ha%-e  passed  the  resolution  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
in  the  first  instance,  without  the  subsequent  amendments, 
and  received  from  the  Committee  on  Finance  a  bill  similar 
to  I  he  one  before  us.     The  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Manufactures  had  nearly  gained  one  object  that  he  had 
been  trying  for  years  to  accomplish.     The  bill  exactly  an- 
swered his  purpose;  if  passed,  it  would  leave  a  surplus  of 
ten  millions  in  -the  treasur}',  to  be  divided  among  the  Stalei 
according  to  the  plan  proposed,  and  so  zealou&ly  advocat- 
ed by  the  gentleman  some  years  ago. 

Mr.  CLAY  considered  tlic  question  before  the  Senate 
as  one  of  vital  importance.  It  was  notliing  more  nor  less 
than  whether  we  shall  abandon  the  policy  so  long  pu^ 
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sued,  and  which  had  produced  such  unexampled  prospe- 
rity throughout  the  country.     The  question  before  the 
Senate  involved  the  fate  of  the  protecting  system.     It  was 
not  a  question  ta  be  carried  by  storm,  by  arraigning  the 
committee  which  had  reported  this  bill  as  a  packed  com- 
mittee, instituted  to  protect  a  particular  interest.     So  far 
as  he  was  concerned,  he  repelled  the  charge  with  indig- 
nation, and  asserted  that  the  committee  had  acted  in  strict 
conformity  with  its  instructions.     What,  he  asked,  was  the 
duty  of  tile  committee  ?    The  Senate  had  referred  to  them 
a  variety  of  subjects,  and  left  them  to  consider  how,  when, 
and  what  number  of  bills  they  should  report.   No  particu- 
lar instructions,  with  regard  to  these  particulars,  had  been 
given;  the  committee  were  left  to  act  according  to  their 
own  sense  of  propriety  and  understanding  of  the  several 
propositions  given  them  in  charge.     It  was  not  for  him  to 
mquire  what  had  been  the  sense  of  individual  members  of 
the  Senate  in  voting  for  the  reference;  it  was  enough  for 
him  to  take  the  order  of  the  Senate,  and  act  on  it,  either 
in  whole  or  in  part,  as  his  best  judgment  dictated.     This 
the  committee  had  done;  they  liad  reported  as- far  as  cir- 
cumstances permitted  them  at  that  time;  and  he  contend- 
ed that  neither  order,  simplicity,  or  propriety  would  have 
been  consulted  by  a  contrary  course.    Mr.  C.  urged  many 
reasons  why  the  committee  should  not  have  made  a  more 
extended  report  at  that  time.     Why  was  it  that  many  gen- 
tlemen had  forborne  to  speak  while  the  resolution  he  had 
nibmitted  was  under  discussion?    It  was  a  mere  abstract 
proposition,  said  they,  the  discussion  of  which  can  tend  to 
DO  valuable  rdliult.  Give  us,  they  said,  a  bill;  something  tan- 
gible-—something  that  we  can  applaud  or  condemn,  amend 
or  reject,  and  then  a  discussion  will  be  proper.     The  com- 
mittee then,  he  said,  had  performed  their  duty  by  present- 
ing a  subject  that  could  be  touched.     If  gentlemen  had 
objections,  let  them  make  those  objections  known.     If 
the  bill  did  not  contain  all  they  wanted,  it  was  open  for 
amendment;  and  if,  finally,  after  full  discussion,  it  did  not 
Beet  with  the  approbation  of  the  Senate,  a  majority  would 
so  decide  it.     With  regard  to  simplicity  of  proceeding, 
was  it  not  more  in  conformity  with  that  object  to  present, 
in  the  first  instance,  in  one*  bill,  those  articles  which  it  was 
not  the  policy  of  the  country  to  protect  by  discriminating 
duties,  tJian  to  comprehend  in  the  same  bill  all,  both  pro- 
tected and  unprotected,  together  with  the  important  sub- 
ject of  the  public  lands?    Suppose  the  committee  had 
comprehended  the  whole  in  one  paragraph»  would  the 
action  of  the  Senate  be  thereby  accelerated?    Or  would 
not,  on  the  other  hand^  time  and  convenience  both  be 
connilted  by  discussing  and  acting  on  the  subject  first  pre- 
sented, while  the  committee  were  collecting  information 
and  preparing  materials  for  further  reports?    There  was, 
one  question  gentlemen  could  not  get  over,  and  that  was 
whether  the  system  of  protection  should  be  id>andoned, 
or  the  policy  that  had  operated  so  beneficially  should  be 
persevered  in.     That  is  a  question  you  must  decide,  come 
when  it  will;  whether  it  be  presented  in  one  or  many  bills. 
But  this  bill  was  said  to  be  intended  for  the  peculiar 
benefit  of  the  manufiicturers.     How?    What  were  the 
articles  of  importation  on  which  it  proposed  to  repeal  the 
duties?     Tea,  coffee.    [Mr.  C.  mentioned  several  other 
articles.]  Do  the  manufacturers  alone,  said  he,  of  all  the 
people  M  the  United,  States,  drink  tea  and  coff*ee^  Were 
there  not  greater  quantities  of  those  necessary  articles 
consumed  at  the  South  than  at  tiie  North?     He  could 
nfriy  say  there  were.     The  bill  proposed  to  repeal  the 
duties  on  articles  of  general  consumption;  and  it  was  not 
tbe  manufacturer,  as  such,  alone,  but  the  consumer,  that 
vould  be   relieved.     With  respect  to  the  observations 
of  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  relative  to  the  re- 
peal of  the  duty  on  indigo,  he  could  answer,  that  the  com- 
nuttee  had  inquired,  and  were  satisfied  that  the  article  was 
not  now  produced  in  the  United  States.     Mr.  C.  pro- 
tsedcd  to  enlarge  on  the  reasona  which  influenced  the 
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committee  in  delaving  their  reports  on  the  other  subject 
committed' to  their  charge.     Weeks,  perhaps  months, 
said  he,  must  elapse  before  the  committee  could  obtain 
from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  the  information  they 
had  called  for,  to  enable  them  to  estimate  the  value  and 
quantity  of  the  articles  of  import  coming  in  competition 
with  fflmilar  articles  produced  or  manu&ctured  in  the 
United  States,  to  determine  whether  the  manufacturers 
were,  as  had  been  alleged,  making  moderate  profits;  and 
whether  any,  and  what,  manufacturers  were  so  firmly  es* 
tablished  as  to  penpit  of  a  reduction  of  the  amount  of 
protection.      In  every  view  of  the  case,  tiien,  Mr.  C. 
<leemed  it  the  wisest  course  to  act  first  on  the  bill  pre- 
sented by  the  committee.     What  was  the  precise  ques- 
tion chiefly  to  be  considered?    We  are  to  consider,  in  a 
reduction  of  the  revenue  from  eight  to  twelve  millions  of 
dollars,  what  are  the  articles  of  importation  on  which  wo 
may  safely  make  that  reduction.     Here,  then,  was  a  bill 
reaucing  the  duties  between  five  and  six  millions  on  arti- 
cles that  no  one,  he  apprehended,  would  contend  that  the 
duties  ought  to  be  retained;  and  shall  we,  sud  he,  keep 
back  that  reduction — refrain  from  relieving  the  country 
from  that  amount  of  taxation,  until  we  can  settle  bow  the 
further  reduction  is  to  be  made?     Gentlemen  assume, 
said  he,  that  we  shall  reduce  the  duties  on  the  articles  that 
are  now  protected:  that  was  their  own  assumption— for 
his  part,  lie  made  no  such  concession.     He  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  no  reduction  of  duty  could  be  made  on 
the  protected  articles;  but  that,  until  sufficient  informa- 
tion was  obtained,  (and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  then 
had  his  agents  enga^^  in  collecting  it,)  he  would  not  de- 
termine that  question.     Sir,  the  honorable  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Finance  [Mr.  Smith]  spoke  of  the 
bill  not  comprehending  many  articles  of  importation  named 
by  him,  and  on  which,  in  his  judgment,  the  duties  ought 
to  be  repealed  or  reduced.  Sir,  if  this  bill  is  recommitted 
until  every  Senator  is  satisfied  with  its  details,  it  may  be 
committed,  and  recommitted,  until  the  day  of  judgment. 
It  was  not  possible  for  the  committee  to  frame  such  a  biU 
as  would  answer  the  views  of  every  Senator.     If  his  bill 
did  not  comprehend  all  that  was  required  by  the  gentle- 
man, it  was  competent  to  him  to  propose  amendments, 
and  take  the  sense  of  the  Senate  on  them.  The  committee 
had  had  the  lights  shown  by  the  draught  of  a  bill  handed 
them  by  that  gentleman:  they  did  not  choose  to  take  all 
that  it  contained;  and  on  this,  also,  he  could,  when  oc- 
casion served,  take  the  sense  of  the  Senate.    One  fiirther 
remark,  and  he  was  done.    The  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Manufactures  considered  the  questions  as  doubt- 
ful, whether  die  Senate  could,  constitutionally,  ori^nato 
a  bill  for  the  reduction  of  revenue,  deeming  a  biU  for 
that  purpose  the  same  as  one  for  the  raising  of  revemjp. 
He  did  not  share  with  the  chairman  of  the  committee  in 
that  opinion.     After  a  careful  conmderation,  and  an  ex* 
amination  of  the  precedent  to  be  found  in  our  legislation, 
he  waa  satisfied  that  the  Senate  fully  possessed  the  power. 

The  Senate  would  place  itself  in  a  very  ungracioui 
position,  if  it  declined  lessening  the  buraens  of  tho 
people  to  the  extent  proposed  by  the  bill,  on  the  ground 
that  the  whole  reduction  of  revenue  that  wm  contem- 
plated could  not  be  made  at  once.  He  did  hope  tiiat  this 
question,  which  was  to  settle  the  fate  of  the  future  policy 
of  the  country,  would  be  fiivorably  disposed  of.  He  re- 
peated his' hope  that  the  other  questions  would  be  acted 
on  before  tlie  close  of  the  session;  out  their  delay  ought  not 
to  interfere  with  immediate  action  on  the  one  that  was 
then  before  them.  Suppose,  said  he,  we  lessen  the  re- 
venue to  the  amount  only  of  seven  or  eight  millions,  wo 
shall  accomplish  much — we  shall  quiet  that  alarm  which 
genUemen  so  sensibly  feel  at  the  prospect  of  a  distribution 
of  a  surplus  revenue. 

Mr.  HOLMES  regretted  the  motion  that  had  beeniMdo 
to  send  back  the  bil£     Ht  wav  in  hopes  thai  tbo  printiqf 
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would  have  been  onlered,  both  of  the  report  and  bill, 
that  he  might  ascertain  whether  there  was  any  thing  in 
either  that  came  within  the  scope  of  his  instructions.  He 
wished  to  look  over  the  list  of  his  instructions,  and  com- 
pare them  with  the  bill  and  report,  to  see  whether  he  was 
mstructed  to  act  for  or  against  them.  While  on  this  sub- 
ject, he  ought  to  mention,  for  the  information  of  the  Se- 
nate, that  the  Eastern  mail  had  arrived,  and  brought  him 
no  insti'uctions.  However,  should  the  motion  prevail,  and 
the  bill  be  sent  back  to  the  committee,  the  instructions 
could  run  in  but  one  way,  and  that  was  to  reduce  the 
tariff;  and  as  this  was  contrary  to  the  opinions  entertained 
by  the  Legislature  of  Maine,  he  should  fur  once  act  in  con- 
formity to  his  instructions,  by  voting  against  the  recom- 
mitment. He  thought  that  sending  back  the  hill  would 
be  making  haste  too  fast;  if  printed,  and  laid  on  the  tables 
of  members,  an  exkmi nation  could  be  given  to  its  details, 
and  a  more  correct  decision  formed  with  regard  to  the 
proper  disposition  of  it.  He  was  amused  at  the  doubts 
expressed  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  as  to  the 
power  of  the  Senate  to  originate  a  bill  for  the  reduction 
of  revenue,  under  the  idea  that  tlie  constitution  gave  to 
the  House  of  Representatives  the  exclusive  power  of  in- 
stituting a  bill  for  the  raising  of  revenue.  This,  he  said, 
was  a  new  idea  to  him.  He  should  suppose  that  the  rea- 
son for  that  provision  in  the  constitution  was,  that,  as  tlie 
members  of  that  House  came  fresh  from  the  people,  they 
would  be  more  9ompetent  to  form  a  correct  judgment 
with  regard  to  the  sources  from  wiience  the  revenue 
sliould  be  derived;  and  fur  tins  purpose  they  were  to  pre- 
sent a  plan  of  revenue  to  the  Senate,  which  that  budy 
could  alter  or  amend. 

The  idea  tliat  the  popular  branch  of  the  Legislature 
only  should  originate  a  revenue  bill,  was  taken  tLum  the 
British  Parliament,  and  adopted  in  many  of  tiie  SUites 
without  reason;  as,  for  instance,  the  State  of  Maine.  The 
Bouse  of  Representatives  iu  tiiat  State  was  elected  by 
corporations,  and  the  Senate  by  the  people;  and  yet  that 
provision  existed  in  her  constitution.  However,  he  could 
not  understand  the  pounds  for  the  constitutional  scru- 
ples of  the  Senator  h:om  New  Jersey.  Diminishing  the 
duties  on  articles  of  importation  was  not  raising  of  revenue 
-*that  would  be  lowering.  He  really  did  not  know  what 
we  should  come  to  next.  Raising,  he  had  always  under- 
stood, meant  lifting  up;  lowering  meant  letting  down. 
All  seemed  to  be  going  wrojig  nowadays.  The  whole 
administration  was  wrong — tail  end  furemost;  the  head 
was  wliere  the  tall  ought  to  be,  and  the  tail  where  the 
head  ought  to  be. 

Mr.  MILLER  said  he  had  used  thjp  term  <<  packed 
committee"  witli  reference  to  its  organization  to  sustain  a 
particular  interest,  founded  upon  the  known  opinions  of 
the  members  of  that  committee.  The  Senator  trom  Ken^ 
tucky  had  said,  "he  repelled  with  u^dgnation  tlie  impu- 
tation that  tlie  committee  was  a  'packed' one.*'  In  the 
sense  in*  which  these  terms  are  used,  he  would  be  glad  to 
know  whctjier  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  would  deny 
tlie  fact  that  the  committee  was  a  **  packed  committee." 
Mr.  CLAY»  said  yes,  he  d>d.  Then,  Mr.  M.  said,  he  must 
take  the  hberty  of  dissenting  from  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky. 

He  considered  the  committee  constituted  upon  the 
ordinary  pai-liamentary  rule,  and  made  up  of  materials 
favorable  to  the  manufacturers,  pledged  by  their  known 
opinions  to  a  particular  policy,  and  certainly  it  had  furnish- 
ed no  evidence  that  it  had  'failed  to  subserve  the  manu- 
facturing interest*  The  honorable  Senator  had,  in  the 
course  of  his  remarks,  just  said  that  he  had  never  ad- 
mitted that  he  would  compromise  the  principle  of  pro- 
tection; he  was  the  open,  avowed,  and  decided  friend  of 
that  interest.  Mr.  M.  said,  so  far  as  he  himself  was  con- 
cerned, he  did  not  consider  his  voice  as  having  the  least 
inftuence  on  the  coinmitt9e»  not  even  a  fractional  influence. 


Upon  every  question,  in  which  the  ggricultural  interests 
which  he  represented  on  this  floor  were  concerned,  the 
vote  was  a  dead  one  against  him — four  to  one.  No  atteO' 
tion  was  paid  to  his  suggestions,  his  wishes,  nor  to  the  in- 
terests he  was  identified  with.  So  far  as  the  conflicting 
interests  of  agriculture  and  the  public  lands  were  con* 
cerned,  he  would  maintain  that  the  C<^mmitlee  on  Manu- 
factures was  a  "packed  committee." 

[Here  Mr.' CLAY  called  Mr.  Millkh  to  order.  Mr. 
MILLER  explained.  The  VICE  PRESIDENT  said,  if 
he  had  supposed  the  gentleman  had  applied  the  words  in 
an  oflTensive  sense,  he  would  have  interposed;  but  as  it  was 
not  so  understood,  and  as  the  gentleman  had  disclaimed 
any  offensive  meaning,  the  Chair  did  not  consider  him  out 
of  order.  Mr.  CLAY  said  he  denied  that  Uie  woids 
<<  packed  committee"  could  be  applied  in  any  seiwetoa 
committee  of  that  House. 

Mr.  MOORE  called  for  the  words  to  be  taken  down  in 
wr.ting,  and  it  was  so  done. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  said  that  those  words,  used 
without  connexion  with  the  otlier  words  of  the  Senator 
from  South  Carol  na,  would  be  out  of  order.  But  taken 
in  the  sense  in  which  they  were  used  and  explained  by  the 
Senator  using  them,  they  were  not  out  of  order,  and  the 
Senator  could,  therefore,  proceed  wiUi  his  remarks.] 

Mr.  MILLER  resumed.  He  said  the  proper  course 
clearly  in  order,  to  do  equal  justice  to  all,  was  to  appoint 
a  committee  consisting  of  two  Senators  favorable  to  the 
landed  interest,  and  two  favorable  tu  tlie  manufacturers' 
interest;  and  if  there  must  be  an  odd  number,  let  three  be 
taken  favorable  to  tlie  m^inufacturers.  The  various  in- 
terests would  be  then  fairly  represented,  and  heard  in  the 
details  of  their  report;  but,  as  it  now  was,  he  did  not  care 
much  whether  it  was  recommitted  or  not,  although,  upoa 
the  mere  question  of  propriety,  he  should  vote  for  tbs 
motion  to  recommit.  The  committee  had  the  rigttt  to  put 
their  own  construction  upon  the  reference,  and  tlie  course 
to  be  pursued  by  them — that  he  did  not  deny;  but  tlie 
true  question  was,  would  the  Senate  consent  to  let  their 
judgment  be  controlled  by  the  committee,  or  must  the 
committee  be  conti'olled  by  the  Senate?  It  was  a  ques- 
tion of  power — shall  tlie  Senate  dictate  to  a  committee,  or 
a  committee  to  the  Senate? 

It  had  been  said  that  this  was  not  a  report  favorable  to 
the  manufacturers;  a  very  slight  observation  would  tend 
to  show  the  contrary.  It  was  very  obvious,  if  tlie  arti- 
cles unprotected  were  admitted  free  of  duty,  that  it  left 
the  whole  revenue  to  be  collected  on  like  articles  maiiu* 
factured  in  the  United  States.  Suppose  the  omission 
of  the  tax  on  the  articles  in  the  bill  reported,  would  ope- 
rate in  favor  of  the  consumption  in  tlie  South  as  well  ss 
the  North,  still  the  great  body  of  the  articles  consumed 
at  the  South  were  to  be  subject  to  high  taxes,  while  tlie 
only  articles  on  which  the  manulUcturers  now  pay  any 
thing  would  be  relieved  frum  the  duty  altcgether. 

He  had  put  it  to  the  conimttee,  to  tiieir  sense  of  justice, 
to  tlieir  rebpect  for  equal  rights;  he  had  even  appeiileU  to 
their  sympathy,  whetlier  it  would  be  just  and  proper  to 
levy  the  taxes  from  a  part.cular  section  of  U)e  country. 
It  was  known  to  every  one  that  there  were  no  manufac- 
turing establishments  at  the  South;  and,  although  tlie  lav 
might  appear  equitable  and  fair  on  the  face,  yet,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  diH'erent  interests  and  dtfl'eient  pursuitsof 
various  sections,,  it  would,  in  point  of  fact,  be  partial.  He 
had  been  struck  with  the  force  of  the  suggestion  of  the 
Senator  from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Tylxk,]  who  illustrated  this 
subject,  by  supposing  in  a  S}&ten)  of  direct  taxation  it 
sliuuld  be  proposed  to  raise  ten  millions,  or  any  otlier  suns, 
and  Congress  should  levy  tliis  tax  on  the  sugar  planters, 
cuuld  any  one  -pretend  that  this  would  be  just  or  constitu- 
tiunal?  If  this  bill  should  be  adopted,  and  the  principle 
of  it  be  sustained,  tlie  same  result  will  be  effected  to  the 
prejudice  of  the  pUnting  interest.      If  il  should  pass, 
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there  will  be  no  security  that  the  hig'h  taxes  upon  the  ne- 
cessaries of  life  will  be  reached  by  any  subsequent  mo- 
dification of  the  tariff. 

Mr.  KING  said  he  was  fully  aware  that  nothing  was  to 
be  gained  by  a  further  disctission  of  the  subject;  but  he 
felt  it  a  duty  he  owed  to  those  Whose  interests  he  repre- 
sented on  this  floor,  to  muke  one  or  two  remarks  in  reply 
to  the  oh'sen'atiofis  of  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey. 
When,  ST,  a  few  days  past,  resolutions  were  submitted  by 
direction  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  calling  for 
information  relative  to  the  public  lands,   embracing  in- 
quiries of  a  most  extensive  character,  the  answers   to 
which  would  nccessarrly  involve  cons'derable  delay,  I  then 
thought  1  foresaw  in  this  call  the  manifehtation  of  a  dispo- 
sition to  make  a  partial  report  on  the  subjects  committed 
to  it  by  the  Senate,  and  to  avoid,  altogether,  that  part  re- 
lating to  the  reduction  of  the  price  of  tlie  public  domain. 
I  then,  sir,  fose  in  my  place,  and  asked  the  Senator  from 
New  Jei*sey  whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the  committee 
to  make  a  report  before  the  information  relative  to  the 
public  lands  was  received.     The  answer  of  that  gentle- 
man was  explicit,  that,  so  soon  as  the  information  asked 
for  was  received,  the  committee  would  report — leaving 
no  doubt  on  the  minds  of  all  who  heard  him,  that  he  con- 
sideretl  it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  committee  to  present  the 
whole  together,  and  not  in  the  detached  and  partial  man- 
ner in  which  it  is  now  brought  forward.     I  canpot,  sir, 
withhold  the  expression  of  my  astonishment  at  the  course 
this  committee  has  thought  proper  to  ptn*sue.     Tlie  de- 
sign of  the  Senate  in  referring  all  the  subjects  of  reve- 
nue to  the  same committte,  cotild  not  be  misunderstood, 
and  especially  after  what  took  place  on  that  occasion. 
The  Senator  from  Kentucky,  convinced  that  the  resolu- 
tions  introduced  by  him  would  be  rejected  by  the  Senate 
— [Mr.  Clat  shook  his  head] — yes,  sir,  I  repeat  they  could 
not  have  received  the  sanction  of  this  body.     I  know  the 
fact;  and  the  Senator  himself  must  have  been  aware  of  it, 
else  how  did  it  happen  that  he  so  readily  acquiesced  in 
the  proposition  to  refer  them  to  the  Committee  on  Manu- 
factures, without  obtaining  for  them  that  sanction  which 
he  had  urgxrd  so  strongly?    But,  sir,  the  Senator  went 
much  further:  finding  that  even  this  reference  could  not 
be  obtained  from  them,  unconnected  with  the  whole  sub- 
ject of  reduction,  he  unhesitatingly  consented  to  include 
all  the  instructions  proposed,  with  the  single  exception  of 
that  relating  to  the  public  lands;  and  yet,  sir,  with  a  full 
knowledge  of  the  wislicsof  the  Senate,  this  committee  has 
taken  upon  itself  to  do  what  the  Senate  had  declared  it 
should  not  do — ^act  upon  the  resolutions  of  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky — leaving  out  all  the  other  subjects  con- 
nected with  them.    Andupon  what  ground  does  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  base  this  extraoi-dinary  report?  Why, 
sir,  that  a  bill  for  the  reduction  of  duties  could  not,  con- 
stitutionally, originate  in  the  Senate;  and  yet  this  bill  pro- 
poses the  entire   abohtion  of  duties.      The  constitution 
presents  no  barrier  to  a  repeal  of  all  the  duties  upon  un- 
protected articles;  but  the  moment  you  touch  the  pro- 
tected class — iron,  for  instance — it  forms  an  insuperable 
obstacle ! 

1  will  not  dwell  upon  the  absurdity  of  such  a  distinction. 
[Here  Mr.  K.  commented  on  the  unjust  and  partial  ope- 
ration of  the  bill,  recounting  the  different  articles  the 
committee  had  thought  fit  to  relieve  from  duty,  though 
particularly  favoring  manufacturers,  and  instituted  a  com- 
parison between  them  and  the  articles  of  necessity  and 
general  consumption,  on  which  the  tax  is  still  to  remain.] 
So  sure,  said  Mr.  K.,  as  there  is  a  God  above,  if  the  ma- 
jority will  persist  in  this  species  of  injustice  and  oppres- 
sion; if,  when  we  invoke  this  justice,  they  turn  a  deaf  ear, 
and  meet  our  entreaties  to  give  some  small  relief  to  our 
suffering- people  with  insult  added  to  injury,  consequences 
will  result  which  I  shudder  to  think  of.  Sir,  this  is  no 
idle  threat;  in  this  there  ii  no  gasconade.     I  stand  here  as 


one  of  the  most  moderate  of  those  who  are  opposed  to  the 
miscalled  American  system,  advocating  conciliation,  union; 
and  those  I  represent  well  know  it.  Sir,  it  is  not  the  wish 
of  the  South  to  prostrate  the  manufacturing  industry  of 
the  country;  and  the  assertion,  frequently  made  on  this 
floor,  that  such  is  their  object,  is  destitute  of  foimdation. 
Sir,  for  the  sake  of  peace  and  harmony,  and  of  union,  they 
are  disposed  to  bear  much.  Fix  the  revenue  at  an  amount 
reqtiired  by  the  ordinary  wants  of  the  Government,  and  the 
agricultural  interests  will  be  found  giving  their  support  to 
such  an  arrangement  of  the  duties  as  will  g\yt  a  fair  and 
reasonable  encouragement  to  manufactures.  Yes,  sir, 
thev  will  do  this  with  a  perfect  conviction  that  the  burdens 
will  still  fall  unequally,  and  that  they  must  bear  the  greater 
portion.  Can  the  advocates  of  the  tariff,  with  the  least 
semblance  of  justice,  contend  for  more?  Will  they  not 
meet  us  on  middle  ground — settle  this  distracting  ques- 
tion,  and  save  the  Government?  I  ask,  tlien,  tliat  this 
partial  report,  embracing  but  a  single  proposition,  calcu* 
lated  to  benefit  almost  exclusively  the  manufacturer,  and 
affording  next  to  no  relief  to  those  ground  down  to  po- 
verty by  the  oppressive  operations  of  tliis  unjust  system, 
shall  be  thrown  back  upon  the  committee,  with  the  un- 
derstanding that  they  shall  discharge  their  duty  by  pre- 
senting the  whole  subject  of  reduction,  embracing  the 
public  lands,  as  intended  by  the  Senate.  Sir,  I  have  not 
forgotten  that  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  told  us  that 
gentlemen  should  not  outbrag  him;  that  he  would  bring 
down  the  revenue  as  low  as  any  of  them.  That  gentleman, 
with  the  committee  to  which  he  belongs,  have  been  put  to 
the  test,  and  what  have  they  done '  Why,  sir,  dextrously 
shuffled  out  the  public  lands';  given  the  go-by  to  the  whole 
protective  system,  antl  proposed  to  reduce  a  revenue  of 
twenty-seven  or  eight  millions  of  dollars — a  little  more  than 
five  millions;  and  this  is  what  we  are  to  understand  b^  the 
declaration  of  the  Senator  that  he  would  bring  down  the 
revenue  as  low  as  any  one!  But,  sir,  we  have  been  told 
that  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  contemplated  fur- 
ther action  on  the  subject  committed  to  them — perhaps 
a  further  reduction  of  duties  might  be  safely  recommend- 
ed, when  they  had  further  information  to  guide  them. 
But  it  was  scarcely  to  be  expected  that  they  could  com- 
plete their  labors  during  this  session;  that  this  important 
information  was  exceedingly  difficult  to  obtain;  that  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  had  agents  now  employed  in 
collecting  it;  and,  upon  the  whole,  it  was  best  to  postpone 
it  to  a  more  convenient  season.  Sir,  are  we  to  be  amused 
with  such  miserable  pretexts  for  witliholding  from  us  that 
justice  which,  as  a  part  of  this  great  American  family,  we 
tiave  a  right  to  demand?  Act  upon  this  bill — pass  it — and 
f  warn  my  friends  of  the  West  that  they  must  give  up  all 
hope  of  seeing  any  reduction  in  the  pric6  of  the  public 
lands.  That,  too,  sir,  will  be  postponed  to  a  more  conve- 
nient season.  Sir,  it  is  not  mV  design  to  enter  at  large 
into  this  subject  at  this  time.  1  appeal,  sir,  to  the  Sena- 
tors from  Indiana,  New  York,  and,  I  think  I  may  add, 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  to  bear  me  out  in  the  as- 
sertion that  this  reference  was  made  with  the  full  belief 
that  the  committee  would  act  upon  all  the  subjects  toge- 
ther, and  present  them,  in  connexion,  to  the  Senate.  I 
repeat,  sir,  they  have  failed  to  discharge  the  duty  which 
properly  belonged  to  them,  and  the  disapprobation  of  thit 
body  should  be  manifested  by  recommitting  the  bill.  Sir, 
if  by  the  vote  this  day  we  give  the  go-by  to  these  import- 
ant subjects,  I  shall  lose  all  hone  ofany  settlement  of  this 
distracting  question,  on  terms  tnat  will  be  at  all  satisfactory 
to  the  aggrieved  and  suffering  portions  of  the  community; 
and  when  that  hope,  to  which  the  South  has  fondly  clung, 
that  this  Congress  would  not  adjourn  without  affording 
relief  to  her  sufferings  shall  be  given  up,  conscquence.% 
sir,  which  no  man  can  portray,  will  throw  a  dreadful 
weight  of  responsibility  upon  the  heads  of  those  whoft« 
injustice  bat  produced  them. 
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Mr.  MAN6UM  roae«  and  said,  I  do  not  rise  to  add  to  the  l  1  shall  not  go  into  a  subject  already  exhausted,  and  ihow 
excitement  already  so  naturally  and  so  strongly  felt  in  this  the  pernicious  consequences  of  the  policy  of  this  reaolu- 
paK  of  the  House,  growing  out  of  the  extraordinary  course 


which  the  Committee  on  Manu&ctures  have  felt  it  their 
duty  to  adopt.     I  rise  merely  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  to  the  course  so  frequently  adopted  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Kentucky.     Whenever  a  question  is  to  be  taken 
upon  any  point*  direct  or  collateral,  the  tocsin  is  sounded 
by  that  Senator,  and  he  tries  to  rally  all  his  forces,  by  re- 
presenting the  vote  as  being  upon  a  test  question.  Every 
thing  is  a  test  question  in  which  his  feelings  are  in  the  least 
enlisted.     My  object  is  to  present  this  matter  in  its  true 
light.     The  question  is  not  one  to  test  the  strength  of  the 
tarilT  policy,  but  it  is  to  effect,  by  indirection^-I  mean  not 
to  speak  offensively—that  which  the  Senate,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  refusea  tojlo  directly.     The  resolution  of  the  Se- 
nator had  been  elaborately  discussed  for  more  than  two 
months.     We  were  informed,  at  the  different  atages  of  its 
progress,  that  the  action  of  the  Senate  upon  it  was  very 
desirables  that  it  must  be  had  before  the  committee  could 
proceed  in  its  duties  in  a  satisfactory  manner.     When  the 
debate  had  ceased,  and  the  6nal  vote  was  about  to  he 
taken,  it  was  clearly  ascertained  that  the  resolution  wmild 
not  be  adopted.     I  had  ascertained,  to  my  entire  satisfac- 
tion, that  it  would  be  either  amended,  evaded,  or  reject- 
ed.    I  luul  supposed  this  was  equally  apparent  to  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky;  and  it  was  upon  that  supposition 
only  that  I  could  account  for  the  feebleness  with  which 
he  pressed  a  final  vote,  and  the  apparent  facility  with 
which  he  adopted  the  proposed  reference  of  his  resolu- 
tion, without  any  expression,  by  the  Senate,  of  an  opinion 
in  regard  to  its  principles.     This  course  was  so  different 
from  the  line  that  I  had  supposed  was,  early  in  the  dis- 
cussion, meant  to  be  piirsueu  by  the  Senator,  that  I  very 
naturally  supposed  his  acquiescence  was  the  result  o^what 
he  deemed  mevitable  necessity.     The  resolution,  with  di- 
vers others,  wholly  irreconcilable  and  inconsistent  with  it, 
was  referred;  and  the  committee,  with  ^reat  haste,  make 
a  report,  embracing  only  the  policy  indicated  by  the  Se- 
nator's resolution:  so  that,  by  a  manoeuvre  perfectly  &mi- 
liar  to  gentlemen  long  schooled  in  parliamentary  tactics, 
the  Senate  is  now  placed  precisely  in  the  predicament 
which  I  clearly  understood  it  meant  to  avoid  by  the  vote 
upon  the  reference  of  these  various  resolutions;  and  that, 
by  this  legislative  evolution,  the  sense  of  the  Senate  is  not 
only  to  be  evaded,  but  the  Senate  is  called  to  act  pre- 
cisely in  opposition  to  the  course  which  i  understood  to 
be  marked  out  and  adopted  by  tliat  vote.     The  present 
motion  is  made  to  ascertain  the  sense  of  the  Senate,  as  ex- 
pressed by  that  vote  of  reference;  and  I  have  the  fullest 
confidence  that  the  vote  will  sustain  the  views  I  have  ex- 
pressed. 

It  is  certainly  a  little  extraord'nary  that  a  committee, 
organized  expressly  to  watch  and  g^ard  the  interests  of 
manufactures,  should,  aCcer  a  debate  of  more  than  two 
months,  and  after  having  usurped  the  whole  subject  con- 
nected with  the  public  revenue,  make  a  report  not  touch- 
ing a  single  afdcle  in  that  system  of  protection,  nor  ex- 
pressing a  single  opinion  upon  that  subject;  bui  touching 
simply  that  part  of  the  subject  which,  more  appropriately, 
belongs  to  another  committee,  and  which,  in  truth,  has 
been  usurped  by  the  Committee  on  Manufactures.  It  is 
strange  that  a  committee,  which  have  labored  so  sedu- 
lously to  get  possession  of  the  whole  subject,  should  so 
ipeemly  make  a  report  npon  the  part  of  the  subject  within 
the  province,  peculiarly,  of  the  Committee  on  Finance, 
and  so  studiously  abstain  from  touching,  in  any  shape,  the 
matters  which  properly  belong  to  them.  That  this  course 
■bould  produce  strong  excitement,  and  £ven  feelings  of 
indignation,  is  not  a  matter  of  surprise.  No  man,  who 
understands  the  least  of  the  subject,  can  be  blind  to  the 
object  of  the  committee*  or  the  effects  of  sustaining  them 
toUMircounKw 


pernicious  consequences  or  the  policy 
tion.  I  think  it  more  important  to  ask  the  Senators  from 
the  new  States  whether  this  course  indicates  a  friendly 
feelinr  to  the  interests  more  immediately  affecting  them, 
and  whether  it  is  in  accordance  with  the  views  entertained 
by  them  when  they  voted  the  reference— whether,  if  this 
subject  shall  be  first  acted  upon,  with  tlieir  conciurence, 
they  have  tl>e  least  guaranty  tfiat  their  peculiar  interests  will 
receive  a  favorable  consideration — whether,  in  a  word, 
they  will  not  give  up  the  only  hope  of  reducing  the  price 
of  the  public  lands,  so  as  to  enable  every  head  of  a  family 
to  be  an  independent  freeholder;  who,  in  truth — I  mean 
the  freeholders — constitute  the  real  strength,  and  pride, 
and  glory  of  this  great  confederation.  I  ask  them  to 
look  to  it. 

Sir,  I  mean  not  to  discuss  the  constitutionality  of  ori- 
ginating in  the  Senate  a  revenue  bill.    Yet  1  certadnly  was 
much  stnick  with  the  novel  view  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey;  that  the  Senate  might  repeal  in  ioto  all 
duties  upon  unprotected  articles,  but  could  not  properly 
reduce  duties  on  the  other  class.     He  doubti— he  h«s 
scruples.     He  can  abolish,  but  not  reduce.     Does  not  the 
Senator  see  that,  by  abolishing  duties  upon  all  unprotect- 
ed articles,  he,   in  fact,  increases  the  duties  upon  the 
protected  cl.iss;  or,  in  other  words,  enhances  the  protec- 
tion?    As  it  is  obvious  to  every  bocly  else,  I  should  do  the 
Senator  great  injustice  to  suppose  that  it  is  not  equally  ob- 
vious to  him.     And,  besides,  if  there  be  any  meanini^  io 
tliat  part  of  the  constitution  which  requires  that  revenue 
bills  shidi  be  originated  in  the  other  brans^i  of  Congress,  I 
suppose  it  to  mean  that  the  immediate  representativts  of 
the  people  shall  be  as  well  the  judges  of  the  proper  ob- 
jects of  taxation  as  of  the  amount  of  tlie  revenue.    In- 
deed, the  selection  of  the  objects  of  taxation  is  not  only 
the  most  undoubted,  but,  in  fact,  the  most  interesting 
power  of  the  other  House.     But,  by  the  course  proposed 
here,  the  Senate  originates  a  bill,  not  only  striking  out 
more  than  half  the  subjects  of  taxation  heretofore  adopt- 
ed, but  accumulates  the  whole  revenue  upon  a  few  sub- 
jects; and»  in  the  selection  of  which,  the  House,  in  the 
first  instance,  is  not  consulted. 

I  trust  this  high-handed  course  will  be  arrested.  I  have 
lost  all  confidence  in  a  certain  part  of  tlie  Senate,  in  refer^ 
ence  to  any  conciliatory  disposition  in  the  adjustment  of 
this  great  and  dangerous  subject.  X  look  to  them  for  no- 
thing. I  hope  from  them  nothing.  I  wish  the  country 
could  say,  it  fears  from  them  notiiing.  But  1  appeal  to 
that  part  of  the  Senate,  who,  though  in  favor  of  Uie  pro- 
tective principle,  yet  are  capable  of  looking  to  the  whole 
subject,  unbiassed  by  any  views  but  those  tliat  belong  to 
their  country  and  its  best  interest.  I  call  upon  those  who 
love  their  country,  and  have  no  objects  connected  with 
party  interests,  and  who  can  lift  their  eyes  to  the  grest 
and  enduring  glory  of  this  great  country,  to  come  to  the 
subject  sacrificing  something,  as  we  who  will  sacrifice 
much)  and  let  us  join  and  settle  this  subject  so  agitating  to 
the  public  mind,  and  so  dangerous  to  the  peace  and  lls^ 
mony  of  these  once  happy  States. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  he  would  vote  with  his  friends  for 
recommitting  the  bill,  but  he  saw  no  bse  in  it  It  was  im- 
possible to  make  a  bird  sing  that  would  not  ung.  He  ap- 
prehended tliat  the  Manufactures  Committee  would  report 
no  bill  that  would  answer  any  purpose — none  that  would 
make  any  essential  modification  of  the  tariff.  The  biU 
they  had  brought  in  was  a  rare  bird.  Out  of  thirty-one 
millions  of  revenue,  they  proposed  to  reduce  five  and  s 
half,  leaving  twenty-five  millions,  when  twelve  or  thirteen 
was  all  that  the  wants  of  the  Government  would  require. 
These  five  and  a  half  were  to  be  reduced,  not  upon  the 
necessaries  of  life,  but  upon  the  merest  trifles!  bagatelles* 


most  of  them  so  insignificant  that  the  people  did  not  know 
their  names  or  their  uses.     Mr.  B.  had  no  objection  to  lO* 
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cludiiiff  these  trides  in  the  list  of  reductions.     They  were 
too  insignificant  to  be  taxed,  and  for  that  reason  ought  to 
be  struck  from  the  statute  book.     By  way  of  completing 
the  reductions,  they  might  be  thrown  io;  but  to  make 
^em  the  main  articles  of  reduction — ^to  compose  the  bill 
wholly  of  such  small  trash,  while  omitting  all  the  great 
objects  of  revenue,  was  to  present  legislation  under  a  new 
Bspect  to  the  American  people.     Mr.  B.  said,  every  body 
had  read  of  the  mountain  that  was  delivered  of  a  mouse; 
but  here  was  a  great  committee  wh*ch  was  delivered  of  a 
bill  which  was  not  even  a  grown  mouse;  which  is  nothing, 
in  fact,  but  a  litter  of  young  mice.     The  committee  had 
drawn  to  itself  the  business  of  the  Finance  Committee; 
they  had  gone  out  to  prepare  a  bill  for  reducing  and  set- 
tling the  revenue;  and  they  had  brought  in — ^hat?  a  dish 
of  toys  and  confectionary!  and  £p<avely  presented  it  to  the 
Senate,  as  tlie  revenue  bill  which  was  to  settle  the  desti> 
niesof  an  empire!     The  Senate  had  directed  that  com-r 
mittee  to  consider  the  whole  subject  of  the  revenue,  the 
public  lands,  woollens,  cottons,  in>n,  salt,  every  thing,  yet 
we  have  nothing  but  a  long  list  of  trifles,*and  a  few  luxu- 
ries.     What  would  be  thought  of  a  nian,  who,  being  di- 
rected to  fetch  you  a  horse,  should  go  and  pull  one  hair  out 
of  his  tail,  and  come  and  lay  it  down  before  you,  and  say, 
there  is  your  horse,  sir.     Yet  this  was  the  conduct  of  the 
committee.  Their  bill,  to  our  revenue  system,  is  what  one 
hair  would  be  to  the  whole  horse.  Mr.  B.  would  not  speak 
of  the  bill  according  to  his  feelings.     He  wished  that  a 
million  of  copies  of  it  were  printed,  and  a  copy  sent  to 
every  farmer  in  America,  labelled  with  the  inscription, 
that  It  was  the  American  system  bill — that  it  was  the  bill 
which  the  manufacturers  gave  to  the  fiirmers;  that  it  was 
the  bill  tliat  came  from  the  committee  which  had  been  or- 
dered to  report  upon  the  reduction  of  tlie  price  of  public 
hnd.     He  wished  that  it  could  g^  out  thus  labelled,  that 
the  fiumers  might  see,  from  under  their  own  hands,  what 
kind  of  relief  tlie  Manufacturing  Committee  mean  to  extend 
to  the  cultivators  of  the  earth!  No  description,  no  speech, 
no  power  of  language,  can  give  them  an  adequate  idea  of 
that  bill.     They  should  see  the  thing  itself.     Tliey  should 
look  upon  it;  they  should  handle  it.     I'he  view  of  such  a 
bill  would  astound  them.     Indignation  would  seize  some; 
contempt,  others.  Many  would  consider  itasa  j"ke;  some 
would  think  it  a  satire  upon  our  legislation,,  got  up  by 
some  mischievous  boys;  but  inspection  would  show  that  it 
was  a  real  document,  conceived  and  produce<l  by  the  Ma- 
nufactures Committee,  and  pressed  upon  tlie  Senate,  in 
real  earnest,  as  a  bill  for  the.  reduction  of  the  revenue  and 
relief  of  tlie  country !     That  it  is,  in  fact,  the  genuine  pro- 
duction of  the  American  system  committee,  and  the  real 
mcxie  in  which  that  committee  complies  with  that  part  of 
the  President's  message  which  recommends  the  repeal  of 
'unnecessary  taxes,  and  the  reduction  of  the  revenue  to  the 
wants  of  the  Government!     Yes,  sir,  that  bill  ought  to  be 
printed  by  the  million,  and  distributed  by  handfuls!     It 
would  be  viewed  with  universal  scorn.     A  tempest  of  in- 
dignation would  pursue  it.    The  lightning  of  public  wrath 
would  blast  it.    The  thunder  of  a  nation's  curses  would 
annihilate  it. 

But  to  avert  the  consequences  which  the  committee 
could  not  but  foresee — ^to  break  the  force  of  that  feeling 
which  their  bill  was  obliged  to  produce—the  committee  have 
come  forward  witii  ahalf  promise  that  they  will  look  a  little 
further;  that  they  will  study  the  history  of  some  other  arti- 
cles, and,  perhaps,  yes,  perhaps,  reportaiiother  bill  at  some 
indefinite  period,  to  add  a  few  more  items  to  their  import- 
ant list  of  reductions.  But  what  items,  no  hint  or  informa- 
tion is  given;  and,  in  the  mean  time,  this  bill,  not  of  abo- 
minatioii,  but  of  froth  and  Summery,  must  be  swallowed 
down  by  the  Senate.  Sir,  there  is  a  story  of  a  clown  in 
London,  who  had  a  fashion  of  going  up  to  people,  and 
^^^^%  P^c  (^^  ^  penny,  and  I  will  sing  you  a  song;  but 
you  oust  pve  me  the  penny  first!  ^d  wbeo  he  had  got 


the  penny,  would  scamper  off  in  a  laugli.    Mr.  B.  hoped 
the  committee  would  take  no  offence— certainly  none  was 
intended;  but  the  reminiscence  was  excited,  and  the  ex- 
pression  of  his  feelings  irresistible,  at  hearing  the  commit- 
tee's request  and  promise.     We  must  pass  their  bill  first, 
and  trust  to  them  for  something  better  hereafter.   But  sup« 
pose  that  something  better  should  never  come;  the  Senate 
would  then  be  in  the  condition  of  the  good  people  who 
parted  with  the  penny  before  they  heaid  the  song.     Mr. 
B.  expressed  his  astonishment  at  the  request  of  the  com* 
mittee,  to  have  time  to  consider  whether  they  could  do 
any  thing  more.     That  committee  was  active  and  insatia- 
ble in  drawing  to  itself  the  business  of  the  Finance  Com* 
mittee.     It  had  been  zealous  to  get  the  revenues  into  its 
hands.     It  had  struggled,  and  wrestled,  and  contended 
for  it;  and  had  succeeded  at  last  by  dint  of  its  own  votes; 
and  now  it  comes  forward  with  a  ridiculous  and  starved 
bill — a  bill  which,  in  the  vernacular  tongue  of  the  further 
West,  would  be  called  **  the  little  end  of  nothing  sharpen- 
ed,"  and,  presenting  this  abortion  as  the  neplua  ultra,  the 
Herculean  pillars,  of  their  present  exhausting  efforts,  de- 
mands time  to  refresh,  and  repose  to  recover  from  over- 
done nature,  and  to  study  books  before  they  can  do  any 
thing  more.     They  want  a  history  of  the  public  lands;  a 
long,  minute,  circumstantial,  detailed  history  of  the  pur- 
chase, and  surveys,  and  sales,  and  donations,  and  reserva- 
tions, and  relinquishments,  and  reclamations,  of  the  public 
lands,  from  the  foundation  of  the  Government  to  the  present 
day!     And  until  tliey  get  that  history,  which  it  will  take 
months  to  compile,  and  weeks  to  pnnt,  not  a  word  can  be 
said  about  reducing  the  price  of  the  lands,  or  transferring 
them  to  the  States.  Sir,  who  so  blind  as  not  to  see  through 
this  thin  and  threadbare  curtain?    Who  so  short-sighted  as 
not  to  see  the  delay  which  lies  beyond  it,  and  which  is  to  get 
rid  of  the  land  question  without  responsibility  of  direct  ac- 
tion?   Whv  did  not  the  committee  act  in  the  same  way  by 
other  articles  which,  nevertheless,  they  have  put  into  their 
bills'     Why  did  they  not  ask  for  a  history  of  tea,  and 
frankincepse,  and  figs,  and  tamarinds,  and  a  hundred  other 
exotic  productions,  of  which  they  know  a  thous;ind  times 
less  than  they  know  of  land,  before  they  could  include 
these  things  in  their  bill  ?    Why  nuke  such  a  glaring  dis- 
tinction? Simply,  it  may  be  presumed,  because  the  manu- 
facturers want  the  price  of  land  kept  up!  and,  therefore, 
are  for  delay  in  their  operations  upon  that  subject!     And, 
sir,  what  is  the  use  of  all  this  history?     Will  the  commit- 
tee read  it  when  it  comes?     Would  they  re%d  it  if  it  was 
now  here?     Would  any  man  read  it,  to  makeup  his  mind 
upon  the  question  of  reducing :the  price  of  public  lands? 
Certainly  not.     That  question  is  exclusively  a  question  of 
pol  cy,  not  of  detail,     it  is  to  be  decided  by  the  nature  of 
the  subject,  and  not  by  its  history.     The  question  is,  whe- 
ther the  public  lands  shull  be  reduced  in  price,  or  trans- 
ferred to  the  States.     And  every  man  will  dt-cide  that 
question  upon  views  of  policy,  drawn  from  reflection  and 
consideration,  and  not  upon  details  of  old  surveys  and  ob- 
solete history.     Beyond  doubt,  the  committee  would  not 
read  the  details  of  our  public  land  history,  if  they  now  had 
them;  in  all  probability  their  minds  are  made  up  upon  the 
question  at  this  moment.    It  is  well  known  that  the  manu- 
facturers are  opposed  to  any  relaxtUion  in  the  sale  or  dis- 
position of  the  public  lands;  because  thev  want  to  confine 
the  poor  people  to  the  old  States,  to  work  in  the  factories. 
The  plari  of  the  manufacturers  is  to  keep  up  the  price  of 
land  to  the  highest  possible  point;  *to  prevent  all  dona- 
tions either  to  the  States  or  individuals;  they  oppose  all 
pre-emptions,  and  all  settlement  riglits,  and  all  confirma^ 
tions  of  French  and  Spanish  grants;  and  they  do  all  this 
upon  a  fixed  principle  of  opposition  to  emig^tion  and 
Western  settlement.     As  the  guardians  of  the  manufac- 
turers, the  committee,  then,  may  be  assumed  to  be  hostile 
to  any  relaxation  in  the  present  rigorous  land  system* 
Some  of  the  committee  are  known  to  be  so.   Its  chfuriDan 
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[Mr.  Dickirbon]  is  known  to  have  been,  for  tveWe  years,  j 
tlie  most  determined,  unbending',  and  uncompromising' op-' 
ponent  of  every  bill  for  the  benefit  of  the  Western  settlers. 

A  lea<lin§^  member  of  the  committee  [Mr.  Clat]  has 
disclosed  his  policy,  whicli  is  to  take  the  proceeds  of  the 
public  lands  for  internal  improvement,  (which  now  g^es 
to  the  seaboard  in  the  North  Atlantic  States,)  and  the 
colonization  of  Africa,  in  which  the  British  Government 
sunk  above  foi*ty  millions  of  dollars,  without  accomplish- 
ing any  thing-.  Mr.  B.  would  not  how  stop  to  examine 
the  practicability  of  African  colonization.  He  would  re- 
fer those  who  wanted  real  information  on  that  subject,  to 
the  sworn  testimony  taken  by  order  of  the  British  House 
of  Commons,  in  1826,  relative  to  their  settlement  at  Sierra 
Leone,  which  is  only  four  degrees  of  our  settlements, 
and  both  just  under  the  equator,  on  the  Western  coast  of 
Africa.  For  the  present,  he  would  only  remark  upon  the 
anomaly  of  a  company  of  private  individuals  in  America, 
without  law  or  charter,  setting  up  a  Government  in  an- 
other quarter  of  the  world.  It  was  a  strange  thing  to  see- 
the agents  of  these  privatt;  individuals,  exercising  all  the 
powers  of  Government,  making  war  and  peace,  admin- 
istering justice,  collecting  revenues,  passing  laws,  and 
exercising  all  Uie  powers  of  sovereignty.  This  was  an 
anomaly,  whicK  he  merely  mentioned  in  passing.  The 
real  point  he  was  aiming  at  was  this:  that  the  proceeds  of 
the  Western  l.nds  were  to  be  t:iken,  (according  to  the 
plan  which  had  been  disclosed,)  to  keep  up  this  anomalous 
and  visionary  Government  in  Africa.  If  any  one  wished 
to  be  charitable,  and  send  his  charity  to  Africa,  let  him 
do  so.  Mr.  B.  would  not  object  to  the  friends  of  African 
colonization  sending  their  own  money  to  Africa;  but  he 
did  object  to  the  appropriation  of  the  proceeds  of  the 
Western  lands  to  that  object.  He  did  object  to  ravishing 
the  West,  to  replenish  Africa.  He  did  object  to  taking 
the  labor  and  sweat  of  the  white  population  in  the  new 
States,  to  bestow  as  a  gpft  upon  the  black  race  in  Africa. 
He  knew  too  well  the  difficulty  with  which  Western 
farmers  obtained  money  to  buy  land?  how  manj'  toilsome 
labors  had  to  be  gone  through  before  the  crop,  or  ttie 
stock,  was  ready  for  market;  how  many  retrenchments 
were  made  in  the  family;  how  many  purchases  were  de- 
nied to  daughters  to  ornament  their  persons,  and  even  to 
sons  to  advance  their  educations;  that  all  the  money  might 
be  saved  and  Wtd  away  to  buy  public  lands.  He  knew  all 
this  too  well,  to  be  willing  to  see  all  this  money,  after 
being  thus  laboriously  earned,  and  carefully  hoarded  for 
their  own  Government,  sent  off  to  Africa  to  be  given  as  a 
present  to  the  black  colonists.  For  when  the  money 
would  get  there,  it  was  to  be  laid  out  in  buying  lands 
from  the  native  tribes,  and  having  kroomen  to  clear  it, 
and  building  houses  for  the  black  colonists.  Mr.  B.  was 
opposed  to  seeing  the  price  of  public  land  kept  up  in  the 
West,  to  raise  money  from  his  own  white  fellow-citizens 
for  tliese  gratuitous,  and  distant,  an<l  visionary  objects. 
Let  the  charitable  exercise  charity  at  their  own  expense. 
Our  constitution  forbids  the  levy  of  money  for  the  sup- 
port of  any  religpon  at  home.  Congress  cannot  raise  a 
dollar  for  the  support  of  the  christian  religion  in  America; 
and  yet  here  is  a  proposition  to  take  the  proceeds  of  the 
public  lands,  now  three  millions  a  year,  and  soon  to  be 
five,  (if  the  price  is  not  reduced,)  to  support  our  religion 
in  Africa;  and  that  upon  the  W^estern  coast  of  Africa,  be- 
tween the  burning  tropics,  and  where  no  seed  of  that?  re- 
ligion would  ever  take  the  slightest  root. 

Mr.  B.  did  not  mean  to  go  into  the  bill  which  the  com- 
mittee had  reported.  There  was  enough  in  it  for  laughter 
and  for  sorrow;  for  ridicule  and  for  argument.  His  ear 
was  struck  by  the  word  indigo;  an  article  which  it  seems 
was  selected  by  the  committee  for  the  total  abolition  of 
duty.  It  was  struck  out  of  their  American  system.,  Yet 
indigo  was  a  plant  of  the  American  growth,  and,  under 
"  Britith  colonial  oppression,*'  in  the  time  that  Mr.  Josepli 


Gee  wrote  his  book,  was  one  of  the  staples  of  the  South. 
It  was  even  now  cultivated  there  to  some  degjee,  supplies 
household  manufactures,  and  furnishes  something  for  ex- 
port to  Europe.     [Mr.  B.  here  called  for  the  document 
of  commerce  and  navigation,  and  showed  that  several 
small  parcels  of  American  indigo  had  been  imported  to 
France  and  Scotland  in  the  vear  1830.]     Under  the  colo- 
nial system^  Great  Britain  cfierished  the  gfrowth  of  indigo 
in  the  Southern  colonies;  she  allowed  a  bounty  upon  its 
production.     After  she  lost  the  colonies,  she  turned  to  lier 
possessions  in   Bengal,  and   cherished  the  plant  there. 
She  was  determinetl  to  have  a  home  supply  of  indigo, 
because,  withotit  it,  her  manufactures  would  lie  st  the 
mercy  of  foreign  Powers.     Our  American  system  manu- 
facturers proceed  on  a  different  principle;  they  Ttrly  upon 
the  foreign  supply,  and  ab(jlish  even  the  insignificant  pro- 
tection which  was  allowed  hy  the  act  of  18*28  to  Ameri- 
can ind:go.     I'hey  purchased  the  foreign. article,  and  lud 
actually  bought,  chiefly  from  the  Briiish  possessions  in 
Bengal,  nearly  five  millions  of  dollars  worth  since  1824. 
They  have  also  fiougfit  foreign  wool,  chiefly  from  Englaml, 
to  the  value  of  more  than   two  millions  of  dollars  in  the 
same  time.    Foreign  soap  and  foreign  oil  are  also  bouglit 
for  the   factories.      And  then,   when  this  wool,  which 
came  from  England,  is  greased  with  oil  which  came  from 
Leghorn,  and  washed  with  soap  wliich  came  from  Flo- 
rence, and  dyed  with  indigo  which  came  from  Bej>gul,  ii 
made  into  cloth,  that  cloth  is  christened  with  the  name  of 
American,  and  is  put  up  for  a  domestic  manufacture;  and 
the  people  must  pay  double  for  it   in  hard  money,  and 
listen  to  a  long  story,  besides,  about  the  value  t)f  a  home 
market,  and  the  grand   policy  of  being  independent  of 
foreign  nations,  and  especially  of  England,  for  the  clothes 
which  we  wear.     Sir,  the  committee  have  done  rig^ht. 
They  have  acted  upon  the  true  principles  of  the  Ameri- 
can system,  in  striking  out  the  protection  upon  indigo. 
They  go  for  domestic  manufactures  upon  foreign  >natcrials, 
and  let  them  show  their  hand,  and  play  out  their  game. 

Mr.  B.  concluded  with  some  philosophical  remarks 
upon  the  d.fferent  temperament  of  men,  and  observed 
how  diversely  different  individuals  were  affected  by  the 
same  circumstance.  The  application  of  his  remaiks  was 
to  the  bdl  just  brought  in.  Some  Senators  were  indig- 
nant, and  spoke  with  rage  against  it;  some  were  amiistd, 
and  laughed  at  its  ridiculousness;  some  were  in  despair; 
others  inspired  with  fresh  hopes;  and  to  this  latter  claa 
belonged  himself.  He  looked  out  from  this  moment  forth 
for  the  dawn  of  new  light  in  favor  of  the  South  and  tlic 
West.  The  darkest  hour  of  the  night  was  tliat  which 
preceded  the  break  of  day.  The  American  system,  in 
the  conception  and  production  of  this  bill,  had  reached 
its  deepest  and  lowest  point  of  darkness!  It  had  exhibited 
its  most  hideous  deformity!  It  had  offered  its  hightst 
insult  to  the  people!  It  had  rebelled  and  revolted  against 
the  common  sense  of  all  mankind!  It  had  received,  from 
its  own  hands,  the  wound  that  is  "past  all  surgen !"  »"^ 
from  this  time  forth  it  must  decline  and  sink,  until  it  va- 
nished from  all  view,  and  disappeared  from  the  light  of  di<y. 

Mr.  FOOT  remarked  that  not  only  had  the  proceediJjgs 
of  the  committee  been  called  in  question,  but  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Senate,  in  ordering  the  reference,  was  d^fler- 
ently  understood  by  the  gentlemen  wjio  had  taken  part  in 
the  debate.  He  did  not  rise  to  enter  into  any  discussion 
of  the  question,  which  it  appeared  would  be  a  protracted 
one,  but  to  call  for  the  readmg  of  that  part  of  the  journal 
in  which  the  order  for  reference  was  inserted.  From  the 
reading  of  that  part  of  the  journal,  the  intention  of  the 
Senate  might  be  understood. 

The  Secretary  then  read  that  part  of  the  journal  refer- 
red to. 

Mr.  DALLAS  said,  I  do  not  rise,  Mr.  President,  to 
take  any  part  in  the  general  debate,  which  seems  to  be 
misplaced  and  premature.     The  gentleman  from  Georgia 
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[Mr.  Fobsttb]  moved  tlie  recommitment  of  the  bill  just 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  ^lanufttctures;  and  based 
bis  motive  upon  a  single  ground,  that  the  committee  liad 
neglected  or  mistaken  the  des'gn  of  the  Senate  in  con* 
fiding  to  tliem  the  charge  of  tjie  subject.  If  thin  be 
correct — if  the  committee  have  failed,  intentionally  or 
otherwise,  to  obey  t)ie  directions,  or  to  conform  to  the 
instructions,  or  even  the  general  understanding  of  this 
^ody,  as  to  the  m<xle  of  executing  this  duty,  I  should  join 
cheerfully  in  sending  the  bill  back  to  them.  But  my  re- 
culiecttons  vary  from  that  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia, 
or  rather  my  impressions  as  to  the  prevailing  motive  and 
design  in  confiding  many  and  apparently  disconnected 
matters  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,differ  from  his. 
All  these  subjects  were  referred  to  that  committee,  on  the 
motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Indiana,  [Mr.  Hkitdbicks,.] 
at  a  time  when  the  protracted  debate  having  closed, 
though  some  few  new  propositions  were  started,  we  were 
about  to  vote  for  the  original  resolution  of  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky,  [Mr. C lay.]  The  gentleman  from  Indiana 
declared  his  object  to  be^  to  obtain  a  ntetured  list  or  spe- 
c  ficatlon  of  the  unprotected  articles  to  which  tlie  resolu- 
tion applied;  being  unwilling  to  assent  or  dissent^  without 
perfectly  understanding  the  detailed  efTects.  It  was  sub- 
sequently agreed,  upon  suggestions  from  other  quarters, 
to  put  before  the  same  committee  all  the  resolutions  and 
subjects  which  seemed,  in  the  remotest  degree,  to  bear  on 
tlie  ma':n  object  of  tlieif  inquiry.  Not,  as  1  conceive,  that 
the  Senate  expected  from  that  committee  a  repcM*t  upon 
each  and  all  of  these  matters,  a  report  which  it  would 
take  months  satisfactorily  to  prepare,  but  that  the  Senate 
desired  that  the  committee  should  deliberate  upon  the 
main  object,  without  overlooking  the  direct  or  indirect, 
the  near  or  remote,  connexion  with  it,  of  those  various 
other  subjects.  Well,  sir,  the  committee  have  reported) 
their  report  is  avowed  only  in  part;  and,  while  present- 
ing a  bdl  which  attains  the  chief  purpose  of  tlie  gentle- 
man frQm  Indiana — an  enumeration  of  the  unprotected 
articles  which  it  is  proposed  to  admit  duty  free,  they  an- 
nounce a  determination  to  deliberate  fully  upon  the  other 
topics,  aiKl  to  report,  if  they  constitutionally  can,  at  large 
hereafter.  I  belt  eve  this  course  to  be  perfectly  regular 
and  in  order.  I  believe  it  to  involve  no  contempt  what* 
ever  of  the  obligations  of  the  committee  to  the  Senate.  I 
believe  it  ustial,  expedient,  and  natural,  on  particular 
occasions;  and  I  cannot,  tlierefore,  join  my  friend  from 
Georg'ia  in  hit  proposal  to  recommit,  implying,  as  it  clear- 
ly does,  a  censure  or  reproach  upon  the  committee. 

The  result  of  the  labors  of  the  committee,  as  far  as 
thus  communicated  to  us,  has  my  entire  approbation.  I 
will  consent,  at  any  time  the  subject  comes  up,  to  abolish 
wholly  the  existing  ciuties  upon  Uie  g^ods  specified  in  the 
reported  bill.  It  is  the  first  9tep  we  ought  to  take  in  ac- 
commodating the  tariff  to  the  present  condition  of  the 
country  as  to  revenue.  I  say  this,  Mr.  President,  reflect- 
inglyi  having  noticetl  and  approved  it  as  the  wisest  mode 
of  proceeding,  distinctly  recommended  to  Congrtss  by 
the  Chief  Magistrate  in  his  message  prior  to  the  last.  My 
wish,  therefore,  sir,  is  not  to  part  witli  the  bill  just  put 
in  the  Senator's  power,  but  to  retain  it,  at  all  events,  as 
the  basis  of  future  action.  I  am  about,  in  pursuance  of 
this  desire,  to  move  to  lay  the  bill  upon  the  table,  reserv- 
ing it  within  the  custody  of  this  body,  by  whom,  at  any 
time  hereafter,  it  may  be  taken  up  and  finally  disposed  of. 

It  does,  liowe%'er,  sir,  seem  to  be  a  general  solicitude 
that  the  Comm  ttee  on  Manufactures  should  make  their 
promised  final  report  before  we  proceed  to  consider  the 
bill  now  before  us;  and  I  think  it  most  consistent  with 
&irnes»  and  good  policy,  that  this  aolicitude  should  be 
gratified.  Hence,  so  far  as  respects  my  individual  con- 
duct, I  have  only  to  add  that  I  snail  vote  to  keep  the  bill 
upon  the  table  until  a  reasonable  time  shall  elapse;  until 
it  be  satisfiMtorily  ascertained  that  the  committee  do  not. 


and  will  not,  make  an  additional  report.     I  move  you,  sir« 
that  the  bill  be  laid  upon  the  table. 

At  the  request  of  Mr.  DICKERSON,  Mr.  Dal&as 
withdrew  the  motion  before  the  question  was  put. 

Mr.  DlCKEIiSON  said  that  he  should  not  have  risen 
again  on  this  subject,  but  for  the  many  references  to  his 
constitutional  scruples.  He  was  compelled  to  say  that 
the  committee  did  not  participate  in  his  scruples.  And, 
indeed,  there  was  no  good  reason  for  restricting  the  power 
of  the  Senate  upon  the  subject  of  revenue  bills;  tliis 
part  of  our  constitution  was  borrowed  from  England,  and 
very  unnecessarily;  but  it  formed  a  part  of  our  constitu- 
tion. Bills  for  mising  revenue  must  originate  in  the 
House  of  Representatives.  Some  Senators  seem  to  think 
it  quite  ft  rulictdous  affair,  that  a  bill  for  reducing  duties 
could  be  a  bill  for  raising  revenue..  But  the  words  raising 
revenue  do  not  mean  increasing  revenue,  but  levying  and 
collecting  duties  and  taxes  for  the  purpose  of  revenue.  A 
bill  reducing  the  duty  on  wines  from  one  dollar  to  seven* 
ty-five  cents  per  gallon,  wbuld  be  a  bill  for  raising  reve* 
nue  to  the  amount  of  seventy-five  cents  per  gallon  upon 
wine;  whatever  may  be  the  duty  left,  it  will  be  a  bill  for 
raising  revenue  to  that  amount.  We  wish  to  reduce  our 
whole  revenue  one-third;,  a  bill  for  doing  this  will  be  a 
bill  for  raising  revenue  to  the  amount  of  two-lhirds  of 
what  we  now  raise.  But  diminishing  the  duties  does  not 
necessarily  diminisli  the  revenue.  On  the  contrary,  it 
may  increase  it;  a  moderate  reduction  of  high  duties  will 
always  have  that  effect.  A  reduction  of  twenty  per  cent, 
upon  wines  would  ad<l  thirty  percent,  to  its  consumption  i 
and  so  increase,  and  not  diminish,  the  revenue.  If  the 
Senate  may  originate  a  bill  reilucing  duties,  upon  a  pre- 
sumption that  they  are  not  increasing  revenue,  which  tliey 
could  not  do  if  it  increased  revenue,  and  it  is  discovered 
that  on  any  one  article  the  reduced  duty  would  increase 
the  revenue,  it  would  then  be  a  bill  which  the  House  of 
Representatives  alone  had  the  power  to  originate.  Or  if, 
when  such  a  bill  should  be  under  consideration  in  the 
Senate,  a  motion  should  be  made  to  insert  any  amendment 
which  should  give  an  increase  of  revenue,  we  should  be 
in  the  awkward  predicament  of  being  able  to  vote  one 
way  and  not  the  other.  But  in  all  their  scruples  he  was 
willing  to  be  overruled;  and  if  it  was  tlie  opinion  of  the 
Senate  tliat  we  could  originate  a  tariff  bill  here,  he,  for 
one,  would  be  willing  to  report  such  a  bill  as  soon  as  the 
necessary  information  could  be  obtained. 

Mr.  D.  said  he  was  desirous  of  reducing.the  revenue  to 
the  wants  of  the  Government.  No  wiw^to  have  funds 
fur  distribution,  as  insinuated  by  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
landr  [Mr.  Sxith,^  would  induce  him  to  keep  on  taxc-i. 
If  any  portion  of  our  funds  are  to  be  appropriated  to  in- 
ternal improvements,  then  he  was  for  a  distribution  fairly 
among  the  States.  He  considered,  heretofore,  that  the 
current  in  favor  of  internal  improvements  was  irresistible 
— ^tiiat  krge  funds  would  be  appropriated  to  them.  He 
viewed  wtth  horror  the  partial  legislation  of  Cor.gre&s  upon 
such  funds,  and,  therefore,  was  for  dividing  them,  before 
we  should  give  another  million  to  the  Chesapeake  and 
Ohio  canal,  in  which  his  section  of  tlie  country  had  no 
interest.  If  the  friends  wf  internal  improvement,  by  the 
legislation  of  Congress,  will  agree  to  reduce  the  revenue, 
so  that  there  stiall  be  no  funds  about  which  we  are  to 
scramble  in  the  two  Houses  of  Congress,  he  would  join 
them  heart  and  hand. 

Mr.  CLAY  rose,  and  said  that  it  gave  him  much  plea- 
sure to  say  to  tlie  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Mil- 
iBR,]  in  reference  to  certain  expressions  used  by  that  gen- 
tleman, which  he  understood,  at  the  time,  in  an  offensive 
sense,  that  he  did  not  now  so  understand  them.  The  gen- 
tleman having  explained  that  there  was  no  offcnftve  mean- 
ing conveyed  in  the  expressions  used,  and  taking  them  in 
connexion  with  other  parts  of  the  sentence,  it  would  be 
far  from  him  to  attach  to  them  a  dilTer^t  signification. 
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The  terms  used  were  unfortunate,  and  might  naturally 
lead  to  misapprehension. 

Mr.  President,  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  has  been 
charged  with  being  an  engrossing  committee^  And  with 
what  justice  was  such  a  charge  made^  The  first  proposi- 
tion refeiTed  to  them,  called  on  tue  Committee  on  Finance 
to  make  just  such  a  report  as  the  one  before  them.  After 
a  full  discussion  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Indi- 
ana, followed  by  motions  of  other  gentlemen,  this  and 
other  propositions  had  been  fbrced  upon  tbem^  and  now, 
said  he,  they  are  called  a  usurping  committee^  Was  it 
because  they  had  reported  only  on  the  first  subject  com- 
mitted to  their  charge?  Did  the  gentleman  in  truth  expect 
them  to  report  on  all  these  important  subjects  at  once? 
With  respect  to  the  public  lands,  thev  had  performed 
part  of  their  duty,  by  calling  for  information  on  that 
all-important  subject;  and  gentlemen  certainly  could 
not  expect  them  to  act  fui-ther,  before  that  information 
was  obtained.  Of  the  necessity  of  this  information  to 
enable  them  to  form  a  correct  estimate,  every  gentle- 
man  must  be  aware.  The  Senator  from  Indiana  him- 
self, [Mr.  Hkndbicks,]  on  whose  motion  the  Commit- 
tee on  Manufactures  were  selected  to  take  charge  of  the 
subject,  had,  on  the  very  next  day  af\er  the  reference  was 
made,  submitted  a  resolution  calling  fur  information  on  the 
very  subject.  Then,  as  to  the  other  propositions  given 
to  the  committee.  [Here  Mr.  C.  entered  mto  an  analysis 
of  the  different  subjects  of  reference,  and  argued  that 
the  committee  could  not,  consistent  with  propriety,  act 
further,  until  fully  possessed  of  all  tlie  information  expected 
by  them;  and  contended  that  it  ouglit  not  to  hinder  the 
consideration  of  the  subject  reported  on.]  He  did  not 
concur  with  the  Senator  from  Missouri,  [Mr.  Bintok,] 
that  the  sales  of  the  public  lands  could  be  regarded  in  tlie 
light  of  a  tax  on  the  purchssers.  If  it  were  so,  it  would  be 
well  worthy  of  consideration  whether  those  who  have  pur- 
chased lands  at  a  higher  price  than  they  are  now  held,  are 
not  entitled  to  some  relief.  A  purchase  of  land  was  certainly 
a  voluntary  act,  and  could  not  properlv  be  viewed  as  a  tax. 

The  information  called  for  in  relation  to  the  public 
lands,  he  repeated,  was  necessary  to  enable  the  committee 
to  report  satisfactorily  on  that  subject.  It  was  necessary 
for  them  to  know  the  number  of  acres  in  the  market,  and 
their  value,  and  the  amount  unsurveyed.  The  gentleman 
from  Missouri,  [Mr.  Bsktoit,]  himself,  had  introduced  a 
bill  to  fv^eep  of)'  for  the  State  he  represented  a  half  of  a 
million  of  acres;  a  bill  had  been  introduced  to  grant  a  like 
quantity  to  the  State  of  Mississippi;  and  it  was  proposed 
to  make  a  similar  grant  to  one  other  of  the  new  States. 
How  far  these  and  other  propositions  would  reduce  the 
public  domain,  was  yet  to  be  ascertained.  The  gentleman 
assumed  to  speak  for  his  constituents  of  the  West! — ^the 
West! ! — ^the  West!  I !  He  was,  perhaps,  less  enlightened 
as  to  the  sentiments  of  the. West,  than  the  Senator  from 
Missouri;  but  there  were  other  Western  States  interested 
in  the  public  domain,  than  the  State  of  Missouri;  and  others, 
though  perhaps  less  enlightened,  less  eloc^uent  than  the 
g(;iitleman,  who  were  entitled  to  speak  the  sentiments  of  the 
West.  But  the  Senator  from  Missouri  would  not,  he  appre- 
hended, find  tliat  all  agree  with  him  in  his  views  asreganled 
the  public  lands  and  the  protective  system.  Further,  the 
gentleman  amused  himself  with  tlus  bill,  by  calling  it  a  dimi- 
nutive quadruped,  andapplyingto  it  other  degrading  com- 
parisons. Sir,  the  gentleman  ought  not  to  depreciate  hb 
own  progeny.  Two  years  ago  he  introduced  a  bill,  dif- 
fering but  little  ftoTO  the  one  now  before  the  Senate. 
In  that  gentleman's  bill,  he  proposed  to  repeal  the  duties  on 
various  articles  of  luxury  not  of  general  consumption,  and, 
among  others,  on  essence  and  perfumery.  This  bill  did  not 
comprehend  those  articles,  and,  therefore,  was  not  so  odor- 
iferous as  that  of  tile  rentleman  just  referred  to.  Mr.  C. 
descantedat  large  on  the  value  of  tlie  protecting  system,and 
concluded  by  sjpng  that  the  committee  was  still  as^uous-j 


ly  engaged  vnth  their  examinations,  constantly  keeping  in 
view  a  further  reduction  of  tlie  revenue,  and  contemplated 
another  report  before  the  close  of  the  session.  He  should 
vote  for  the  motion  of  Mr.  Dallas  to  lay  the  bill  on  the 
table,  and  hoped  that  that  and  the  report  would  be  printed. 
Mr.  BENTON  rose  after  Mr.  Clat,  and  Uianktd  him 
for  producing  the  bill  which  Mr.  B.  Iiad  brought  in  two 
years  ago.  He  was  happy  it  had  received  the  notice  of 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  so  far  as  to  be  produced  and 

S noted  by  him.  It  contained  many  things  uhch  Mr. 
.  should  endeavor  to  get  inserted  in  the  bill  now  before 
the  Senate,  it  contained  a  catalogue  of  taxed  articles 
really  worthy  of  reduction  and  abolition.  It  entered 
the  woollen  and  the  cotton  region;  it  embraced  the  wit 
tax,  and  many  other  important  articles,  not  one  of  ^Kich 
had  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  read.  He  had  read  the 
bagatelles  only,  which  Mr.  B.  had  put  into  his  bill  on  ac- 
count of  their  insigntfioance;  because  thiy  were  too  insig- 
nificant to  remain  upon  the  statute  book;  too  fiivolous  lo 
be  a  subject  of  revenue;  too  contemptible  for  the  pro- 
gress oi'  tax  gathering.  Thisy  w^Vti  thrown  into  tlie  bill 
to  get  rid  of  them,  as  dust  wookl  be  thrown  out  of  the 
balance  to  clean  it.  But  these  insignificant  items  were 
gathered  up  by  the  Manufacturing  Committee  as  the  g^eat 
objects  of  taxation  from  which  the  country  was  to  be  re- 
lieved; and,  if  struck  from  their  bill,  it  would  be  emptied 
of  all  its  contents;  but,  if  struck  from  his  [Mr.  B.'i»]  bill, 
they  would  not  be  missed.  His  [Idr.  B.'s]  bill  propctfeda 
reduction  of  sixteen  miUions  of  taxes !  It  bore  in  its  title  the 
sum  of  sixteen  millions  for  education !  The  bill  of  the  Ma- 
nufactures Committee  proposed  to  reduce  to  five  and  a  half 
millions;  just  the  one-third  of  tlie  reduction  proposed  bjr 
his  [Mr.  B.'s]  bill;  and  this  five  and  a  half  was  to  be  con- 
fined to  articles  of  the  most  ridiculous  insignificance.  Mr. 
B.  waa  free  to  say,  that  if  his  bill  had  conuiiied  nothing 
but  wliat  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  had  read,  or  what 
had  been  copied  from  it,  he  should  have  considered  it  a 
burlesque  upon  legislation— :«  species  of  legislative  jestinf 
to  tantalize  the  anti-tarifl'  gentlemen— and  which,  huwever 
unworthy  of  consideration,  could  not,  consistent  with  the 
rulM  of  the  Senate,  be  thrown  out  of  the  windows  as  it 
would  have  deserved.  But  it  contained  something  cbe— 
sometliing  really  valuable — something  to  carry  the  reduc- 
tion to  sixteen  millions  instead  of  fi^ve  and  a  half;  A&d  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  might  rest  assured  that  he  would 
have  to  vote  upon  their  admission  into  tlie  manufacturers 
bill,  as  he  [Mr.  D.]  would  certainly  propose  tbem  as  aa 
addition  to  it. 

Mr,  B.  adverted  to  the  state  of  public  sentiment  in 
Missouri,  on  the  question  of  the  American  system,  which 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  bad  mentioned  with  exulta- 
tion, aa  having  been  proved^  on  a  recent  occasion,  to  be  in 
tkyor  of  that  system.  Mr.  B.  assured  him  that  the  pioo> 
was  the  other  way;  that  the  only  trial  of  that  queatioo 
which  had  been  made  in  Missouri,  was  at  the  general  elec- 
tion in  August  last  ( when  the  American  system  caiididate— 
he  who  went  for  the  system  in  all  its  parts  and  all  tis  giur/i 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  Supreme  Court,  and  aU!— wai 
beaten  four  thousand  votes.  Since  then  there  has  been 
no  trial  of  the  question  in  the  Sute.  The  recent  clccUMi 
for  member  to  Congress,  to  which  the  Senator  ^asalliid- 
ing  as  the  triumph  of  the  Amencan  system,  was  noUung 
but  a  special  election,  at  which  httle  niore  than  one-biUf 
the  voters  attended.  But  Mr.  B.  said  it  was  needles  to 
look  backwards.  Forward  was  the  word!  Other  elec- 
tions were  depending,  and  to  come  on  soon,  which  would 
settle  all  questions!  One  very  eminent  election,  in  which 
the  American  system  flag  would  be  hoisted  on  one  bide, 
and  reduction  of  revenue  to  the  wanu  ot  the  Government 
would  be  hoisted  on  the  other  side;  and  he  appre..ciKit<l 
the  difi'erence  between  tlie  coming  out  of  the  two  flag* 
would  be  sufficient  to  decide  the  question^  without  tJi« 
aid  of  argument^  or  a  resort  to  referees. 
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With  respect  to  the  bearing  of  that  remark,  and  which 
evidently  wa^  intended  to  sii^nify  to  the  Senate  that  he 
[Mr.  B.J  was  misrepresenting*  his  constituents  on  this  ques- 
tion of  the  American  system,  lie  begged  tiiat  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  woidd  give  himself  no  uneasiness.     Mr. 
B.  and  his  constituents  understood  each  other.     If  he 
mistook  their  interests,  he  paid  the  penalty.     He  did  not 
hold  his  seat  in  the  Senate  by  the  tenure  oFsix  years,  but  at 
the  will  of  his  constituents.     They  liad  his  manifesto  upon 
that  point,  with  his  sign  manual  to  it.     Whenever  they 
ngn'iied  to  him  in  any  way  that  he  had  mistaken  or  sacri- 
ficed  their  interests,  he  retifed  from  his  station  and  made 
room  for  anotiier;  and  this  without  any  cavilling  as  to 
forms  or  ceremonies.     If  tlie  people,  in  their  original  ca- 
pacity, either  in  public  meetings,  or  in  signed  memorials, 
or  through  the  Legislature,  condemned  his  conduct,  he 
submitted  to  the  condemnation;  and  paid  the  penalty  upon 
the  spot,  by  restoring  their  trust  to  their  hands.     He  ac- 
knovle<lged  the  right  of  instruction,  and  should  either 
coneform  to  instructions,  if  he  received  them,  or  resign  his 
place.      Mr.  B.  said  he  kiiew  how  immaterial  these  per- 
sonal explanations  must  be  in  the  eyes  of  the  Senate;  but 
the  8f  nutur  from  Kentucky  had  imposed  the  task  upon 
him,  by  intimating  that  he  [Mr.  B.]  was  misrepresenting  his 
Stale  upon  the  questifm  of  the  American  system.     'I*he 
time  was  when  that  system  was  popular  in  Missouri;  but 
the  uses  to  wh.ch  it  had  been  put,  and  the  metamorphosis 
it  had  undergone,  and  the  purposes  it  now  had  to  answer, 
faadsickeneti  the  people,  and  they  were  drawing  off  from  it. 

One  word  mure,  and  Mr.  B.  would  resiune  his  seat. 
Tlie  Senator  frc»m  Kentucky  ohjccttd  to  the  idea  of  a 
tax  upon  the  people  of  the  new  States  in  selling  the  public 
lands  to  thcrin.  &lr.  B.  considered  the  sales  as  a  tax,  and 
tiiat  the  iands  were  given  to  the  Federal  Government  to 
answer  the  purp(Me  of  taxation,  thut  is  to  say,  to  raise  re- 
Tenue.  They  now  raise  three  millions  of  revenue  from 
these  lands;  and  revetuie  came  from  taxes.  He  deemed 
H  a  tax,  and  the  most  burdensome  kind  uf  tax,  as  it  was 
all  [mid  in  advance,  in  a  lump,  and  before  any  thing  was 
made  out  of  tlie  land.  Far  better  would  it  be  for  the  peo- 
ple to  ha\'e  the  price  of  the  land  levied  as  an  annual  tax, 
so  man}'  cents  on  the  acre  every  year,  until  the  sum  of 
%\  25  was  made  up,  than  to  pay  it  all  down  in  advance. 
He  must  adhere  to  his  idea,  then,  that  the  sales  of  the 
public  lands  were  in  the  nature  of  a  tax;  that  these  sales 
Were  made  to  produce  revenue;  that  they  now  produce  an 
enof mous  revenue,  and,  ifthe  present  price  was  kept  up, 
would  soon  proiluce  five  millions.  The  Government  oi>ly 
wanted  about  twelve  millions  of  revenue;  and  unless  the 
price  of  public  land  was  reduced,  the  main  burden  of 
supporting  the  Federal  Government  would  fall  upon  the 
farintrrs  in  the  new  States.  Mr.  B.  would  consider  h  m- 
•elf  truly  misrepresenting,  or  rather  betraying,  the  peo- 
ple of  Missouri,  if  he  did  not  struggle  to  obtam  for  them 
some  benefit  from  the  reduction  of  revenue!  if  he  did  not 
labor  hard,  and  exert  himself  to  the  uttermost  degree,  to 
prevent  the  article  which  they  use  most,  the  public  lands, 
froni  being  made  the  subject  of  hard  and  permanent  taxa- 
tion, while  every  thing  that  the  manufacturers  use  is  to 
be  rel.eved  from  taxut.on. 

Mr.  BKOWN  said  that  he  had,  heretofore,  during  the 
progress  of  the  discussion,  through  its  various  stages,  ab- 
stained from  taking  any  part  in  it,  under  the  hope  that  the 
mam  question  would  be  presented  to  the  Senate  in  some 
tangible  bhape.  The  further  the  session  advanced,  the 
iDoie  rmiotc  that  object  appeared;  and  he  had,  since  liear- 
ing  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  losi,  in 
a  great  degree,  the  hope  which  he  iiad  lieretofore  indulg- 
ed, of  a  favorable  adjustment  of  the  subject  of  the  tarin. 
That  report  having  disappointed  the  just  expcctafion  of 
tlie  majority  of  those  who  voted  for  the  reference,  ought, 
at  all  evenU,  to  be  recommitted  to  the  committee,  to  lulfil 
the  original  intentions  of  the  Senate,  by  presenting  to  its 
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view,  in  one  bill,  all  the  subjects  that  had  been  given 
them  in  charge.  He  differed  very  widely  with  the  Sena- 
tor from  Pennsylvania,  who  sttpposed  that  the  success  of 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  to  recommit 
the  bill,  would  be  an  implied  censure  on  the  committee. 
In  his  humble  opinion,  it  was  not  only  consistent  with  the 
rules,  but  it  was  in  conformity  with  the  almost  invariable 
practice  of  the  Senate,  to  recomm't  subjects  that  had  been 
presente<l  to  them  in  an  unfinished  shape.  But  these,  said 
Mr.  B.,  were  not  the  times  to  stand  on  mere  questions  of 
etiquette,  to  look  only  on  questions  of  delicacy,  when  far 
more  important  objects  were  involved.  If  the  Senate 
refused  to  require  a  full  and  perfect  action  on  the  import- 
ant subject  of^  a  reduction  of  the  revenue,  through  mo- 
tives of  delicacy  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  we 
sliall,  said  he,  do  what  is  worse — we  shall  commit  an  act 
highly  disrespectful  to  a  large  portion  of  the  States  of  this 
confederacy,  whose  interests  were  so  deeply  at  stake.  If 
etiquette  is  to  be  violated,  let  us  do  ii  in  favor  of  those 
States  whose  rights  have  so  long  been  disregarded,  and 
whose  citizens  are  now  looking  to  the  proceedings  of  Con- 
gress in  relation  to  this  subject,  with  such  intense  and  deep 
solicitude.  Almost  four  nwnths  of  the  session  ha<l  already 
elapsed,  and  he  saw  but  little  indication  that  this  question, 
so  vitally  interesting  to  many  of  the  States  of  this  Unions 
was  likely  to  receive  that  full  and  deliberate  consideration 
which  it  was  entitled  to,  above  all  others.  The  period 
had  arrived,  when  some  decisive  fiction  was  absolutely  ne- 
cessary*. He  called  upon  gentlemen  who  had  so  repeat- 
edly pledged  themselves  to  a  course  of  conciliation,  to 
redeem  those  pledges.  He  by  no  means  questioned  the 
sincerity  with  which  those  professions  had  been  made;  but  if 
gentlemen  were  sincere,  as  he  presumed  them  to  be,  the  pe- 
riod had  tiien  arrived  for  them  to  carry  them  out  tn  practice. 

Sir,  said  Mr.  B  ,  there  is  a  species  of  tactics  in  legisla- 
tion as  well  as  h)  war,  which  accomplishes  the  defeat  of 
an  adversary,  by  delay;  and  this  report,  he  believed,  was 
calculated  to  produce  that  result.  It  showed  nothing  af- 
firmatively or  negfatively,  with  reganl  to  the  great  ques- 
tion of  reducing  the  revenue  down  to  a  proper  standard. 
Let  us  of  the  agricultural  States  understand  fully,  and  at 
once,  what  we  are  to  hope  for.  If  our  voices  are  to  be 
wholly  unheard,  and  our  interests  disregarded,  in  the  na- 
tional councils, .it  is  due  to  us,  from  the  advocates  of  the 
protective  system,  to  let  us  kimw  it  at  once.  Let  us  no 
longer  be  tantalized  with  professions  which  are  to  create 
only  vain  and  illusory  hopes.  What,  sir,  will  be  the  feel- 
ings of  indignation  excited  among  the  people  of  those 
States,  oppressed  by  the  crying  injustice  of  the  protective 
policy,  when  they  shall  be  told  that  Congress  is^lebating 
on  the  expediency  of  abolishing  the  dut.es  on  a  class  of 
articles  consumed  mostly  by  those  in  opulent  circum- 
stances, while  they  ought  to  be  taking  the  most  efficient 
steps  to  relieve  the  country  of  the  burdens  which  Were 
daily  undermining  Us  prosper.ty? 

The  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Spraous]  had  express- 
ed his  astonishment  th%t  any  excitement  should  have  been 
manifested  on  this  question.  To  him  it  was  a  matter  of 
no  surprise.  It  was  natural  for  those  whu  believed  tliat 
justice  was  denied  them,  to  feel  it,  and  express  themselves 
strongly.  He  believed  tliat  even  in  the  gentlemai/s  own 
State  some  excitement  was  felt  on  the  snbjict.  The  Le- 
gislature of  that  State  had  very  lately  adopted  resolutions 
expressing  the  strongetit  disitp probation  of  the  existing 
tar  ff,  a  circumstance  which  )ie  hailed  with  gratification. 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  had  expressed  his  con- 
stitutional scruples  with  regard  to  the  power  (Tthe  Senate 
to  originate  a  bill  for  tlie  reduction  of  the  revenue.  This 
principle,  if  correct,  would  place  tlu;  Senate,  oh  questions 
of  taxation,  in  the  unenviable  attitude  uf  being  powerful 
for  mischief,  but  impotent  for  good.  We  may,  according 
to  this  doctrine,  assist  the.  other  branch  of  Cungiess  in 
imposing  burdens  on  the  country  to  any  extent*  but  w« 
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cannot  orijpnate  any  measure  for  their  reduction.  He  ad- 
mired the  clexterity  ofsome  of  those  gentlemen  friendly  to 
the  protective  system,  in  suiting  their  opinions  to  tlieir 
wishes.  When  the  question  was  before  them,  of  reduc- 
ing' tlie  duties  on  articles  of  general  necessity,  tlien  tiie 
constitution  imposed  objections;  but  when  the  ques- 
tion arose  of  totally  repealing  a  portion  of  duties,  tiie 
repeal  of  which  m'ould  operate  beneficially  to  the  manu- 
facturer, then  their  scruples  were  no  longer  heard  of. 

Mr.  B.  could  not  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Kentuc- 
ky, [Mr.  Clat,]  that  a  reduction  of  duties  would  lead  to 
an  ai>uIition  of  the  protecting  system.  Whenever  a  re- 
duction was  urged,  the  fears  of  the  manufacturing  inte- 
rests were  to  be  alarmed  by  representing  their  destruction 
as  inevitable  by  such  a  course.  Was  that  system  so  de- 
pendent for  its  existence  on  high  duties,  that  it  must,  as  a 
necessary  consequence,  perish  without  them?  He  could 
not  believe  it.  He  did  not  wish  to  see  the  manufacturing 
establishments  of  our  country  destroyed,  though  he  was 
unwilling  that  they  should  be  sustained  by  the  destruction 
of  other  great  interests. 

The  principle  of  protection,  as  practised  by  our  6o- 
Ternroent,  he  sincerely  believed  unconstitutional;  and  not 
deeming  this  a  proper  occasion  to  go  into  an  argument  of 
that  question,  he  would  content  himself  with  remarking, 
that  this,  or  any  other  Government,  which  exerted  its  au- 
thority to  take  from  one  class  of  citizens  the  profits  of 
their  labor  to  bestow  them  on  another  class,  was,  in  his 
opinion,  essentially  despotic. 

The  most  valuable -principle  in  free  Government  was, 
next  to  the  security  of  personal  rights,  that  which  seaired 
the  private  property  of  the  citizen  fj*om  being  taken  for 
any  other  purpose,  except  in  the  shape  of  taxes,  to  sap- 
port  the  Government  in  its  legitimate  objects.  He  had 
the  highest  reverence  for  the  Union  of  the  States.  His  most 
anxious  desire  was  to  perpetuate  it  The  experiment 
which  we  were  no^  making,  in  a  g^eat  degree,  involved 
the  success  of  free  Governments  in  tiyery  part  of  the  world; 
and  its  extinction  here  would  be  the  signal  for  its  extinc- 
tion in  every  other  country.  He  was  willing,  therefore, 
to  sacrifice  much  for  the  sake  of  conciliation;  and  tliough 
a  representative  of  one  of  the  Southern  States,  not  the 
least  strenuously  opposed  to  the  protective  system,  he  was 
prepared  to  meet  gentlemen  on  th^  half-way  ground,  be- 
lieving that  our  federal  system  of  Govcrnnieut  can  only 
continue  to  exist  by  tl)e  exercise  of  that  spirit  of  com- 
promise and  conciliation  which  gave  it  birth. 

Mr.  SMITH  observed  that  they  had  been  informed  by 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  that  the  Committee  on  Manu- 
factures would  wait  until  they  received  information  from 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  who  had  his  agents  abroad 
collecting  it,  before  they  reported  further  on  the  other 
subjects  referred  to  them.  And  why  not,  said  Mr.  S., 
have  waited  until  they  got  that  information,  before  they 
reported  at  all?  They  might  then  give  to  the  Senate  such  a 
report  as  it  would  be  proper  for  it  to  receive,  and  them  to 
give;  and  by  this  means  have  avoided  the  difficulties  that 
were  then  presented.  The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
considered  this  bill  as  a  report  in  part,  and  that  the  com- 
mittee, in  conformity  with  their  instructions,  had  a  right 
to  make  such  a  report.  In  this  particular,  this  bill  in  part 
was  in  fact  a  bill  in  /o/o— open  to  amendments,  which  will 
be  proposed  when  in  Committee  of  the  Whole;  and  which 
the  committee,  if  they  had  rightly  performed  the  duty  as- 
signed them,  would  have  rendered  unnecessary  by  com- 
prehending the  whole  subject.  Well,  then,  this  committee 
was  to  wait  until  they  gut  the  information  required  from 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  When  would  they  get  this 
information  r  How  long  had  they  to  wait?  l1ie  commit- 
tee had  not  told  them;  but  it  was  shrewdly  suspected  that 
it  would  not  be  received  before  the  close  of  the  session. 
Better  had  they  left  the  subject  untouched,  until  they  got 
all  tlie  Information  they  wanted,  or  until  a  bill  was  sent  to 


us  from  the  other  House.    After  some  furtlier  remsrkfl 
from  Mr.  S., 

Mr.  MARCYsaidhe  should  like  to  know  from  the  Sens' 
tor  from  Pennsylvania,  whether,  in  moving  to  lay  the  bill 
on  the  table,  his  object  was  to  let  it  remain  tliere  until  the 
committee  had  further  reported,  or  whether  the  bill  was 
to  be  taken  up  and  acted  on,  perhaps  the  next  day,  ort 
day  or  two  afterwards.  If  the  latter  was  the  object  of  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  he  was  disposed  to  vote  it 
down  by  adopting  the  motion  of  tlie  Senator  from  Geor- 
gia, for  at  once  he  saw  the  difficulties  apprehended  by  the 
Senator  from  Maryland.  The  committee  tells  us,  said  he, 
that  their  bill  applies  only  to  articles  not  coming  in  compe* 
tit  ion  with  American  proiluce  or  industry;  and  yet,  if  their 
bill  takes  the  course  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land, the  very  first  votes  will  probably  be  taken  on  the 
protected  articles^  which  it  includes.  Mr.  M.  made 
no  promises  with  regard  to  conciliation,  and  he  did  not  in- 
tend to  make  any,  for  he  was  not  disposed  to  mislead 
any  one;  but  if  conciliation  was  the  object,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  it  was  to  be  attained  bv  a  bill  essentially  different 
from  the  one  before  them.  He  had  said,  in  the  commence* 
ment  of  the  discussion,  that  he  would  vote  for  a  revenue 
adequate  to  the  bare  wants  of  the  Government;  and,  se- 
condly, that  he  would  not  abandon  the  principle  of  pro- 
tection. Whether  these  were  incompatible  or  not,  he 
would  not  then  pretend  to  say;  both  objects  were  dear  to 
him,  and  he  should  be  glad  to  see  tlaem  reconciled. 

If  the  object  of  tlte  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  was  to 
lay  the  bill  on  the  table  until  the  report  was  received  from 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  to  enable  the  committee  to 
comply  fully  witl)  the  instructions  of  the  Senate,  be  was 
disposed  to  vote  for  the  proposition;  but  if  the  bill  was  to 
be  taken  up  the  next  day,  or  a  day  or  two  thereafUr,  he 
should  vole  for  the  recommitment  rooved  by  the  Senator 
from  Georgia. 

After  some  additional  remarks  from  Messrs.  CLAY  and 
FOKSVTH, 

Mr.  D ALL AS,having  been  called  on  by  the  Senator  from 
New  York  {Mr.MARCT]to  state  the  object  he  had  in  view  in 
moving  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table,  said  tliat  he  preferred 
that  course,  from  a  sense  of  couitesy  to  the  committee  who 
had  reported  the  bill.  He  preferred  that  cours^  for  other 
reasons;  one  of  winch  was,  that  if  tlie  Senator  from  Geo> 
gia  succeeded  in  carrying  his  mot  oti,  he  would  defeat  his 
own  purposes.  A  recommitment  would  of  course  go  with" 
out  instructions,  and  to-morrow,  or  the  earliest  perod 
thereafter,  the  same  bill,  or  one  s  m.Ur  in  principle,  roi^ht 
again  be  presented.  By  permitting  this  b  II  to  lie  on  tlie 
table,  the  Senate  woidd  keep  possession  of  tlie  labur»  of 
the  committee  so  far  as  they  liad  gone;  and,  if  it&hmddbe 
the  sense  of  the  Senate  that  (his  bill  should  not  be  taken 
up  until  the  committee  had  completed  their  investigations, 
it  would  be  easy  to  ascertain  it.  For  his  own  part,  he  was 
perfectly  s:itii»fied  with  the  bill,  and,  as  he  had  before s.^id, 
prepared  to  act  on  it  at  once;  but,  from  a  feeling  of  cou> 
tesy  towards  those  gentlemen  who  differed  with  him  in 
opinion,  he  should  be  unwilling  to  call  it  up  until  the  com- 
mittee had  had  a  reasonable  time  to  make  further  report*. 

Mr?  TAZEWELL,  af^er  expressing  his  objections,^ 
length,  to  the  partial  report  of  the  committee,  suggested 
to  the  Senator  from  Pcnns>lvania  [Mr.  Dalies]  a  course 
which  would  obviate  the  difficulties  presented  by  a  recom- 
mitment, and  be  preferable  to  laying  the  bill  on  ihe  table. 
Let  us,  said  Mr.T.,  take  up  this  bill,  ^nd  make  it  the  onlcr 
of  the  day  for  some  day  in  the  month  of  May.  Sur<  \),  by 
that  time* the  committee  would  be  prepared  with  sufficient 
information  for  a  further  report,  or  the  House  of  Kepre- 
sentatives  will  have  sent  us  a  bill  as  a  substitute  for  this. 
One  further  remark.  When  objt  ctions  were  urged  against 
comn^itting  the  proposition  of  the  Senator  of  Kentucky 
[Mr.  Bibb]  to  reduce  the  price  of  the  public  lands  to  il* 
Coounittee  on  Manufactures,  be  b»d  contended  that  tiiat 
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proposition,  tfffecting-one  item  of  the  public  revenue,  was  I  wants  are  supplied  from  their  own  resources;  and  protec- 
just  as  much  suited  to  the  consideration  of  that  committee,  *"  '  "  ^-    . 

as  the  other  propositions  that  had  been  referred  to  them. 
He  had  toM  them,  then,  that  there  were  three  great  inte- 
rests to  be  consulted  in  fixing  the  revenue  on  a  permanent 
basis.  Pirst,  the  manufacturers,  whose  interests  were 
promoted  by  a  system  of  high  duties,  and  these  were  prin- 
cipally to  be  found  in  the  North  and  East;  second,  tlie  pro- 
ducers principally  of  the  South,  whose  interest  it  was  to 
re^luce  the  duties  to  the  lowest  extent,  consistent  with  the 
wants  of  the  Government;  and,  thirdly,  the  people  of  the 
Wert,  who  were  but  little  affected  by  either  high  or  low 
duties  on  articles  of  importation,  but  whose  object  it  was 
to  be  relieved  from  the  annual  draught  on  their  resources, 
in  the  shape  of  sales  of  the  public  lands. 

The  first  of  these  classes,  the  manufacturing  part  of  the 
cotintry,  was  benefited  by  a  system  of  protecting  duties, 
beeanse  it  enhanced  the  price  of  the  articles  proiuced  by 
their  industrv,  and  coul<l  by  no  means  be  injured  by  the 
enhanced  price,  because. they  produced  as  much  of  the  ar- 
ticles as  they  wanted.     Did  not  every  gentleman  see  this? 
What  harm  could  a  tax  of  even  a  thousand  dollars  per  ton 
on  iron  do  to  his  friend  from  New  Jersey,  TMr.  Dicksr- 
»»,]  who  maile  as  much  of  it  as  he  wanted?    One  of  the 
Senators  from  Rhode  Island  was  largely  interested  in  a 
cotton  factory.     How  could  that  gentleman  be  injured  by 
a  duty,  to  any  extent,  on  manufactured  cotton  ?     Was  it 
not  plain  that  every  manufacturer  was  interested  in  keep- 
ing up  the  duties  to  the  highest  rates  on  the  goods  manu- 
factured by  him,  because  it  was  his  business  to  sell,  not  to 
buy?    The  shoemaker  did  not  goto  his  neighbor  to  buy 
shoes.     Now,  as  respected  the  unprotected  articles,  had 
the  mannftctarers  not  an  interest  in  reducing  them  to  the 
lowest  po^ble  price,  by  a  repeal  of  duties?     These  arti- 
cles do  not  come  in  competition  with  their  industry;  they 
do  not  produce  them;  have  to  purchase  what  they  c'on- 
same,  and  are  consequently  as  much  interested  in  reduc- 
ing ttie  duty,  as  the  anti-tariff  portion  of  the  country  is 
interested  in  reducing  the  dtities  on  the  protected  articles. 
9o  fiir,  then,  the  system  of  protection  operated  as  a  boun- 
ty on  the  interest  of  the  North  and  East,  while  the  relief 
afforded  by  the  bill  is  to  be  divided  between  them  and  the 
South.    But  the  benefits  to  be  derived  from  the  bill  would 
not  be  ei(ually  divided.     Three-fourths  at  least  would  be 
received  by  the  manufacturing  States;  for  a  large  propor- 
tion of  the  population  of  the  South  did  not  consume  the 
articles  to  be  exempted  from  taxation.     He  appealed  to 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky.     Did  that  gentleman's  slaves 
drink  wine,  tea,  and  coffee?    Did  he  fee<l  them  with  spi- 
ces, and  clothe  them  with  silks ^     Where,  then,  was  the 
fitirness  claimed  for  the  bill,  when  one-half  of  the  Southern 
population  did  not  consume  the  articles  it  relieved  from 
duty?    This  was,  then,  the  compromise  that 'gentlemen 
were  pledged  to.     Here  is  a  revenue  of  twenty-two  mil- 
Tions  tiii  dollars,  say  they,  of  which  you  of  the  South  pay 
fifteen,  and  we  and  you  together  pay  seven;  and  we  will, 
for  the  sake  of  conciliation,  take  off  the  seven,  and  keep 
on  the  remaining  fifteen.     Mr.  T.  next  adverted  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  Western  people.     Do  they  care  for  protec- 
tion.    They  live  in  such  a  s'.tuation,  that  the  cost  of  trans- 
portation to  them  on  articles  of  importation,  even  if  they 
came  in  duty  free,  would  come  to  so  much  as  to  preclude 
the  possibility  of  tlieir  using  them.     They  were,  there- 
fore, necessarily  restricted  to  the  use  of  the  domestic  arti- 
cle.   I  appeal  to  the  Senators  from  Ohio.     Do  you  sell 
tny  iron  in  Pennsylvania  ?   No.    Pennsylvania  has  as  much 
iron  of  her  own  as  she  wants.     Do  you  sell  any  in  Ten- 
nessee?   No.     Tennessee  has  not  only  as  much  now  as 
■be  wants,  but  she  can  undersell  Pennsylvania  in  one  of 
her  own  markets,  (Pittsburg.)   Ohio,  then,  supplied  Ohio 
^lone.     As  it  was  with  iron,  so  it  was  with  other  articles 
of  general  copsumption.     It  makes  but  little  difference  to 
tbcm  vhetber  you  take  gff  or  put  on  dtttics.    Their  own 


tion  neither  enhances  the  price  of  their  commodities,  nor 
diminishes  the  consumption.  But,  then,  there  was  ano- 
ther subject  in  which  they  were  interested;  and  that  was 
the  amount  of  money  annually  drawn  from  them  for  the 
sales  of  the  public  lands.  Mr.  T.  entered  at  large  on  this 
branch  of  the  subject,  showing,  in  various  views  of  the 
subject,  how  greatly  the  West  was  interested,  both  as  re- 
garded their  pecuniary  interest,  and  the  great  object  of 
increasing  their  population  in  getting  the  lands  into  mar- 
ket on  tile  lowest  terms;  and  concluded  by  adverting  to 
Mr.  Rush's  celebn»ted  report,  in  which  it  is  recommended 
to  keep  up  the  price  of  the  public  lands,  to  prevent  a 
drain  of  the  population  fnmi  the  manufacturing  States. 
That  is,  said  Mr.  T.,  to  keep  wages  down  there,  you 
must  keep  up  the  public  lands  to  the  higliest  price. 

Mr.  T.  next  touched  on  that  part  of  the  remarks  of  tha 
Senator  from  Ne«r  Jersey,  [Mr.  DiCKsasoy,]  in  which 
he  expresses  his  constitutional  scruples  with  regard  to  the 
power  of  the  Senate  to  originate  a  bill  for  the  reduction  of 
revenue,  which  he  considered  equivalent  to  a  bill  for  the 
raising  of  revenue.  He  did  not  wish  to  weaken  the  gen- 
tleman's scruples;  he  wished  rather  to  strengthen  them. 
Months  ago,  when  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  introduced 
his  resolution,  Mr.  T.  entered  his  protest  agiunst  the  prin- 
ciple it  contained.  Whence  do  you  derive  your  power 
to  originate  a  revenue  bill?  It  was  not  to  be  found  in  the 
constitution.  Mr.  T.  here  entered  into  a  fiill  and  lumi- 
nous exposition  of  the  constitutional  question;  af\er  which, 
he  concluded  his  remarks  by  proposing  tliat  if  the  Sena- 
tor from  Pennsylvania  would  move  to  lay  the  bill  on  the 
table,  with  a  perfect  understanding  that  it  was  not  to  be 
taken  up  until  the  dommittee  had  had  a  reasonable  time 
to  make  additional  reports,  or  until  a  bfll  came  from  the 
other  House,  he  would  vote  for  the  motion. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  that  It  appeared  that  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Tazxwkll]  had  much  stronger  scru- 
ples as  to  the  power  of  the  Senate,  than  he  had,  or  than 
the  Senator  had  in  times  past,  for  he  was  confident  that 
Senator  had  by  his  vote  sustained  bills  originating  in  the 
Senate  for  raising  revenue. 

Mr.  DALLAS  then  renewed  his  motion  to  lay  the  bill 
on  the  table,  with  the  understanding  that  it  remain  there 
until  a  reasonable  time  had  been  allowed  to  the  committee 
to  make  a  further  report. 

The  yeas  and  nays  having  been  ordered,  on  motion  of 
Mr.  MILLER,  the  question  of  laying  theLbill  on  the  table 
was  decided  in  the  affirmative  by  the  following  vote:  » 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Cl«y,  Clayton, Dallas, i^* 
Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hen- 
dricks, Holmes;  Johnston,  Knight,  Marcy,  Poin(lezter, 
Pieiitiss  Uobbins,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  S.lsbee,  Sprague, 
Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster. — 27. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Ellis, 
Forsyth,  Gnmdy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  ^langum. 
Miller,  Moore, Robinson, Smith, Troup, Tyler,  White. — 19. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned  to  Monday. 


MOITDAT,  ApBIL   9. 


Mr.  POINDEXTER  laid  ovi  the  table  the  following  re- 
solution: 

JUaohed,  That  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  be  dis- 
charged from  the  further  consideration  of  the  several  sub- 
jects referred  to  it  by  the  Senate  on  the  22d  ultimo,  and 
not  reported  on,  and  that  the  same  be  referred  to  a  select 
committee. 

Mr.  HOLMES  laid  on  the  table  the  following  resolution: 

Besolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  Sutes  be 
requested  to  communicate  to  the  Senate  the  amount  of 
imports  and  exports  to  the  European  possessions  of  Great 
Britain  during  the  year  ending  the  SOth  September, 
1831,  together  with  the  amount  of  tonnage  engaged  du* 
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ring  that  time,  dUting^iahing'  between  the  AnJ^rican  and 
ioreign  toniiAire. 

Mr.  SMITH  laid  on  the4ab1e  the  foUowing  resolution: 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  direct- 
ed to  cause  a  statement  to  be  made  to  tlie  Senate  of  the 
amotint  of  tiie  several  duties  tliat  would  be  repealed  in  case 
the  bill  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  on 
the  30tb  ultimo,  '*  to  repeal  in  part  the  duties  on  imports," 
should  pass. 

I'he  Senate  then  proceeded  for  a  short  time  to  the  con- 
sideration of  executive  bus  ness. 

When  the  d()or»  were  opened,  the  consideration  of  the 
general  appropriation  bill  for  the  support  of  Government 
was  resumed. 

The  amendment  thereto  proposed  by  the  Committee  on 
Finance,  augmenting  the  appropriation  for  the  contingent 
expenses  of  thxi  Supreme  Court,  and  other  courts  of  the 
Un  ted  States,  was  discussed  at  length  by  Senators  SMITH, 
WEBSTEK,  FORSYTH,  TYLER,  HAYNE,  MARCY, 
and  \ULLEK.  Mr.  FOOT  also  made  the  Allowing  re- 
marks: 

From  the  statement  made  by  the  chairman,  said  Mr. 
F's  tluit   this  amendment  only  proposes  an  appropria- 
tion for  the  payment  of  such  expenses  as  were  authorized 
by  law,  taxed  by  the  courts,  and  approved  by  the  Comp- 
troller, he  was  not  disposed  to  withhold  the  appropriation; 
it  had  become  a  debt,  which  the  Government  is  bound  to 
discharge.     But,  said  Mr.  F.,  I  was  gratified  to  find  that 
even  the  Senator  from  Maryland   [Mr.  Shith]   is  ready 
to  acknowledge  that  there  has  been  an  <*  enormous  in- 
crease of  expenses."  under  tliis  administration.      It  is,  in- 
deed, enormous! !    In  1820,  '21,  '22,  there  appears  to  have 
been  but  thirty  thousand  dollars  appropriated  for  expenses 
ofcourts.  In  1830,'  1,  '2,  these  expenses  have  amounted  to 
five  hundred  and  ninety-ciglit  thousand  dollars!  showing 
an  increase  of  five  hundred  and  sixty*eight  thousand  dol- 
lars!! and  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
shows  no  good  or  sufficient  reason  for  such  "enormous  in- 
crease!"    Is  it  not  possible — is  it  not  probable — is  it  not  a 
fact— which  will  appear  on  a  close  mvestigation  in  the 
departments,  from  the  accounts,  that  tlie  expenses  have 
been  nutch  increased  by  the  removal  of  faitiiml  and  com- 
petent district  attorneys,  and  the  appointment  of  young 
or  incompetent  officers?  of  district  attorneys  who  have 
involved  tiie  United  States  in  great  and  unnecessary  ex- 
penses? in  groundless  prosecutions?  or  from  their  inability 
to  defend  the  interests  of  the  United  States?  or  in  large 
sums  paid  for  assistant  counsel,  to  aid  these  new  district 
'^^ttorneys?    It  is  well  known  that  almost  every  district 
attorney  has  been  removed,  or  a  new  one  appointed  on 
the  exp'ration  of  his  term,  since  the  commencement  of 
this  administration!     Connecticut  has  furnished  one  ex- 
ample of  the  removal  of  an  able  and  excellent  officer.     It 
will  be  recollected  that  an  attempt  was  made  to  postpone 
his  nomination,  with  idl  others,  during  the  last  session,  in 
the  late  administration,  whicli  failed — and  he  was  appoint- 
ed.    I  understand  that  at  the  first  court  after  his  appoint- 
ment, and  during  tlie  pendency  of  an  important  trial  for 
the  recovery  of  a  penalty,  the  district  attorney  received 
a  letter  revoking  his  commission,  which  he  stated  to  the 
court.     The  court,  however,  appointed  liim  to  manage 
the  cause,  and  it  has  been  said  he  made  a  most  able  argu- 
ment, and  recovered  a  judgment  for  the  heaviest  penalty 
which  has  been  recovered  in  tliat  State  for  many  years! 

It  is  notorious  that  the  removal  of  clerks  in  the  Execu- 
tive offices,  and  the  appointment  of  inexperienced  offi- 
cers, has  caused  much  delay  in  the  settlement  of  accounts, 
and  greatly  increased  the  expenses  in  those  departments 


there  had  been  an  actual  diminutiim  in  the  expenses  since 
the  present  administration  came  into  power. 

[Here  Mr.  SMITH  interrupted  Mr.  Foot,  Mid  said, 
^Hhe  Senator  has  made  his  speech  to  show  tliat  the  dis- 
trict attorney  in  Connecticut  has  been  removed"— and 
was  called  to'order  by  the  Vice  President.] 

Mr.  FOOT  resumed.  Sir,  the  Senator  may  rest  assured 
I  have  other  objects  in  view,  and  he  will  hear  more  on 
this  subject  of  wasteful  expenditure;  and  1  call  his  atten- 
tion to  tlie  statement  which  was  made  by  roe  at  the  lost 
session,  taken  from  official  documents,  winch  he  cannot 
controvert  or  deny,  and  which  he  may  examine,  and  see  if 
he  can  discover  any  mistake!  I'he  same  statement  is  now 
before  mc,  showing  that  tlie  appropriations  for  all  objects 
except  the  public  debt,  during  the  two  first  yearsof  Jack- 
son's administration,  exceeded  those  of  the  two  last 
years  of  the  preceding  administration  by  an  amount  of 
^2,968,563  8U;  and  of  this  excess  $1,283,059  95  was  in 
the  civil  list!  And,  sir,  I  go  fui*tber:  the  appropria- 
tions in  1829-30,  were  -  -        $52,1^,522  18 


Do.    1827-28, 

Making  excess  in  the  two  last  years,  above 
the  appropriation  of  the  two  preceding 
years  of  Mr.  Adams's  administration. 

Deduct  for  publ.c  debt,  balance  in  two 
last  years  over  two  first,   - 

Leaves  an  excess  of  appropriations  in  two 
last  years  over  and  above  appropria- 
tions in  the  two  preceding  years. 


45,859,059  47 

6,298,462  71 
1,573,519  54 

$4,725,943  17 


But,  sir,  it  may  be  said,  these  are  only  the  appropria- 
tions. This  is  true,  sir;  but  we  will  now  examine  the 
actual  expenditures  in  the  same  years;  and  the  at'ention 
of  the  cUairnun  of  the  committee,  [Mr.  Smith,]  who  lias 
said  that  **this  administration  has  reduced  the  public  ex- 
penditures," is  particularly  invited  to  the  statement  drawn 
tram  the  returns  from  the  Treasury  Department.  [Here 
Mr.  SMITH  declared,  ••Iwdl  not  hear."  Mr.  F.  pro- 
ceeded to  state:  If  there  is  no  mistake  in  tlic  calculation, 
(and  I  can  find  no  mistake,)  it  will  be  found  tiiat  the  ac- 
tual expenditures  of  the  tw^o  first  years  of  Jackson's  ad- 
ministration were  •  •  -  ^^7,859,395  41 
Similar  expenditures  in  do.  do.  of  Adams's,    35,475,521  65 


Showing,  in  two  yeara,  that  this  **  econo- 
mical" administration  of  General  Jack- 
son actually  expended  more  tlian  Mr. 
Adams's,  the  sum  of  •  - 

And  leaving  a  balance  of  the  appropria- 
tion for  those  years  to  be  yet  accounted 
for,  either  for  current  expenses,  which 
may  increase  the  amount,  or  to  be  car- 
ried to  the  s«irplus  fund,     - 

Which,  added  together,  will  give  the 
amount  appropriated. 


2,383,S73  76 


2,342,069  41 


$4,725,943  \7 


The  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Smith]  complwns  of 
The^SenaW  took  occasion,  some  time  since,  on  a  bill  for  >4i  statement  made  by  tlie  Senator  from  Delaware,  [Mr. 
the  erection  of  barracks  in  New  Orleans,  to  enter  into  atCLiTTox,]  which  has  been  published  in  the  National  !»' 
defence  of  this  administration,  to  deny  that  the  cxpendi-  telligencer,  which  he  admits  wears  rather  an  ••  ugly  ap- 


But,  saiil  Mr.  F.,  this  is  not  all:  we  are  now  called  upon 
for  an  appropriation  exceeding  in  amount  the  appropria- 
tion of  the  last  year  by  $371,092! 

This  is  the  boasted  economy!  this  the  relrenchment! 
this  the  promised  reform!  of  this  pnident  and  saving  ad- 
ministration! !  Sir,  such  retrenchment  needs  reform! 
Such  reform  needs  retrenchment!  And  such  economy 
needs  both  retrenchment  and  reform! 


tures  had  increased;  and  endeavored  to  prove  that,  instead 


of  any  increase  in  the  expenditures  of  the  Government,  j  a  favorable  pcriorl,  of  only  two  years,  in  each  administr* 


pearance  for  this  administration;"  but  he  says  it  embraces 
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tion,  and  to  the  prejudice  of  th:8  ndmtnistrfttion,  and  that 
he  ouf^t  to  have  embraced  the  whole  four  years  of  e»c!i ! 
and  nyt  there  b  a  Btiiall  mistake  in  tliat  statement.  Sir,  I 
will  give  the  compamtive  expenses  for  three  years,  in 
wliat  has  been  called  our  diplomatic  intercourse,  during' 
the  administration  of  Mr.  Adamn,  and  of  Gcrnerul  Jackson, 
(and  General  Jackson  has  been  in  office  but  three  years!) 
and  the  Senator  will  find  he  has  made  a  mistake  of  over 
130,000.  Instead  of  $236,000,  as  he  has  stated  it.  the 
appropriation  is  $270,156;  he  has  not  included  one  of  the 
30,000  contingencicM! 

Appropriations  for  diplomatic  foreign  intercourse  (if  this 

is  the  term)  In  1830,  '31,  '32,       •  -        $694,656 

Same,  in  1827,  '28,  '29,       -  -  -  467,500 


Which  makes  the  last  three  years'  excess  over 
the  first  three  years,  in  our  foreign  intercourse 
alone,  in  recalling  foreipi  ministers^  and  re- 
warding  favorites,  ...        $227,156 


But,  sir,  these  are  not  the  only  expenses  which,  in  my 
opinion^  ought  to  be  reduced.  It  will  be  recollected  that 
some  time  since  a  resolution  was  offered  by  me,  instnict* 
ing  the  Committee  on  Finance  to  inquire  into  the  expe- 
diency of  abolishing  the  offices  of  Second  Comptroller  and 
Second  Auditor.  In  looking  at  the  •'official"  Glol>e,  to 
which  my  attention  was  called  this  morning,  it  seems  that 
die  incumbent  in  one  of  those  offices  has  charged  me  witli 
something  like  coalition,  or  combination,  to  injure  hint! 
by  proposing  to  abolish  his  office!  On  this  subjtcr,  I  have 
only  to  s:«y  tliat  the  incumbents  are  both  unknown  to  nie. 
They  have  been  appointed  under  this  administration.  1 
never  saw  either  of  tltem,  to  my  knowledge;  and  am  very 
sure  they  know  as  little  of  me — when  such  a  charge  is 
made.  But,  sir,  this  is  not  the  only  attack  which  has  been 
made  on  me  for  offering  that  resolution;  and  I  shrewdly 
suspect  I  know  the  quarter  from  which  it  came.  But, 
let  it  g^  for  what  it  is  worth!  It  is  now  twelve  years  since, 
as  a  member  of  a  committee  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, then  called  by  the  Senator  from  Maryland  the 
"  radical  committee,"  1  made  the  san^c  proposition  in  tiiat 
committee;  and  my  opinion  on  that  subject  remains  un- 
changed, that  thesc^ offices  ought  to  be  abolished.  A  sin- 
gle fact  is  sufficient  to  prove  it.  Previous  to  1817,  all  die 
duties  now  performed  by  the  First  and  Second  Comp- 
truller,  and  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury,  (a  new  office, 
created  two  years  since,  involving  an  annual  expenditure 
of  $10,000,)  were  performed  by  the  First  Comptroller 
alone;  and  the  duties  now  performed  by  five  auditors 
were  then  confided  to  one  auditor  and  two  accountants; 
mnce  which,  the  war  accounts  have  been  settled,  and  the 
army  reduced!  My  opinion  was  then  formed  on  an  actual 
inspection  of  the  duties  performed  by  each,  and  from 
having  kept  an  account  with  the  Treasury  Department  for 
about  nine  years  before  I  had  the  honor  of  a  seat  in  Con- 
gress; and  my  full  belief  then  was,  and  now  is,  that,  by  a 
proper  distribution  of  the  labor  in  those  offices,  one-tinrd 
of  the  present  number  of  clerks  might  be  dispensed  with, 
ftnd  the  public  service  would  not  suffer;  and  in  this  my 
Opinion  is  sustained  by  another  'committee  of  the  other 
House,  to  wiiich  I  shall  ^oon  call  the  attention  of  tl)e 
Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Maryland  stated  in  this  body,  two 
year*  since,  that  *'  the  raclical  committee"  effected  a  re- 
duction of  expenses  to  the  amount  of  three  millions  of 
dollars,    **a8  the  amotmt  of  receipts  and  expenditures 


services.  Fir,  we  need  another  **  radical  committee,"  to 
save  three  millions  of  dollars,  to  bring  the  expenditures 
of  this  administration  back  to  the  expenditures  of  former 
administrations. 

Tiie  Senator,  a  few  days  since,  on  inquir}',  informed  me 
he  had  received  a  statement  from  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment on  the  subject  of  my  rescdution;  on  my  asking  him 
for  the  perus:d  of  it,  he  refused! 

[VIr.  SMITH  here  said,  in  an  under  tone,  "I  did,  and 
you  had  no  business  with  it"] 

Mr.  President,  this  refusal  brought  to  my  recollection, 
very  forcibly,  a  remark  made  to  me  at  my  desk  in  the 
other  House,  (of  wh  ch  we  were  then  members,)  by  that 
Senator,  on  the  subirxt  of  the  radical  committee,  and 
which  at  the  time  made  a  very  deep  and  lasting  impres* 
sion  on  my  mind.  **  What,"  said  he,  **  do  you  radicals 
expect  to  dcii  You  can  do  nothing,  you  are  a  new  mem- 
ber! You  do  not  understand  treasury  tricks!  They  will 
tlirow  dust  in  your  eyes." 

[Here  Mr.  ^MITH  interrupted,  and  said  "Not  so;  he 
had  no  recollection  of  any  such  remarks."] 

Mr.  FOOT  resumed.  If  the  Senator's  memory  has  im- 
proved by  age,  perhaps  I  ought  not  to  oppose  mine  to  his; 
t\}r  his  has  been  in  use  thirty  years  longer  than  mine,  and 
let  him  have  the  benefit  of  tins  argument. 

I  Will  now  call  tlte  attention  of  the  Senate  to  a  report 
from  the  Committee  on  Retrenchment,  made  on  the  15th 
day  of  May,  1828,  which  has  been  circulated  extensively 
through  the  country.  1  shall  read  a  few  paragraphs,  which 
seem  to  me  very  appropriate;  ami  although  this  comm  t* 
tee  found  no  abuses  and  no  nicreaied  expenditure  in  that 
administration,  the  report  contains  some  excellent  senti- 
ments ai  well  as  some  |iredictions,  which  have  been  too 
fully  and  fatally  fulfilled  under  this  administration.  The 
report '  proposes  a  reduction  of  unnecessary  expenses  in 
the  administration  of  the  Government.  It  fully  sustains 
the  views  of  the  **rad.cal  committee"  of  182i,  and  re- 
commends the  abolition  of  the  offices  of  Second  Comp- 
troller and  Second  Auditor,  as  wholly  useless.  And  the 
conmiittee  reported  a  bill  for  that  purpose;  to  which  bill 
I  wiith  to  call  the  attention  of  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance,  wh  ch  committee  now  has  that  subject 
under  ctMisideration  by  a  resolution  of  the  Senate.  But, 
sir,  before  I  proceed  t'>  that  report,  let  me  say  to  the  Se- 
nator from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  HAXits,]  who,  in  reply  to 
the  statement  of  the  Senator  from  Maryland,  [Mr.  Smith,] 
on  the  subject  of  the  barracks  at  New  Orleans,  expressed 
his  firm  belief  "that  the  expenses"  of  the  Government 
had  increased  nearly  one  hundred  percent,  "since  1820," 
that  I  still  hope  he  has  not  abandoned  his  intention  of  call- 
ing by  resolution  on  the  proper  department  for  a  detailed 
statement  of  the  expenditures  in  those  two  periods,  be- 
cause there  is  no  doubt  on  my  mind  but  the  statement  of 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  will  be  found  much  more 
correct  than  the  estimates  ami  calculations  of  tlie  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Finance.  The  actual  expenses! 
I  do  not  speak  of  expenditures  for  great  national  objects; 
for  the  improvement  of  the  condition  of  the  country. 
Surely  on  this  subject  there  is  no  cause  of  complaint 
against  this  administration.  But  that  the  expenses  in  the 
several  departments,  foreign  hitercourse,  aiul  |n  tlie  in- 
crease of  oificers  and  agents  of  every  description,  to  en- 
hance the  vakie  of  the  "spoils  of  victory,"  have  nearly 
doubled  since  1820,  1  fully  believe;  and  that  the  resolu- 
tion proposed  by  the  Senator  will  draw  out  full  evidence 
of  the  fact,  unless  it  should  be  evaded  by  *'  treasury 
tricks."  But,  sir,  in  consequence  of  the  flourishing  con- 
dition of  the  country,  an  overflowing  treasury,  and  the 
regular  reduction  of  the  public  debt  growing  out  of  laws 


Would  show."  Sir,  the  Senator  gives  that  committee  too 
much  credit.  It  is  due  to  the  present  pres-ding  officer, 
who  was  then  Secretary  of  War,  to  state,  that,  for  much      _ 

of  the  success  of  tl)at  committee  in  reducing  expenses,  'and  arrangements  made  under  former  administrations,  and 
ftiMl  for  the  system  of  accountability  growing  out  of  that  I  which  this  administration  could  not  prevent,  these  ex- 
investigation,  we  were  greatly  indebted  to  his  voluntary  Itravagant  and  wasteful  expenditures  of  the  public  money 
and  efficient  aid;  and  the  country  owes  hion  much  for  his  have  not  excited  roueh  interest,  or  aroused  the  publie 
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attention*  merely  because  the  burden  haa  not  been  felt  in 
'*  direct  taxation  or  in  iorced  loans. '' 

Mr.  F.  here  read  extracts  from  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  "Retrenchment,"  3d  pag«:  "Your  committee 
obtained  information  enojgh  to  satisfy  them,  that  by  a 
judicious  system  of  reform,  instituted  by  the  Executive 
officers  themselves,  at  least  one-third  of  the  present  num- 
ber of  clerks  in  the  depaxtmenta  might  be  reduced  with 
safety  to  the  public  interest."  "At  present  the  public 
offices  are  not  open  for  the  discharge  of  public  business, 
more  than,  on  an  average,  four  hours  each  day." 

"  State  Department** — ^Pa^  4. — **  Your  committee  are 
decidedly  of  opinion  that  the  diplomatic  relations  of  the 
country  are  in  a  state  unnecessarily  expennve,"  and 
"  concur  in  opinion  on  the  propriety  of  abolishing  the 
fund  called  the  contingent  expenses  of  all  missions 
abroad."  Page  5. — «« There  are  three  distinct  contingent 
funds,  under  the  control  of  this  department,  '  one  of  the 
department,  including  expenses  of  printing,'  Ice—one, 
'  contingent  expenses  of  foreign  intercourse' — one,  '  ex- 
penses of  missions  abroad.'"  Page  14.— On  "appointing 
and  compensating  *  bearers  of  despatches,'  they  say,  <it 
is  prone  to  degenerate  into  a  species  of  favoritism,  ad- 
verse to  the  public  intere8t{' they  'apprehend  it  is  little 
short  of  a  convenient  mode  of  sending  favorites  abroacL 
to  travel  for  their  pleasure,  health,  or  instruction,  out  of 
the  public  coffers.' " 

"  IVeoMiry  i)q9arfiiiai/."— Page  19 — "  To  introdu 
economy  and  despatch  in  this  department,  it  will  be  ne- 
cessary to  simplify  the  forms  or  business,  and  to  re- 
organize its  subordinate  branches.  The  various  offices  of 
the  treasury  were  arranged  on  their  present  plan  by  act 
of  3d  March,  1817,  abolishing  the  accounting  offices,  and 
establishing  an  additional  comptroller  and  four  auditors, 
with  clerks.  This  arrangement  was  temporary;  so  ought 
to  have  been  its  continuance*  The  war  was  just  over, 
and  its  disbursements  threw  upwards  of  forty  millions  of 
suspended  accounts  into  the  treasury  for  adjustment;  this 
amount  has  been  reduced  to  two  millions;  and  yet  the 
same  extensive  and  complicated  machinery  is  still  in 
existence." 

Page  22. — The  committee  recommend  a  new  omniza- 
tion  of  some  of  the  departments,  and  that  the  offices  of 
the  Second  Comptroller  and  one  auditor  be  abolished. 

N.  B.  They  reported  a  bill  for  this. 

Page  23. — They  "consider  the  power  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  to  appoint  examiners  of  tlie  land  offices 
as  *  liable  to  great  abuse.' " 

"  FFarX]l(;par/iiient"-^Page  26.— The  committee  "ex- 
press surprise,  that  while  the  business  has  greatly  de- 
creased, tne  number  of  clerks  has  not  been  reduced." 

But,  sir,  in  all  this^  no  abuses  are  found  in  Mr.  Adams's 
administration!  The  only  eompbunt  is,  that  the  expenses 
have  not  been  reduced!  No  complaint  of  increased  ex- 
penses! ! !     They  were  not  increased. 

Page  34. — ^Executive  patronage  of  the  press. 

Mr.  F.  here  called  the  particular  attention  of  the  Sen- 
ate to  this  part  of  the  report.  Sir,  in  this  extract  will  be 
found  sound  doctrine  and  "sure  words  of  prophecy!" 
which  we  have  seen  too  fatally  verified!  It  ought  to  be 
printed  in  letters  of  gold!  suspended  in  both  Halls  of 
Congress,  and  spread  before  the  whole  nation! 

"  When  your  committee  look  at  this  amount  of  patro- 
nage, placed,  without  control  or  responsibility,  in  the  hsnds 
of  the  Executive,  or  in  those  of  the  subordinate  chiefs  of  his 
departments;  and  when  they  reflect  on  tile  moral  mccha^ 
nism  upon  which  this  patronage  acts  with  a  power  that 
seems  irresistible^  thev  i^ould  deem  their  duty  very  inade- 
auately  discharged,  ir  they  did  not  propose  some  remedy 
for  abuses  already  existing,  and  essentially  liable  to  be  aug- 
mented. Your  committee  wlU  not  stop  to  aigue  what  they 
predicate  ae  an  undeniable  hti,  that,  by  the  employment 
of  the  exptaditufw  ef  the  eoMtM^mr  funds  of  the  depart- 


ments, a  Government  press  is,  to  all  intents  and  purposes, 
effectUHlly  establishcu;  as  much  so,  as  if  there  wfere  in 
annual  item  in  the  appropriation  bill  for  tlie  purpose  of 
purchasing  the  joint  and  harmonious  action  of  one  hun- 
dred papers  in  the  uncompromising  vindication  of  those  io 
power,  and  in  the  unsparing  abuse  of  those  who  arc  not 
The  danger  which  assails  the  freedom  of  the  press  through 
the  insinuation  of  this  species  of  influence,  is  fiu*  more 
serious tlian  any  star  chamber  code  of  painsand  peoalttts! !" 
"  This  pecuniary  censorslitp  of  the  press  must  end  in  its 
utter  prostitution  to  an  indiscrimiiuite  support  of  the  acts  of 
the  Government,  however  injurious  to  the  rights  and  in- 
terests of  the  people!!!"  is  not  this  proplwcy  liteially 
fulfilled?  "  Believing  tluit  no  administration,  if  it  be  wise, 
virtuous,  and  patriotic,  requires  tlie  aid  of  a  Government 
press— and  if  it  be  not,  that,  precisely  fw  that  reason,  it 
ought  not  to  have  it — ^your  committee  proposes,  as  &r  u 
practicable,  the  aboLtion  of  this  branch  of  the  ExecutiTO 
patronage." 

Has  this  patronage  been  reduced  ?  What  is  the  prcKnt 
condition  of  the  press?     Here  I  leave  the  subject 

The  question  being  put,  the  amendment  was  adopted  by 
yeas  and  luiys,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Buckner,  DalUs,  Dick- 
rson,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Foot,  Grundy,  Hendricks^  Kane, 

night,   Mangum,  Marcy,  Bobbins,    Robinson,    Smitb, 

ipton.  White,  W.lkins.— 20. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Brown,  Clayton,  Ewing,  For- 

h,  Frelinghuysen,  Hayne,  Hill,  Holmes,  MiUcr,  Moore, 

rentiss.  Buggies,  Seymour,  Tazewell,  Tomlinson, Troup, 
Tyler,  Webster.— 19. 

iThe  amendment  increasing  the  appropriation  for  foreign 
and  diplomatic  intercourse  was  explained  by  Mr.  SMITH* 

Pending  the  consideration  of  the  amendment,  a  drlwte, 
involving  a  comparison  between  the  expenditures  on  tliis 
head,  by  the  present  and  past  administrations,  was  car- 
ried on  between  Mr.  SMITH,  Mr.  FOOT,  Mr.  CLAY- 
TON, Mr.  HOLMES,  Mr.  WEBSTER,  Mr.  MABC¥,and 
Bfr.  CLAY.  It  was  not,  however,  an  inquiry  into  tlie 
amount  expended  by  the  respective  administntjoits,  which 
);avc  rise  to  the  subsequent  discussions  of  the  subject  It 
was  a  remark  thrown  out  by  Mr.  XI  ARC  Y  towards  tlie 
close  of  the  debate  of  to-day,  namely,  that  it  was  not  the 
amount  of  money  expended  by  the  last  administration  io 
foreign  intercuurae,  which  was  the  charge  against  it;  but 
that  It  did  nothing  for  the  money*— efltrcted  no  good  for 
the  country  with  tlie  expenditure.  Mr.  CLAY,  ni  a  few 
remarks,  pointedly  controverted  the  correctness  of  this 
allegation,  and  asserted,  tliat  so  far  from  having  done  no* 
thing,  the  last  administration  had  concluded  more  treatiei 
here,  at  the  seat  of  Government,  with  foreign  Puwen,  than 
any  preceding  administrations  of  the  Government,  perhspi 
all  of  them  together,  and  adjusted  more  long  standing  dif- 
ficulties and  disputed  (Questions  with  foreign  Uoverniuents. 
Other  gentlemen  also  joined  issue  with  Mr.  Maacr,  and  con- 
tributed to  the  debate  which  followed  on  subsequent  dsys. 


TcrXSDAT,  AVBIL  3. 

The  resolution  vesterday  submitted  by  Mr.  Hoixu 
was  considered  and  agreed  to. 

The  resolution  yesterday  submitted  by  Mr.  Poiwn- 
TXB,  discharging  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  from 
the  further  consideration  of  tlie  subjects  referred  to  it  on 
the  22d  instant,  was  taken  up,  but  laid  on  the  table  on  ac- 
count of  the  abaence  of  the  mover  from  his  seat. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  MOORE,  the  Senate  resumed  the  eon- 
sidermtion  of  the  bill  supplementary  to  the  several  acts  for 
the  sale  of  the  public  landa-^the  question  being  on  the 
motion  to  concur  in  the  second  amendment  made  by  the 
other  House.  After  some  discussion,  in  which  Me«rs< 
MOOBB,  EWING,  HOLMES,  and  RING,  took  psrt,  the 
motioA  to  concur  was  adopted.- 
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FOREIGN  INTERCOURSE—COLONIAL  TRADE. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  general 
sppropriation  bill — the  question  being  on  the  amendment 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  Finance,  allowing  4,500 
dollars  for  the  expenses  of  the  return  of  ministers  from 
France  and  England. 

Mr,  SPRAGUE,  of  Mai  necrose,  and  said:  The  gentleman 
from  New  York,  [Mr.  Marct,]  dissatisfied  witli  the  result 
of  a  comparison  of  the  expendituresof  the  late  andpreaent 
administrations,  has  resorted  to  the  substitution  or  a  new 
issue.     What  has  been  accomplished  in  our  foreign  inter- 
course, is  the  question  upon  which  he  challenges  discussion. 
He  has  selected  his  ground,  and  thrown  down  his  gaunt* 
let     It  was  immediately  taken  up  by  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clay,]  wlioat  once,  briefly,  but  satisfac- 
torily, exhibited  the  superiority  of  our  former  Executive. 
We  are  called  upon  to  pursue  the  subject  further,  and  1 
shall  do  so  by  advancing,  at  once,  to  what  its  friends  have 
proclaimed  as  the  proudest  of  their  diplomatic  achieve- 
ments, the  triumph  which  has  been  trumpeted,  echoed, 
and  re-echoed,  from  the  ocean  to  the  mountains — tlie  ar- 
rangennentof  tl)e  colonial  trade  with  Great  Britain.     This 
exploit  has  enveloped  this  administration  in  such  a  blaze 
of  glory,  tliat  it  may  be  thought  to  require  the  hardihood 
of  the  fire-king  himself  to  approach  its  flames;  but  the 
breath   by  which  it  has  been  fanned,  has  too  little  of  vi- 
tality to  impart  either  intensity  or  duration.     The  note  of 
exuLutJou,  which  was  raised,  lost  much  of  its  effect  upon 
reflecting  minds,  when  it  was  perceived  that  these  praises 
were  rung  in  advance,  before  the  work  was  seen,  or  iu 
character  known;  and,  of  course,  were  to  be  deemed  only 
as  incense  to  its  autiiurs.     information  tliat  some  agree- 
ment had  been  concluded,  reached  tliis  country  on  ttie  3d 
of  October,  1830.     Immediately  tl)e  loud  acclaim  of  tri- 
umph was  reverberated  to  the  extremities  of  the  Union. 
But  tlie  terms  and  conditions  of  the  arrangement  could  not 
be  ascertained  for  months  afterwards.     Indeed,  the  Bri- 
tish order  in  council  did  not  i-sue  until  November,  and 
tlic  communications  containing  the  agreement  were  never 
submitted  to  the  public  till  the  month  of  January  follow- 
ing.    Nay,  so  little  solicitous  were  many  as  to  the  charac- 
ter of  the  agreement,  that  they  not  only  never  examined 
it,  but   knew  not  in  what  documents  it  was  to  be  found. 
K%'en  during  the  present  winter,  leading,  important  pubhc 
journals,  and  among  them  the  Richmond  Enqturer,  have 
demanded,  v,hy  dd  the  Senate  rat.fy  the  U-eaiy  under  Mr. 
Vau  Buren's  objectionable  mstructions?     Again,  the  Tren- 
ton Emporium  asserts  lliat  Uie  treaty  was  unanimously 
ratified  by  the  Senate,  und  this  language  is  copied  into 
tlic  paper  le  c,  at  the  »ea:  of  Government,  and  difluaed 
tluroughout  the  country;  while  we  all  know  tltat  no  ti*eaty 
ever  existed,  the  arrangement  having  been  formed  by  diplo- 
matic letters,  which  were  not  submitted  for  the  approba- 
tion of  tlie  Senate. 

1  regret  to  say  that  the  delunon,  thus  propagated,  is 
likely  to  be  strengthened  by  a  letter,  recently  published, 
under  the  sgnature  of  the  Pres.dent  of  tire  United  Sutes, 
in  relation  to  the  vote  of  the  Senate  upon  the  nomination 
of  Mr.  Van  Biiren,  in  which  he  sa^s  that  the  negotiation 
which  had  been  successfully  terminated  had  previously 
received  the  sanction  of  both  Houses  of  Congress.  What 
must  be  the  surprise  of  the  people,  when  tUey  learn  ttie 
&ct,  that,  since  the  termination  of  that  negotiation,  there 
has  been  no  vote,  no  action  upon,  no  sanction  of  it,  by 
Cither  House  of  Congress. 

If  reference  was  had  to  the  act  of  May,  1830,  it  should 
be  recollected  that  its  passage  was  anterior  to  the  conclu- 
sion of  tiiat  negotiation,  and  its  proviMons  were  so  entirely 
independent  of  prior  instructions,  that  every  member 
migtit  have  voted  for  the  former,  while  hecoinlemned  tlie 
latter;  tliat  there  was  indeed  no  reference  to  theq^  either 
in  the  act  itself,  or  the  report  of  any  committee.  The 
•ante  letUr  attributes  the  action  of  the  BfiWkX^  to  motires 


*<for  interrupting  an  important  foreign  negotiation."  I 
shall  make  no  comment  upon  the  indignity  thus  offered  to 
a  branch  of  the  National  Legislature,  unprecedented  and 
unparalleled  as  it  is  in  the  history  of  this  Government.  I 
leave  it  to  the  Senate  and  to  the  people. 

The  President's  communication  indulge  not  a  little  in 
self-^orification,  at  having  closed  a  contest  which  had  been 
earned  on  ever  since  our  national  existence.  But  how 
has  it  been  terminated^ — By  a  glorious  triumph  or  an  in- 
glorious surrender? — B^  a  victory  or  a  defeat?  That  it 
tlie  question.  Mr.  Hemes,  in  the  British  Parliament,  after 
describing  it  as  one  of  the  longest  and  most  interesting  of 
national  controvernes,  announced  that  it  had  been  brought 
to  a  close,  and  that  '<  America  had  entirely  and  uncon- 
ditionally  withdrawn  all  her  pretensions." 

Tliis  language  aroused  within  roe  indignant  American 
feelings.  What!  this  commercial  warfare,  waged  in  our 
infancy,  in  weakness  and  depression — persevered  in  with 
firmness,  to  years  of  stren{[th  and  manhood — now,  in  our 
high  and  palmy  state,  tenninated  by  an  unconditional  sur* 
render!  1  could  not  believe  it.  It  must  be  the  arrogant 
assumption  of  a  vaunting  minister  of  Britain.  In  other 
contests,  those  of  arms,  her  commanders  had  represented 
disaster  as  success^  defeat,  as  triumph.  She  had,  in  mi- 
mic war,  upon  the  Serpentine  river,  exhibited,  as  a  holi- 
day show,  the  Burrenaer  of  American  to  British  ships; 
while  we,  in  fierce  encounter,  upon  the  lakes  and  upon 
the  ocean,  had  presented  to  the  world  the  spectacle  of 
tlie  proud  cross  of  St.  George  bowing  in  submission  to  the 
glorious  star  spangled  banner. 

As  I  then  turned  with  joy  to  American  authority,  to  cor- 
rect  the  nusrepresentations  of  our  enemies,  so  I  now  re- 
verted with  hope  to  our  own  envoy,  to  examine  the  repre- 
sentations which  he  had  made  at  the  court  of  St  James. 
I  found,  sir,  that  he  presented  to  Lord  Aberdeen  our  sta- 
tute of  1830  as  the  bans  of  an  arrangement.  X  was  anx- 
ious to  learn  what  was  hb  construction  of  its  provisions, 
his  conception  of  its  scope,  and  the  spirit  in  which  was  to 
be  exercised  the  discretion,  vested  by  the  American  Con- 
gress, to  vindicate  our  interests  and  our  honor.  I  was  as- 
tonislied— I  was  humiliated,  to  find  that,  upon  its  presen- 
tation to  the  British  Government,  he  characterized  it  in 
the  following  langiuige:  **  It  concedes  in  its  terms  all  the 
power  in  the  regulation  of  the  colonial  trade,  and  autho- 
rizes the  President  to  confer  on  British  vessels  all  those 
privileges,  as  Well  in  tlie  circuitous  as  the  direct  voyage, 
which  Great  Britain  has  at  any  time  demanded  or  desired;" 
and  that  Mr.  Herries  had,  in  efiect,  but  repeated  the  de- 
clarations of  our  own  minister.  Still  I  would  not  despair, 
but  turned  witli  hope  to  the  arrangement  itself,  trusting 
that  its  terms  and  conditions,  had  not  been  fairly  delineat- 
ed in  that  sweeping  conceanon  of  our  agent. 

This  examination,  to  be  thorough^  must  necessarily  be 
laborious;  and  I  have  no  inducement  to  pursue  it,  except 
the  imporunce  of  the  subject  to  the  country  at  large,  and 
especially  to  my  own  State.  Maine,  with  leas  than  athir^ 
tieth  of  the  population,  has  about  one-e  ghth  of  the  ton- 
nag^  of  the  United  States.  Indeed,  tliere  are  but  two 
States  that  exceed  her  in  amount,  and  those  the  powerful 
aiul  ancient  commonwealths  of  Ma^chusetts  and  New 
York;  and,  while  the^  have  other  paramount  manufac- 
tures, her  navigation  is  the  great  interest  most  likely  to 
be  seriously  affecied  by  the  national  councils,  and  to  which, 
therefore,  her  representatives  should  at  all  times  be  stu- 
diously attentive. 

Mr.  President,  for  what  was  this  contest  originally 
waged,  and  so  long  maintained?  What  was  its  object? 
The  prize  contended  for?  I  answer  distinctly  and  em- 
phatically, the  carrying  trade^and  that  alone.  The  Bri- 
tish have  always  been  not  only  willing,  but  anxious,  for  our 
produce,  if  it  could  be  transported  in  their  ships.  Indeed^ 


the  decrees  of  nature,  their  climate  and  geographical  po- 
aiiicm,  Md  th«r  artificiM  imtiCMMWi  p«iii»laiV  tte 
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involuntary  seivitude,  carried  to  such  an  enormous  extent 
that  more  than  set-en  eighths  of  the  whole  population  are 
slaves,  render  them  essentially  dependent  upon  the  pro- 
ductons  of  Itie  United  States  for  their  prosperity,  if  not 
for  their  existence. '  All  experience  has  shown  tlmt  they 
must  have  our  supplies.  Not  les.-«  than  fifteen  thousand 
persons  died  of  famine  in  the  island  of  Janutica  alone,  du- 
ring* ttie  five  years  that  followed  the  peace  of  1783,  owing 
to  Britisli  regulations  embarra8sii>g  the  tran^miss.on  of  our 
produce.  And  \X  is  mo»t  curious  and  iuMructive  to  ob- 
serve, that  whenever  we  have  i-estrained  or  interrupted 
this  intercourse,  tliey  have  been  compelled,  in  order  to 
open  new  channelii,  in  which  it  m'ght  flow  to  their  relief, 
to  relax  the  rigor  of  their  colonial  system,  wh.cli  uttciiy 
excluded  American  vessels.  In  December,  1812,  we  laid 
a  universal  embargo;  and  in  June  fullownig,  Ureat  Bri- 
tain opened  the  ports  of  tlieir  Nortiiern  provinces  to  our 
vessels.  In  1812,  we  declared  war,  and  forthwith  bhe  open- 
ed to  us  the  island  of  Bermtida,  thua  allowing  to  our  navi- 
gation, y^gnzT?/^  btUo^  »n  raging  war,  U»at  tr.*dc  w  hich  she  1 
refuscil  in  l.me  of  peace.  Alter  the  treaty  of  1815,  she 
again  re8orte<l  to  her  system  of  i  ignrousculunial  occlu2»ton, 
and  we,  by  the  act  of  April,  18i8,  rctal.atcd  b}  the  ex- 
clusion of  her  ves»eU  frou)  tiie  ttade  so  proh  b.ted  to  us; ' 
and  iiinnediatily  on  the  8th  and  ^7tli  ot  May  following, 
she,  by  act  of  Parliament  and  ortler  in  eounc.1,  opened 
the  ports  of  Uahfax,  ui  Nova  bcot.a,  and  St.  John's,  ni  New 
Brun&wxk,  to  Antertcan  vessels. 

In  addition  to  these  illustrations  of  their  necessities,  it 
should  be  remembered  that,  during  the  whole  period  ot 
these  restr.ctions  and  prohib.tjonN,  from  the  adoption  oi 
the  coi»st.tut.on  to  he  present  da>,  the  Gtnernors  of  the 
different  islands  have«  from  tune  to  time,  been  compelled 
to  open  their  ports  by  special  proclaniat.on  to  the  vessels 
of  tne  Uiiite<l  dtates  w.tn  American  proihtce.  These  dis- 
pensations ha\e  not  been  rare,  but  frequent,  repeated,  and 
reiterated,  owing  to  periodicad  convulsions  of  nature,  ami 
Other  causes. 

indeed,  we  have  had  a  recent  instance.  During  the  last 
season,  tne  island  of  Barbadoes,  in  pariicular,  was  visiteil 
by  a  hitvr<cane,  leaving  sucu  destruction  and  desolation  in 
its  path,  that  it  was  ntcessary  to  invite  timely  relief  by  all 
practicable  means;  and,  in  accordance  wiui  tormer  usage, 
tile  Britisli  laws  imposing  duties  ami  charges  upon  Ame- 
rican lumber  and  certain  other  articles,  in  Aiiiencan  ves- 
sels, weie  suspended  until  the  1st  of  MarcU  last. 

I'tiis  temporaj'y  dispensation  of  onerous  impuaition  de- 
serves the  more  particular  notice,  because  the  success  of 
certain  vo)ages,  consequent  upon  it,  liasi>ten  most  erro- 
neously alti  ibuted  to  tne  recent  d.plomaiic  arrangement, 
thereby  extending  a  delusive  idea  ot  its  benehis,  wnen  tiie 
hurricane  ibiclt  might  as  well  be  ascribed  to  lU  inHuence. 
Imleed,  our  vessels  would  have  derived  greater  advantage 
from  that  dispensation  of  Providence,  and  consiqueat  le- 
Lixation  of  Br.tisb  law,  if  the  arrangement  had  iicver  Oee^i 
made;  because,  under  it,  Britisli  ve»seU  pai ttcipuied ui  the 
t]iin>portation,  while.  Without  it,  ours  alone  would  have  eii- 
joytU  it,  to  the  exclusion  of  others.  'I  his  wiii  be  leudily 
understood,  when  it  is  recollected  that,  before  thts  agree- 
ment was  concluded,  the  iegislatiou  of  the  two  counines 
reciprocally  exclutUd  the  vessels  of  each  fitim  Uie  waters 
of  llie  other.  These  gubernatortal  pioclamations  and 
dispensations  of  Brit  sli  iaws  opened  their  poi  is  teinpoi-a- 
ril\  to  us,  but  could  not  suspend  our  luhibiiton  of  Bn tiali 

VCbSL-ls. 

Wit  11  the  West  India  colonies  of  other  nations,  Swedlsli, 
Danibli,  French,  Dutch,  and  Spanish,  we  have  long  enjo>* 
ed.  without  cuntrovei'sy,  a  free  and  uinnterrupted  coin* 
nieice;  ibiy  being  conient  that  tlie  transportation  should 
be  almost  exclusively  in  Ainer.cuii  vessels,  as  the  leg.U- 
niatc  Iruits  of  our  nautical  enterprise  and  geograpn.cal 
position,  of  which  Great  Britain  alone  seeks  to  deprive  us. 
And  this  the  do«s  in  jsccordance  with  the  two  great  lead* 


ing  features  and  objects  of  her  navigation  sy»teTn,  com- 
menced by  tile  Rump  Pari  ament,  confirmed  in  the  rtijfn 
of  Charles  II,  and  exteniled  and  perpetuated  by  mime* 
rons  subsequent  enactments,  viz.  first,  to  strengthen  her* 
self  by  monopol  zing  as  much  of  the  carrying  trade  of  the 
world  as  possible:  secondly,  to  weak sn  her  rivuU  by  dif* 
fusing  the  residue  among  the  minor  maritime  Powers,  so 
as  to  prevent  any  one  from  engrossing  any  consider- 
able  portion  of  it.  And  of  all  nations,  the  United  States 
is  the  rival  in  navigation  and  maritrme  power,  whom  she 
m«)8t  dreads,  and  is  most  anxious  to  depress.* 

The  great  commercial  statesman  of  Great  Britain  (Mr. 
Hnskisson)  has  declared  tiiat  the  first  blow  to  lier  policy 
was  given  by  the  United  States.  And  it  is  true.  "We 
struck  the  first  blow  to  her  colonial  system,  by  our  decla- 
ration of  independence?  the  first  blow  to  her  navigating 
policy,  by  countervailing  laws;  and  the  blow  which  dis- 
solved the  charm  of  her  boasted  invincibility  upon  the 
ocean,  by  the  splendid  and  transcendent  tr.umphs  of  the 
late  War.  In  this  otir  long,  pi-otnictcil  contest  f^nr  the  car- 
rying trade,  she  has  been  stimulated  by  the  double  motive 
of  extending  lu-r  own  shippng  interest,  and  repress  ng 
ours.  It  was  commenced  immediately  after  the  acki  ow- 
Kdgment  ofonr  independence;  and  was  animadverted  upon 
in  the  continental  Congress  of  1784,  as  a  cause  for  con- 
ferring atlditional  powers  upon  the  confederation,  in  order 
to  maintain  it  on  our  part  with  success.  In  the  first  Con- 
KTess,  in  1789,  .Mr.  ^Lulison  declared  that  he  would  meet 
interdict  with  interd.ct,  "until  we  should  be  allowed  to 
carry  to  the  West  India  islands,  in  our  own  vessels,  the 
produce  of  America,  which  necess'ty  compels  tlum  to 
lake."  And  President  Washington,  in  his  instructions  to 
Mr.  Moms,  in  the  sjime  year,  hays,  emphatically,  "Let 
It  be  strongly  impressed  on  your  niinri,  that  the  privilrge 
of  carrying  our  J>wn  productions  in  our  own  vessels  to  their 
own  islands,  and  bringing  in  return  the  pnalnctsoiis  of 
these  islands  to  our  own  ports  and  market,  is  regarded 
here  as  of  the  highest  importance?  and  you  will  be  care- 
ful not  to  countenance  any  idea  of  our  dispensing  with  it 
in  a  treaty." 

The  twelfth  article  of  Jay's  trejity,  which  related  to  the 
colonial  trade,  was  expunged  by  the  Senate  as  utterly  in- 
admissible. To  this  succeeded  the  wai*s  of  the  French 
revolution,  followed  by  hostile  orders  in  council,  injuri- 
ous decrees,  and  illegal  practices,  harassing  to  our  ct»m- 
inerce,  and  destructive  of  our  rights,  and  producing  on 
our  jjart  non-intercourse,  embargo,  and  war.  The  peace 
with  Great  Britain  was  followed  by  the  celebrated  com- 
meical  convention  of  1815.  And  the  colonial  trade  was 
in  expivs»s  terms  excluded  from  its  operation. 

Immediately  thereupon,  Great  Britain  closed  against  of 
those  ports  m  the  West  lnd.es,  which  had  been  opened 
to  our  Vessels  during  the  war;  thereby  endeavoring  »ot 
only  to  nionoptilizc  to  herself  the  carriage  to  the  colonies, 
but  also  to  secure  a  decisive  adt'antjige,  ui  the  dirtcltrode, 
with  the  British  Eu.opean  possessions,  by  means  of  the 
triangular  vt))age,  by  which  she  attained  a  triple  freiglit; 
one  from  Great  Br.tain  to  the  United  States,  another  from 
hence  to  the  West  Indies,  and  a  third  ttience  to  England; 
whereas,  before,  she  couhl  enjoy  but  one,  that  of  the  pon- 
derous and  bulky  produce  from  the  sugiir  colonies  to  the 
parent  country;  her  ships  being  compelled  to  sail  in  the 
outwanl  voyage  in  ballast  only.  Measures  of  counterac- 
liOii  V  ere  immediately  resorted  to  in  pursuance  t«  the 
suggestions  of  Mr.  Madison's  message  of  December,  l81o. 
Negtrtiutions  were  attempted  in  1817,  1818,  1819,  1»W. 
and  1826,  withoat  success.  Both  countries  hail  lecouise 
lo  separate  and  countemctive  legislation — the  Un.tedStsteS 
by  the  statutes  of  1817,  1818,  183J,  1822,  and  1823;  and 
tireat  Britain  by  acts  oJ  Parlisment  of  lb22  and  1825,  »n- 
lempersed  ccca^Onally  by  royal  oitiem  in  counc.l,  and 
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Preskleatuil  proclamationt:  until  the  trade  was  interdicted  I     By  the  unrestrained  use  of  tliis  instrument,  the  gradua- 
by  each,  in  the  vessels  of  the  other,  throug^h  their  order  in  jtion  of  duties,  the  British  may,  as  with  a  magic  wand,  di 


council  of  1826^  and  the  Prendent's  proclamation  of  1827, 
issued  in  obedience  to  the  express  requirement  of  the  acts 
of  Congress.  These  prohibitions  continued  until  the  ar- 
rangement ofMr.  McLane,  in  1830.  Whoever  will  read 
this  part  of  our  legislative  and  diplomatjc  history  with  at- 
tention, will  perceive  that  the  great  paramount  object  for 
which  tho  parties  were  contending,  and  which  they  kept 
constantly  in  view,  was  the  carryinj^  trade — the  British 
struggling  to  secure  undue  advantages  to  their  shipping, 
and  we  demand! n;^  a  participation  upon  equal  terms. 

All  their  devices,  expedients, 'and  propositions,  when 
rig1»t]y  underatood  in  their  practical  operation,  will  be 
found  to  have  been  adapted  to  this  ena.     Knowing  that 
we  never  would  consent  to  their  monopolizing  the  direct 
transportation,  their  purpose  was  to  give  the  trade  a  cir- 
cuitous direction  through  tbieir  Northern  provinces  for  the 
island  of  Bermuda,  near  our  coast,  in  British  vessels,  to  the 
exclusion  of  American.     To  accomplish  this,  they  at  first, 
in  1817,  proposed  to  reserve  to  themselves  the  right  to 
vary  their  imposts  upon  our  productions  at  pleasure,  in 
different  colonies,  so  tliat  the  same  articles  mig-ht  be  made 
to  pay  a  higher  rate  of  duty  when  transported  directly  in 
an  American  bottom,  than  when  cii'cuitously  in  a  British. 
This  we  firmly  and  decisively  resisted,  and  the  British,  in 
the  negotiations  of  1818,  expressly  and  unqualifiedly  aban- 
doned it.     It  was  relinquished,  too,  by  acts  of  Parliament 
of  1822  and  1825,  and  never  renewed  until  the  neg>otia- 
tions  of  Mr.  McLane,  in  1830.     We  at  one  time  insisted 
that  our  produce  should  not  be  taxed  higher  in  the  West 
India  islands,  than  similar  articles  the  productions  of  the 
Northern  provinces  or  other  British  dominions.     This  has 
been  denominated  the  **  elsewhere"  principle  which  was 
incorporated  into  the  act  of  1823,  but  which  was  subse- 
quently waived  by  our  Government  in  1826. 

The  next  expedient  was  to  make  an  enumeration  of  cer- 
tain articles  to  be  carried  to  the  West  Indies;  another  and 
longer  list  to  be  transported  to  Bermuda;  and  yet  another, 
more  important,  to  be  admitted  to  their  Northern  provin- 
ces only.  In  this  we  could  not  acquiesce,  and  occlusion 
of  the  ports  was  the  consequence.  They  were  opened 
by  the  agreement  of  1830. 

What  are  the  terms  and  conditions  of  that  arrangement } 
What  power  does  it  concede  to  Great  Britain }  And,  fint, 
as  to  the 
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The  British  have  the  power  to  impose  duties,  without 
limitation,  upon  American  productions:  to  vary  the  same 
at  pleasure  in  every  culony,  assessing  different  amounts  in 
different  ports;  and  when  once  received,  to  naturalize  and 
treat  them  as  their  own,  in  subsequent  transitions:  and  their 
vessels  have  the  whole  transportation  from  colony  to  co- 
lony, the  American  beins:  utterly  excluded. 

Thus,  upon  a  barrel  of  flour,  passing  from  the  United 
States  to  the  West  Indies,  may  be  imposed  a  duty  of  one 
dollar  or  a  thousand  dollars:  while  the  same  may  be  car- 
ried to  the  Northern  provinces  of  Nova  Scotia  or  New 
Brunswick,  and  be  there  received  without  imposts,  and 
thence  imported  to  th»  West  Indies  duty  free.  And  so  of 
eyery  other  article.  The  consequence  is,  that  an  Ameri- 
can vessel,  laden  at  any  port  in  the  United  States  with 
flour  or  any  oth^r  produce,  destined  for  the  West  Indies, 
vhatever  be  her  route,  and  whatever  places  she  may  have 
touched,  must,  at  her  port  of  discharge,  pay  the  whole 
amount  of  duties  which  the  British  please  to  require,  whe- 
ther it  be  one  or  one  hundred  thousand  dollan;  whilst  a 
British  vesself  witli  the  same  cargo,  by  merely  touching, 
and  taking  a  clearance,  at  Campo  Bello  or  Haliftix,  may 
be  wholly  exempted  from  her  duties  on  her  arrival  in  the 
West  Indies. 
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rect,  change,  or  stop  the  current  of  trade  at  pleasure; 
they  have  as  complete  control  over  it,  as  of  water  from  a 
reservoir  conducted  through  artificial  tubes,  to  which  they 
alone  hold  the  keys.  Do  they  wish  to  stop  the  direct 
trade  as  to  all  articles  in  American  vessek?  Erect  an  im- 
passable barrier  of  duties  upon  every  thing.  Do  they 
wish  to  cause  the  current  to  flow,  in  British  bottoms,  by 
the  way  of  New  Brunswick  or  Nova  Scotia?  Remove  the 
obstruction  of  imposts  in  that  direction  only,  and  its 
course  will  run  freely.  Or  they  may  allow  a  part  to  pass 
in  one  direction,  and  force  the  re9idue  in  another.  They 
may  select  a  list  of  aHicle?  for  the  West  Indies,  another 
for  Bermuda,  and  another  for  the  Northern  provinces* 
This  power  is  full,  complete,  and  unlimited.  We  may  be 
assured  that  they  will  exercise  it,  from  time  to  time,  as  ex- 
perience of  tlieir  interests  may  dictate,  and  as  our  endur- 
ance shall  tolerate. 

Sir,  they  have  began  to  exercise  it  already,  by  the  act 
of  Parliament  of  22d  of  April,  1831,  the  design  of  which 
cannot  be  misunderstood.  Under  its  enactments,  wheat, 
flour,  beef,  pork,  hams,  bacon,  wood,  and  lumber,  when 
imported  into  the  West  Indies  through  their  Nortliem 
provinces,  and,  of  course,  in  British  vessels,  pay  no  dutjrt 
while  die  same  articles,  by  other  acts,  when  passing  di- 
rectly from  the  United  States,  in  which  alone  our  vesseb 
can  participate,  are  oppressed  with  imposts,  as  follows: 
flour,  five  shillings  sterling  the  barrel;  beef  and  pork, 
twelve  shillings  sterling  the  hundred  weightf  wood  and 
lumber,  one  pound  eight  shillings  the  thousand  feet.  The 
same  act  of  1831  has  imposed  additional  duties,  in  the  di- 
rect trade,  upon  staves  and  headings,  from  seven  sbiUiugt 
and  three  pence  to  eleven  shillings  and  three  pencet  and 
upon  white  or  yellow  pine  lumber,  from  five  shillings  to 
sqven  shillings  sterling. 

We  see  the  effects,  even  in  the  short  time  which  has 
already  elapsed,  and  they  will  become  more  and  more 
alarming  by  future  developments. 

The  trade,  instead  of  being  direct  in  American  bottoms, 
as  it  ought  to  be,  is  circuitous  in  British,  as  it  ought  not  to 
be.  Look  at  the  official  document  just  laid  upon  our  ta- 
ble, which  presento  statements  for  the  year  next  following 
the  arrangement,  during  which  our  exports  to  the  British 
American  colonies  on  our  borders  were,  in  value,  four  mil- 
lion sixty  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety  six  dollars, 
and  our  imports  from  the  same  only  fight  hundred  and 
sixty-four  thousand  one  hundred  and  eighty-nine  dollars; 
while  to  the  British  West  Indies  our  exports  were  only  one 
million  four  hundred  and  forty-one  thousand  seven  hun-. 
dred  dollars,  and  our  imports  one  million  two  hundred  and 
eig^ty.four  thousand  six  hundred  and  seventy-eight  dolbtfs. 
The  great  mass  of  these  exporU  to  the  Northern  provinces 
were  carried  thence  in  British  vessels  to  the  West  Indies, 
or  other  distant  possessions  of  Great  Britain,  for  which 
they  were  originally  destined.  And,  even  in  the  short 
voyage,  from  the  United  States  to  the  adjacent  provinces, 
separated  from  us  only  by  an  imaginary  line,  the  British 
tonnage  has  exceeded  the  American,  the  formet*  being 
eigh^-three  thousand  and  fifty-five,  and  the  latter  but  sixty- 
nx  thousand  eight  hundred  and  five. 

But  if  the  present  enactments  should  not  accomplish 
all  their  purposes  against  our  navi^tion,  they  may  in- 
crease the  disparity,  and  enhance  their  advantages  at  plea- 
sure. The  whole  magazine  of  legislation  is  open  for  the 
selection  of  their  weapons  of  attack,  while  we  have  laid 
down  onr  arms,  and  divested  ourselves  of  the  panoply  of 
defence. 

And  what  aggravates  still  more  these  bitter  fruits  of  our 
recent  diplomacy,  is  the  fact  that  we  have,  heretofore, 
not  only  sternly  refused  to  permit  our  opponents  to  h<^d 
tlus  controUing  power  of  taxing  our  produce  higher  in 
the  direct  than  m  the  circuitous  voyage,  but  the  British 
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themselves,  in  the  negotiations  of  1818,  um|uarriie(11y  sur- 
remlcred  It,  and  never  presumed  to  claim  it  afterwards, 
until  it  was  conceded  to  them  in  this  armnfcement. 

How  can  this  sudden  submission  to  a  long  abandoned 
Britsh  pretension  be  uccounted  for^  Only  by  the  eager- 
ness of  our  negotiators  to  swallow  any  thing  and  everv 
thing  that  was  baited  with  the  name  of  arrangement.  Thfs 
recklessness  was  so  great,  that  Our  minister  at  London  d.d 
not  even  read  the  negiitiations  of  1818,  which  followed 
our  act  of  tliat  year,  accompanied  the  renewal  of  tlie  con* 
Tention  of  1815,  and  were  so  important,  that  two  negotia- 
tors on  our  pKart,  Mr.  Gsllatin  and  Mr.  Rusli,  were  asso- 
ciated; and  in  which  the  British  made  this  unqualified 
abandonment;  nay,  h«  did  not  even  possess  the  documents 
which  contained' them,  although  tliey  had  been  printed 
for  more  than  seven  years.  We  learn  this  from  his  own 
letter  of  the  14th  March,  1831. 

Sir,  we  not  only  refused  to  permit  our  produce  to  be 
taxed  higher  in  the  direct  than  in  the  circuitous  voyage, 
but  we  at  one  time  insisted  that  it  should  be  subject  to  no 
h'gher  duties  than  similar  articles  the  productions  of  their 
own  dominions.  This  latter  has  been  denominated  the 
**  elsewhere"  principle,  and  has  been  attempted  to  be  con- 
founded with  the  former,  from  which  it  is  widely  differ- 
ent. It  was  incorporated  into  the  act  of  1823,  by  the  use 
of  the  word  **  elsewhere,"  was  insisted  upon  in  Mr.  Rush's 
negtitiations  of  1834,  upon  which  point  alone  they  brake 
off;  and  was  subsequently  waived  through  Mr.  Gallatin, 
in  1826.  But  the  principle,  that  our  pro<iuce  should  be 
taxed  no  more  directly  than  ctrcuitously,  that  is,  when 
transported  in  our  own  vessels,  than  when  in  British  bot- 
toms, has  never  before  been,  for  a  moment,  yielded  by  us, 
but  was  expreaslv  conceded  by  Great  Britain,  not  only  in 
the  protocols  and  basis  of  1818,  but  her  acU  of  Parliament 
of  1822,  and  the  still  more  celebrated  one  of  1825. 

But  Mr.  McLane,  to  console  us  for  this  unlimited  con* 
cession  of  power,  «ays  that  we  have  <*a  safe  guaranty 
against  an  excessive"  exercise  of  it. 

In  what  does  it  consist?  Where  is  it  to  be  found?  In 
the  interests  of  Great  Britain  alone  \  The  increase  of  du- 
ties,  says  he,  will  (all  upcm  the  planter.  And  is  this  an 
argument  to  be  addressed  to  freemen?  Might  not  the 
slave  say,  it  is  for  the  interest  of  my  master  to  treat  me 
kindly  ?  But  who  would  therefore  submit  to  uncontroHed 
dominion'  The  interests  of  Great  Britain!  Whsit  arc 
they  ?  Her  darling  primary  interest  is  to  depress  our  ma- 
rine, and  elevate  her  own.  In  commerce,  in  navigation, 
in  naval  power,  and  maritime  pretensions,  says  Mr.  Hus- 
kisson,  the  United  Statenare  our  most  Tormidable  rival." 
The  present  Secretary  of  State  would  have  told  him,  as 
he  did  in  1827,  tliat,  •<  provided  the  islands  could  get 
supplies,  England  cared  not  for  what  price,  so  it  wa.H  a 
means  of  increasing  her  navigation."  •  •  ■*  This  being 
the  avowed  poLcy  of  Great  BriUin,  the  question  is,  says* 
Mr.  LivingHton,  whether  we  sliall  play  into  her  hands. 
Yes,  satys  Mr.  McLane,  because  of  ths  <*safe  guanuity, 
tlie  interests  of  the  plunters!  But  where  is  even  this  mi- 
•erable  security,  when  we  see  that  however  enormous  the 
duties  in  the  direct,  they  may  be  nothing  in  tlie  circuitous 
trade,  and  when  we  know,  too,  that  the  iihposts  are  paid 
hito  the  coliinial  treasury,  for  tlie  benefit  of  tiie  planter^ 
themselves? 

I  turn  now,  sir*  to  another  description  of  merchandise — 

ronsiox  pboductioits. 

flow  standi  the  arrangement  as  to  them? 

Do  the  vessels  of  the  two  countries  enjoy  equal  rights 
and  equal  privileges? 

Sir,  Will  it  be  credited  by  the  people  of  this  coimtry, 
that,  as  to  ttie  whole  clasi  of  foreign  articles,  Britisti  ves- 
sels may  take  all  of  them  at  pleasure  from  the  United 
States  to  the  colonies,  whde  an  American  %'e8sel  is  abso- 
lutely prolubited  from  transporting  any!    A  British  and 


an  American  ship  shall  be  lying  side  by  side  in  the  port  of 
New  York,  for  example:  the  former  may  make  up  an  s»> 
sorted  cargo  of  American  produce,  and  debenture  giNxIs 
of  all  kinds;  while,  if  the  latter  take  a  single  article  be« 
side  our  own  productions,  she  is  liable  to  seizure  and  con- 
demimtion  the  moment  she  enters  British  watem. 

Need  I  dwell  upon  the  advantages  which  this  conces- 
sion gives  to  our  rivals?  The  importance  of  the  privilr|^ 
of  assorted  cargoes,  in  the  West  India  trade,  is  iinderstiiod 
by  every  merchant's  clerk  who  has  e^er  entered  a  cminU 
ing  room.  Mr.  McLane  himself  acknowledged  it  in  1830, 
when  he  declared  that  the  trade  through  the  Northern 
colonies  was  diverted  into  that  channel,  instead  of  die  neu- 
tral islands,  by  the  greater  fiicilKtiet  of  making  up  '*  as- 
sorted carg^s." 

It  moreover  yiehk  to  our  rival  new  advantages  in  the 
triple  voyage.  English  vessels  may  noW  take  a  csrM 
fi-om  Great  Britain  to  the  United  States;  sell  the  whJle 
or  a  part  only  here,  as  tlie  state  of  the  market  may  uivite; 
fill  up  either  with  American  or  foreign  productions;  pro- 
ceed to  the  West  Indies;  sell  the  whole  or  a  part  only 
there,  as  interest  may  dictate;  take  on  board  colonist  pro- 
duce or  other  merchaiKlise;  and  sail  fur  Great  Britain  or 
her  dominions.  While  an  American  ship,  starting  from 
the  same  point,  is  at  liberty  indeed  to  take  a  cargo  from 
England  to  the  United  States,  but  not  to  carry  one  article 
<if  that  cargfo,  or  of  any  other  foreign  merchaiid.se,  to  the 
West  Indies,  nor  to  transport  any  thing  from  the  colonies 
to  Great  Britain. 

How  far  this  advaivtage  may  enable  our  rival  to  over- 
power our  navigation,  in  a  competition  for  the  direct 
trade,  remains  to  be  developed  by  experience.  If  tlie 
result  should  be  decisive  in  their  favor,  and  their  navigSf 
tion  can  monopolize  the  whole  directly,  they  may  not  ex- 
ercise the  power  they  possess  to  force  it  through  other 
,  channels;  for  their  object  will  have  been  attained.  They 
can  try  thia  experiment  with  safety :  for,  if  they  do  not 
succeed,  resort  may  be  had  to  their  full  power  of  substi- 
tuting the  circuitous  transportation. 

The  quantity  of  foreign  goods  which  would  be  shipped 
to  the  British  West  Indies  in  an  open  commerce,  is  not  in- 
considerable. The  actual  amount  cannot  be  accumtely 
ascertained,  by  reason  of  past  restrictions  and  embansbS- 
ments.  To  the  Danish  islands  we  sent  alien  mercbxn- 
disc,  in  the  year  1829,.  to  the  value  of  ^82,401,  and  in 
18J0,  of  $220,723;  and  to  Cuba,  in  the  same  years, 
$1,859,626,  and  $1,477,675;  to  which  islaiul,  the  amount, 
in  other  years,  has  considerably  exceeded  two  millions. 

What  apology  dots  our  negotiator  offer  for  yielding  this 
discrimination  in  favor  of  British  ships?  He  says,  "Isffl 
not  aware  that  the  restriction  of  the  right  of  iroports- 
tation  into  the  colonies,  to  srticles  of  American  produce, 
was  at  any  period  seriously  fibjected  to  by  otu"  liovein- 
ment."  True,  sir,  provided  British  vessels  were  also 
restricted.  We  have  iniiformly  insisted  \ipon  equal. ty 
in  navigatioji — the  vessels  of  both  to-  be  confined  to  ll>e 
same  commodities;  and  the  British  have  not,  in  our  I'ur* 
mer  negotiations,  liad  the  effrontery  to  ask  ftir  this  gro» 
and  palpable  partiality  in  favor  of  their  navigation.  In  the 
negotiations  of  1818,  at  the  fifth  conference,  tht-y  offered 
a  project,  stipulating  that  British  American  vessels  should 
have  equal  rights  of  importation  fi-om  the  United  states 
into  the  West  India  islands,  and  confining  both  to  the  same 
articles — ^the  produce  ancl  manufacture  of  the  United 
States.  Our  envoy  ought  to  have  understood  that  it  was 
not  the  restriction  of  our  ships  to  our  goods  merely,  but 
I  he  gi*eater  liberty  allowed  to  the  British,  tlic  iiijurioui 
difference,  that  we  should  earnestly  resist.  As  mattei  of 
fixed  pnncijile,  we  should  never,  fur  an  instant,  tolerate 
an  invidious  distinction  in  favor  of  a  fore.gn  against  our 
own  flag. 

But  our  negotiator  thought  otherwise.     He  says  that 
**  the  difference,  in  tlus  respect,  between  the  Amencsn 
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Mid  Brititih  veisels/*  if  we  allow  it  to  continue,  **  cannot 
be  an  object  of  much  in^portance  in  any  point  of  view." 
"  It  will  ^neraily  be  our  interest,  as  it  is  that  of  every 
other  nation,  to  allow  the  exportation  of  its  surplus  foreig^n 
produce  in  the  vessels  of  any  other  country.''  Ay!  and 
to  confine  such  exports  to  foreig>n  bottoms,  in  exclusion 
of  our  own?    Is  this  for  our  interest?    And  is  it  not  still 


more  for  our  interest  to  send  our  own  produce  to  ^  mar-  if  reasons  they  can  be  called,  are  the  same  as  were  assi^ 


ket,  tlian  that  of  foreigners,  and,  of  course,  to  consent 
that  alien  ships  ajone  should  transpoKit^  What  a  con- 
ception does  this  exhibit  of  the  {p^at  navi^^ting  interest 
of  the  country,  and  of  the  spirit  and  obiect  of  our  whole 
debenture  system!     Why  do  we  encourage  the  impnrta- 


could  we  never  change  it?  And  if  the  National  Legisla- 
ture should  pass  an  act  to  destroy  previous  inequality,  it 
the  President  to  reitise  to  execute  it,  because  it  is  a  new 
law?  But  it  is  not  in  accordance  with  British  legislation! 
Indeed!  and  is  an  American  Chief 'Magistrate  to  make  a 
statute  of  the  American  Congress  bend  and  break  before 
an  act  of  the  Imperial  Parliament?    Thete  two  reasons. 


tion  and  exportaticm  of  foreign  goods  fbr  the  benefit  of  of  the  existing  commercial  treaty"  with  England! 

drawback?     Is  it  not  to  give  employment  to  our  naviga-      That  convention  not  onl^  does  not  embrace  any  part  of 

'         '  the  colonial  trade,  but,   m  express  terms,  whuUy  ex- 

cludes it.*  But  suppose  the  fiuct  were  otherwise.  The 
President  is  authorized  to  issue  his  proclamation  when  a 


tors,  ship  owners,  and  merchants? 

Bfity  «r,  (he  ^vest*  the  most  solemn  ground  of  com- 
plaint against  tins  discrimination  In  favor  or  British  vessels 
still  remains.     It  is  the 


TIOLATIOir  or  TB«  ACT  OP  COHOBISS  OT  1830. 

By  the  first  section,  the  President  is  authorized  to  Issue 
his  proclamation,  repealing  our  acts  of  1818,  1820,  and 
1823,  and  opening  our  ports  upon  certain  conditions,  &nd 
upon  thos^  conditions  only.  One  of  them  is  in  these 
words:  "That  vessels  of  the  United  States  may  import 
into  the  said  colonial  possessions,  from  the  United  States, 
any  article  or  articles,  which  could  be  imported  in  Bri- 
tish vessels  into  the  said  poasesnons,  from  the  United 
SUtes." 

Now,  sir,  90  far  from  there  being  any  evidence  that  an 
American  could  import  every  article  which  a  British  ves- 
sel might,  the  pro<^  was  plenary,  as  we  all  well  know, 
that  t]he  whole  class  of  foreign  goods  are  prohibited  in 
the  former,  and  allowed  to  the  latter. 

Here  is  the  law,  and  here  stands  the  fact.  Ingenuity 
cannot  evade,  and  I  doubt  whether  effrontery  can  deny, 
the.r  incompatibility. 

This  modification  of  the  act,  this  Executive  repeal  of 
one  of  its  clear  and  positive  provisions,  has  been  called 
construction!  And  let  us  see  the  reasons  which  have 
been  assigned  for  such  a  stretch  of  power.  I  will  exa- 
mine them  all.  They  arc  embodied  in  the  Presdent's 
loeasage  of  January,  1831,  in  which  he  says  he  does  not 
suppose  *'  that  the  omission  to  restrict,  in  terms^  the  im- 
portations to  the  productions  of  tlie  cotuitry  to  which  the 
▼esitels  respectively  belong,  was*  intentional,"  for  three 


Here,  it  seems,  the  President  was  advised  that  there 
an  omission  in  the  act^  and  lie  undertook  to  supply 
it  by  imposing  restrictions  which  confessedly  Congress  had 
not,  and  assigns  his-  reasons  for  this  assumption  of  legfis- 
lative  power.  First.  That  this  enactment  is  inconsistent 
with  *'  the  propontions  previously  made  by  this  Govern- 
ment to  tliat  of  Great  Britain,  ami  which  were  before 
Congress  at  the  time  of  the  passage  of  the  act."  The  fiict 
of  such  inconsistency  does  not  exist;  but  suppose  it  did. 
Is  it  to  be  tolerated,  that,  if  we  make  a  law  at  variance 
with  Presidential  recommendations,  and^  send  it  to  him  to 
be  executed,  he  sliall  alter,  change,  and  modify,  till  it 
conforms  to  his  own  pre-existing  views?  Why  might  he 
not  as  well  have  made  the  law  without  our  intervention? 
Why  send  his  prtipositions  here,  if  Congress  are  not  to 
be  supposed  capable  of  dissenting  from  them? 

The  second  reason  is,  that  it  is  at  variance  with  **  the 
principles  which  govern  the  maritime  legislation  of  the 
two  countries. "  Wliat!  requiring  that  our  vessels  should 
not  be  subject  to  an  injurious  distinction  in  aid  of  the  fo- 
reign, incompatible  with  former  laws,  when  we  all  know 
that  the  object  and  aim  of  all  those  enactments  was  to 
|;ive  advanuges  to  our  own  over  their  rivals!  And  thetv 
IS  not,  in  oOr  whole  history,  a  sin^e  enactment  that  coun- 
tenances this  partiality  to  alien  ships.     But  if  there  were« 


ed  by  Mr.  McLane  to  the  late  Secretary  of  State. 

But  tlie  writer  of  the  message  has  discovered  another, 
entirely  new,  that  had  never  even  occurred  to  our  ne|^ 
tiator.  It  is,  that  this  enactment,  as  to  the  transportation 
to  the  West  Indies,  is  inconsistent  with  "  the  provisions 


certain  condition  shall  have  been  previously  performed! 
he  thinks  such  performance  incompatible  with  a  treaty. 
What  is  he  to  do?  Issue  his  proclamation  in  despite  of 
the  condition,  as  if  it  never  existed?  assume  an  absolute 
authority  which  has  never  been  conferred?  No;  but  as- 
sign that  as  a  reason  for  not  issuing  the  proclamation. 

Mr.  Van  Buren,  also,  has  assigned  a  reason  or  apology 
for  disregarding  this  enactment  That  I  may  be  sure  to 
do  him  no  injustice^  I  will  quote  his  very  words,  from  the 
letter  of  5th  October,  1830,  in  which  he  tiansmits  the 
proclamation,  assures  Mr.  McLane  that  the  "construction" 
of  Lord  Aberdeen  and  himself  had  been  **  adopted  with- 
out reserve,"  and  add^— 

«  The  Preudent  has  derived  great  aatis^ction  from  the 
candor  and  liberality  which  has  characterized  the  conduct 
of  his  Majesty's  ministers  throughout  the  negotiation,  and 
particularly  in  not  suffering  the  inadverteiKies  of  our 
legislation,  attributable  to  the  haste  and  confusion  of  the 
closing  scenes  of  the  session,  to  defeat  or  delay  the  ad* 
justment,"  &c.  ficc;  and  he  is  subsequently  directed  "to 
make  his  Majesty's  Government  acquauited  with  these 
sentiments." 

•'Inadvertencies!"  What  should  we  say  if  the  judt- 
ciary  dared  to  set  aside  a  law,  on  the  assumption  that 
Congress  knew  not  what  they  were  about  when  it  passed? 
Inadvertencies!  Yet  this  provision  was  in  the  bill  of 
18^,  which  passed  the  House  of  Representatives,  is  the 
same  as  Mr.  Madison's  proposition  in  1790,  and  Mr.  Clay's 
construction  in  1826,  and  was  contained  in  this  act  of 
1830,  when  originally  reported  bv  Mr.  Cambreleng,  aitd 
which  Mr.  Van  Buren  himself,  when  communicating  it  to 
Mr.  McLane,  In  June,  1830,  characterized  as  a  ''solemn 
public  movement  on  our  part{"  yet,  afterwards,  hiys  the 
same  at  the  foot  of  the  British  throne,  thanking  his  Ma- 
jesty for  concurring  in  a  disregard  of  its  enactment,  and 
offering,  in  excuse  for  its  "inadvertencies,"  ••the  haste 
and  confusion"  of  the  National  Legislature.  What  lan- 
guage is  this  for  an  American  statesman  {  and  what  a  pic- 
ture is  here  to  be  exhibited  to  the  eye  of  British  royalty, 
of  the  dignity  and  deliberation  of  a  republican— an  Ame- 
rican Congress!  Thank  heaven,  it  has  no  precedent  or 
parallel  in  our  history.  I  will  do  Mr.  McLane  the  justice 
to  say  that  he  did  not  exhibit  to  the  English  Government 
its  most  offensive  parts;  his  own  feelings  mubt  have  re* 
coiled  at  being  the  medium  of  such  a  communication. 

Having  considered  the  power  which  our  rival  possesses 
to  control  the  exports  in  the  colonial  trade,  I  will  now 
examine  it  as  to  the  imports^  and,  first,  of. 

wssT  iHBiA  raoDucx. 

The  British  have  the  power,  by  laying  export  duties  in 
the  islands,  and  varying  them  at  pleasure,  to  give  such 

*  See  artiste  MMadoT  tht  toavrattsn,  wkith  ii  dlrMt  aa4  QOi^ni- 
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a  direction  to  the  transmission  of  tlieir  productions  as  ex- 
perience of  their  interest  may  dictate.  They  may  erect 
an  insuperable  barrier  of  such  duties  in  the  direct  trade 
to  the  United  States,  in  which  alune  our  vessels  can  par- 
ticipate, and  leave  it  firee  and  unobstructed  in  British  ves- 
sels, by  the  circuitous  route  of  the  Northern  provinces; 
for  it  is  to  be  kept  in  remembrance  that  an  American 
bottom  is  not  permitted  to  carry  their  produce  from  co- 
lony to  colony.  Such  export  duties  have  lieretofore  ex- 
isteid  in  some  of  the  colonies.  This  ri^ht  was  formerly 
refused  to  Great  Britain,  by  the  admmistration  of  Mr. 
Monroe;  and  the  acts  of  1820  and  1823  guarded  against 
it,  by  requiring  importations  of  colonial  produce  to  be 
direct  from  the  island  of  which  it  was  the  growth. 

PLASTEB  or  pimis. 

The  trade  in  this  article  has  been  of  much  importance 
to  Maine.  It  is  dug  from  the  earth  in  the  provinces,  and 
from  100,000  to  150,000  tons  are  annually  imported  into 
the  United  States,  giving  employment  to  a  large  amount 
of  tonnage,  which  we  have  heretofore  enjoyed  almost 
ezclusivel} ,  but  which,  under  this  arrangement,  the  Bri- 
tish can,  at  their  option,  entirely  monopolize.  The  con- 
trivance by  which  this  is  to  be  accomplished,  is  simple, 
but  effectual.  To  give  a  show  of  reciprocity,  our  vessels 
are  admitted  into  the  provinces;  but  then  they  are  restrict- 
ed to  what  are  called  free  ports,  such  as  Halifax,  St.  John's, 
and  St  Andrew's}  while  British  vessels  are  subject  to  no 
Mch  timittttion,  but  are  at  liberty  to  go  to  all  others.  The 
places  at  which  the  plaster  is  due  are  not  at  the  free 
ports,  and  their  vessels  may  take  it  from  the  quarries,  and 
transport  it  to  any  part  of  the  United  States;  while,  to  reach 
our  vessels,  it  must  first  be  carried  to  the  free  porta,  at 
an  expense  of  seventy-five  to  one  hundred  dollars  the  ton, 
and  there  unladen  and  reshipped.  Let  me  illustrate  this. 
We  have,  at  Hallowell,  in  Maine,  near  the  village  where 
I  have  the  happiness  to  reside,  quarries  of  the  finest 
building  matensi  in  the  world— beautiful,  ever-enduring 
granite.  Suppose,  sir-^what,  fortunately,  is  not  true^- 
but  imagine  tlut  the  pro>'inces  were  our  only  market,  as 
the  United  States  is  for  their  plaster;  and  that,  to  give  the 
British  a  color  of  equality  in  the  transportation,  we  should 
ny*  y<)ur  vessels  may  take  tliis  granite,  but  you  shall  not 
go  to  Hallowell;  you  shall  not  enter  the  Kennebec  river; 
you  must  seek  for  it  at  Portsmouth,  Portland,  or  Wiscas- 
set,  while  we  take  it  direct  to  any  and  alt  'your  ports: 
would  a  British  vessel  ever  transport  a  single  cargo?  Yet 
such  is  tlie  advantage  which  we  have  conceded  to  them, 
as  to  gypsum,  an  article  of  which  the  freight  exceeds  the 
original  value  at  the  quarries,  which  indeed  would  be  ut- 
terly worthless  if  we  dia  not  become  the  purchasers,  and 
which  they  have,  there'fore,  at  former  periods,  permitted 
to  be  transported  wholly  in  American  vessels. 

The  same  remarks  are  applicable,  in  substance,  to  the 
trade  in  g^ndstones. 

Such  is  the  powcfr  which  this  arrangement  concedes  to 
Britain,  in  the  exportation  to  her  colonies  of  American 
and  foreign  eooda,  and  the  importation  of  West  Indian 
and  provincial  produce,  ^t  is  full  and  complete,  to  the 
entire  control  of  the  navigation.  How  far  she  may  carry 
the  exercise  of  it,  will  depend  upon  our  endurance.  She 
will  stretch  the  cord  until  there  is  danger  of  disruption. 
So  long  as  we  acquiesce,  she  will  continue  to  advance; 
and,  therefore,  I  now  raise  my  voice  against  it.  This  very 
discussion  may  arrest  her  prog^ss,  or,  at  least,  cause  her 
to  pause.  She  has  already  begun  to  use  the  lever  which 
we  put  into  her  hands,  and  we  see  its  effects. 

In  all  competition  with  foreign  navigation,  upon  equal 
terms,  it  is  known  that  our  republican  jndustiy,  economy, 
skill,  and  enterprise,  have  given  us  decisive  superiority. 
In  the  direct  trade  with  Great  Britain,  we  have  nad  more 
than  four-fifths  of  the  transportation,  and  a  still  greater  pro- 
portion in  our  commerce  with  other  n^itions.    I  hold  in 


my  hand  a  most  instructive  document,  which  I  bare  pre- 
pared, to  exhibit  the  proportion  of  American,  British,  and 
foreign  tonnage,  in  our  internal  trade,  from  the  years 
1789  to  1830,  inclusive;  by  which  may  be  seen,  at  a  glance, 
as  at  a  thermometer,  the  elevation  and  depression  of  our 
navigation,  and  the  effects  of  the  comparative  advantages 
which  it  enjoyed.     In  the  most  disastrous  periods,  at  the 
commencement  of  the  Government,  during  the  late  war, 
and,  subsequently,  while  the  English  were  enjoving  the 
fruits  of  tlie  triangular  voyage,  the  proportion  of  foreign 
to  domestic  tonnage  never  exceeded  furty-five  and  a  half 
of  the  former  to  one  hundred  of  the  lattei^-that  is,  leas 
than  forty -six  per  cent.,  while,  in  our  prosperity,  it  was 
frequently  less  than  ten  per  cent.   In  our  West  India  trade, 
the  disproportion  has  been  still  greater,  for  the  obvious 
reasons  of  our  vicinage,  the  remoteness  of  parent  coun- 
tries, and  the  inaptitude  of  such  a  popuUtion  as  that  of 
the  islands  to  traversing  the  ocean. 

STAT1MX5T  I,  showing  the  American  and  foreign  tonnage 
engaged  in  the  trade  with  certain  West  India  islands 
and  the  British  American  colonies,  from  1821  to  1830, 
both  inclusive,  with  the  proportion  that  the  foreign  bears 
to  the  American. 


Averag<eARi. 

A  vera  ^  ft»- 

Proportion  the 

COUNTKIES. 

touinr«  iier 
anil.  Ii»r  ten 

Rrig'ii  toDo. 

foreign  bnn 

per  annum 
for  ten  y'rt 

to  die  Ameri* 

years. 

can. 

SwedUh  West  Indie*, 

12,431  5 

403  0 

3.73  percent. 

DanUh  West  Iiidie*, 

43,128  5 

887  4 

3.10       " 

UritUli  Went  Iitdiea, 

50,078  8 

4,043  5 

8.07       « 

Briiwb  AnK*r.  colonies. 

.  '  77,492  0 

7,4ft7  3 

0.64       •« 
3.27       " 

West  Indies  pfn»?rtlly, 

\        8,526  3 

1,0  J3  8 

Statkxbjtt  II,  showing  the  quantity  of  American  and  fo- 
reign tonnage  engaged  in  the  trade  with  certain  "West 
India  islands  and  the  British  American  cobnies,  from 
the  5th  of  October,  1830,^  to  the  30th  September,  1831, 
with  the  proportion  that  the  foreign  bears  to  the  Ame- 


ncan. 


COUNTRIES. 


Swedish  West  Indies, 
Danish  West  Indies, 
BrUish  West  Indies, 
British  Am.  colaities, 
Wett  IndifS  gfenirHlly, 


American 
nmnagr. 


0,384 
33,499 
36,440 
77,73T 
14,987 


Fompi 

UUIDS^. 


403 

3,081 

16,937 

85,016 

304 


Proport'ioa  fo- 
reifubranto 
AnHrioin. 


7J4 

8.90 

4^47 

iiaii 

8.01 


It  thus  appears  that,  from  1821  to  1830,  inclusive,  a 
term  of  ten  years  next  preceding  this  arrangement,  and 
from  the  jth  of  October,  1830,  to  the  30th  of  September, 
1831,  the  year  succeeding  it,  the  averag^e  proportion  of 
aliea  to  American  tonnage,  in  the  colonial  trade,  was  as 
follows: 


COUNTRIES. 

Swedish  W.  I. 
Danish  W.  I. 
British  W.  I. 
Bi'it.  Am.  col. 
W.  I.  gmerally 


From  1831  to  1S30, 
fonrigii  wai  to  the 
American  as 

3.73  to  100  less  than  4  |ir  ct. 

2.10  "  3 


8.7 

9.P4 

3.37 


<4 

{< 
<t 


9 

10 

3 


In  1S31,  fomfn 
WM  to  the  Ane- 
nean  as 
7.64  to  100  moK  than  7  p. 
8,00  •*  » 

46,47  »•  4« 


iio.is 

3.63 


u 


no 

2 


What  answer  has  been  given  to  these  appallinfp  fscU* 
I  will  tell  you:  for  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  com- 
municating this  statement  for  1831,  seeing  their  furce, 
has,  in  order  to  weaken  it,  sent  us  an  extract  from  a  let- 
ter of  one  of  the  collectors  of  the  customs,  in  which  it » 
stated  that,  from  his  port,  a  hr^t.  portion  of  such  Ameri- 
can vessels  as  clear  for  the  *«  West  Indies  jgenerally,*'  pro- 
ceed, in  fact,  to  the  English  islands.  Be  it  so.  Kay,  sup- 
pose that  to  have  been  the  destination  of  all  such  American 
vessels,  and  not  of  any  of  the  aliens  add  all  general  clear 
ances  for  the  West  Indies,  on  our  part,  to  those  for  the 
British  islands:  how  much  does  it  vary  the  result? 
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The  amount  of  tonnage  employed  in  that  year,  1831, 
was — 


With  Britlab  West  Indies,     36,44d  Am. 
British  American  colonies,  77,737 
West  Indies  generally,  14,987  say, 

129,164 


16,937  foreign. 
85,916 
0 


102,853 


It  will  then  be  one  hundred  and  two  thousand  eight  hun- 
dred and  fifty  three  British,  to  one  hundred  and  twenty- 
nine  thousand  one  hundred  and  sixty-four  American — 
more  than  seventy-nine  per  cent.;  wheni  before  the  ar^^ 
rangement,  the  British  had  less  than  ten  per  cent. 

But  it  is  said  that,  although  there  may  have  been  this 
enormous  growth  of  British  tonnage,  yet  there  has  been 
an  increase  of  ours,  also,  in  this  trade.  It  would  seem 
strange,  indeed,  if»  after  opening  the  ports,  no  more  of 
our  vessels  should  go  to  them  than  previously,  and  during 
the  state  of  genend  occlusion;  especially  when  such  a 
measure  takes  away  from  us  the  transportation  to  the  neu- 
tral islands,  through  which  the  supplies  were  before  car- 
ried. And  yet,  for  the  same  period  of  years,  from  1821 
to  1830,  inclusive,  during  which  there  was  no  arrange- 
ment, and  embarrassed,  from  time  to  time,  by  restrictions, 
counter  legislation,  and  prohibition,  the  average  amount  of 
American  shippii^,  ih  the  trade  with  the  Engu&h  colonies, 
was  greater  than  in  the  year  1831,  and  the  British  much 
follows; 


ATcracc  American  UMUi«|^e  per snnum, Ibr  U-a 
>c«n~1881  to  1830. 

1831. 

Ainer. 

Forrifii. 

Amer. 

Foreign. 

Brhiih  W«f«c  Indies, 
JOo.    American  colonies,     • 

50,078 
77,498 

4,043 

7,467 

30,440 
77,737 

10,937 
83,010 

Wm  In4ie«  gcnenllj. 

127,570 
8,520 

11,510 

114,177 
14,987 

102,853 

U6,0Xi 

11,510 

189,104 

102,853 

So  that,  for  the  loss  of  transportation  to  tlie  neutral  islands, 
we  have  not  even  the  compensation  oCany positive  increase 
of  tonnage  to  the  British  ports.  And  or  that  which  we 
have,  more  than  two-thirds,  as  appears  by  the  above  state- 
ment, is  merely  to  the  Northern  provinces  on  our  bor- 
ders. We  lose  the  long  ft-eigfat  which  we  before  ei\joyed, 
and  get  a  part  only  of  the  short,  which  has  been  sub- 
stitutedf  and  even  that  portion  will^  hereafter,  be  dimi- 
nish'mg.  That  such  was  the  former  course  of  the  trade, 
is  universally  known.  Lideed,  I  have  such  authority  as 
will  convince  even  the  poUticai  advocates  of  the  arrange- 
ment. 

In  March,  1820,  Mr.  McLane  said,  the  routes  through 
which  these  supplies  now  pass,  comprehend  not  merely 
the  Northern  possessions,  which  have  the  solitary  advan- 
.tsge  of  occasionally  aiTording  a  better  assortment  of 
goods,  but  the  islands  of  St  Thomas  and  St.  Bartliolo- 
mcw,  Martininique,  Guadaloupe,  and  the  port  of  St.  Jago 
deCuba. 

And  Mr.  Van  Buren,  in  1829,  declared  of  this  trade, 
*'  It  is  carried  on  in  American  vessels,  by  St.  Bartsand  St. 
Thomas*  and  open  ports  in  North  American  colonies." 
And  now,  unce  the  arrangement,  it  is  prosecuted,  to 
great  extent,  in  Britisli  vesselsb  to  whom  we  have  yielded 
the  means  of  monopolizing  it  entirely. 

Who  will  be  benefited  ?  The  producer }  WiU  it  increase 
his  market?  If  it  might,  it  would  still  be  a  miserable  apo- 
logy for  this  injury  to  the  ship  owner.  Never,  in  the  whole 
history  of  our  country,  was  the  idea  tolerated  \hai  our  na- 
vigation should  be  sacrificed,  in  any  event,  or  for  any  con- 
sideration.   Id  1818,  the  coQunittee  of  the  House  who 


reported  the  law  of  that  year,  sternly  repelled  such  a 
suggestion.  There  can  be  no  divorce  of  Uie  great  inte- 
rests of  the  country;  they  are  linked  by  indissoluble  bands, 
and  injury  to  one  is  depression  to  alL 

But,  as  this  is  the  only  apology  or  excuse  that  can  be 
offered,  let  us  examine  it  for  a  moment.  ^  Will  the  mar- 
kets for  our  produce  be  increased?  How?  By  what  pro- 
cess? Every  thing  which  Great  Britain  can  supply  to  her 
islands,  either  from  the  Northern  provinces,  or  any  port 
of  her  dominions,  she  is  resolved  to  furnish  hervelf.  This 
we  know;  this  she  has  avowed.  It  is  her  fixed  policy. 
Prom  us  will  be  admitted  only  those  indispensable  neces- 
saries which  cannot  be  elsewhere  obtained,  consisting, 
almost  exclusively,  of  provisions  and  lumber.  And  these 
she  received  before  the  arrangement,  partly  through  the 
neutral  islands,  and  pai-tly  by  her  Northern  ports,  to  both 
which  our  vessels  had  tlie  exclusive  carriage;  it  being 
utterly  prohibited  to  the  British.  In  what  manner  wiu 
they  be  transmitted  under  the  arrangement?  Through 
her  Northern  ports,  still  burdened  by  double  freights  and 
insurance.  Is  tlie  route,  thus  substituted,  less  expensive 
tlian  that  which  it  has  supplanted?  Even  Mr.  McLane 
knew,  and  asserted,  that  it  was  not;  and  also  declared  that 
the  portion  of  the  trade  which  sought  tlie  Northern  chan- 
nels, instead  of  the  neutral,  was  diverted  there  only  by 
the^greater  facilities  for  assorted  cargoes;  and  he  addetl 
that  the  burdens  of  the  indirect  trade  fell  upon  the  planter. 
How,  then,  is  his  consumption,  or  our  markets,  to  be  in- 
creased by  this  substitution  of  the  present  circuitous  route 
in  British  vessels,  for  the  former  m  American  ?  Indeed, 
so  essential  are  our  supplies,  tiiat  a  change  from  tliis 
indirect  trade,  when  the  ports  were  closed  to  the  direct, 
by  opening  them,  does  not  seem,  from  past  experience, 
to  have  materially  affected  the  result.  1  hold  in  my  hand 
two  tabular  statements,  which  exhibit  this  very  clearly. 

• 

Tabular  statement  of  the  export  of  domestic  produce  from 
the  United  States  to  the  West  Indies  and  Britifih  Ame- 
rican  colonies,  during  the  years  1823  to  1826,  inclusive, 
when  the  British  ports  were  open  to  a  direct  trade;  and, 
also,  during  the  years  1827  to  1830,  inclusive,  when  the 
ports  were  closed. 


British  W.  Indies, 

Swedish        do. 

DaniMli         do. 

French         do. 

Culm, 

British  Amer.  ool. 


1823. 


],017,R45 
841,701 

1,831,158 
804,818 

3,871,870 

1,S1S,1U 


8,984,899 


1824. 


1,750,703 
804,983 

1,149,641 
780,515 

3,011,093 

1,773,107 


0,870,048 


1825. 


1,035,574 
193,701 

i,SI  1,845 
937,308 

3,870,550 

8,588,605 


9.803,178 


1826. 


8,078,871 
I80|57S 

1,391,004 
004,115 

3,789,056 

3,564,165 


10^808,376 


In  these  four  years,  the  British  West  India  ports  were 
open. 

1823,  .  18,984,299 

1824,  9,270,642 

1825,  9,863,172 
lb26,  10,808,316 


4)  38,925,429 


OCj*  ^,731,824  Average  when  ports  were  open. 

1827. 

1828. 

1829. 

1830. 

British  W.  Indies, 

Swedish       do. 

Danish          do. 

Kieneh         do. 

Cuha, 

British  Amer.  col. 

683,105 

410,882 

1,403,691 

979,097 

4,lOO  757 

8,797,014 

80,149 
011,584 
8,802,445 
1,009,437 
3,918,997 
1,618,888 

1,403 
084,523 
1,948.010 
1,050,039 
3,719,203 
8,7J4,i04 

140 

552.700 

1,083,088 

798,841 

3,430,060 

5.050,031 

10^501,009 

9,389,980 

10,128,002 

10,188,194 
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In  these  four  yean  the  BritiBh  West  IndU  ports  were 
closed. 

1827,  110,501,076 

1828,  9,380,930 

1829,  10,128,002 

1830,  10,122,194 


4)40,132,192 

O;;;^  $10,033,048  \veraj^  when  ports  were  closed. 

Returns  of  the  number  of  barrels  of  meal  and  flour,  im- 
ported into  the  British  West  Indies;  in  the  years  1825 
and  1828,  when  the  ports  were  open  and  also  closed. 


1825. 


United  Suitirf,  din'ctljr, 
BritMh  N.  Aroer.  culoniet. 
Fort* ifn  Wftt  Indict,    -    • 
Poreirn  Europe,      •    -    - 
Uuitcd  Kingdon,     -    -    « 


4,839 

Sl,090 

400 
15,447 


309,737 


1828. 


940~decrfa4e,  160,619 
36,766— iiierrawf,  3S,534  )  im  ha 
:40,0(»3~>    do.         Jll,00S>  ~» 

1,135-     do.     •         735 
25,331—     do.    •      0,884 


206,653— inerrMe,  3.816. 


The  first  is  compiled  from  official  documents,  and  the 
latter  from  the  authority  of  our  late  minister  to  London. 

In  this  connexion,  I  would  notice  an  error,  or  decep- 
tion, which  has  been  industriously  propagated.  It  has 
been  represented  that  our  inland  traiie  from  New  York, 
Vermont,  and  Maine,  to  Canada  and  New  Brunswick,  had 
ita  origin,  too,  m  this  arrangement!  when  we  all  know  that 
it  existed  befbre,  and  was  prosecuted  without  restraint. 
That  the  restrictive  and  prohibitory  laws  were  confined 
to  the  commerce  "  by  sea,"  and  reached  not  to  that  by 
land,  lakes,  or  rirers.  We  fiirther  know  that  it  was  the 
anxious  desire  of  Great  Britain  to  continue  and  extend  it. 
Eren  Mr.  Canning,  in  bis  bitterest  mood,  declared  that  it 
was  not  her  purpoM  to  interrupt  it,  and  she  did  not.  In- 
deed, so  palpably  for  her  interest,  and  in  accordance  with 
her  policy  is  it,  that  it  has  been  sometimes  insisted  that  the 
United  States  ought  to  suppress  it,  as  a  means  of  coercing 
Great  Britain.  The  opening  of  this  market  by  internal 
communication  with  Quebec  and  New  Brunswick,  has 
been  ascribed  to  Mr.  McLane's  negotiation,  with  about 
the  same  propriety  as  were  the  effects  of  tlie  hurricane  in 
Barbadoes. 

There  is  yet  another  most  grare  and  serious  aspect  of 
this  subject*  that  of  our  exports  to.  and  imports  from  Great 
Britain. 

Since  the  British  have  been  permitted  to  take  clear- 
ances from  our  ports  for  their  Northern  provinces,  under 
the  recent  agreement,  that  Government  has  manifested  a 
disposition  to  put  in  operation  the  same  machinery  of  va^ 
rying  imposts,  in  order  to  monopolize  the  whole  navigation 
between  the  United  States  and  her  European  dominions. 
Since  the  arrangement,  the  duty  upon  cotton  imported 
from  the  United  States  into  England,  has  been  clianred 
from  an  ad  valorem  of  6  per  cent,  to  a  specific  of  5-8ths 
of  a  penny  per  lb.;  while  from  the  provinces  the  duty  is 
but  l-25th  of  a  penny.  The  consequence  is,  tJiat  a  Bri- 
tish ship  may  load  in  tlie  United  States  with  our  cotton, 
and,  by  touching  at  Bermuda,  Halifax,  or  any  other  oolo. 
nial  port,  save  in  duties  the  difference  between  5-8tha 
and  l-25th  of  a  penny  per  lb.,  which  is  equal  to  a  fair 
freight  from  Charleston  to  Liverpool.  British  ship  own- 
ers hatre  actually  beg^n  to  take  advantage  of  this  discri- 
mination. A  letter  from  a  respectable  gentleman  of 
Lubec,  in  Maine,  under  date  of  the  13th  of  March  last, 
informs  me  that  a  merchant  from  New  Brunswick  had  re- 
cently ^ne  to  Savannah,  for  the  avowed  purpose  of  so 
employing  his  ship,  and  declarin||^  that  he  would  thereby 
have  an  advantage  over  the  Americans  of  55.  6d.  sterl  ng 
per  cwt.  in  the  imposts;  and  that  it  would  amount  to  1,200 
pounds  upon  a  single  cargo.  This  business  must  be  ar- 
rested. If  Great  Britain  nas  the  right  to  make  this  dis- 
crimination, she  may  vary  and  increase  it  without  limitation* 


until  the  direct  importation  in  American  vessels  is  effect- 
ually  suppressed,  and  the  whole  transferred  to  British 
bottoms,  by  a  circuitous  route.  And  if  she  hss  this  power 
over  the  transmission  of  our  cotton  to  England,  she  hu 
the  same  as  to  tobacco^  rice,  and  all  our  exports  to  all 
her  dominionsi  the  transportation  of  which  may,  afid,  if 
unresisted,  will,  be  engrossed  by  foreign  ships;  and  the 
imports  also.  For  she  may  with  the  same  propriety,  by 
discriminating  export  duties,  impose  burdens  upon  the 
direct  transmission  to  the  United  States  in  our  xeme\t, 
leaving  them  free  to  British  bottoms  through  her  colonic. 
Here  the  important  question  arises,  can  this  be  rightfully 
done  by  Great  Britauif  or  is  it  incompatible  with  the  com> 
mercial  convention,  which  regulates  the  trade  between 
this  country  and  her  European  dominions?  1  confess  that 
to  me  it  appears  to  be  inconsistent  with  a  fiur  and  just  ex- 
position of  that  instrument.  But  it  seems  that  she  does 
not  so  regard  it.  She  claims  the  power,  and  it  does  not 
appear  that  this  administration  has  ever  denied  tliat  she 
posneases  it.* 

•  NoTX  BY  Mr.  Spraoux. — Since  the  above  was  pro- 
nounced, the  President  has  by  message  communicated  to 
the  Senate  a  letter  from  Lord  Aberdeen  to  Mr.  Barbour, 
dated  on  tlie  26th  January^  1829,  by  which  it  appean  that 
the  latter  had  protested  against  such  discriminations  as  in- 
compatible with  the  commercial  convention,  but  the  for- 
mer had  insisted  that  there  was  no  such  incompatibility, 
and  that  the  British  Government  bad  the  right  to  institute 
and  persevere  in  such  measures.     As  to  the  advantage  to 
be  guned  by  a  British  ship,  he  says  their  Uwsdid  not  then 
confer  it,  and  adds,  it  *'  could  not  be  effected  without  the 
concurrence  of  the  United  States.     It  rests  entirely  vitii 
the  United  States  to  allow  or  prohibit  tlie  carriage  of  their 
cotton  to  a  British  colony  in  the  British  ship,  which  in  the 
case  sup  posed  is  to  carry  it  to  England,"  and  that,  by  Mr. 
Adams's  proclamation  of  Bfarcli,  1827,  it  was  prohibited. 
All  this  must  have  been  known  to  the  American  mini^f 
and  Secretary  of  State,  when,  by  the  arrangement  of  1830, 
the  prohibition  was  removed.     The  same  message  also 
transmitted' extracts  of  two  letters  from  Mr.  McLane  to 
Mr.  Van  Buren,  under  dates  of  14th    March  and  Uth 
April,  1831 ;  by  which  it  appears  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  expressed  an  intention  to  prevent  the  cir- 
cuitous transmission,  by  requiring  a  certificate  of  origin, 
that  it  might  not  defeat  his  own  purposes  of  revenue. 
But  no  promise,  no  stipulation,  waa  ivbtsaned.    On  the 
contrary^  our  right  under  the  eonvention  seems  to  be  abaa* 
doned  m  the  conclusion  of  the  letter.     The  Ungu^  *: 
•«  I  have  no  great  confidence  in  our  pretensioni  iinder  the 
convention,  so  long  as  the  vessels  of  both  countries  shall 
be  pUced  on  the  same  footing  in  the  direct  trade  with  Bn- 
tish  European  ports,  and,  therefore;  1  thought  the  surest 
means  of  attaining  our  object  would  be  to  aildress  myself 
immediately  to  the  interests  of  Great  Britain  herself,  it » 
apparent  that  the  fSnancial  object  of  this  Government 
would  be  effectually  frustrated  by  keeping  up  the  discn- 
mination  between  the  direct  and  indirect  importation, 
and  there  is  little  danger  that  tlie  En^hsli  finances  will  ever 
be  in  a  situation  to  enable  her  to  disregard  so  important  a 
branch  of  her  revenue.** 

The  power  is  in  effect  conceded,  and  our  security  against 
its  exercise  is  merely  and  solely  the  interest  of  Great  Bn- 
tain.  She  cannot  dispense,  it  is  said,  with  the  revenue, 
which  would  be  lost  under  the  low  duty  of  one-twenty- 
fiflh  of  a  penny  by  way  of  the  colonies.  What  security  is 
this?  How  easy  for  the  next  Parliament  toaddiivc-ciglitns 
9f  a  penny  to  both  imposts,  the  direct  and  circuitous,  pre- 
serving the  diil'erence,  and  securing  the  revenue.  N»5[» 
if  our  riglit  is  abandoned,  slie  may  increase  the  discnmii- 
nation  I  and  when  for  revenue  she  adc(s  to  the  duty  nctn 
the  colonies  five^ighths  of  a  penny,  she  may  increase  it  m 
the  direct  voyage  to  ten  or  a .  hundred  times  that  aiDouot. 
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Mr.  Mdjahe  mustb&Ye  known  that  Buch  were  her  pre- 1  voyage.    Both  of  «hich  essential  points  are  uncondition- 


tensions,  that  she  asserted  the  rigtit  to  make  these  discri- 
oi.oatiotit:  and  yet,  in  this  important  arrangement,  allow- 
ing her  vessels  to  clear  frOm  the  United  States  fur  the 
CQlonies,  he  provides  no  security,  enters  no  protCHt,  sug- 
gesu  lui  caveat,  again^tt  its  exercisei  but,  on  the  contrary, 
scquteaces  in  a  general  reservation,  bv  Lord  Aberdeen, 
of  a  right  in  his  Government  thereafter  to  change  the 
condition  of  the  commercial  intercourse  between  the 
United  States  and  Great  Britain,  so  as  to  render  it  len  &- 
vonible  to  this  country. 

Tt&ui  part  of  the  arrangement  merit!  deliberate  atten- 
tion. The  law  of  1830  peremptorily  required  of  the  Ez« 
ecutivc  that  no  agreement  respecting. the  colonies  should 
be  assented  to,  except  one  *■  leavmgthe  commercial  inter- 
oourae  of  the  United  tttates  with  all  other  paru  of  tlie 
British  dominions  or  provinces  on  a  footing  not  less  &vor- 
able  to  the  United  States  than  it  now  is."  But,  says  the 
Engliah  mininter,  we  will  make  no  stipulation  to  con- 
tinue that  intercourse  as  favorable  as  it  now  is;  on  the 
contiaiy,  1  expre;tsly  reserve  to  my  Government  tlie 
Lberty  of  introductng  changes  at  pleasure,  however  un- 
propitioua  to  tlie  United  States.  And  to  this  Mr.  McLane 
satenied. 

Now,  sir,  suppose  the  British  Government  have  already, 
or  shall  hereafter  avail  themselves  of  this  restriction,  and 
place  the  other  intercoune  upon  a  footing  less  favorable 
to  the  United  States.  The  question  arises— i»  the  arrange- 
ment  stilt  in  force'  I>oes  it  continue  obligatory?  If  so, 
then  it  subsists  in  violation  of  another  positive  enactment 
of  the  statute.  If  not,  if  the  exercise  of  the  right  tlius 
reserved  by  Great  Britain  dissolves  the  contract,  then  this 
boasted  agreement  is  rendered  a  nullity,  by  placing  its  ex- 
istence at  the  mere  will  of  our  opponent 

The  statute  of  183U  vested  in  the  EJxecutive  large  dis- 
cretionary powers,  wtth  the  design  tJiat  they  should  be 
prudently  husbanded,  and  employed  only  for  the  advance- 
ment of  the  interest  of  our  country.  Instead  of  which, 
he  srems  to  have  exhausted  tlie  whole  at  once,  and,  not 
contented  With  that;  transcended  their  limits,  in .  accord- 
snce  With  the  views  of  our  rival.  Lord  Aberdeen  is  in- 
dulged in  all  liis  constructions,  as  he  is  pleased  to  denomi- 
nate theuM  permitted  to  mould  at  pleasure,  not  only  the 
£4igtisii  statute,  but  our  own  act  of  Congress.  His  every 
requisition  m  submitted  to  without  reserve — ^not  even  a 
limitation,  a  caution,  counter  suggestion,  of  any  sort,  is 
interposed  in  our  behalf. 

Ttiere  is  one  defence  set  up  by  tliis  administration  of 
the  terms  of  this  contract,  which  deserves  a  psssing  no- 
tice; it  is,  that  they  are  tiie  same  whicii  were  proposed  by 
their  immediate  predecessors.  Yes,  after  having  loaded 
them  with  abuse,  prostrated  them  by  calunmtes,  driven 
them  by  clamor  from  their  stations,  their  opinions  are  now 
quoted)  their  example  is  relied  upon;  refuge  and  defence 
tfe  uuw  suugiit  under  the  broad  and  ample  sineld  of  their 
integrity  and  abihty.  This,  then,  is  tlie  high-blown  merit 
of  th<s  boasted  achievement,  that  it  is  ihe  adoption  of  a 
work  prepared  by  others,  who  have  been  made  the  vic- 
tims of  political  denunciation.  But  even  this  defence  is 
Without  foundation.  It  is  true  that  Mr.  McLane's  original 
propokiiions  Were  substantially  the  same  as  those  autho- 
rized by  Mr.  Adams;  but  it  is  also  true  that  they  were 
never  accepted,  and  that  the  final  agi*eemeiit  is  essentially 
variant.  To  put  this  matter  at  rest,  1  will  point  out  in 
Vluit  partioulars. 

The  offer  of  Mr.  Adams,  renewed  by  his  successor, 
vss,  titat  upup  certun  conditions  we  should  liave  the  full 
benefit  of  ttie  act  of  pArliament  of  the  5th,  July,  1825, 
^hicii  establishedi  among  other  things,  these  two  most 
U&poi'tant  points: 

1st.  A  limitation  and  specification  of  the  duties  upon 
Our  produce. 
30.  An  eqiiiliiation  of  tfaem  in  ths  direct  md  circuitous 


a)ly  surrendered  in  tlie  final  adjustment;  Lord  Aberdeen 
having,  in  the  most  express  and  reiterated  language,  as- 
sented to  by  our  minister,  reserved  to  his  Government 
the  right  to  increase,  diminish,  alter,  and  vary,  the  schedule 
of  duties  ad  iibitum*       * 

Ttiat  Mr.  HcLAne  understood  that  his  original  proposi- 
tions would  secure  the  benefit  of  those  restricted  and  equal 
imposts,  is  certain.  In  his  lettrr  of  March  16,  he  says  that 
they  embrace  "  the  scale  of  duties  prescribed  by  the  act 
of  1825."  And  in  a  subsequent  communication,  that  the 
negotiation  will  result  in  one  of  three  modes— the  two  last 
of  which  are  the  revocation  of  the  British  order,  either 
'*  upon  the  terms  of  my  proposition,  or,"  *'  with  some  in- 
crease  of  the  duties  imposea  by  the  act  of  Parliament  of 
1825,  to  favor  their  Northern  provinces."  And  the  recent 
correspondence  laid  before  the  Senate  yesterday,  contains 
plenary  and  concluave  evidence  that  such  were  his  origi- 
nal views. 

There  is  yet  a  third  diflcrence.  Mr.  Cky's  offer  em- 
braced the  benefits  of  the  acts  of  Parliament  according 
to  his  understanding  of  its  provisions — ^as  communicated 
to  our  mininter— which  was,  tiMt  our  vesseb  might  im- 
port from  the  United  States  into  ihe  colonies  every  thing 
which  the  British  could;  and  if  Mr.  Gallatin  had  assented 
to  any  compact,  it  must  have  embraced  this  construction. 
Indeed,  it  was  never  suggested  during  tlie  last  administra- 
tion, that  any  disparity,  in  this  respect,  could  be  tolerated 
fur  a  moment.  Yet,  now,  the  whole  class  of  foreign  pro- 
ductions are  free  to  British,  and  prohibited  to  American 
vessels. 

I'here  is  yet  another  distinction  worthy  of  remark.  In 
authorizing  Mr.  Gallatin  to  waive  the  restriction  to  the 
direct  trsoe,  Mr.  Clay  says  that  it  is  to  be  only  ss  an  expe- 
riment, and  revocable  at  the  pleasure  of  our  Government. 
But  Mr.  McLane  made  no  such  reservation;  end  if  his 
compact  has  any  permanency  or  duration,  we  are  pre- 
cluded from  renewing  this  restriction  of  our  act  of  1823, 
however  injurious  may  be  its  omission. 

BUMILIATIOir. 

Having  examined  this  negotiation  with  much  attention, 
I  feel  myself  constrained,  as  an  American  citizen,  alive  to 
the  honor  of  my  country,  as  a  Senator,  bound  to  vindicate 
its  dignity  and  assert  its  equality  among  the  nations  of  the 
earth,  to  animadvert  upon  the  tone  and  manner  in  which 
it  has  been  conducted.  . 

Anterior  to  the  year  1829,  there  has  not  been  in  our  na« 
tionai- history  a  more  brilliant  or  unsullied  page  than  tliat 
of  our  foreign  diplomacy,  and  especially  with  England. 
In  tlie  presence  of  tliat  nation  and  its  monarch,  all  our 
former  national  representatives,  from  the  first  unbending 
son  of  Massachusetts,  to  the  last  high-minded  Virginian, 
have  stood  firmly  erect  in .  conscious  republican  self-re- 
spect. They  demanded  rights,  but  never  solicited  fiivors: 
proflering  equal  friendships,  but  never  bending  tlie  knee 
as  suppliants.  They  met  not  arrogance  by  humility;  en- 
croachment by  submission;  and  war  upon  our  interests  by 
solicitations  and  entreaties.  Our  fathers  grappled  with 
the  Bntisli  lion,  but  never  fawned  or  crouched  before  him. 
How  it  bus  been  recently,  the  negotiations  of  this  arrange- 
ment will  exhibit. 

They  commenced  in  the  autumn  of  1829,  by  verbal  con- 
ferences, in  which  Mr.  McLane  made  his  pro|K>sition, 
accompanied  by  his  solicitation  tliat  it  might  be  tak«n  into 
early  and  candid  consideration,  and  **  expressing  the  anx- 
ious desire  of  the  President  of  the  United  States."  Re- 
ceiving no  response,  he,  on  tlie  12th  of  December,  ad- 
dressed a  long  letter  to  the  British  minister,  reciting  *'  the 
anxious  desire  of  the  President,  renealing  tlie  proposi- 
tion, renewing  his  solicitation,'*  making  an  "  appeal  to 
the  candor  and  liberality  of  his  Majesty's  Government." 
On  the  14tb»  Lord  Aberdeen  replies  by  a  barren  note  of 
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a  few  lines,  saying  that  he  will  lay  the  proposition  before 
the  Kito^.  The  month  of  December  passes  by — no  an- 
swer is  received:  January—- no  answer:  February — no 
answer:  March  comes,  but  no  answer  with  it;  and  in  this 
state  of  cold  and  haug'hty  neglect,  what  does  our  minister^ 
Ue  writes  a  long,  supplicatory  epistle  of  nearly  twenty 
closely  printed  pages,  in  which  he  is  seen  *<  praying  for 
a  decision."  "  Ag^n  solicits— begs  to  suggest,'*  recites 
his  former  offer  in  the  following  humble  tone: 

*'  The  proposition  which  the  undersigned  has  already 
'  had  the  honor  to  submit,  namely,  that  the  United  States 

*  should  do  now  that  which  they  might  have  done  in  1835 
'  -^rescind  the  measures  which  may  be  alleged  to^have 

<  contributed  to  the  present  evil,   and  repeal  the  kiws 

<  which  have  been  matter  of  complaint;  and  that  England 
'  should  assent  now  to  a  measure  which,  but  a  few  years 

*  since,  she  herself  proposed." 

Not  content  with  this,  he  introduces  to  the  English  Go- 
vernment the  distinction  of  parties  in  this  country,  admits 
*^tlie  failure  of  the  past  administration  to  comply"  with 
the  act  of  1825,  and  that,  •<  whether  it  be  a  subject  more 
of  regret  or  censure,  it  ought  to  be  enoug^i    that  the 
chims,  advanced  in  jtistification  of  it,  have  since  been 
abandoned  by  those  who  made  them." — Begi-et  or  cen- 
sure"  from   whom—the  British ?— ^Enough,  for  what? — 
atonement  to  Great  Britain?     He  asks  to  be  "excused" 
'*  in  making  this  his  last  application   for  an  early  deci- 
sion."    He  admits  "  the  injurious  eifects  of  the  existing 
regulations  upon  the  commercial  and  navigating  enter 
prise  of  the  people  of  the  United  Sutes"^-that  his  hopes 
rest,  "not so  much  upon  the  expectation  of  peculiar  fa- 
vor to  the  United  States,  as  of  a  liberal  compliance  of  his 
Majesty's  Government  with  its  own  regulations."    Pecu- 
liar favor! — "liberal  compliance!"— to  relieve  our  com- 
merce and  navigation,  in  which  her  statesmen  proclaim 
us  their  "most  formidable  rival."  He  "begs  to  observe," 
and  *'beg8  leave  further  to  observe,"  and,  in  conclusion, 
exhibits  himself  in  the  attitude  of  «<  repeating  for  the  last 
time" — (again!) — "his  deep  solicitude  for  the  result;"  and 
"most  earnestly  recalling  the  attention  of  his  Majesty's 
ministers."  That  "should  this  point  be  unfavorably  deed- 
ed, the  United  States,  while  disappointed  in  its  cherished 
hopes,  would  find  nothing  conciliating  in  the  retrospect 
of  a  long  coarse  of  fruitless  negotiation,  and  nothing 
cheering  in  ;he  future  prospect,  darkened,  as  it  would  J)e, 
by  a  possibility  of  a  recurrence  by  the  two  nations  to  that 
system  of  countervailing  measures  which  has  already 
proved  so  detrimental  to  their  harmony  and  welfare  f" 
Had  England's  monarch  his  foot  upon  our  neck?     Were 
we  begging  for  life  ?    At  the  darkest  periods  of  our  revo- 
lutionary contest — ^in  the  gloomiest  moments  of  the  last 
war — was  there  ever  such  supplications  for  relief— such 
sombre  pictures  of  the  future?    No.     If  there  had  been, 
we  should  not  speedily  have  been  cheered  by  the  beams 
of  glory  and  of  peace. 

And  what  was  the  response  to  all  this  "  deep  solicitude," 
this  prostration,  this  "renewed  solicitation,'*  begging,  and 
entreating  of  his  Britannic  Majesty?  Not  one  word! 
Utter  silence,  supercilious  coldness,  and  haughty^  neg- 
lect. How  does  our  minister  meet  such  contumelious 
treatment  of  this  his  last  earnest  and  pathetic  appeal?  He 
goes  to  the  "  Foreign  Office,"  to  renew  again  his  solicita- 
tions. On  the  6tli  of  April  following,  he  says,  "  I  have 
had  a  conference  with  Lord  Aberdeen  to-day,  which  1 
sought  Tor  the  purpose  of  urging  the  definitive  answer 
to  my  proposition."  He  then  speaks  of  "previous  con- 
ferences," and  expectations;  and  adds— 

"  1  have  not  failed  to  represent  lo  him  the  very  serious 
injury  and  embarrassment  which  must  result  from  delay- 
ing the  answer  until  the  Congress  shall  rise,  and  of  what  1 
fear  may  be  the  insuperable  difHculties  of  any  prospective 
legislation  with  a  view  to  a  future  arrangement.  None  of 
these  efforts  have  yet  proved  sufficient  to  bringthe  answer. 
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The  residue  of  April  passes  by — ^no  answer:  May— no 
answer:  June — no  answer:  July  comes,  but  with  it  no  re- 
ply.  And  then  Mr.  McLane,  having  received  the  act  of 
May  preceding,  seeks  a  verbal  conference,  in  which  its 
provisions  are  discussed,  and  Lord  Aberdeen's  objections 
obviated  by  explanations  and  construction.  He  requires, 
however,  a  communication  in  writing,  and  our  minister 
makes  it  under  date  of  the  12th  of  July;  in  which  be  cha- 
racterizes the  act  as  conceding  all  the  power,  &c.,  as  be- 
fore stated,  and  says  that  it  has  been  framed  without  sny 
pledge,  prospective  or  otherwise,  from  Great  Britain. 
Thus  confessing  that  he  had  obtained  not  one  word  of 
promise  by  all  his  solicttattons.  He  "  repeats  his  deep  in- 
terest," and  "  renewed  hope;"  speaks  of  the  «*  pace**  of 
a  prompt  and  fnuik  reply,  and  of  "  the  duty  of  his  Ma. 
jesty's  Government  to  qmet  the  public  expectations,  and 
to  mitigate,  as  far  as  may  be  in  its  power,  the  injurious 
effecU  upon  the  United  SUtes,  of  an  unfkvorsble  reply." 

On  the  17th  of  August,  Lord  Aberdeen  designs  to  re- 
spond.  Passing  over  the  previous  communications  of 
Mr.  McLaoe,  he  comes  to  that  of  July,  as  containing 
more  satutfactory  propositions;  and  most  provokingly  re- 
peats  certaiin  parts  of  the  language  of  our  minister,  thus— 

"  Of  tlie  character  and  efl'ect  of  the  recent  measure  of 

*  the  American  Congress,  Mr.  McLane  obsepres,  tljat  *it 
'  concedes  in  its  terms  all  the  power  in  the  regulation  of 

<  the  colonial  trade,  and  authorizes  the  President  to  con- 
'  fer  on  firitish  subjects  all  those  privileges,  as  well  in  the 
«  circuitous  as  the  direct  voyage,  which  Great  Britain  has 

<  at  any  time  demanded  or  desired.' 
"In  this  declaration  the  undersigned  is  happy  to eb- 

*  serve  the   same  spirit  and  disposition  which  dictated 

*  Mr.  McLane's  former  communicationa,  wherem  be  an- 

*  nounced  the  readiness  and  desire  of  the  American  Go* 

*  veriiment  <  to  comply  with  the  conditions  of  the  act  of 
'  Parhament  of  182b;'  and,  also,  that  the  claims  advanced 

*  in  justification  of  the  omission  of  the  United  Sutes  to 

*  embrace  the  offers  of  this  country  have  been  abandon* 

*  ed  by  tliose  who  urged  them,  and  have  received  no  sane- 

*  Uon  from  the  people  of  the  United  States." 
Oan  any  American  read  such  language  from  a  foreigner, 

but  witli  indignant  feelings?  Would  it  be  tolerated  were 
it  not  the  mere  echo  oi  the  words  of  our  own  agents 
Was  the  langui^  of  that  British  envoy,  Copenhagen-Jack- 
son, for  winch  our  Government  repelled  ail  further  inter- 
course with  him,  so  insulting  a»  this? 

Lord  Aberdeen  proceeds,  tliere  are  passages  in  the  bill 
"  in  which  it  seems  at  least  doubtful  whether  the>practi- 
cal  construction"  would  be  such  as  Mr.  McLdine  is  ready 
to  aflir.  He  tiien  distinctly  recapitulates  all  the  expla- 
nations, or,  as  1  deem  some  of  them,  modifications,  of  the 
act,  which  had  been  previously  agreed  upon,  and  in  con* 
elusion  declares— what?  That  the  ports  are  open,  the 
order  in  councU  rescinded,  or  that  it  will  be  done  forth- 
with? Oh  no.  We  must  open  our  ports  first.  We  wiU 
not  trust  our  envoy — the  President  must  give  a  previous 
practical  construction,  by  issuing  his  proclamation.  And 
be  did  so.  Lord  Aberdeen  seems  to  have  practised  the 
jealousy  and  caution  of  the  Yorkshire  servant,  in  the 
tiu-cc,  who,  being  flattered,  solicited,  and  urged,  by  a 
hungry  man,  for  a  meal,  replies,  "  Either  I  mun  trust  you 
for  t'  money,  or  you  mun  trust  me  for  t'  break&st.  Now, 
as  you  seem  to  be  vastly  taken  wi'  roe,  an^  1  a'nt  at  all 
Uken  wi'  you,  you'd  better  gi'  me  t'  money,  you  see,  an' 
trust  roc  for  t*  breakfast.". 

The  concluding  congratulatory  epistle  of  BIr.  Van  Bti- 
ren  to  Mr.  McLane,  communicating  the  President's  pro- 
ckmation,  closes  the  scene  as  an  appropriate  epilogue,  a 
suitable  finale. 

After  all  this  neglect,  hauteur,  superciliousness,  and 
gracing,  overreaching  selfishness  on  their  part,  in  re- 
turn for  soliciution,  humiliation,  and  prodigal  concession 
on  oura;  after  placing  an  act  of  the  American  Congres* 
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at  the  foot  of  a  British  minister,  to  he  trampled  upon 
and  Tiohited,  our  own  envoy  is  instructed  to  express  to 
that  Government  the  *<g'reat  satisfaction"  the  '*  President 
<  baa  derived  from  the  candor  and  Uberatity  which  have 
"*  characterized  the  conduct  of  his  Majesty's  ministers 

*  throughout  the  negotiation,  and  particularly  in  not  suf- 

*  fering  the  inadvertencies  of  our  legislation,  attributable 
'  to  the  haste  and  confusion  of  the  closing  scenes  of  .the 

*  session,  to  defeat  and  delay  the  adjustment,"  &c.  &c. 

And  subsequently,  after  the  <'  pleasing  duty"  of  com- 
municating to  Mr.  McLane  the  President's  ''entire  satis- 
&ction,"  Mr.  Van  Buren  concludes  by  saying,  '*]  beg 
leave  to  add  the  expression  of  my  own  unqualified  ap- 
probation of  all  your  acts  since  the  commencement  of 
your  mission." 

Mr.  President,  to  what  primary  cause  can  be  ascribed 
these  disastrous  results?  To  what  fountains  shall  we 
trace  these  waters  of  bitterness?  Whence  this  infatuation, 
this  suicidal  delusion,  which  seems  to  have  controlled  the 
councili^of  the  nation?  It  is  the  demon  of  party,  which 
now  for  the  first  time  has  crossed  the  Atlantic,  to  present 
our  domestic  divisions  to  a  foreign  court. 

A  clamor  in  relation  to  the  colonial  trade  had  been 
raised  against  the  late  administration  as  one  of  the  means 
/of  driving  tliem  from  power^  and  their  successors,  to  give 
s<»ne  color  of  a  redemption  of  previous  promises  for  poli- 
tical ends,  deemed  it  necessary  that  at  any  rate  some- 
thing should  be  done,  to  be  trumpeted  by  partisans. 
E^-en  the  President  has  said  that  one  of  the  reasons 
*which  stimulated  his  negotiation,  in  answer  to  a  resolution 
which  I  had  some  time  since  the  honor  to  introduce  upon 
this  subject,  was  the  **  inftuence  it  was  believed  to  have 
bad  in  the  elections  which  terminated  in  the  change  of 
administration." 

It  is  fiibied  that  the  wild  horse  in  his  native  freedom 
sought  the  aid  of  man  against  his  opponent,  the  stag:  he 
submitted  to  the  bit  and  the  saddle,  the  stag  was  hunted 
down,  but  the  man  was  forever  seated  upon  his  back. 

This  administration  has  already  felt  the  spur  and  the 
reins  of  the  rider,  and  endeavored,  but  in  vain,  to  dis- 
mount him.     This  their  condition  is  fully  exhibited  in 
their  correspondence,  just  now  received,  in  answer  to  a 
resolution  of  the  Senate.    It  has  seen  the  light  for  the 
first  time,  since  I  began  to  address  you.     We  there  learn, 
that  when  the  grateful  and  congratulatory  epistle  of  our 
Secretary  of  State  had  but  just  reached  the  British  shores, 
while  yet  the  trumpet  of  triumph  and  the  pxans  of  praise 
were  resounding  through  the  land,  our  envoy  was  raising 
)tiB  voice  in  alarm  and  protestation  against  the  injurious 
exercise  of  the  very  power  which  he  bad  just  conceded. 
The  British  order  in  council  was  issued  on  the  6th  of 
November,  1830;  and  before  the  expiration  of  tlie  same 
month,  our  minister  is  seen  endeavoring,  by  a  long  and 
elaborate  communication,  to  arrest  the  progress  of  a  bill 
in  Parliament  for  regulating  colonial  duties.     He  espe- 
cially and  earnestly  protested  against  that  principle  of 
the  bill  which  discriminated  between  imposts  in  the  di- 
rect and  circuitous  routes  in  order  to  favor  British  navi- 
gation.    His  complaints  were  unheeded.     The  measure 
Was  not  then  consummated,  by  reason  of  a  change  of  mi- 
nistry; but  he  was  informed  that  one  of  similar  character 
would  be  perfected  at  the  next  Parliament.    It  was  so. 
It  passed  on  the  32d  of  April,  1831.     It  involves  the  same 
objectionable  principle,  against  which  our  negotiator  pro- 
tested in  the  November  preceding,  and  in  which  he  was 
aubsequently  instructed  to  persevere,  by  the  Secretary 
of  State.    Indeed,  it  carried  tlmt  principle  still  further  in 
practical  extent,  by  making  the  discriminations  in  favor 
Qf  the   indirect  voyage    greater  than  the  former    bill. 
Against  this,  too,  Mr.  McLane  protested  in  vain,  as  con- 
trary to  bis  expectation  under  the  arrangement.     He  de- 
clared that  **  no  equality  in  any  part  of  the  trade  could 
^e  predicated. of  its  provisions."      He  even  began  at  last 
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to  use  the  language  of  demand^^e  says:  *'  I  distinctly 
reouired  that  the  bill  should  be  conformed  to  the  terms 
and  spirit  of  the  agreement  concluded  with  Lord  Aberw 
deen.  But  the  British  answered,  '*  that  there  was  a  re- 
servation in  respect  to  the  schedule  of  duties  annexed  to 
the  act  of  1S25."  This  was  conclusive.  It  admitted  of 
no  replicattun.  The  bill  was  not  changed.  It  became  a 
law.  It  has  been  submitted  to  in  silence  by  our  Executive, 
and  th^  trade  is  now  subjected  to  all  its  iniurious  enact- 
ments. Not  only  submitted  tO(  but  in  December  last,  upon 
the  assembling  of  this  Congress,  the  President  of  the 
United  States  transmitted  his  annual  message,  purporting 
to  give  information  of  the  condition  of  our  country  and  its 
important  interests.  He  had  then  before  him  all  these 
communications  of  his  favorite  Secretary,  and  approved 
negotiator — the  protestation  against  this  objectional  prin- 
ciple— the  distinct  requisition  of  a  modification  or  the 
bill— -the  unequivocal  confession  that  it  was  destructive  of 
all  equality  in  trade,  and  the  obnoxious  and  denounced 
bill  itself.  Did  he  send  them  to  us?  Did  he  let  us  know 
of  their  existence?  No,  sir;  but,  on  the  contrary,  refer- 
ring to  <<  arrangements  with  Great  Britain,  which  had 
been  productive  of  mutual  good  feeling  and  amicable  re- 
lations between  the  two  countries,"  he  told  us,  *'one  of 
tliese  arrangements,  is  that  relating  to  the  colonial  trade, 
which  was  communicated  to  Congress  at  the  last  session; 
and  although  the  short  period  during  which  it  has  been  in 
force  will  not  enable  me  to  form  an  accurate  judgment 
of  its  operation,  there  is  every  reason  to  believe  that 
it  will  prove  highly  beneficial." 

I  make  no  commentary  upon  the  attitude  in  which  the 
Chief  Magistrate  of  this  repubUcan  country  has  thus  been 
placed  by  those  who  influence  his  counsels.  I  leave  it, 
as  I  do  the  whole  subject,  to  the  calm  consideration  and 
deliberate  judgment  of  the  Senate.  I  have  discharged 
my  duty  to  my  constituents  and  the  country.  I  have  done 
no  more — ^I  meant  to  do  no  less.  I  have  atudiouslv  en« 
deavored  to  be  correct.  I^  in  any  respect,  I  have  raUen 
into  error,  I  have  the  satisfi^tion  to  know  that  the  means 
of  correction  are  accessible  to  every  member,  and  that  they 
will  be  zealously  and  ably  improved. 

WSSHXSDAT,  AfEIL  4. 

The  Senate  spent  this  day's  ^tting  principally  in  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 


TauBSBAX,  ApbiIi  5. 
REVOLUTIONARY  PENSIONS. 

Mr.  FOOT  rose,  and  suggested  to  the  Senate  that  thcfe 
was  a  bill  which  had  been  lying  on  the  table  of  the  Se- 
nate for  a  great  length  of  time,  and  to  which  he  had  made 
repeated  efforts  to  draw  the  attention  of  that  body.  It 
is  a  bill  which  stands  No.  1  on  the  docket  of  the  Senate, 
but  which  he  had  hitherto  failed  in  all  his  efforts  to  bring 
under  consideration.  There  are  manv  citizens  who  feel 
a  greater  interest  in  the  fate  of  this  bill,  than  in  tliat  of 
many^f  the  public  t^uestions  which  are  now  before  the 
Senate.  The  bill  to  which  he  referred,  was  the  bill  sup- 
plementary to  the  act  for  the  relief  of  the  surviving 
officers  and  soldiers  of  the  revohitionary  army. 

Mr.  HAYNE  expressed  a  hope  that  the  bill  would  not 
be  taken  up  at  this  late  period  of  the  session,  and  when 
so  maiw  other  important  subjects  are  inviting  the  atten* 
tion  or  the  Senate,  Among  the  reasons  which  should 
weigh  with  gentlemen  to  refuse  this  motion,  he  stated 
that,  as  a  bill  on  this  subject  is  now  before  the  other  House^ 
the  discussion  of  the  biU  now  referred  to  would  be  a  mere 
waste  of  the  time  of  the  Senate.  Another  reason  was^ 
that  a  gentleman  from  Virginia,  not  now  in  his  seat,  but 
unavoidably  called  home  rar  a  few  days,  was  verv  desir- 
ous to  be  heard  whenever  this  bill  slumld  be  called  up^ 
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and  had  requeited  him  to  procure  a  postponement  of  the 
discussion  until  his  return. 

Mr.  FOOT  said  that  if  he  could  extend  courtesy,  on 
any  subject^  to  any  member  of  the  Senate,  he  would  be 
disposed  to  doit  in  this  case;  but  he  felt  that  he  was  now 
called  on  by  an  imperative  sense  of  duty  to  call  up  this 
bill,  and  he  could  onl^  refer  to  this  as  his  apology  for  re- 
fusing courtesy  in  this  instance.  The  pressure  on  him 
from  this  class  of  persons,  whose  claims  ought  to  be  taken 
up,  was  exceedingly  great  This  bill  had  been  already 
postponed  several  times,  in  consequence  of  the  absence 
of  Senators,  and  he  could  not  consent  to  any  further  post- 
ponement. As  to  the  object  of  his  motion,  he  felt  assured 
that  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  would,  himself, 
on  reflection,  come  to  the  decinon  that  it  would  be  better 
to  act  on  the  hill  at  once,  than  further  to  put  it  off.  The 
bill  in  the  other  House,  if  it  should  pass,  would  place  the 
Senate  in  an  awkward  situation,  as  it  provides  for  a  very 
large  appropriation  of  money.  He  doubted  not  that  the 
minds  of  Senators  are  made  up,  and  liiat  there  is  no  pro- 
bability of  any  protracted  discussion.  He  would  pledge 
himself  to  make  no  observations,  unless  he  should  be  com- 
pelled to  do  so,  in  reply  to  others;  and  if  the  bill  should 
not  be  disposed  of  before  the  expiration  of  the  hour  ap- 
propriated to  niorninf^  business,  he  would  agree  to  its 
postponement  until  to-morrow.  It  was  with  a  view  to 
take  up  this  bill,  and  some  other  subjects  in  which  some 
interest  was  felt  througliout  the  country,  that  he  had  at- 
tempted to  induce  the  Senate  to  meet  at  eleven  o'clock. 
He  regretted  the  absence  of  the  Senator  from  Virginia;  but 
that  ffentleman  would  have  an  opportunity  to  be  heard, 
and  ne  believed  that  the  gentleman  had  delivered  his 
sentiments  already  on  a  similar  measure.  As  he  was  ex- 
tremely desirous  to  test  the  sense  of  the  Senate  on  this 
question,  he  would  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  his 
motion. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  then  ordered. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  it  was  time  that  tlie  appropriation  bill 
should  pass;  and  he  expressed  a  hope  that  the  Senate 
woulo  take  it  up  in  preference  to  any  other  object  The 
members  of  Congress  had  secured  their  own  pay,  but  the 
clerks,  who  can  only  draw  their  pay  under  the  provisions 
of  the  general  appropriation  bill,  can  receive  nothing  to 
support  their  families.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  ap- 
propriation bill  would  now  be  taken  up. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  of  Mr. 
Foot,  and  decided  as  follows: 

^  YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Dicker- 
son,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  FreUnghuysen,  Hendricks, 
Hill,  Knight,  Marcy,  Rubbins,.  Seymour,  Silsbee, 
SppBgue,  Tipton,  TomUnson,  Webster,  Wilkins.— 21. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy, 
Hayne,  Kane,  King,  Miller,  Robinson,  Smith,  Troup, 
Wiiitc.— 12. 

APPORTIONMENT  BILL. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  made  a  report  from  the  select  com- 
mittee on  the  apportionment  bill,  accompanied  by  a  bill; 
which  was  ordered  to  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the  ^enate. 
[For  the  report,  sec  Appendix.] 

PENSIONS. 

The  Senate,  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  then  proceed- 
ed to  the  consideration  of  the  revolutionary  pension  bill. 

An  amendment,  offered  by  Mr.  FOOT,  to  include  the 
officers  of  the  navy  and  marines  within  the  provisions  of 
the  bill,  was  agreed  to,  without  a  division,  af^er  a  few 
words  firom  Mr.  FOOT. 

Mr.  WILKINS  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  strik- 
ing out  the  word  <'  and"  wiiere  it  occurs  before  ■<  sol- 
diers," and  inserting  after  "  soldiers"  the  words  '*  and 
Indian  spies." 

•  Mr.  FOOT  expressed  tlie  acquiescence  of  the  commit- 
tee in  tbia  amendment    It  had  been  tntendtd  to  embrace 


all  classes  who  had  been  subjected  to  risk,  whether  they 
were  designated  as  State  troops,  regular  troops,  volun- 
teers, miUtia,  or  any  others  who  had  been  draug^ited,  and 
had  served  for  nine  months  during  the  war.  The  lune 
subject  had  been  discussed  in  committee,  and  it  was  in- 
tended to  embrace  the  class  of  men  dengnated  by  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  WILKINS  rejoined,  that  if  such  was  the  intention 
of  the  committee,  there  could  be  no  objection  in  making 
the  intention  more  definite. 

Mr.  MARCY  moved  to  amend  the  amendment  by  in- 
serting between  the  word  **  soldiers"  and  the  words  of  the 
amendment,  <*  express  riders,  boatmen,  wagoners." 

Mr.  SMITH  said  he  should  object  to  including  persons 
who,  if  they  did  any  service,  ran  no  risk  in  its  performance. 
He  was  of  opinion  that  the  elates  mentioned  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  should  not  be  put  on  the  same 
footings  with  Indian  spies.  Wagoners  and  boatmen,  who 
were>  hired  out  by  their  employers  or  masters,  ran  no 
risk.     This  was  too  bad.  " 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  he  thought  differently  from  the  gen- 
tleman from  Maryland.  If  volunteers  were  entitled  to  the 
provisions  of  the  bill,  he  saw  no  reason  why  wagoners 
and  boatmen  should  be  excluded.  He  would  carry-  the 
principle  out  still  further,  and  include  farmers.  The  far- 
mers who  fVirnislied  the  means  of  subsistence,  had  as  good 
a  claim  as  the  wag^ers  who  transported  it  Nay,  be 
hoped  the  Senate  wouki  go  through  with  it,  and  pension 
the  people-—give  a  pension  to  all  who  lived  in  the  time  olj 
the  revolution.  The  evident  object  of  the  bill  is  to  take^ 
money  out  of  the  public  treasury.  This  he  could  proTe 
to  be  the  object  Ay,  he  could  prove  it.  We  are  about 
to  pension  every  man  who,  in  a  war  of  seven  years,  served 
for  a  period  of  fourteen  months.  Is  there  a  man  who  lived 
in  those  times,  who  did  not,  at  some  period  or  other, 
serve  six  months?  Even  after  the  war  of  the  revolution 
had  terminated,  and  the  preliminaries  of  peace  bad  been 
signed,  and  Cornwallis  had  surrendered,  tliere  were  hang- 
ers on  in  the  camp,  who  served,  and  were  entitled.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  not  only  wagoners  and  boatmen, 
but  farmers,  traders,  drovers,  all  would  be  included.  He 
would  embrace  all  who  lived  before  the  sig^iing  of  the 
treaty.  If  all  who  ran  risks  rich  and  poor,  were  to  be 
placed  on  an  equal  footing,  he  would  include  all. 

Mr.  FOOT  congratulated  the  Senate  on  this  develop- 
ment of  the  views  of  tlie  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  as  it 
illustrated  the  ground  in  which  the  bill  was  intended  to  be 
opposed.  He  referred  to  the  support  which  tlie  Sena^ 
tor  had  g^ven  to  the  bill  in  1818,  to  which  this  was  a  sup- 
plement. 

Mr.  SMITH  sUted  that  he  bad  been  applied  to  by  a 
constituent,  who  had  been  a  sailmaker  during  the  revolu- 
tion, and  who  thought  it  hard  that  he  w»s  excluded 
from  tlie  benefit  of  the  pension  law.  Mr.  S.  said  he  ask- 
ed him,  "  Have  you  served  in  the  militia?  Did  you  ever 
march?"     <*  No;  but  I  maide  sails  for  a  privateer." 

Mr.  MARCY  made  some  observations  in  support  of  his 
motion.  When  the  war  was  carried  on  in  tlie  State  of 
New  York,  wagoners,  express  riders,  and  boatmen  were 
essential  agents,  and  encountered  gi'cat  risk  in  the  per- 
formance of  the  services  which  were  committed  to  thcin. 
They  carried  provisions  and  munitions  of  war,  not  only 
along*  the  seaboard,  but  along  the  line  of  inland  lakes.  A 
large  portion  of  the  citizens  were  wagoners,  and  sofTered 
as  much  as  soldiers. 

The  question  was  then  put,  and  the  amendment  to  the 
amendment  was  negatived. 

Tlie  question  recurring^  on  the  amendment  moved  by 
Mr.  WiLKiHs, 

Mr.  GRUNDY  stated,  that  whatever  might  be  his  final 
vote  on  this  bill,  he  would  never  vote  to  include  any  vho 
have  not  meritorious  clainu.  He  had  understood  that  this 
bill  would  not  be  pressed  after  the  expiration  of  the  hour. 
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He  jrould  sugf^est  to  the  gentleman  from  PennmrWanta, 
that  he  had  an  amendment  which  he  desired  to  oner,  hut 
which  he  would  not  he  able  to  offer  until  to-morrow. 
The  amendment,  as  it  now  stands,  includes  only  those 
who  serred  during^  the  period  of  the  revolutionary  war.  In 
the  Western  States  there  were  Indian  wars  which  continued 
after  the  revolutionary  contest  was  determined;  and  he  was 
not  willing  to  overlook  those  who  had  been  engaged  in 
services  equally  hatardous,  and  growing  out  of  the  war  of 
the  revolution,  because  they  were  not  rendered  until  after 
Uie  close  of  the  main  struggle.  With  a  view  to  allow  time 
to  prepare  his  amendment,  he  moved  to  lay  the  bill  on 
the  table,  and  proceed  to  the  orders  of  the  day. 

These  motions  being  decided  in  the  affirmative,  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  the  orders  of  the  day. 

APPROPRIATION  BILL— COLONIAL  TRADE. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  ge- 
neral  appropriation  bill^-the  question  being  on  the  amend* 
oient  to  allow  4,500  dollars  for  the  return  of  the  ministers 
from  Prance  and  England. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  concluded  the  speech  which  he  com- 
menced on  Tuesday*  (the  whole  ofivhich  is  given  above.) 
After  Mr.  S.  had  concluded, 

Mr.  WEBSTER  moved  the  printing  of  the  British  act 
of  Parliament  of  the  32d  April,  1831;  and  also  of  a  portion 
of  a  document  which  accompanied  the  President's  mes- 
sage, being  a  tabular  statement  of  the  duties  as  they  existed 
before  the  present  arrangement  was  carried  into  effect. 
Mr.  FORSYTH  inquired  the  reason  for  this  motion. 
Mr.  WEBSTER  sUted  that  the  object  of  his  motion 
was  to  enable  the  Senate  the  better  to  understand  the  mo- 
dification which  had  been  made  in  her  tariff"  laws  by  Great 
Britain.     The  gentleman  from  Maine  had  read  a  part  of 
the  correspondence  of  the  American  minister,  complaining 
of  the  destruction  of  the  equality  in  the  trade  by  the  act 
to  which  he  had  referred.     At  an  early  stare  of  the  ses- 
sion, there  were  gentlemen  of  the  Senate  who  were  unin- 
formed as  to  the  existence  of  this  law. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  objected  to  the  motion  to  print  a  docu- 
ment which  could  only  be  useful  to  illustrate  the  argu- 
ments of  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  question. 
Every  one,  he  said,  knew  that  there  had  been  a  modifica- 
tion of  the  British  law  on  this  subject. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  replied  that  every  body,  then,  had  got 
this  knowledge  very  recently.  Six  weeks  ago  the  chair- 
nail  of  the  Finance  Committee  did. not  know  it.  He 
then  briefly  referred  to  the  course  pursued  bv  the  British 
Goremment  when  the  lories  brought  a  bill  before  the 
Britiah  Parliament  at  the  close  of  tlie  Wellington  adminis* 
tration.  Whether,  since  this  arrangement  has  been  miade. 
Great  Britain  has  found  it  convenient,  under  the  reserva- 
tion in  Lord  Aberdeen's  letter,  to  change  her  whole  sys- 
tem of  tariff*  duties,  as  far  as  regards  the  West  India 
islands,  we  are  now  inquiring,  as  a  question  of  great  mo- 
ment. If  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  meant  to  say  that 
the  question  was  not  relevant  to  the  bill,  as  one  making 
^propriation  for  the  services  of  the  year,  be  it  so.  But 
its  g'eneral  bearing  on  the  question  immediately  under 
discussion  could  not  be  doubted.  It  was  a  subject  which 
oug^t  to  be,  and  which  Bir.  W.  presumed  would  be,  fully 
dIscusMd  here. 

Mr.  SMITH  rose  to  sUte  that  he  did  not  know  of  the 
existence  of  the  law  of  the  British  Pariiament 

Mr.  HOLMES  reminded  the  Senator  from  Marybmd 
that  he  had  expressed  a  doubt  of  its  existence;  and  when 
he  [Mr.  H.]  told  him  where  it  was  to  be  found,  the  Sena* 
tor  from  Maryland  said  it  was  not  there. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  repeated  that  the  evident  object  of  the 
motion  was  to  iUustrate  the  arguments  of  gentlemen  on 
the  other  side,  and  suggested  that  the  important  fitcts 
were  all  to  be  found  in  the  correspondence  slready  laid 
before  the  Senate. 


The  CHAIR  decided  that  the  motion  to  print  was  in« 
formal,  and  could  not  be  received. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  referred  to  the  act  of  Parliament,  and 
stated  his  intention  to  print  it  in  the  report  of  his  speech. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  that  the  act  had  not  passed  into  a  law. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  stated  that  it  had  passed,  and  had  been 
communicated  to  the  Senate,  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 
The  law  passed  on  the  22d  of  April,  1831.  The  Senator 
from  Maryland  says  the  act  has  not  passed.  Mr.  Living, 
ston  says  it  has  passed. 

Mr.  SMITH  mterrupted.  «« I  know  that  perfectly  well. »» 

Mr.  SPRAGUE.  The  Senator  from  Maryland  knows 
that  perfectly  well;  yet,  two  minutes  ago,  he  said  the  lav 
had  not  passed.  Now  he  knows  this  perfectly  well,  and 
yet,  in  the  presence  of  all  these  gentlemen,  he  had  but  just 
declared  that  he  did  not  know  that  the  law  had  passed.  Mr. 
S.  then  read  one  or  two  passages  fh>m  the  law,  and  asked 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  if  he  did  not  also  know  that 
perfectly  well. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned.  * 

Fbidat,  Araxi.  9. 

Mr.  SMITH  offered  the  following  resolution: 

Ruolved^  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be 
requested  to  cause  to  be  transmitted  to  the  Senate  Lord 
Aberdeen's  letter  in  answer  to  Mr.  Barbour's  of  the  27th 
of  November,  1628;  and,  alsO|  so  much  of  a  letter  of  ihe 
22d  April,  1831,  from  Mr.  McLane  to  Mr.  Van  Buren,  as 
relates  to  the  proposed  duty  on  cotton. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  SMITH,  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
tlie  consideration  of  the  resolution.  •  He  stated  that  a  por- 
tion of  Xjqt^  Aberdeen's  letter  related  to  the  subject  of 
cotton;  and  it  was  important  that  the  information  sliould 
be  before  the  Senate.  He  said  that  he  found  a  letter  of 
Mr.  Barbour  to  Lord  Aberdeen  on  this  very  subject,  but 
could  find  no  answer. 

I'he  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CLAY  offered  the  following  resolutioni  which  was 
agreed  to: 

Rtsohtd^  That  the  Secretanr  of  the  Treasury  be  direct- 
ed to  report  to  the  Senate  such  additional  correspondence 
which  may  have  taken  place  between  the  Treasury  De« 
partment  and  the  collectors  of  the  revenue,  or  appraisers, 
showing  the  construction  at  the  treasury  of  the  laws  levy- 
ing duties  on  foreign  imports,  as  is  not  embraced  in  the 
report  made  in  compliance  with  the  resolution  of  the  23d 
of  January  lasL 

APPROPRIATION  BILL->COLONIAL  TRADE. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  conoderation  of  the  bill  mak* 
ing  appropriations  for  the  support  of  Qovernmeiit  during 
the  year  1833. 

Mr.  SMITH  made  some  explanations  in  reply  to  whit 
fell  yesterday  from  the  SenaCbrt  from  Maine  and  Massa- 
chusetts, whioh,  he  sud,  he  was  too  much  fktigaed  at  the 
time  to  notice.  The  act  introduced  into  the  British  Par* 
liament  by  Mr.  Herries,  hnposed  a  duty  of  six  shillings  a 
barrel  on  wheat  flour,  and  increaaed  the  duties  on  other 
bread  stuffs,  imported  directly  from  the  United  States 
into  the  Britidi  colonies.  Mr.  McLane  remonstrated  to 
Lord  Grey  against  the  bill,  and  those  duties  were  not  in 
the  bill  which  passed.  The  hill  which  did  pass,  did  not 
effect  any  of  the  material  articles,  and  this  was  the  state- 
ment which  he  made  when  the  discussion  of  the  subject 
took  place  some  weeks  ago. 

-Mr.  WEBSTER  sud  that  when  this  subject,  six  weeks 
a|[o,  was  before  the  Senate,  it  did  not  seem  to  be  known, 
with  any  certainty,  if  any  act  had  passed.  Hie  Senator 
from  Marybmd  did  not  then  inform  the  Senate  of  the  fact. 
He  [Mr.  W.]  could  not  find  the  act;  and  he  had  accord- 
ingly written  to  a  friend  in  New  York,  who  forwarded  to 
him  a  copy  of  it.    That  copy  he  had  ihoim  to  a  fricnd» 
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and  by  tbi»  friend  it  was  communicated  to  the  Senator 
from  Maryland. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  know  that:  you  all  heard  it. 
Mr.  WEBSTER  resumed.  The  Senator  from  Mary- 
land said  that  the  Berries  bill  had  failed  when  the  Wel- 
lington administration  went  out  of  power;  and  had  further 
said  that  no  law  had  passed.  Now  he  tells  us  that  he 
knew  all  about  it.  He  [Mr.  W.]  thought  he  had  reason 
greatly  to  doubt  the  accuracy  of  the  Senator's  recollec- 
tion; and  he  thought  it  would  be  a  becominp^  act,  if  that 
Senator  could  himself  be  brought  to  question  it.  The 
gentleman  now  says  that  he  well  knew  that  Lord  Grey's 
administration  imposed  new  duties,  yet,  at  the  same  time, 
he  tells  us  that  he  knouts  of  nothing  done  by  that  admin- 
istration unfavorable  to  American  interests.  If  the  Sena- 
tor knew  all  this  before,  why  had  he  not  communicated 
his  knowledge  to  the  Senate  ?  The  Senator  was  not  g^ven 
to  be  so  little  communicative  of  what  he  knows.  But 
the  fact  is,  that  the  recollection  of  the  gentleman  is  so 
much  overloaded,  that  it  cannot  bear  every  thing  which 
is  imposed  on  it.  The  gentleman  had  evidently  confound- 
ed the  laws  with  each  other.  Had  he  informed  the 
Senate  of  the  existence  of  the  act,  he  [Mr.  W.]  would 
not  have  taken  the  trouble  to  write  idl  over  the  country  to 
obtain  it. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  he  had  seen  it  in  the  Albion. 
Mr.  HOLMES  referred  the  Senator  from  Maryland  to 
the  printed  reports  of  their  several  speeches,  to  show  how 
the  case  stood.  He  [Mr.  H.]  had  stated  that  the  duties 
imposed  by  the  bill  of  Mr.  Herries  were  unfavorable  to 
the  United  States,  but  that  this  act  did  not  pass.  Mr. 
H.  had  said  that  this  act  did  not  pass,  but  that  a  more 
obnoxious  one  had  passed.  The  Senator  from  Maryland 
denied  that  this  was  the  fact.  Mr.  H.  had  also  stated  that 
the  trade  was  open  to  the  British  two  months  earlier  than 
it  was  to  American  vessels.  This  also  was  contradicted 
by  the  Senator  from  Maryland.  On  going  home,  and  ex- 
amining his  books,  he  [Mr.  H.]  had  found  that  he  was 
accurate  in  both  his  statements.  He  [Mr.  H.]  was  aston- 
ished to  hear  the  Senator  from  Maryknd  say  that  he  had 
given  him  the  information,  when,  in  fact,  he  [Mr.  H.] 
gave  the  information  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland,  and 
told  him  he  would  find  it  in  the  Albion. 

Mr.  KANE,  of  Illinois,  then  rose,  in  reply  to  the  speech 
concluded  yesterday  by  Mr.  Speaguk. 

Had  there  been,  said  Mr.  R.,  no  State  of  New  York, 
my  venerable  friend  at  the  head  of  the  Committee  on  Fi- 
nance [Mr.  Smith]  would  not  now  be  deploring  the  delay 
to  which  the  appropriation  bill  is  subjected  in  consequence 
of  this  discussion.  During  the  whole  session.  New  York 
had  appeared  to  be  the  spectre  which  disturbed  all  our 
day  dreams. 

Just  as  gentlemen  had  succeeded  in  proving  with  mathe- 
matical accuracy  that  more  money  had  been  expended  on 
account  of  foreign  intercourse  during  the  two  first  years 
of  tills  administration,  than  had  been  expended  during  the 
two  last  years  of  the  late  administration;  just  as  the  Sena- 
tor from  Massachusetts. had,  with  his  usual  eloquence,  and 
emphasis  of  language,  exhibited  a  stinking  picture  of  the 
false  clamor  of  bad  men  and  bad  printers,  raised  on  the 
alleged  ground  of  the  extravagance  of  the  late  adminis- 
tration; just  as  that  gentleman  had  said  that  which,  when 
published  and  spread  throughout  the  land,  was  well  suited 
to  excite  the  sympathy  of  tlie  public  for  injured  inno- 
cence, in  came  the  Senator  from  New  York,  and  told  us 
that  it  was  all  a  mistake;  that  tlie  people  of  the  United 
States  had  not  so  much  complained  of  the  amount  of  money 
which  the  late  administration  had  expended,  as  they  had 
complained  that  the  money  had  been  expended,  and  that 
nothing  had  been  done.  Whereupon^  a  distinguished  Se- 
nator [Mr.  Clat]  rose  in  his  place,  and  declared  that  the 
late  administration  had  negotiated  more  treaties  than  all 
preceding  administratioiiSy  from  the  organisation  of  the 


Government  down  to  the  commencement  of  that  adminis- 
tration. [Here  Mr.  CLAY  explained,  and  said  that  he 
spoke  of  treaties  concluded  at  Washington.] 

Now,  sir,  said  Mr.  K.,  with  the  issue  thus  joined,  I  have 
nothing  to  do.  The  Senator  from  New  York  is  quite 
competent  to  act  for  himself,  and  to  him  do  I  leave  it. 

But,  sir,  the  Senator  from  Maine,  [Mr.  Spraoue,]  anti- 
cipating that  this  issue  might  be  varied— that  it  migrht  be 
said  that  the  number  of  treaties  was  not  so  important  as 
their  quality — that  a  treaty  with  Denmark,  securing  to 
our  citizens  six  or  seven  hundred  thousand  dollars,  al- 
though made  by  the  present  administration,  could  not  be 
compared  with  the  treaty  made  with  France,  securing  as 
many  millions— that  although  the  late  administration  might 
have  made  treaties  without  number,  embracing  one  with 
the  court  at  Port  au  Prince,  and  another  with  me  authori- 
ties at  Liberia,  yet,  when  considered  with  regard  to  the 
beneficial  effects  upon  this  community,  they  ^ould  all 
sink  into  insignificance  when  compared  with  the  single 
arrangement  made  by  tliis  administration  opening  a  trade 
between  the  United  States  and  British  possessions  in 
America,  has  come  forward  to  show  us  that  this  **  arrange- 
ment" was  made  in  violation  of  law;  that  our  trade  and 
navigation  were  upon  a  better  footing  before  it  was  made 
than  they  now  are;  and  the  more  effectually  to  accomplish 
his  purpose,  he  has  thought  fit  to  arraign  the  President, 
the  late  Secretary'  of  State,  and  the  present  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  for  the  part  taken  by  them  in  relation  to 
this  subject.  As  to  the  alleged  inaccuracy  contained  in 
the  President's  reply  to  the  letter  of  the  republican  mem- 
bers of  the  Legislature  of  New  York,  I  shall  content  my- 
self for  the  present  by  expressing  the  belief  that  I  shall 
prove,  before  I  have  done,  that  the  reply  contains  the 
truth  stated  not  only  substantially,  but  to  the  letter.  As 
to  the  motives  imputed  to  him  fur  answering  a  letter  from 
so  respectable  a  body  of  gentlemen  in  the  mode  and  man- 
ner in  which  that  answer  was  made,  I  wiU  now  say  thii: 
That  whenever  I  can  be  convinced  that  Andrew  Jackson 
has  followed  the  bad  example  of  any  of  his  enemies,  by 
using  the  infiuence  of  his  official  station  for  the  purpose 
of  accomplishing  the  ends  of  an  unhallowed  ambition,  or 
for  the  still  more  unworthy  purpose  of  destroying  a  me- 
ritorious rival,  I  shall  look  upon  him  with  unmingled 
abhorrence. 

The  late  SecreUry  of  State,  whose  elevated  virtues 
and  untarnished  fame  I  hold  in  undiminished  regard,  has 
not  yet  suffipiently  atoned  for  the  crime  of  possessing  so 
large  a  share  of  the  public  confidence. 

The  present  Secretary  of  the  Treasuiy,  it  appears,  has, 
in  the  cnaracter  of  an  American  negotiator,  approached 
the  British  ministry  with  **  whining  supplications."  Sir, 
1  bad  thought  that  if  any  distinguished  statesman  of  the 
age,  of  amiable  temper  and  manners,  pure  morals,  fixed 
integrity,  profound  knowledge,  and  lofty  independence 
of  character,  had  passed  without  reproach,  that  Lou» 
McLane  was  that  man.  Sir,  he  haa  g^ven  a  recent  ev^ 
dence  of  his  independence,  which  has  called  forth  and 
will  continue  to  call  forth  the  applause  of  all  bis  political 
enemies  who  possess  one  particle  of  magnanimity.  1  have 
read  over  and  over  again  tliese  objectionable  communica- 
tions, and  can  find  nothing  in  lan^age  or  argument,  in- 
consistent with  that  courtesy,  dignity,  and  unafFcctcd 
independence  which  should  always  characterize  the  dipio 
matic  intercourse  of  sovereign  Powers.  I  can  only  ac- 
count for  the  error  into  which  the  honorable  gentleman 
has  fallen,  by  supposing  that  he  has  set  his  own  amiable 
feelings  to  the  music  of  his  own  voice,  and  has  iniataken 
the  harmeny  thus  produced  fbr  the  iJ'whinings"  of  the 
minister.  , 

Sir,  the  Senator  from  Mune  haa  transferred  to  tlie  suD- 
ject  before  us,  the  resolutiona  which  he  some  time  »>nc« 
submiUed  for  consideration,  and  these  form  the  founda- 
tions of  his  argument. 
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Hts  resolutions  declare  in  8ub«Unce: 

1st.  That  ** the  arrangement"  pvca  to  "British  ve»- 

*  sels,  in  the  trade  between  this  country  and  the  colonial 

*  possessions  of  Great  Britain,  advantages  in  transporting 

*  articles  to  the  West  Indies,  greater  than  is  secured  to 

*  American  vessels,  and  violates  that  reciprocity  in  navi- 

*  gation  which  our  Government  has  heretofore  sedulously 

*  and  firmly  endeavored  to  maintain. 

2d.  •*  The  President's  proclamation  of  October,  1830, 
*was  not  authorized  by  the  act  of  Congress  of  29tfa  of 
«  May,  1830." 

The  truth  of  these  propositions  is  to  be  determined  by 
a  reference  to  the  terms  of  the  arrangement,  which  are 
found  in  the  act  of  Congress  of  29th  Bfay,  1830,  and  to 
the  construction  fixed  upon  that  law  by  the  President  of 
the  United  States  and  the  British  authorities. 

The  act  of  Congress  provides,  in  substance,  Ist.  That, 
when  the  President  shall  be  satisfied  that  the  ports  of  the 
West  Indies,  Bahama  islands,  &c.  will  be  opened  to  the 
vessels  of  the  United  States,  for  an  indefinite  or  a  limited 
term,  that  such  vessels  and  their  cargoes,  entering  the 
West  India  ports,  shall  be  subject  to  no  other  or  higher 
charges  than  would  be  imposed  on  British  vessels  or  their 
cargoes  arriving  from  the  United  States. 

2d.  That  the  vessels  of  the  United  States  might  import 
into  said  ports,  from  the  United  States,  any  articles  which 
could  be  imported  in  British  vessels  from  the  United  States 
into  the  same  ports. 

3d.  That  vessels  of  the  United  States  might  export 
from  the  British  colonies  to  any  country  whatever,  (other 
than  the  dominions  or  possessions  of  Great  Britain,)  any 
articles  which  can  be  exported  therefrom  in  a  British  ves- 
sel, to  any  country  other  than  the  British  dominions  or 
possessions  as  aforesaid. 

4th.  That  the  commercial  intercourse  of  the  United 
States  with  all  other  ports  of  the  British  dominions  or 
possessions,  shall  not  be  left  on  a  footing  less  favorable  to 
the  United  States  than  it  then  was. 

5th.  That  then,  and  in  that  case,  the  President  is  au- 
thorized to  issue  his  proclamajtion,  declaring  that  he  has 
received  such  evidence:  and,  thereupon,  the  ports  of  tlie 
United  States  shall  be  opened,  indennitely,  or  for  a  term 
fixed,  to  British  vessels  coming  from  the  said  British  colo- 
nial possessions,  and  their  cargoes  subject  to  no  other  or 
higher  duty  of  tonnage,  or  impost,  or  charge  of  any  de- 
scription whatever,  than  would  be  levied  on  the  vessels 
of  the  United  States,  or  their  cargoes,  arriving  from  the 
said  British  possessions;  and  British  vessels  might  import 
into,  and  export  from,  the  United  SUtes,  any  article 
which  might  be  imported  or  exported  in  American  ves- 
sels; and  the  President  was,  moreover,  authorized  to  sus- 
pend, or  declare  to  be  repealed,  the  restrictive  acts  of 
Congress  of  1818  and  1820. 

That  there  might  be  no  after  difficulties  in  the  construc- 
tion of  this  act,  and  the  British  minister  no  doubt  remem- 
bering that  the  arrangement  supposed  to  have  been  made 
by  mutual  acts  of  legislatiOil  in  1822,  had  been  broken 
down  by  the  construction  of  the  then  Executive  of  the 
United  States,  Lord  Aberdeen  asks  for  explanations  upon 
the  following  points: 

1.  Are  American  vessels,  coming  with  carg^oes  from 
any  other  place  than  the  United  States,  to  be  admitted 
under  the  arcangement  into  the  colonial  ports  of  Great 
Britain?    The  answer  was,  no. 

2.  Are  the  articles  to  be  imported  on  equal  terms  in 
British  or  American  vessels,  to  be  the  produce  of  the 
United  States^    The  answer  was,  yes.  " 

3.  Was  the  trade  between  the  American  continental 
colonies  of  Great  Britain  to  be  placed  upon  the  same 
footing  with  the  trade  between  the  British  West  Indies 
and  the  United  States?    The  answer  was,  yes. 

4.  Do  these  words  of  the  act  of  Congress,  "the  com- 
mercial intercourse  of  the  United  States  with  all  othnr 


parts  of  the  British  dominions  or  possessions  shall  be  left 
on  a  footing  not  less  favorable  to  the  United  States  than  it 
now  is,"  imply  a  positive  condition  to  maintain  unchanged, 
or  upon  any  particular  footing  of  favor,  every  part  of  the 
British  system  of  trade  with  the  United  States r  The  an- 
swer was,  no. 

5.  The  British  minister  notified  the  American  minister 
that  the  British  Government  had  it  in  view  to  modify  the 
schedule  of  duties  attached  to  their  act  of  Parliament  of 
1825,  so  as  to  support  the  interests  of  her  colonies,  which 
had  been  incidental^'  fostered  during  the  suspension  of  the 
intfsrcourse. 

The  act  of  Congress  thus  construed  constitutes  the  basis 
of  the  arrangement.  Permit  me,  sir,  before  going  into 
an  examination  of  the  correctness  of  this  construction,  to 
notice  an  objection  to  this  arrangement,  on  the  ground 
that  British  vesseb  may  take  from  the  ports  of  the  United 
States  foreigfn  produce  to  the  British  colonies,  and  Ameri- 
can vessels  cannot.  This  privilege,  now  enjoyed  by  Great 
BriUun,  is  no  part  of  <'the  arrangement."  It  is  enjoyed 
under  our  navigation  laws.  It  is,  at  this  moment,  compe- 
tent for  Congress  to  alter  that  law,  without  the  slightest 
impeachment  of  our  faith  under  the  arrangpement  of  the 
West  India  trade.  An  equivalent  for  this  surrencler,  if 
there  is,  in  fact,  any  surrender  about  it,  is  found  in  the 
privilege  given  to  the  American  vessel  to  export  from  the 
colonies  foreign  produce  to  any  part  of  the  world,  (the 
dominions  of  Gitat  Britain  excepted.)  But,  sir,  what  com- 
mercial nation  ever  thought  of  prohibiting  exports  as  a 
mean  of  advancing  her  commercial  prosperity,  unless, 
indeed,  it  might  be  for  the  purpose  of  forcing,  by  some 
measure  of  retaliation,  upon  foreign  States  a  more  libe- 
ral commerce?  Instead  of  prohibiting  exports,  the  course 
of  most  commercial  nations  has  been  to  encourage  them 
(says  Adam  Smith)  by  drawbacks,  bounties,  by  advanta- 
geous treaties  of  commerce  with  foreigpti  States,  and  some- 
times by  the  establishment  of  colonies  in  distant  countries. 
If  the  principle  of  the  federal  constitution,  prohibiting  du- 
ties upon  exports,  could  be  considered  consistent  witli  the 
p<dicy  of  prohibition  upon  exports  in  foreign  vessels,  are 
there  any  considerations  which  should  induce  us  to  follow 
silch  a  course?  Foreign  articles  will  never  be  exported 
unless  they  are  worth  more  abroad  than  at  home,  and  will 
only  be  exported  when  there  is  a  surplus.  The  Govern- 
ment g^t  the  benefit  of  the  duty  upon  the  importation;  and 
if  a  drawback  is  allowed,  our  navigation  will  have  had 
the  benefit  of  the  freight. 

Upon  the  first  point  of  inquiry  made  by  Lord  Aberdeen, 
that  minister  says:  It  *<can  scarcely,  indeed,  have  been  in- 
tended that  this  stipulation  should  extend  to  American 
vessels  coming  with  cargoes  from  any  other  places  than 
the  United  States,  because  h.  is  well  known  tliat,  under 
the  navigation  laws  of  Great  Britain,  no  foreign  vessel 
could  bring  a  cargo  to  any  British  cokmial  port  from  any 
other  country  than  its  own." 

I  shall  have  occasion  before  I  have  done,  Mr.  President, 
to  ^ow  that  the  object  both  of  the  late  and  of  the  present 
administration  was  to  obtain  the  benefit  of  that  celebrated 
act  of  the  Br.tish  Parliament  regulating  the  trade  of  the 
British  possessions  abroad,  which  became  a  law  on  the 
5th  of  July,  1825,  and  that  ultimately  the  arrangement  in 
question  was  made  upon  that  basis;  **and,  by  that  act, 
(says  Mr.  McLane  in  his  letter  to  Mr.  Van  Buren,  of  20th 
August,  1830,)  the  importation  both  into  her  European 
and  colonial  polls  is  restricted  to  the  vessels  of  the  coun- 
try of  which  the  articles  imported  shall  be  the  produce. 
Nor  has  this  restriction  been  considered  inconsistent  with 
our  commercial  convention  with  Great  Britain,  which 
we  have  annously  sought  to  extend  to  tlie  colonial  inter- 
course." 

The  same  letter  proceeds  to  say:  <<  She  (Great  Britain) 
moreover  places  the  United  States  in'the  intercourse  with 
Uie  cdoiues  on  the  same  footing  with  all  other  natigns;  and. 
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by  assenting  tq,regulation8»  though  by  legislative  enact- 
ment in  the  coloniia  trade,  similar  to  those  provided  by 
our  commercial  convention  for  the  intercourse  between 
the  United  States  and  the  British  possessions  in  Europe,  she 
now  concedes  to  us,  in  this  respect,  substantially  that  which 
we  ha«e  been  inefTectually  seeking  since  the  year  1815.'* 

Upon  the  second  inquiry  of  the  British  minister,  in  re- 
ference to  the  kind  of  articles  to  be  imported  into  the 
colonies  from  the  United  States,  there  is  still  less  difficulty 
in  pronouncing  upon  the  correctness  of  the  agreed  con- 
struction. Upon  this  point  Lord  Aberdeen,  in  his  letter 
to  Mr.  McLane,  of  the  17th  August,  1830,  observes:  "  In 
this  passage,  (referring  to  a  passage  in  the  act  of  Congress 
of  29th  May,  1830,)  it  is  not  made  sufficiently  clear  that 
the  articles  to  be  jmported  on  equal  terms  by  Brltisli  or 
American  vessels  from  the  United  States  must  be  the 
produce  of  the  United  States."  He  goes  on  to  say  that 
"he  cannot  but  suppose  that  such  a  limitation  must  have 
been  contemplated,  because  the  clause  of  the  navigation 
act  already  ailverted  to,  whereby  an  American  would 
be  precluded  from  bringing  any  article,  not  the  produce 
of  America,  to  a  British  colonial  port,  is  not  only  a  sub- 
ject oftiniversal  notoriety,  but  the  same  provision  is 
distinctly  made  in  the  act  of  Parliament  of  1825,  which  has 
been  so  of^en  referred  to  in  the  discussions  on  this  subject." 

This  restriction  is  also  contained  in  the  commercial  con- 
yentionof  1815,  re^ilating  the  intercourse  between  this 
country  and  the  Bntish  European  possessions.  The  act 
of  Coneress  of  March  3d,  1815,  which  has  formed  the 
basis  of  all  our  commercial  conventions  since  the  period 
of  its  passage,  and  which  repeals  all  acts  imposing  discri- 
minating duties  with  regard  to  the  vessels  and  cargoes  of 
all  other  nations  who  would  adopt  similar  regulations  with 
regard  to  the  United  States,  repeals  them  in  reference  to 
such  cargoes  only  as  may  consist  of  **  the  produce  or  ma^ 
nufitcture  of  the  nation  to  which  such  foreign  ships  or 
vessels  may  belong."  Of  this  act  of  Congress  i  shall  have 
occasion  hereafter  to  speak  more  at  large. 

So  far  as  any  subsequent  law  of  the  United  States  has 
had  in  view  the  establishment  of  our  commercial  inter- 
course with  foreign  States  upon  terms  of  reciprocity,  the 
same  limitation  is  imposed.  The  famous  '*  elsewhere"  act 
of  1823,  as  it  is  called,  the  provisions  of  which  I  shall  pre- 
sently recur  to  more  particularly,  is  limited  by  the  same 
restriction. 

Witli  regard  to  the  points  i  have  been  discusnng,  Mr. 
McLane,  in  his  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  before 
alluded  to,  holds  the  following  language:  ■<!  am  not 
aware  that  the  restriction  of  the  ri^^bt  of  importation 
into  the  colonies  to  articles  of  American  produce  was, 
at  any  period,  seriously  objected  to  by  our  Ctovem- 
ment:  nor  can  the  difference,  in  this  respect,  between 
American  and  British  vessels,  if  we  allow  it  to  continue, 
be  an  object  of  much  importance  in  any  point  of  view.  It 
will,  generally,  be  our  interest,  as  it  is  that  of  every  oth^ 
nation,  to  allow  the  exportation  of  its  surplus  foreign 
produce  in  the  vesseb  of  any  other  country.  It  must  be 
observed,  -also,  that  this  is  a  privilege  resulting  from  the 
general  spirit  of  our  laws,  and,  therefore,  resting  in  our 
discretion.  There  is  nothing  in  the  arrangement  now  pro- 
posed, to  prevent  the  Unit^  States  from  hereafter  deny- 
ing to  British  vessels  this  advantage,  if  it  prove  injurious 
to  oiir  commerce,  and  in  placing,  by  that  means,  the 
vessels  of  both  countries,  in  this  respect,  upon  an  equal 
footing." 

But,  sir,  in  the  next  paragfraph,  we  are  furnished  with 
conclusive  proof  that,  it  the  American  negotiator  did  not 
demand  terms  of  a  different  complexion  in  these  respects, 
the  fault  is  not  of  this  administration:  for  h^  says,  **  It  is 
certain  that  both  the  restrictions  now  resen'ed  by  the  con- 
struction adopted  by  this  Government,  were  absolutely 
conceded  by  ours  before  the  present  negotiation  com- 
mencedy  and  oould  not  have  been  renewed  at  present  with 


any  hope  of  success.  More  than  has  been  secured  by 
the  present  labors,  the  concessions  of  the  last  administra- 
tion precluded  us  from  demanding)  but  if  this  had  not 
been  so,  more  could  not  have  been  obtained." 

As  to  the  third  inquiry,  whether  ships  coming  from  ths 
British  North  American  continental  colonies  are  to  bs 
placed  upon  the  same  footing  with  vessels  coming  from  ths 
colonies  of  the  West  Indies,  it  may  be  observed  that  thert 
is  nqthing  in  the  act  of  Congress  of  29th  May,  1830,  in- 
consistent with  the  construction  given  upon  this  point 
That  act  provides  for  "admitting  to  entry,  in  the  ports  of 
tile  United  States,  British  vessels,  or  their  csigoes,  from 
the  islands,  provinces,  or  colonies  of  Great  Britain,  on  or 
near  the  North  American  continent,  and  north  or  east 
of  the  United  States;"  and  the  only  question  about  it 
is,  whether  vessels  coming  either  from  *' islands,  or  pro- 
vinces, or  colonies,"  are  to  be  admitted  into  our  ports  upon 
the  same  footing  in  all  respects. 

Here,  sii^  l*must  again  recur  to  the  ihct  that  the  Iste 
as  well  as  the  present  administration  have  claimed  ths 
benefit  of  this  tnule,  upon  the  principles  of  the  act  of 
of  Parliament,  of  July,  1825. 

Every  demand  bevond  the  privileges  of  that  act,  pre- 
viously set  up  by  the  late  administration,  was,  by  that 
administration,  waived  or  abandoned.  The  present  admi- 
nistration asked  nothing  more  than  that  act  intended  to 
give;  and,  for  the  purpose  of  showing  what  were  the 
views  of  both  Governments  upon  the  particular  point  un* 
der  consideration,  1  read  from  the  letter  of  Mr.  Gallatin  to 
Mr.  Clay,  of  the  27th  of  October,  1826»  the  follomng 
language:  <*  It  will  not  escape  you  that  the  intercourse 
by  sea  beiween  the  United  States  and  the  British  West 
Indies  and  North  American  colonies  has  already  been 
considered  as  necessarilv  connected  together  by  the  Bri< 
tish  Government,  and  that  this  connexion  has  been  kept 
up  in  the  acts  of  Parliament,  in  the  articles  proposed  to 
Mr.  Rush,  and,  indeed,  in  all  former  proposals  on  their 
part."  And,  on  the  11th  April,  1827,  Mr.  Gallatin  wss  in- 
structed, in  the  manner  I  shall  hereafter  show,  upon  the 
subject  of  this  trade,  without  regard  to  any  distinction  be- 
tween the  West  Indies  and  the  continental  colonies  of 
Great  Britain.  These  considerationa,  and  others  which 
will  be  submitted  upon  another  branch  of  thisarguiDeot, 
leave  upon  ray  mind  no  doubt  that  it  was  not  the  design  of 
the  act  of  Cong^ress  to  make  any  such  diacrirainatioo. 

The  fourth  inquiry  iovolvea  the  que^on,  whether  ce^ 
tain  words  introduced  into  the  act  of  Congress  were  in* 
tended  to  imply  that  the  then  existing  British  system  of 
trade  with  the  United  States  was  to  remain  unchanged. 
These  words  are  introduced  in  the  nature  of  a  condition, 
and  read  thus:  '*  The  commercial  intercourse  of  the  United 
States  with  all  other  parU  of  the  Britiah  dommioos  or  pos- 
sessions shall  be  \tft  on  a  footing  not  less  favorable  toths 
United  States  than  it  now  ia."  The  opinion  of  the  British 
minister  was,  that  the  intercourse  referred  to,  whether  re- 
newed or  not,  should  remain  as  free  as  it  then  wsstoboth 
Governments,  to  adopt,  from  time  to  time,  sach  cooiineiy 
cial  regulations  as  eitaer  State  may  deem  to  be  expedient 
for  its  own  interests,  consistently  with  the  obligations  of 
existing  treaties.  Mr.  McLane  considetted,  as  every  other 
man  would,  that  these  words,  if  not  altogether  nugatory 
and  out  of  place,  seemed  rather  to  apprehend  sfime  evil, 
not  understood  or  explained,  from  advantages  to  be  con- 
ferred upon  our  trade  by  Great  Britun.  That  our  com- 
mercial intercourse  '<  with  all  other  parts  of  the  British  do- 
minions, "  was  either  regulated  by  convention  with  Grest 
Britain,  or  was  absolutely  prohibited  by  act  of  Parliament, 
saving  the  ri^t  of  the  British  Kin^,  by  order  in  oouncilf 
to  open  the  colonial  ports,  as  occasion  should  require. 

I  have  now,  Mr.  President,  gone  through  all  the  pointi 
of  construction  settled  between  the  two  Governments,  so 
far  as  tiie  act  of  Congress  of  29th  May,  18S0,  called  for 
construetionintheopinioiiof  theaegv^iatort.    As  to  the 
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exception  taken  by  the  Senator  from  Maine,  [  Mr.  S  PEAeus,  ] 
to  the  notification  g^ven  by  the  British  Government  of  its 
intention  to  modify  the  then  ezistinr  icale  of  duties,  with 
a  view  to  fatter  interests  which  had  g^own  up  inctdent^ly 
in  some  of  the  colonies,  it  beings  no  part  of  <*the  arrange 
ment,''  I  shall  postpone  the  considieration  of  it  until  1  ar- 
rive at  another  part  of  my  argument,  and  proceed  to 
examine  the  broad  and  bold  declaration  of  an  honorable 
Senator,  [Mr.  Hou»s,]  that  by  this  arrangement  every 
demand  ever  made  by  this  Government  upon  Great  Bri- 
tain, with  respect  to  this  intercourse,  had  been  surren* 
dered. 

For  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the  accuracy  of  this 
declaration,  1  propose  to  go  into  an  examination  oif  the  his- 
tory of  tliis  trade,  in  order  to  show  what  has  been  demand- 
ed by  this  Government,  and  what  demands  have  been 
surrendered,  and  by  whom.  In  Ummt^  sir,  1  must  make 
my  acknowledgments  to  a  distin|^shed  American  states- 
man, to  whom  certain  letters  onginallv  published  in  this 
eountiy  have  been  attributed,  and  which  I  rind  repub- 
lished in  a  London  pamphlet,  for  many  of  the  important 
&cts  connected  with  the  history  of  the  proceedings  of  both 
Governments  on  this  bubject. 

One  main  object  of  European  nations  in  planting  colo- 
nies in  this  hemisphere,  and  in  sustaining  them  at  great 
Mcrifices  of  life  and  money,  undoubtedly  was  to  open  new 
channels  of  trade,  to  augment  their  export9,  and  to  secure 
to  the  mother  country  the  exclusive  advantages  of  tlieir 
commerce.  The  Spaniards  colonized  South  America,  and 
Kcured  to  themselves,  for  ages,  the  exclusive  benefit  of 
their  colonies  in  trade  and  commerce.  The  Dutch  acted 
upon  the  ssme  principle,  and  their  views  as  to  their  exclu- 
ave  riglitto  monopolize  the  trade  of  their  colonics  in  the 
West  were  carried  so  far  as  to  put  Uiem  under  tlie  go- 
vernment of  an  exclusive  company.  *<The  French  colo- 
ny of  Canada  («ys  Adam  Smith)  was,  during  the  grater 
part  of  the  last  century,  and  some  part  of  the  present,  un- 
der the  government  of  an  exclusive  company.  Other 
nations,  (says  the  same  author,)  without  establishing  an 
exclusive  company,  have  confined  the  whole  commerce  of 
their  colonies  to  a  particular  part  of  the  mother  country." 
Tlie  English,  since  the  dissolution  of  the  Plymouth  com- 
pany, have  led  the  trade  of  their  colonies  free  to  be  car- 
ried on  with  all  the  ports  of  the  mother  country.  Each 
European  nation,  so  fiir  as  1  have  been  enabled  to  ascer- 
tain the  fiict,  have,  without  distinction,  and  without  com- 
plaint from  any  other  European  nation,  held  to  the  right  of 
an  exchisive  monopoly  to  the  trade  of  its  colonies,  and 
have  relbsed  an  equal  participation  to  any  other  country 
in  the  trade  with  them.  Hence,  whatever  trade  has  been 
Ulowed,  has  been  considered  a  privilege,  never  granted, 
however,  except  upon  some  considerations  connected 
with  the  interests  either  of  the  mother  country  or  the  co- 
lonies. 

From  the  peace  of  1783  to  the  adoption  of  the  federal 
eonstitution,  no  eflurt  seems  to  have  been  made  by  the 
United  States  to  place  this  trade  upon  any  other  footing 
dilTerent  from  that  upon  which  the  English  Government 
chose  to  place  it.     Within  this  period  of  time  however, 
the  British  navigation  laws  were  so  far  modified  as  to  au- 
thorize the  King  in  council  to  open  the  colonial  ports  at 
his  discretion.     During  this  period,  an  attempt  was  made 
by  Mr.  Pitt  to  place  the  intercourse  between  the  United 
States  and  Great  Btitain  and  her  colonies  upon  terms  of 
reciprocity,  and  for  this  purpose  that  statesman  introduced 
a  bill  into  Parliament.     This  measure  failed,  and  its  failure 
is  attributed  to  the  interference  of  a  disaffected  American 
^ittsen  then  in  England.     The  first  attempt  made  by  this 
%Sowernment  to  place  tins  intercourse  upon  a  permanent 
V^ms,  was  during  the  administration  of  General  Washing- 
ton.    He  sent  Mr.  Jay,  in  1793,  charged  with  instructioiu 
upon  this  and' other  important  subjects)  and  to  the  arrange- 
meat  made  by  Mr.  Jay,  although  the  article  of  the  treaty 


regulatinp^  the  intercourse  with  the  West  India  colonics  of 
Great  Bntain  was  rejected  by  the  Senate,  I  invite  the  at- 
tention of  the  Senate,  for  the  purpose  of  showing  what 
were  the  views  of  some  of  the  eminent  men  of  that  day 
upon  some  of  tlie  points  of  this  discussion.  The  twelfth 
article  of  that  treaty  opened  to  our  vessels  not  exceeding 
seventy  tons  burden,  an  intercourse  direct  between  the 
British  West  India  islands  and  the  United  States  during 
the  war,  (then  existing  between  England  and  France,)  and 
for  two  years  afterwards.  The  cargoes  of  such  ships 
were  to  consist  of  **any  goods  or  merchandises  being  of 
the  growtli,  manufacture,  or  produce  of  the  said  States, 
which  it  is  or  may  be  lawful  to  carry  to  the  said  islands  or 
-ports,  from  the  said  States,  in  British  vessels." 

The  American  ships  and  their  cargoes  to  be  admitted 
into  the  said  ports  from  the  United  States  were  subjected 
to  no  higher  duties  or  charges  than  British  vessels  and 
their  cargoes  coming  from  the  United  States  to  the  same 
ports. 

A  clause  of  the  same  article  provides  that  American  citi- 
zens might  purchase,  load,  ana  carry  away  from  such  Bri> 
tish  ports  and  islands  all  such  articles  *'  being  the  growth, 
manufacture,  or  produce  of  the  said  islands,  as  may  now, 
by  law,  be  carried  from  thence  to  the  said  States  in  British 
vessels."  Then  followed  a  provision,  requiring  that  such 
American  vessel  should  carry  and  UikI  their  cargoes  in  the 
United  States  only;  and  requiring  further,  thatSie  United 
States  should  prohibit  the  carrying  away  any  molasses, 
sugar,  cocoa,  or  cotton,  in  American  vessels,  either  from 
his  Majesty's  islands,  or  from  the  United  States,  to  any 
part  of  the  world  except  the  United  States,  reasonable  sea 
stores  excepted.  So  careful  was  the  British  Government 
as  to  the  language  of  this  article,  in  order  to  assert  her 
right  of  monopoly,  as  to  commence  tlie  same  with  the 
words  his  Majesty  '* consents,**  and  so  with  regard  to  the 
next  article  on  the  subject  of  the  trade  y^ith  the  British 
East  India  possessionsi  all  other  articles  contained  in  the 
treaty  are  clothed  in  the  language  of  promise  or  agree- 
ment; and  amongst  all  the  complaints  against  this  twelfth 
article,  existing  at  that  period,  I  have  nut  been  able  to  find 
one,  grounded  upon  the  fact  that  the  negotiators  on  both 
sides  considered  the  opening  of  these  ports  a  privilege. 
It  is  the  opinion  of  the  distinguished  American  statesman 
to  a'hom  1  have  referred,  that  narrow  as  the  terms  of  this 
article  were,  they  yet  would  have  been  accepted  by  the 
American  Government,  had  not  the  "equivalent  propos- 
ed as  the  price  of  the  concession"  been  **  deemed  quite 
disproportionate  to  the  right  so  derived."  The  complaints 
of  the  day  against  the  article  of  the  treaty  in  question  were, 
that  in  time  of  war,  which  was  then  existing,  and  the  ter- 
mination of  which  could  not  be  seen,  greater  privileges 
would  be  enjoyed  under  the  temporary  proclamations  of 
the  colonial  -Governors  than  the  article  of  the  treaty  ad- 
mitted. That  the  articles  pi-ohibited  from  exportation 
formed  a  valuable  part  of  the  trade  of  the  United  States. 
That  cocoa  was  chiefly  cultivated  by  the  Spaniards.  That 
our  consumption  was  not  equal  to  tlie  importation  and 
growth  of  tlie  prohibited  articles,  &o.  &c. 

Sir,  it  has  been  said  by  the  Senator  from  Maine,  [Mr. 
Srajiovx,]  tliat  Prewdent  WashingtoiMlisapproved  of  this 
article.  I  infer  the  reverse  from  tlie  fact  that  he  submitted 
the  treaty  to  the  Senate  for  their  sanction,  without  saying 
so.  Had  he  disapproved  of  the  treaty,  it  was  entirely  com- 
petent for  him  to  have  rejected  it  without  sending  it  to  the 
Senate;  and  had  he  disapproved  tliis  article  of  the  treaty 
only,  he  would  have  informed  the  Senate  of  the  fact  when 
he  communicated  the  treaty  for  ratification.  But,  sir,  we 
have  positive  testimony  on  this  point.  Judge  Marshall,  in 
his  Life  of  Washington,  says:  *'  Although  in  the  mind  of 
the  President  several  objections  to  the  treaty  had  occurred, 
they  were  overbalanced  by  its  advantages;  and  before 
transmittiuff  it  to  the  Senate,  he  had  resolved  to  ratify  it, 
if  approveo  by  that  body.    It  was  fortunate  fbr  the  ooun- 
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try,  however,  th»t  the  article  was  rejected.  The  war 
which  was  declared  by  France  agp&inst  Engrland  in  1793, 
continued  for  nine  years,  and  all  Europe  was  involved  in 
it.  This  cotintry  occupied  the  position  of  a  neutral  na- 
tion; and  as  neutral  ships  could  navi^te  the  ocean  with- 
out being  liable  to  dangers  from  capture  or  destruction,  to 
which  belligerents  were  subjected,  and  as  the  rates  of  in- 
surance upon  the  vessels  of  a  neutral  were  then  lower 
than  those  of  a  nation  at  war,  American  navigation  was  as 
much  in  demand  as  stich  a  state  of  the  world  could  make 
it.  The  West  India  ports  were,  from  necessity,  thrown 
open  to  us.  This  war  ended  in  1802,  but  broke  out  again 
the  following  year;  and  down  to  the  commencement  of 
that  system  of  unjust  retaliation,  so  injurious  to  netitral 
commerce,  adopted  by  British  orders  in  council  and  French 
imperial  decrees,  this  country  enjoyed  the  advantages,  and 
gathered  the  rich  fruits  of  a  neutral  commerce,  for  a  long 
periotl  of  years.  *For,  excepting  the  short  period  of  peace 
which  followed  the  treaty  of  Amiens,  (when  England  again 
resorted  to  the  enforcement  of  her  colonial  system,)  the 
most  commercial  nations  of  Europe  were  engaged  in  fla- 
gi'ant  and  dreadful  war.  This  country,  during  that  period 
of  time,  enjoyed  a  more  prosperous  and  enriching  com- 
merce, than  the  history  or  the  world  has  assigned  to  any 
other  nation,  for  a  similar  period  of  time,  in  any  age." 

Sir,  the  Senator  from  Maine  has  exhibited  a  statement  of 
the  amount  of  American  tonnage  employed  in  each  year, 
for  a  long  period  of  years,  for  the  purpose  of  showing  in 
disparaging  contrast  its  condition  at  those  several  periods, 
with  its  condition  since  the  late  arrangement.  He  also  at- 
tributes to  the  laws  of  Congress  imposing  discriminating 
tonnage  duties  upon  foreign  vessels  and  their  cargoes,  pass- 
ed in  1789  and  1790,  the  virtue  of  having  given  the  impe- 
tus to  this  long  course  of  prosperous  trade.  Those  duties 
were  laid,  Mr.  President,  fbr  the  purpose  of  raising  money 
to  meet  the  debts  of  the  revolution,  and  the  current  de- 
mands of  the  Government,  ami  were  in  truth  paid  by  Ame- 
rican citizens,  who  consumed  the  articles  imported.  The 
British  Government  resorted  to  countervailing  discrimina- 
ting duties,  and  even  went  beyond  the  measure  of  exact 
retaliation.  And  the  West  India  consumers  paid  that  duty. 
If  any  benefit  in  trade  was  intended  by  our  discrimina- 
tions, that  object  was  defeated  by  the  countervailing  dis- 
criminations of  Great  Britain.  No,  sir,  it  was  tiie  general 
war  in  which  other  portions  of  the  trading  world  were  in- 
volved, which,  thougl)  a  terrible  scourge  to  them,  heaped 
these  great  blessings  upon  us:  and  by  referring  to  this&ct 


I ndies. "  The  convention  of  1815  only  admits  such  veBseb 
in  four  of  the  principal  aettlementa  of  the  East  Indies,  viz. 
Calcutta,  Madras,  Bombay,  and  Prince  of  Wales's  island. 

Under  the  treaty  of  1794,  American  citizens,  with  the 
consent  of  the  local  Government,  might  go  into  tiie  interior 
country  for  the  purposes  of  trade,  Md  this  permission  was 
given,  and  our  traders  er^oyed  the  bene&t  of  it  The  con- 
vention of  London  contains  no  such  privilege. 

The  treaties  of  1794  and  of  1815  both  forbid  American 
vessels  from  carrying  on  the  coasting  trade  in  the  East  In- 
dies. But  the  former  declared  that  **  vessels  going  with 
their  original  cargoes,  or  part  thereof,  from  one  port  of 
discharge  to  another,  are  not  to  be  considered  as  carrying 
on  the  coasting  trade."  The  latter  confers  this  privilege 
(limiting  it  to  the  four  enumerated  ports)  to  such  vessel*  of 
the  United  States  as  shall,  in  the  first- instance,  have  pro- 
ceeded to  one  of  the  enumerated  settlements.  To  enjoy 
this  privilege  now,  a  vessel  must  sail  from  the  United  Sutcs 
direct  to  one  of  those  nahied  ports.  Under  Mr.  Jay's 
treaty,  an  American  vessel  could  go  to  Amsterdam,  take 
specie,  and  from  thence  to  any  port  in  the  British  East  In- 
dies. Under  the  convention  ot  1815,  if  specie  is  wanted 
for  that  trade,  and  cannot  be  obtained  here  upon  as  good 
terms  as  it  can  in  Amsterdam,  the  American  vessel,  after 
going  thitlier  and  taking  in  specie,  must  return  totlie 
United  States,  and  go  from  hence  to  one  of  the  named 
ports.  I  am  thus  particular,  Mr.  President,  in  pointins 
out  these  dtfferences,  because  1  shall  hereal^er  be  enabled 
to  show  that  the  course  of  restriction  so  much  resorted 
to  by  tliis  Government,  under  the  idea  of  forcing  open  the 
West  India  ports,  has  been  also  prompted  by  a  desire  to 
effect  a  change  in  the  convention  of  JLondon,  with  regard 
to  the  Eatit  India  intercourse.  Mr.  Adams,  in  his  letter  of 
5tU  October,  1816,  directed  to  the  then  Secretary  of  SUte, 
says  (witii  regard  to  the  convention  of  1815):  *'Tlie 
benefit  of  the  convention  to  us,  if  any,  is  in  tlie  India  trade: 
but  as  its  duration  is  to  be  short,  the  only  chance  of  hav- 
ing it  renewed  at  the  end  of  its  four  yeai*s  with  additional 
arucles  of  more  liberahty,  will  be  effective^  counteracting 
regulations  in  respect  to  the  commerce  in  the  Bniish 
colonies  in  the  West  Indies." 

After  tlie  peace  of  Europe  was  restored*  and  an  end 
was  put  to  the  late  war  in  which  we  had  been  engaged 
with  Great  Britain,  it  was  perceived  that  the  nations  of 
Europe  would  set  themselves  seriously  to  work  to  repair 
tlie  ravages  to  which  their  belligerent  condition  had  for  so 
many  years  subjected  them;  that  Great  Britain  woukl  again 


as  a  standard,  the  Senator  from  Maine  will  readily  and  ''^^^'^  ^  all  her  accustomed  means  to  extend  her  corn- 
truly  account  for  the  state  of  our  tonnage,  as  exhibited  in!  "^^i^^  '^^^  navigation;  and  that  she  would  not  overlook 


his  statement. 


A  further  attempt  to  place  this  trade  upon  a  permanent 


her  colonial  system,  which  nut  only  secured  to  her  a  mono* 
poly  in  trade,  but  which  also  secured  to  her  a  nursery  for 


footing,  by  treaty  with  the  British  Government,  was  made  ^i^men,  and  an  efficient  mean  of  perpetuatin|[  lier  naval 
in  1807,  and  proved  unsuccessful;  and  here  Mr.  Jefferson  power.  In  this  sUte  of  things,  my  venerable  friend  from 
took  the  course  with  regard  to  the  treaty  transmitted  to |  *'|*'*y^"**i  [Mr.  Smith,]  whose  experience  had  learned 
him  by  Messrs.  Monroe  and  Pi nckney,  which  General  j  ^*°i  ■'ig^^y  ^u  i^ppi^ciate  the  skill  of  our  seamen  and  ship- 
Washington  would  have  done  with  regard  to  Mr.  Jay's'  builders,  and  the  enterprise  of  our  merchants,  whose  long 
treaty,  had  he  disapproved  it.  Mr.  Jefferson  rejected  the  observation  of  and  actual  participation  in  trade  had  assu^ 
treaty  without  consulting  the  Senate,  on  the* ground  that'  ^^  ^^i^  ^^t  tlie  United  s^tates,  upon  equal  terms,  had 
it  contained  no  reg^ilation  upon  the  subject  of  impressing;  nothing  to  fear  from  the  competition  of  the  whole  world 
American  seamen. «  The  treaty,  however,  contained  no  upon  the  ocean,  made  an  appeal  to  the  commercial  chi- 
arrangement  as  to  tlie  colonial  trade. 


No  further  measures  for  the  sole  object  of  securing  par- 
ticipation in  this  trade,  were  resorted  to  by  this  country 
until  1815;  and  the  convention  of  London,  made  in  that 
year,  declares  tliat  the  intercourse  between  the  United 
States  and  the  British  possessions  in  the  West  Indies  and  Oi\ 
tlie  continent  of  North  America,  shall  not  be  affected  by  it. 

But,  sir,  that  convention  does  contain  a  provision  plac- 
ing our  trade  with  the  British  East  India  possessions  upon 
a  much  worse  footingthan  it  was  placed  by  Mr.  Jay's  treaty. 

The  thirteenth  article  of  the  treaty  of  1794  admits  the 
vessels  of  the  citizens  of  the  United  States  into  **all  the 
seaports  and  harbors  of  the  British  territories  in  the  East 


valry  of  all  nations^  by  submitting  to  Congress  a  plan  for 
rendering  tlie  trade  of  the  world  as  free  as  air.  Tliis  plan 
was  adopted,  and  a  law  of  CcMigress  passed  on  the  3d  of 
March,  1815,  decUring  •*  tliat  so  much  of  the  several  self 
imposing  duties  on  tlie  tonnage  of  ships  and  vessels,  and 
on  goods,  wares,  and  merchandise  imported  into  the  United 
States,  as  imposes  a  discriminating  duty  of  tonnage  be- 
tween foreign  veasels  and  vessels  of  tlie  United  Stat^ 
and  between  goods  imported  into  the  United  Statei  ia 
foreign  vessels  and  vessels  of  the  United  States,  be,  sad 
tiie  aame  ia  hereby,  repealed,  so  far  as  the  same  respecti 
the  produce  or  manufaciure  of  the  nation  to  which  such 
foreign  ships  or  vessels  ina/  bck>ng." 
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Appnpriathn  BiU^Cohmal  TVade. 


[SlVATS. 


This  repeal,  Mr.  President,  went  into  efTect  with  re^rd 
to  any  ibfcirn  nation,  whenever  the  President  of  the  Unit- 
ed States  should  be  satisfied  that  the  discriminating  or 
countervailing  duties  of  such  foreign  nation,  so  far  as  they 
operated  to  the  disadvantage  of  the  United  States,  had 
been  abolished.  This  law,  sir,  was  submitted  by  our 
ministers  at  London,  as  the  proposed  bans,  on  the  part  of 
the  United  States,  of  the  commercial  treaty  about  to  be 
formed  in  1615.  It  was  accepted  by  Great  Britain,  so 
ftr  as  her  European  possesions  were  concerned,  but  re- 
jected so  far  as  it  applied  to  her  colonies. 

Now,  sir,  although  the  prindples  of  this  act  have  been 
extended  in  treaties  more  recently  formed  with  countries 
of  minor  hnportance  in  a  commercial  point  of  view,  yet 
the  act  of  Cong^ss  of  1815  was  the  first  autlioritative 
manifestation  by  legislative  authority,  on  the  part  of  the 
United  States,  of  a  desire  to  place  the  navigation  of  the 
world  upon  a  footing  of  perfect  equality.  When  I  say 
that  the  principles  of  this  act  have  been  extended  in  trea- 
ties formed  since  that  period,  I  mean  that  the  act  in  ques- 
tion confines  the  foreign  ship  to  the  importation  of  the 
produce  or  manuftcture  of  the  nation  to  which  the  ship  be- 
longs. The  treaties  with  Guatemala,  and  some  other  Pow- 
ers, made  by  the  late  administration,  do  not  contain  this 
restriction.  Undoubtedly  could  the  principles  of  that  law 
be  thus  extended, -and  the  more  important  commercial 
nations  of  the  world  be  induced  to  adopt  reciprocal  mea- 
sures, the  navigation  of  this  country  would  be  greatly  ex- 
tended. 

But,*Mr.  President,  my  object,  in  this  part  of  my  argu- 
■lent,  ifl  to  show  what  has  heretofore  been  demanded  by 
this  country,  and  what  has  heretofore  been  offered  by  the 
British  Government  in  reference  to  the  colonial  trade. 

Soon  after  the  convention  of  1815,  Mr.  liadison  directed 
Mr.  Adams,  then  in  London,  to  open  a  negotiation  with 
the  British  Government,  upon  several  subjects,  the  colo- 
nia]  trade  included.  Mr.  Adams,  with  his  accustomed  dili- 
gence, followed  up  these  instructions,  declaring  to  the 
British  Government,  on  the  17th  September,  1816,  the 
follovring  sentiments:  ^  In  the  amendments  proposed,  they 
(United  States)  do  not  contemplate  any  interference  on 
their  part  with  the  colonial  monopoly  of  Great  Britain.  It 
is  not  asked  that  she  (Great  Britain)  should  renounce  the 
right  of  prohibiting  the  importation  into  her  colonies  from 
the  United  States  of  whatever  articles  she  may  think  fit, 
but  that  the  commerce  which  for  tiieir  and  her  own  advan- 
tage Great  Britain  allows  between  them  and  the  United 
States,  should  be  placed  on  the  same  footing  of  recipro- 
city as  the  direct  trade  between  Great  Britain  and  the 
United  States  was  intended  to  be  placed  by  the  convention 
of3d  July,  1815." 

The  next  month,  however,  Mr.  Adams,  in  a  letter  to  the 
Secretary  of  State,  says:  "There  is  no  reason  to  expect 
that  any  departure  from  the  policy  already  determined 
upon  [by  Great  Britain]  will  take  place."  And  further — 
**  Any  measures  in  the  spirit  and  with  the  object  of  those 
proposed  at  the  last  session  [viz.  countervailing  restraints] 
and  then  postponed,  may  be  now  adopted  without  hesita- 
tion. My  own  entire  conviction  is  that  the  operation  of 
such  measures,  if  successfiil,  will  be  the  only  possible  means 
of  convindng  this  Government  of  the  expediency  of  relax- 
ing from  the  rig^r  of  their  exclusive  colonial  system." 
Mr.  Adams,  in  this  letter,  expresses  the  opinion  tluit  the 
result  of  the  equalization  of  duties  would  be  to  the  advan- 
tage of  Great  Britain,  and  to  our  disadvantage.  But,  says 
he,  **  the  principle  was  sanctioned  by  an  act  of  Congress 
before  the  convention  of  3d  July,  1815,  was  negotiated." 
We  learn  from  another  letter  of  the  same  minister,  of 
the  20th  March,  1817,  that  he  had  had  an  interview  with 
LordCastiereagh,  and  was  by  him  informed  that  the  British 
Government  was  not  yet  prepared  to  abandon  their  ancient 
colonia)  system,  but  they  were  willing  to  extend  to  tile 
United  States  the  benefits  of  the  free  port  acts  to  the  same 
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extent  that  they  were  then  .enjoyed  by  the  vesseb  of  Eu- 
ropean nations,  and  to  give  a  partial  admission  of  our  ves- 
sels to  the  island  of  Bermuda  and  to  Turk's  Island;  and  a 
draught  of  four  articles  was  handed  to  Mr.  Adams,  express- 
ing these  views  in  detail,  upon  which,  in  the  same  letter,  he 
says:  '*  I  do  not  think  it  possible  to  make  any  thing  out  of 
these  articles,  to  which  I  can,  under  mv  present  instructions, 
agree."  A  copy  of  these  articles  this  minister  enclosed 
to  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  asks  for  immediate  further 
instructions. 
I  must  request  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  terms 

Eroposed  in  these  articles,  in  order  that  we  may  see  how 
ir  the  British  Government  had  relaxed  their  determina- 
tions with  reputl  to  this  intercourse  smce  1794,  in  this 
their  second  offer  of  arrangement  b  v  treaty;  for  it  is  to  be 
remai'ked  that  these  articles  contain  the  only  terms  pro- 
posed by  Great  Britain  for  regelating  by  convention  this 
trade  since  the  period  of  Mr.  Jay's  treaty.  It  will  be  use- 
ful also  to  inquire  how  fiir  these  terms  were  acceptable  to 
the  United  States. 

By  the  first  article,  his  Britannic  Majesty  consents,  *  <  That 
any  sloop,  schoonei^,  or  other  vessel  whatever,  not  having 
more  than  one  deck,  and  owned  and  navigated  by  subjects 
of  the  United  States,  may  import  into  any  of  the  free  ports 
in  his  Majesty's  possessions  in  Uie  West  Indies,  from  the 
United  States,  any  of  the  articles  enumerated  in  tiie  above 
act,  (45th  Geo.  3d,)  being  of  the  growth  or  production  of 
the  United  States;  and  any  coin,  bullion,  cUamonds,  and 
precious  stones,  and  the  said  articles  being  of  the  growth 
or  production  of  the  United  States;  and  also  all  other  arti- 
cles  imported  into  the  said  free  ports  by  virtue  of  this  con- 
vention, from  the  United  States,  shall  be  subject,  in  all  re- 
spects, to  the  same  rules,  regulations,  and  restrictions,  and 
shall  enjoy  the  same  advantages  as  to  re-exportation  as 
are  now  applied  to  similar  articles  when  imported  by  au- 
thority of  said  act  from  any  other  foreign  country,  and 
re-exported  from  the  said  possessions  of  his  Majesty." 

By  this  article,  his  Britannic  Majesty  further  consented, 
that  any  vessel  of  the  United  States,  as  before  described, 
might  export  from  any  of  the  said  ports  to  the  United 
States,  rum  produced  in  any  British  colony  or  possession, 
and  all  manner  of  goods,  wares,  and  merchandise,  which 
had  been  legslly  imported  into  the  said  free  ports,  except 
masts,  yards,  or  bowsprits,  pitch,  tar,  and  turpentine,  and, 
aho,  except  such  iron  as  should  have  been  brought  from 
the  British  colonies  or  plantations  in  America. 

It  was  proposed  to  add  to  the  articles  enumerated  in  the 
above  cited  act  of  Parliament,  rice,  grain,  and  flour;  and 
these,  too,  might  be  imported  in  American  vessels  of  one 
deck  into  the  enumerated  free  ports.  The  fiicilities  granU 
ed  by  the  proposed  convention  to  vesseb  of  tills  countxy 
in  these  ports  were  to  be  reciprocally  granted  to  British 
vesseb  of  a  similar  description,  in  the  ports  of  the  United 
States;  and  if  further  facilities  during  the  existence  of  the 
proposed  convention  should  be  afibrded  to  American  ves- 
seb by  Great  Britain,  reciprocal  advantages  were  to  be 
given  to  British  vesseb  in  our  ports. 

It  was  also  proposed  that  articles  imported  into  the  said 
free  ports  of  the  Unitod  States  should  pay  tiie  same  duties 
as  should  be  made  payable  upon  sunilar  articles  imported 
thither  fh>m  any  other  foreign  country,  and  the  same  rule 
was  to  be  applied  by  the  United  States  in  regard  to  ^XL 
duties  chargeable  upon  articles  under  the  proposed 
convention,  exported  from  the  said  ports  of  the  United 
States.  But  the  King  of  Great  Britain  reserved  expressly 
to  himself  the  right  to  impose  higher  duties  upon  all  arti- 
cles allowed  to  be  imported  into  Uie  said  free  ports  from 
the  United  States,  or  from  any  other  foreign  country,  than 
were  or  might  be  chargeable  upon  all  slmuar  articles  when 
imported  from  anv  of  his  Majesty's  possessions. 

The  second  article  of  these  propoaab  rebtedto  our  in- 
tercourse with  Bermuda. 

The  third  to  Turk's  Isbnd. 
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The  fourth  to  the  navigation  of  the  lakes,  rivers,  and 
water  communications,  the  middle  of  which  formed  the 
boundary  between  the  United  States  and  the  British 
American  continental  possessionsi  and  to  trade  and  com- 
merce by  land  or  inland  navigation.     This  proposition, 
Mr.  President,  thus  restricted,  in  terms,  to  vessels  of  a 
single  deck,  confining  our  trade  to  short  voyages,  to  cer- 
tain  specified  ports,  and  to  enumerated  articles,  to  articles 
the  growth  or  production  of  the  United  States,  to  a  direct 
trade,  and  expressly  reserving  to  Great  Britain  the  ri^ht 
of  imposing  higher  duties  upon  articles  allowed  to  be  im- 
ported into  the  British  free  ports  from  the  United  States, 
or  from  any  otlier  foreign  country,  than  were,  or  might 
be,  char^able  upon  similar  articles  when  imported  fi*om 
any  of  his  Majesty's  possessions,  was  taken  under  advise> 
ment  by  the  tlien  administration  of  this  Government. 
The  reasons  whi9h  rendered  the  proposition  unacceptable 
to  a  highly  respectable  committee  of  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives, -to  whom  tliese   articles  were  submitted 
without  explanation  by  that  administration,  are  given  to 
us  in  a  report  of  that  committee  made  on  the  9th  day  of 
February,  1818.     After  giving  iu  detail  a  •  most  gloomy 
picture  of  the  state  of  the  navigation  of  the  United  States 
as  contrasted  with  that  of  Great  Britain,  employed  in  the 
trade;  afler  showing  that  in  1815  the  amount  of  duties 
on  merchandise  imported  in  American  vessels,  fi-om  the 
British  American  colonies,  bore  a  proportion  to  the  amount 
of  duties  on  importations  from  those  colonies  as  one  to 
four,  and  in  1816  as  one  to  five  and  a  half,  or  as  two  to 
eleven,  that  the  amount  of  merchandise  transported  in 
American  vessels  was  two  millions  of  dollars,  whilst  that 
transported  in  British  vessels  was  eleven  millions,  (omit- 
ting fractions    in    both  instances,)  the  committee  say: 
<*  This  intercourse  appears  to  the  committee  in  the  worst 
possible  state  as  it  regards  the  navigation  of  the  United 
States,  while  it  is  in  the  best  for  that  of  Great  Britain." 
Afler  declaring  that  repeated  and  unavailing  applications 
had  been  made  to  the  British  Government  to  regelate  this 
trade  by  convention,  the  repoK  proceeds:     <*It  is  not, 
however,  surprising  that  they  have  been  imsuccessful, 
since  no  adequate  motive  at  present  exists  td  induce  Great 
Britain  to  arrange  this  intercourse  by  convention.     The 
offer  contained  in  the  articles  annexed  to  this  report,  (the 
four  articles  contained  in  Lord  Castlereagh's  proposition,) 
the  most  rational  and  reciprocally  advantageous  of  any 
ever  made,  may  be  considej'cd  as  dictated  by  a  spirit  of 
accommodation  whieh,  under  the  pressure  of  adequate 
motives,  might  be  fostered  into  a  determination  to  grant 
all  we  could  reasonably  ask,  or  they  be  expected  to  yield. 
The  three  first  articles,  with  some  practical  modifications, 
would,  by  the  adaptation  of  our  commercial  laws  to  the 
Btiptilation  contained  in  them,  confining  the  commerce 
strictly  to  those  articles  which  Americans  were  permitted 
to  carry,    place  the  trade  upon  as  favorable  grounds 
as  could  be  expected.     It  would,  no  doubt,  in  a  short 
time,  be  followed  by  a  complete  abandonment  of  the  re- 
sidue of  the  present  jealous  system  of  exclusion.'*     The 
committee,  however,  commend  the  prompt  rejection  of 
the  proposition,   because  the  fourth  article  authorized 
British  subjects  to  carry  on  trade  with  the  Indians  within 
our  jurisdiction,  against  the  settled  policy  of  the  country. 
This  proposition,   then,  of  Lord  Castlereagh  would 
have  been  acceptable  to  the  committee  of  the  House  of 
Representatives^  composed  of  gentlemen  of  great  and 
acknowledged  forecast  in  aflfairs  of  commerce,  but  for 
their  belief  that  it  was  the  intention  of  Great  Britain  to 
Qlaim  a  participation  in  the  Indian  trade  within  our  own 
limits.     That  the  then  administration  had  other  objections 
to  entering  into  the  proposed  arrangement,  will  be  made 
evident  from  the  fact  that  the  British  ministry  had  dis- 
claimed any  such  construction  or  intention,  and  this  was 
known  to  that  administration.     Mr.  Adams,  in  a  letter  to 
Mr.  Rush,  dated  Isl  December,  1818,  acknowledges  the 


receipt  of  a  letter  bearing  date  the  19th  June  preceding, 
enclosing  his  (Mr.  Rush's)  correspondence  with  Loni 
Castlereagh,  relative  to  a  passage  in  a  printed  report  of  s 
committee  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  that  body, 
mentioning  the  rejection  by  tne  President  of  the  four 
articles  of  which  I  have  spoken,  and  approving  that  re- 
jection upon  an  idea  entei'tained  by  the  committee  thst 
the  fourth  of  tliese  articles  would  have  interfered  with  the 
settled  policy  of  the  United  States,  in  relation  to  the  In- 
dians within  their  limits.  This  letter  proceeds:  "  This  re- 
mark of  the  committee  appears  to  have  aifected  the  sen- 
sibility of  the  British  cabmet  upon  two  grounds:  first,  as 
they  considered  that  the  rejection  of  those  articles  had  not 
been  previously  communicated  to  themj  and,  secondly, 
because  they  thou^^ht  that  the  article  in  question  did  not 
bear  the  construction*  and  they  explicitly  disclaimed  the 
intention  that  it  should  bear  such  &  construction  as  the 
committee  of  Congress  thought  applicable  to  it." 

The  same  letter  further  proceeds  to  say,  **  that  the 
committee  drew  their  own  conclusions  upon  the  probable 
operation  of  the  articles,  and  particularly  of  the  fourth. 
They  were  communicated  to  tnem  without  comment  qa 
the  part  of  the  Executive.  They  knew  the  articles  hid 
not  been  accepted,  but  the  reasons  of  the  non-acceptance 
had  not  been  stated  to  them.  U  is  true  that  the  article 
was  the  s.ime  which,  at  the  negotiation  of  the  commercial 
convention  of  1815,  had  been  offered  by  the  British  pleni- 
potentiaries; that  tlve  objection  to  -it,  now  sugfgested  by 
the  committee,  had,  at  that  time,  been  avowed  by  those 
of  the  United  States;  that  the  British  plenipotentisriesdid 
then  disclaim  the  intention .  of  giving  it  a  constructios 
which  would  import  the  admission  of  British  traders  to 
any  intercourse  with  Indians  within  the  territories  of  tlie 
United  States,  and  did  offer  to  introduee  into  the  article 
any  words  which  might  be  necessary  to  guard  it  against 
that  construction;  and  that  the  ai'ticle  was  then  declined 
upon  anotlier  ground."  Whether  there  was  any  objection 
on  the  part  oi  the  administration  of  this  Government,  at 
that  time,  to  the  three  first  article^  I  have  not  been  able 
to  discover.  Nor  do  I  find  the  other,  ground  of  objection 
to  the  fourth  article  any  where  speclned.  One  thtn^  is 
evident,  viz.  That  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  in  1818,  considered  the 
terms  offered,  with  some  practical  modifications,  such  as 
ought  to  have  been  accepted,  and  would  so  have  report- 
ed, had  they  been  informed  of  the  true  construction 
given  to  the  fourth  article  by  the  Bntisli  Government  I 
pass  over,  without  comment,  Mr.  President,  the  manner 
in  which  this  proposition  of  the  British  minister  wastrnt* 
ed  by  our  own  Government,  and  shall  make  no  inquiry 
into  the  justness  of  the  complaints  of  the  English  minis- 
try on  that  account.  It  appears  that,  although  this  propo- 
sition was  communicated  in  March,  1817,  to  our  minister 
in  London,  the  determination  of  the  Executive  of  the 
United  States  was  made  known  in  England  for  the  first 
time,  through  the  report  of  tlie  committee  to  which  I 
have  adverted.  In  consequence  of  the  views  taken  in 
this  report,  founded  upon  a  mistaken  construction,  a  bill 
was  reported  by  the  committee,  impoang  bunlensome 
charges  upon  the  trade,  if  carried  on  in  British  vessels. 
And  for  the  first  time  in  the  history  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  States,  a  law  was  passed  during  tliis  session 
of  Congress,  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  the  Britisli  colo- 
nial system  by  direct  and  countervailing  prohibition.  Tlwt 
act  was  passed  on  the  18th  AprU,  1818;  and  notvvith- 
standing  all  the  complaints  made  by  the  late  administra- 
tion, because  the/amous  act  of  Parliament  of  1825  was 
not  communicated  by  the  Government  of  Great  Britain  to 
that  of  the  United  SUtes,  Mr.  Adams,  in  his  letter  of  21sl 
of  May,  1818,  says  in  reference  to  the  kct  of  Congress 
of  the  18th  of  April  preceding,  "AlUiough  no  forma^ 
communication  of  this  law  to  the  British  Government  wU 
be  necessary,  it  may  naturally  be  expected  that  it  wiJ*  be 
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noticed  in  your  occasional  conversations  with  Lord  Castle-  trade  in  question,  hare  been  explicitly  abandoned  by 
reagh."    That  act  closed  the  ports  of  the  United  States  those  who  first  asserted  them." 


after  the  30th  September,  1818,  a^lnst  vessels  owned  by 
Brttisli  subjects,  coming  from  any  port  or  place  in  a  colony 
or  territory  of  his  Britannic  Majesty,  which,  by  the  ordi- 
nary laws  of  navigation  and  trade,  were  closed  against 
vessels  owned  by  citizens  of  the  United  States.  In  the 
hope  that  some  change  had  taken  place  in  the  policy  of 
the  British  cabinet  in  relation  to  this  trade,  and  that  the 
act  of  Congress  would  contribute  to  effect  it,  Mr.  Rush 
was  instructed  in  May,  1818,  to  renew  his  efforts.  And 
one  would  suppose  from  reading  the  correspondence 
which  ensued  between  the  two  Powers  through  their  re- 
spective agents,  that  both  were  anxious  to  come  to  some 
arrangement,  which  should  be  mutually  advantageous  and 
satisfactory.  To  this  end,  afler  propositions  had  been 
Mibmitted  on  both  sides,  Mr.  Adams,  by  his  letter  of  7th 


The  law  of  Con^ss  of  A-pril,  1818,  declaring  '« a  non- 
intercourse  in  British  vessels  with  ports  closed  by  Britisli 
laws  against  the  vessels  of  the  Ui^ited  States,"  and  the 
instructions  of  the  administration  to  Mr.  Rush,  heretofore 
adverted  to,  failing  to  produce  the  desired  result.  Con- 
gress, by  a  supplemental  act,  passed  on  the  15th  May, 
1820,  closed  the  port^of  the  United  States  from  and  after 
the  30th  of  September  of  that  year,  against  British  ves- 
sels coming  or  arriving  by  sea  from  any  port  or  place  in 
any  island,  colony,  or  territory,  or  possession  of  Great 
Britain  in  the  West  TndieS|  or  on  the  continent  of  Ame- 
rica south  of  the  southern  boundary  of  the  United  States, 
and  not  included  in  the  act  of  April,  1818.  And  British 
West  Indian  or  North  American  produce  was  allowed  to 
be  imported  into  the  United  States  only  direct  from  the 


May,  1819,  directs  Mr.  Rush  to  submit  the  draught  of  two  colony,  province,  plantation,  island,  possession,  or  place 

articles,  by  way  of  compromise.     By  the  first  of  these     *     "^'^  "  i^  «  ^*     .  . 

articles,  the  vessels  of  the  United  States,  and  those  of 

Great  Britain,  were  to  have  liberty  to  import  into  a  great 

number  of  British  colonial  ports  (particularly  named) 

certain  enumerated  articles,  the  growth,   produce,   or 

manufacture  of  the  United  States,  and  any  other  articles, 

ofthe  lilcc  pt>wth,  produce,  or  manufiicture,  the  importa^ 

tion  of  which  should  not  be  entirely  prohibited  from 

every  other  foreign  country  or  place;  and  vessels  of  Great 

Britain  and  of  the  United  States  were' to  be  at  liberty  to 

export  from  the  said  ports  especially  named  to  any  of  the 

ports  of  the  United  States,  rum,  molaisses,  and  salt,  being 

of  the  growth,  produce,  or  manufacture  of  any  of  the 
above  mentioned  dominions,  (British  West  India  islands,) 
and  any  ether  articles  of  said  g^wth,  produce,  or  manu- 
facture, the  exportation  of  whioh  to  any  other  foreign 
country  or  place  shall  not  be  entirely  prohibited.  With 
regard  to  this  portion  of  the  first  article,  however,  Mr. 
Rush  was  instructed  so  far  to  modify  it,  if  desired  fc^  the 
British  Government,  as  to  restrict  the  trade  to  the  articles 
•f  import  and  export  particularly  named.  The  vessels 
of  cither  party  employed  in  the  trade  by  this  article  pro- 
rided  ft>r,  were  lobe  admitted  into  tlie  ports  of  the  other 
18  above  mentioned,  without  paying  any  other  or  higher 
duties  or  charges  than  those  payable  in  the  same  ports  by 
the  veascb  of  the  other  party,  and  they  were  at  liberty 
respectively  to  touch  during  the  same  voyage  at  one  or 
more  of  the  above  mentioned  ports  of  the  other  party,  to 
dispose .  of  their  inward  and  take  in  outward  cargoes. 
This  article  further  proposed  that  there  should  be  no  dis- 
criminating duties  upon  any  of  the  articles  importable  by 
virtue  of  the  proposed  convention,  whether  imported 
directly  between  the  United  States  and  the  said  ports,  or 
Rce  versa,  and  when  imported  in  a  circuitous  manner.     I 


beg  leave  to  call  tlie  particular  attention  of  the  Senate  to 
the  following  proposed  stipulation  contained  in  this  article: 
*«No  other  or  higher  duties  shall  be  charged  upon  any  of 
the  above  mentioned  articles,  when  imported,  by  virtue  of 
this  convention,  into  the  United  States,  or  into  any  of  the 
ports  albreaaid,  than  may  be  charged  on  similar  articles 
when  imported  from  any  foreign  country  into  the  United 
States,  or  from  any  other  country  or  place  whatsoever,  into 
the  said  ports. 

Now,  sir,  I  find  tliis  pretension  nowhere  set  up  .by 
this  Government  previous  to  the  date  of  this  letter, 
although  it  is  inferred,  from  what  has  fallen  from  an  honor- 
able Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clay,]  on  a  former 
occasion,  that  this  pretension  had  been  set  up  under  Mr. 
Madison's  administi-ation;  yet  I  cannot  And  it.     If  it  be 
true,  then,  that,  this  claim  was  first  made  in  1819;  and  if 
it  be  true  that  a  Secretary  of  State  is  responsible  for 
instructions  to  our  ministers  abroad,  then  is  the  following 
language  of  Mr.  Van  Buren's  instructions  to  Mr.  M^Lane 
immded  in  truth:  ''tt  should  be  sufficient  that  the  claims 
ssetup  by  them,  and  which  caused  the  interruption  of  the 


of  which  it  was  wholly  the  growth,  produce,  or  manufac- 
ture. In  other  words,  the  act  of  1820  wa.%  in  the  language 
of  a  statesman  of  that  day,  <<a  non-intercourse  in  British 
vessels  with  all  the  British  American  colonies,  and  a  prohi- 
bition of  all  articles  the  produce  of  those  colonies,  except 
the  produce  of  each  colony  imported  directly  from  itaelfT'^ 

By  this  act  bonds  were  required  from  British  vessels 
sailing  from  vthe  ports  of  this  country  not  to  land  their 
cargoearin  any  British  American  colony. 

The  intercourse  continued  upon  this  footing  until  1822, 
when  Congress,  by  an  act  of  the  6th  of  May  of  that  year, 
in  anticipation,  as  it  is  said,  of  a  law  about  to  be  passed 
by  the  British  Parliament,  provided  "  that,  on  latisfkc- 
tory  evidence  being  given  to  the  President  that  the  ports 
in  the  islands  or  colonies  in  the  West  Indies,  under  the 
dominion  of  Great  Britain,  had  been  opened  to  the  vesseb 
of  the  United  States,  he  should  be  authorized  to  issue  his 
proclamation  declaring  that  the  ports  of  the  United  States 
should  4>e  thereafter  opened  to  vessels  of  Great  Britain 
employed  in  the  trade  and  intercourse  between  the  United 
States  and  such  islands  and  colonies,  subject  to  such  re- 
ciprocal rules  and  restrictions  as  the  President  of  the 
United  States  might,  by  such  proclamation,  make  and 
publish.''  The  anticipated  act  of  the  British  Parliament 
passed,  authorizing,  so  far  as  the  United  States  were  con- 
cerned, vessels  of  the  United  States  to  brings  directly,  and 
not  otherwbe,  from  ports  of  the  United  States  to  certain  co- 
lonial ports  particularly  named,  and  none  otliers,  certain 
specified  articles  of  merchandise.  Such  articles  as  consist- 
ed of  the  productions  of  the  United  States  were  charged 
with  heavy  duties  on  their  arrival;  whilst  the  same  articles 
might  be  carried  to  the  same  port^  directly  or  indirectly, 
in  British  vessels,  from  a  colony  in  North  America  to  a 
colony  in  the  West  Indies.  Besides,  Mr.  President,  a 
vessel  of  the  United  States  engaged  in  the  trade  was 
required  to  return  with  its  cargo  procured  in  a  Bri- 
tish colonial  port,  directly,  and  not  otherwise,  to  the 
United  States;  and  the  vessels  of  the  United  States  were 
required  to  give  ^  export  bond  to  land  their  cargoes  at 
the  ports  for  which  they  were  entered.  The  terms  of 
this  act  of  Parliament,  incomparably  more  unfavorable 
than  those  of  the  late  *'  arrangement,''  were  so  satisfac- 
tory to  the  then  administration,  that  the  President,  on  the 
24ui  of  August,  1822,  issued  his  proclamation  in  virtue 
of  the  act  of  Congress,  opening  all  the  porta  of  the  United 
States  to  British  vessels  engaged  in  the  trade  between  the 
United  States  and  the  several  British  colonial  ports  named  in 
the  act  of  Parliament,  impoaing  restrictions  requiring  the 
vessel  to  be  British  built,  to  be  owned  by  a  British  sub- 
ject, to  be  navigated  by  a  master  and  three-fourths  of 
the  crew  who  should  also  be  British  subjects;  or  the  ves- 
sel was  required  to  have  been  built  in  the  United  States, 
and  the  property  of  a  British  subject,  to  be  navigated  in 
the  same  manner.  This  proclamation  also  required  that 
the  cargo  to  be  imported  mto  the  United  States  should  be 
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the  growth,  produce,  or  manufacture  of  the  British  islands 
and  colonies  in  the  West  Indies,  when  imported  from 
thence,  and  of  the  g^wth,  produce,  or  manufacture  of  the 
Bri^sh  colonies  in  North  America,  when  imported  from 
that  quarter.     Althou^  it  was  alleged  by  Great  Britain 
that  there  existed  no  discriminating  tonnage  duties  in  the 
British  colonies  disadvantageous  to   the  United  States, 
the  statement  was  denied  by  our  Government,  and  British 
ships  were  made  liable,  by  treasury  instructions  to  the  col- 
lectors, to  a  discriminating  tonnage  duty  of  one  dollar  per 
ton,  and  the  cargo  to  ten  per  cent.     This  was  a  subject 
of  complaint  on  the  part  of  Great  Britain,  and  she  re- 
sorted to  countervailmg  discriminations.     The  famous 
el9ewhere  act  of  Congress  of  Ist  March,  1823,  was  pass- 
ed, which  I  do  not  propose  to  notice  further  than  to  say 
that  this  word,  elsewhere,  was  not  understood  b^  Con- 
^pess  as  it  was  afUrwards  interpreted  by  the  adnuoistra- 
tion.     For,  sir,  I  have  heard  you  [Mr.  Smith]  declare, 
upon  this  floor,  mqre  than  once,  that  not  a  single  member 
of  the  Senate  dreamed  of  setting  up  the  pretension  by 
this  word  implied.     The  Executive,  however,  gave  to 
this  word  a  construction  which  recognised  by  Uw  th6 
pretension  set  up  in  Mr.  Adams's  letter  of  1819,  requiring 
that  American  cargfoes  should  be  subject  to  no  higher  du- 
ties or  charges  on  entering  a  British  colonial  port,  than 
siimlar  cargoes  in  British  vessels  should  be  subj  ect  to  when 
comino^  from  any  other  place  whatsoerer.     These  words, 
any  other  place,  were  intended  to  include  British  colonies 
themselves.     What  would  gentlemen  say  if  Great  Britain 
should  demand  that  her  vessels  and  cargoes  should  enter 
at  Pensacola  upon  the  same  footing  with  American  vessels 
and  their  cargoes  sailing  from  New  York  to  the  same 
place?    It  would  be  denounced  as  the  most  imprudent  of 
all  pretensions.     And  yet  shall  we  require  that  our  yes- 
rels  shall  carry  on  a  trade  upon  the  same  terms  with  a 
British  vessel  sailing  from  Halifax  or  Bermuda  to  that 
place?    The  negotiations  which  followed  the  passage  of 
this  law,  were  unsuccessful,  though  continued  down  to 
the  year  1825,  when  a  new  era,  with  regard  to  this  long 
agitated  subject,  was  opened,  by  the  passage  of  three 
acts  of  Parliament,  in  the  months  of  June  and  July  of 
that  year.     As  all  subsequent  negfotiations  have  had  an 
express  reference  to  these  acts,  their  substance  wiU  be 
collected  from  the  view  I  am  now  about  to  take,  for  the 
purpose  of  showing  that  so  far  from  abandoning  every 
claim  set  up  by  this  Government,  in  th^  late  arrangement, 
thu  administration  has  succeeded,  and  secured  by  the  ar- 
rangement every  demand  which  had  not  been  explicitly 
abandoned  by  their  predecessors.     In  connexion  with 
this  inew  of  tne  subject,  I  must  be  permitted  to  notice  the 
remarks  which  fell  from  an  honorable  Senator   [Mr. 
WsBSTsa]  at  an  early  period  of  the  session.  ^  I  wiU  read 
his  words  so  fiur  as  I  intend  to  notice  them.     **  Some  time 
^nce,  measures  Imd  been  taken,  and  negotiations  entered 
into,  the  object  of  which  was  to  place  our  commercial  in- 
tercourse with  the  British  American  colonies  on  terms  of 
reciprocal  advantagpe.    This  negotiation  had  failed,  and 
the  endeavors  to  make  such  arrangements,  and  fix  the  du- 
ties, on  either  part,  on  some  equal  terms,  so  that  the  duties 
imposed  on  American  vessels  entering  the  British  colonial 
ports  should  be  no  higher  than  those  imposed  on  their 
own  vessels,  were  then  ineffectual.    The  object  of  that 
proposed  arrangement  was  for  the  benefit  or  commerce 
as  well  as  navigation.    The  British  Government,  not  con- 
anting  to  comply  with  terms  which  that  administration 
considered  just  and  necessary,  the  navigation  was,  by  d^- 
recdon  of  the  Executive,  abandoned:  since  which  period, 
no  arrangement  had  been  completed*  in  conformity  with 
instructions  given  by  the  Government  here  to  the  minister 
at  the  court  of  St.  James;  given^  sir,  in  terms  and  in  a  tem- 
per which  may  very  properly  become  the  subject  of  pub- 
lic examination  and  comment  here." 
If  these  remarks  were  intended  to  convey  insinuations 


beyond  their  literal  expression,  or  if  any  of  them  are  fis- 
ble  to  more  than  one  interpretation,  I  shaU  not  make  a 
nngle  comment  on  that  iMxount.  M^  sole  object  is  to 
develop  facts  and  detect  misapprehensiop.  That  public 
fame,  which  those  engaged  in  this  negotiation  have  ac- 
quired by  patriotic  efforts  for  a  long  period  of  yean,  is 
not  to  be  destroyed  in  the  tye^  of  the  American  people  by 
in^nuation.     I  will  proceed  to  show — 

1.  That  the  late  administration  alone  did  not  endeavor 
to  make  arrangements  and  fix  the  duties,  on  either  part, 
on  some  equal  basis,  so  that  vesseb  entering  the  British 
colonial  ports  should  pay  no  higher  duties  than  those  im- 
posed on  their  own  vessels;  but  that  the  present  adminis- 
tration endeavored  to  do,  and*  in  (act,  accompliihed  the 
same  upon  those  terms  which  the  late  Executive  conceived 
to  be  just  and  necessary. 

2.  The  navigation  was  not  abandoned  by  the  directioo 
of  the  late  Executive,  but  was  held  in  negpotiation,  and 
constantly  solicited  from  tlie  Government  of  Great  Britain. 

3.  The  arrangement  subsequently  made  by  die  present 
administration  was  upon  precisely  the  same  terms  as  those 
conceived  to  be  just  and  necessary,  and  offered  by  their 
predecessors  afrer,  by  having  abandoned  all  others^  they 
had  left  nothing  else  to  be  demanded. 

I  will  beg^n,  sir,  with  the  mission  of  Mr.  Gallatin.  The 
question  is  not  whether  he  was  properly  instructed,  but  bow 
he  was  instructed,  and  what  he  did,  and  in  what  state  the 
late  administration  •  left,  and  the  present  found,  the  nego- 
tiation for  the  colonial  trade.  The  £nrst  instructions  to 
Mr.  Gallatin — I  refer,  of  course,  to  published  documentsr- 
are  dated  the  19th  June,  1826.  In  these,  he  was  infortD- 
ed — <*  Mr.  Rush,  in  the  progress  of  his  negotiation,  at  the 
third  conference,  offered  twq  articles  for  the  regulation 
of  this  trade»  which  were  not  accepted  by  the  British 
plenipotentiaries.  These  articles  embraced  three  leading 
principles:  First,  That  there  should  be  a  mutual  aboli- 
tion of  all  discriminating  or  alien  duties,  so  as  to  place 
British  and  American  vessels  employed  in  the  trade,  and 
ttieir  cargoes,  on  a  footing  of  perfect  equality;  second, 
That  the  productions  of  the  United  States,  admitted  into 
a  British  colony,  should  be  subjected  to  no  higher  duties 
than  similar  productions  of  another  British  colony;  and, 
third.  That  the  trade  should  remain  restricted,  as  it  then 
was,  by  the  acts  of  Congress  and  Parliament,  according  to 
which  it  was  limited  to  a  direct  intercourse.'' 

Tliis  opportunity  thus  presented  lor  afairorable  adjust- 
ment  of  the  trade,  was  los^  the  administration  rejecting 
the  terms,  we  are  warranted  in  deenung  favorable,  be- 
cause subsequently  adoptee^  as  appears  bv  the  following 
parag^ph  of  these  instructions:  *<  You  will  observe  that 
the  inBtrucdons  now  given  respecting  tlie  colonial  trade 
annount  to  an  authority,  on  the  part  of  this  Government,  to 
you,  to  agree  in  substance  to  the  modification  of  Hr. 
Rush's  proposal  which  was  required  by  the  British  pleoi* 
potentiaries.  You  will  endeavor  to  make  a  five^  impres- 
sion on  the  British  Government  of  the  conciliatory  ^int 
of  that  of  the  United  States,  which  has  dictated  the  pre- 
sent liberal  offer;  and  of  their  expectation  to  meet,  io  the 
progress  of  your  negt>tiations,  with  a  corresponding 
friendly  disposition.  The  object  of  this  psrt  of  your 
instructions  may  be  accomplished,  either  by  inserting  the 
articles  respecting  the  colonial  trade  in  the  general  con- 
vention for  regulating  the  commerce  between  the  two 
countries,  which  would  be  their  most  fit  position,  orjn* 
separate  convention.  Whether  the  two  articles  proposed 
bv  Mr.  Bush,  or  the  two  first  proposed  by  the  British 
plenipotentiaries,  or  others  difierentfy  constructed,  shmdd 
be  inserted  in  the  convention  which  you  are  empowered 
to  conclude,  will  depend  upon  the  footing  on  which  you 
may  ultimately  agxee^  under  your  instructions,  to  pl*^ 
the  cMonial  trade.  If  you  shoukl  not  be  likely  to  bnog 
your  negotiations,  on  the  entire  subject  of  the  commerce 
between  the  two  countrieaand  their  respective  territories, 
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to  a  conclttsion,  in  time  to  present  the  convention,  in 
which  it  if  expected  tliey  will  issue,  to  Congress  during 
its  Dext  session,  it  will  be  desirable,  »nd  you  are  second 
iogly  directed  to  endeavor  to  make  a  separate  arrange- 
ment of  the  colonial  question,  so  as  to  enable  the  President 
at  least  to  present  that  before  the  adjournment.  As  to 
the  duration  of  any  general  or  particular  commercial  con- 
vention, to  which  you  may  agree,  it  may  be  limited  to  a 
period  of  about  ten  yearsf  to  which  it  is  advisable  to  add 
an  article  similar  to  the  eleventh  article  of  our  Danish 
treaty,  stipulating  that  the  convention  shall  continue  in 
force  beyond  the  particular  period  upreed  upon,  until  one 
party  notify  the  other,  in  writing,  of  his  desire  to  put  an 
end  to  it." 

This  retraction  came  too  late;  and  though  every  areu- 
Dent  of  the  greatest  persuadon,  and  which,  if  I  was  dis- 
posed to  imitate  the  example  of  the  Senator  from  Maln^, 
I  might  denominate  by  a  harsher  term,  the  British  Govern- 
ment, in  a  tone  not  merely  of  defiance,  but  in  the  last  de* 
gree  offensive,  at  least  as  much  so  as  the  biting  sarcasm  of 
Mr.  Canning  could  make  it,  shut  the  door  of  negotiation, 
and  peremptorily  refused  to  open  it. 

Neither  the  tone  nor  the  indignity  of  this  outrage  pass- 
ed unheeded  by  the  administration  j  and  by  the  second  set 
ofinstructions  furnished  Mr.  Gallatin,  November  llth/1826» 
the  feelings  of  the  administration  were  fully  manifested. 

They  had  no  alternative  but  to  stop;  and  acopidin^ly 
Mr.  GMbtin  was  informed — **As  the  only  alternative  which 
the  c^oorse  adopted  by  that  Government  has  left,  the  Pre- 
sident has  determined  to  give  a  signal  proof  of  his  anxious 
wish  to  preserve  a  g^ood  understanding  between  the  two 
Governments,  by  laying  the  whole  of  the  correspondence 
which  has  passed  between  them  on  this  subiect,  including 
the  instructions  of  our  several  ministers  at  the  court  of  St. 
James,  before  Congress,  at  its  next  session*  The  wisdom 
of  that  body,  in  the  actual  state  of  things,  is  alone  compe- 
tent to  decide  whether  the  colonial  intercourse  shall  re- 
main closed,  according  to  the  pleasure  of  the  British  Go- 
vernment, as  manifested  in  the  late  order  in  council,  and 
whether  that  portion  of  it  left  open  by  the  order  shall  re- 
main open;  or  on  what-  conditions,  compatible  with  the 
interests  of  the  people  of  the  United  States,  Congress  is 
willing  the  trade  should  be  placed. 

**  You  will  accompany  the  communication  of  the  sub- 
stance of  th'ts  despatch,  or  the  substance  of  such  part  of  it 
as  you  may  not  have  anticipated  in  any  answers  to  Mr. 
Canning's  note,  presented  from  yourself  to  the  Britidi 
Government,  with  the  assurance  that,  notwithstanding 
their  present  decision,  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  at  all  times  hereafter,  will  be  ready,  at  Wasliing- 
ton  or  at  London,  to  treat  of  the  colonial  intercourse  when- 
ever it  may  be  their  desire  or  inclination  to  negotiate  on 
that  subject."    . 

If  the  matter  had  ended  here,  then  tliere  might  have 
been  some  pretence  for  ^saying  that  the  navigation  had 
been  **  abaiuloned"  by  the  guwction  of  the  Executive. 

After  this,  however,  the  late  administration  laid  the 
whole  case  before  Congress,  as  Mr.  GalUtin  was  instructed 
to  inform  the  British  Government  they  would  do,  and 
that  body  rose  without  pauing  any  law  on  the  subject.     . 

In  the  last  attempt  made  under  the  instructions  of  No- 
vember, 1826,  the  difficulty  was^  that  our  Government  in- 
sisted upon  an  arrangement  by  treaty,  and  Great  Britain 
upon  regulating  the  trade  by  mutual  legislation:  on  every 
other  point  we  had  waived  our  previous  pretensions;  this 
adone  remained — ^and  we  stood  pledged  by  our  instruc- 
tions to  Mr.  Gallatin,  communicated  to  Mr.  Canning,  not 
to  move  again  until  the  Britisii  Government  should  renew 
the  negotiation  at  Washington.  In  this  event  [if  Great 
Britain  would  negotiate  at  Washington,]  thie  navigation 
was  not  *' abandoned*'  by  the  direction  of  the  Executive, 
but  reserved  merely  for  the  action  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment.   The  insolence  of  Mr.  Canning's  tone  was  tufficient 


to  remove  it  from  about  the  palace  of  St.  James,  after  the 
door  had  been  shut  injuriously  in  our  face;  but  we  retreat- 
ed, saying  to  Mr.  Canning— 4)otwithstanding  your  dis- 
courtesy, if  you  will  come  to  our  house,  we  will,  rather 
than  abandon  the  navigation,  treat  with  you  again. 

Congress  having  risen  without  -legislating,  Mr.  Adams 
issued  bis  prochunation,  reviving  the  laws  interdicting  the 
trade  with  the  British  free  ports;  and  so  the  trade  was 
closed:  and,  if  he  had  stopped  here,  there  would  have 
been  a  pretence  for  abanaoning,  being  forced  to  do  so, 
the  navigation. 

But  the  late  administration  did  not  continue  even  in  this 
mood  long,  and,  oh  the  11th  April,  1827,  furnished  Mr. 
Gallatin  further  instructions,  authorizing  him  to  announce 
to  the  British  Government  the  acquiescence  of  this  in  the 

Eroposition  that  the  colonial  trade  should  be  regulated  by 
iw,  and  to  ascertain  the  disposition  of  the  British  G»< 
vernment  to  open  the  trade  by  separate  acts  of  regulation! 
This,  too,  after  their  previous  stand,  and  before  Great 
Britain  had  made  any  overture  for  negotiation! 

Here  was  no  abandonment,  surely;  on  the  contrary,  a 
renewal  of  the  negotiation  for  the  trade  on  the  British 
Government's  own  terms,  and  after  she  had  peremptorily 
refused  to  ne^tiate,  and  before  she  had  signified  the 
slightest  disposition  to  renew  the  ai&ir  at  Washington. 

Why  this  g^racious  advance  was  unnoticed,  does  not  ap- 
pear from  the  published  correspondence.  It  is  enough 
for  our  present  purpose  that  it  was  made.  But  we  shoiud 
not  forget  to  inquire  how  it  was  made,  when  the  **  volun- 
tary abandonment"  of  the  past  is,  with  disingenuous  disre- 
gard of  fact,  set  in  strong  contrast  with  the  *'  supplicatoiy 
tone"  of  the  present  administration. 

Instead  of  remaining^  on  our  ground  until  Great  Britain 
renewed  the  negotiation  at  Washington,  or  atoned  for 
Mr.  Canning's  letter,  we  crossed  the  water,  and  once 
more  knocked  at  the  door  of  the  palace  of  St.  James!-— 
knocked  at  that  door  to  reiterate  our  former  demands,  on 
whieh  we  liad  already  s^emnly  declared  we  would  abide? 
No  such  thing.  To  announce  our  determination  to  aban- 
don the  navigation  which  we  could  not  now  accept  with- 
out the  sacrifice  of  our  national  honor  and  dignity }  No 
such  thing.  We  knocked  at  the  door  of  the  ptfUace  of  St. 
James,  to  make  known  our  willingness  to  accept,  and  invite 
Great  Britain  to  allow  us  to  accept,  those  YCty  terms  which 
we  had  refused  to  take,  before  that  door  of  the  palace  of 
St.  James  had  been  unceremoniously  shut  in  our  race ! ! 

For,  in  the  last  letter  of  instructions  to  Mr.  Gallatin, 
dated  11th  April,  1827,  immediately  on  the  heels  of  the 
proclamation  of  17th  March  preceding,  he  was  instructed 
to  inform  the  British  Government  that  we  would  waive 
our  former  objection,  tliat  we  ourselves  preferred  an  ar- 
rangement by  law  to  one  by  treaty;  and  he  was  express- 
ly directed  to  communicate  to  the  British  Government 
that  '*  the  President  is  willing  to  reeommend  to  Con- 
gress, at  ita  next  session,  1st,  to  suspend,  as  to  the  British 
Government,  the  alien  duty  on  vessels  and  cargo^  and  to 
allow  the  entry  into  our  ports  of  British  vessels  bden  with 
the  same  kinds  of  British  or  British  colonial  produce  as 
American  vessels  can  lawfully  import,  the  British  vessel 
paying  no  higher  chuges,  of  any  kind,  than  American 
vessels  are,  under  the  same  circumstances,  bound  to  pay: 
and,  2dly,  to  abolish  the  restrictions  contained  in  the  act 
of  the  1st  March,  1823,  confining  the  trade  to  a  direct  in- 
tercourse between  the  colonies  and  the  United  States;  the 
eflRsct  of  which  will  be  to  leave  Great  Britain  in  the  exclu- 
sive possession  of  the  circuitous  trade  between  the  United 
Kingdom  and  the  United  States,  through  the  British  colo- 
nies. You  will  inquire  whether,  if  Congress  should  pass 
a  law  to  the  above  eflfect,  the  order  in  council  of  July  last 
will  be  reveled;  the  discriminating  duties,  operating  to 
the  disadvantage  of  our  vessels  in  the  British  colonial 
ports,  will  be  jS>olished;  and  our  vessels  suffered  to  enjoy 
the  |>rivUeges  of  trade  and  intercourse,  according  to  the 
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enftctments  of  the  act  of  Parliament  of  the  5th  of  July, 
1825:"  and  the  instructions  then  proceed — "Should  the 
intercourse  be  opened  on  the  above  conditions,  the  Ame- 
rican Government  will  have  waived  the  demand  here- 
tofore madCf  that  our  produce  should  be  received  into  the 
British  colonial  ports,  paying  no  higher  duties  than  similar 
produce  pays  in  those  ports  when  imported  from  other 
ports  of  the  British  possessions.  We  should  have  regard- 
ed the  above  inquiry  altogether  unnece^saiy,  and  that,  as 
a  matter  of  course,  the  privileges  of  tiie  act  of  Parliament 
would  be  extended  to  our  navigation,  upon  the  passage  of 
such  an  act  of  Congress  as  the  President  now  oners  to  re- 
commend, but  for  the  declaration  contained  in  Mr.  Can- 
ning's note  of  11th  September  last  According  to  that 
declaration,  the  British  Government  announced,  that '  af- 


ter having  been  compelled  to  apply  to  any  countnr  the 
interdict  nrescribed  by  the  act  or  1825,  it  cannot  hold  it- 
self  bounato  remove  the  interdict,  as  a  matter  of  course. 


whenever  it  may  happen  to  suit  the  convenience  of  the 
foreign  Government  to  reconsider  the  measure  by  which 
the  application  of  that  interdict  was  occasioned.' " 

The  directions  in  these  instructions  were  communicated 
to  the  British  Government  by  Mr.  Gallatin,  in  his  two  let- 
ters  to  Lord  Dudley,  of  4th  of  June  and  17th  of  August, 
1827. 

How  theae  were  received,  the  Senate  may  know  by  re- 
ferring to  Mr.  GaUatin's  letter  to  Mr.  Clay  of  14th  Sep- 
tember,  1827,  and  Lord  Dudley's  letter  to  Mr.  GaUatin, 
of  Ist  October,  1827. 

The  substance  was^  that  Great  Britain  declined  acting 
until  a  law  should  be  passed,  which  she  might  judge. 

To  Mr.  Gallatin  succeeded  Mr.  Barbour,  at  the  court  of 
8t.  James;  (I  pass  over  Mr.  King^)  and,  although  his  in- 
structions have  not  been  made  public,  I  suppose  there  can 
be  little  doubt  that  he  was  directed  to  souna  Great  Britain 
upon  the  subject,  and,  if  he  found  her  disposed  to  neg^ 
tiate,  to  renew  Mr.  Gallatin's  proposition.    ' 

In  1829,  Mr.  McLane  succeeded  Mr.  Barbour. 

On  bis  arrival  in  London,  as  appears  from  his  corre- 
spondence, he  renewed  the  proportion  substantiaUy,  and 
almost  in  words  the  same  as  Mr.  Gallatin  had  made  it. 
Mr.  Gallatin,  in  his  letter  of  17th  August,  1827,  to  Lord 
Dudley,  says:  "  The  President  of  the  United  States  is  wU- 
ling  to  recommend  to  Congress,  at  its  next  session,  Ist,  to 
open  again  tiie  ports  of  the  United  SUtes  to  British  ves- 
sels  coming  from  the  British  colonies,  allowing  the  entry, 
into  the  said  ports,  of  British  vessels  laden  with  such  Bri- 
tish produce  or  produce  of  the  British  colonies  as  American 
vessels  can  lawfully  import,  with6ut  paying  any  ^lien  or 
discriminating  duties,  and  on  payment  only  of  the  same, 
and  no  higher  duties  or  charges  of  any  kind,  on  either  ves- 
seb  or  cargoes,  than  are,  urHler  the  same  circumstances, 
payable  by  the  American  vessels  or  cargoes;  2dly,  to 
abolish  the  restriction  contained  in  the  act  of  Congress  of 
March,  1823,  which  confines  the  trade  to  a  direct  inter- 
course between  the  British  colonies  and  the  United  States* 
The  effect  of  this  measure  will  be  to  leave  Great  Britain 
in  the  exclusive  possession  of  the  circuitous  trade  between 
the  United  Kingdom  and  the  United  States,  throug[h  the 
British  colonies.  All  the  provisions  in  former  acts  of  tiie 
American  Government  which  had  been  deemed  objection- 
able by  that  of  his  ^lajesty,  will  thereby  be  repealed. 
The  condition  contemplated  by  the  act  of  Parliament,  (of 
1825,)  as  it  is  now  understood,  will  be  fulfilled." 

I  might  now  stop,  and  ask  the  Senator  from  Maine,  [Mr. 
HoLXKs,]  who  has  surrendered  every  demand  ever  made 
by  this  Government? 

Now,  sir,  I  will  show  you  the  proposition  submitted  by 
Mr.  McLane.  That  genUeman  proposed  "  that  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  United  States  should  now  comply  with 
Uie  conditions  of  the  act  of  Parliament  of  July  5th,  1825,  | 
by  an  express  law  opening  their  ports  for  the  admission  of 
British  vesselsy  and  by  allowing  their  entry  with  the  same  j 


kind  of  British  colonial  produce  as  may  be  imported  in 
American  vessels,  the  vessels  of  both  countries  paying  the 
same  charges,  suspending  the  alien  duties  on  British  vet- 
sels  and  cargoes,  and  abolishing  the  restrictions  in  the  act 
of  Con^fress  of  1823,  to  the  direot  intercourse  between 
the  Umted  States  and  the  British  colonies;  and  that  such 
a  law  should  be  immediately  followed  by  a  revocation 
of  the  Britidh  orders  in  council,  of  27th  of  Julv,  1826, 
the  abolition  or  suspension  of  all  discrindnating  dutiet  on 
American  vessels  in  the  British  colonial  ports,  and  the  en- 
joyment by  tiie  United  States  of  the  advantages  of  the  set 
of^Parliament  of  the  5th  July,  1825. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  let  me  inquire  in  what  these  pro- 
positions of  Mr.  Gallatin  and  Mr.  McLane  differ. 

Both  propositions  claim  to  enjoy  the  privUeres  of  trade 
and  intercourse  according  to  the  enactments  of  the  act  of 
Parliament  of  the  5th  July,  1825. 

Both  propose  to  comply  with  the  conditions  of  that  set 
of  Parliament  by  a  law  of  the  United  States. 

Both  propose  to  open  the  ports  of  the  United  States  to 
British  vessels  allowmg  the  entry  into  such  ports  of  British 
vessels  laden  with  such  British  produce  as  American  res- 
sels  mig^t  import,  paying  the  same  charges. 

Both  propose  suspending  all  alien  or  discriminating^ 
duties. 

Both  propose  to  abolish  the  restrictions  contained  in  the 
act  of  Congress  of  March,  1823,  which  confined  the  trade 
to  a  direct  intercourse  between  the  Briti^  colonics  and 
the  United  SUtes. 

Now,  to  this  proposition  made  by  Mr.  McLane,  he  id- 
hered  to  the  letter,  never  claiming  an  iota  beyond  it. 
And  be  it  especially  noted,  he  convinced  Great  Britain  that 
it  was  the  interest  of  both  nations  to  accomplish  the  a^ 
rang^ment  it  contemplated,  and  he  did  accomplish  it.  It 
was  all  that  was  left — even  it  had  be^n  refused,  and  yet  he 
obtained  it. 

The  proposition  wasjust  and  necessary  in  the  opinion 
of  the  late  Executive,  for  he  and  his  administration  had 
made  it---«nd,  certainly,  if  it  were  not  inglorious  in  the 
late  administration  to  fail  with  such  a  proposition,  it  can- 
not be  so  for  the  present  to  have  succeeded  in  it. 

The  President  issued  his  proclamation  to  carry  the  ar- 
rangement into  effect;  both  parties  understanding  that 
the  principles  of  thcf  British  act  of  1825  were  adopted  by 
it.  The  British  order  in  eouncil  shows,  conclusively,  that 
such  was  the  understanding  of  the  British  Government 

But  it  has  been  followed  by  n^w  regulations  afTectinf; 
our  navigation.  Now,  when  the  British  Government  as- 
sented to  the  proposed  arrangement,  they  reserved  this 
right;  and  Mr.  McLane's  letter,  communicated  to  tlie  Se- 
nate, but  confidentially,  and  afterwards  published,  states 
this  fiict  Here  was  the  opportunity  for  gentlemen  to  have 
found  fault.  Why  did  they  authorize  the  proclamation  of 
the  President,  if  they  believed  the  arrangement  bad  been 
made  at  any  sacrifice  of  the  national  honor,  and  suffer  the 
arranfpement  to  be  carried  into  effect?  Why  not  then  stop 
and  vindicate  our  national  character? 

Mr.  McLane,  in  his  letter  of  the  20th  August,  1830,  to 
Mr.  Van  Buren,  accompanying  the  arrangement,  ssys: 
'<  Though  it  may  be  probable  Uiat  the  schedule  of  duties 
adopted  contemporaneously  with  the  act  of  Parliament  of 
the  5th  July,  1825,  wUl  be  hereafter  modified,  the  eifect 
must  be  the  more  severely  felt  by  the  West  Indian  planter, 
already  overburdened,  than  by  our  merchant;  and  in 
this  there  is  a  safe  guaranty  against  any  excessive  al- 
teration. There  is  good  reason  to  believe,  moreover,  that 
such  modification,  whenever  it  shall  be  made,  will  consist 
in  reducing  the  duty  on  some  important  articles,  while  it 
may  increase  it  in  others,  and  tliat  our  trade,  in  the  9^^' 
gate,  will  not  be  ifiaterially  affected.  This  modification, 
however,  is  not  a  part  of  the  present  arrangement,  and 
will  therefore  depend  upon  future  contingencies,  of 
which  each  nation  will  be  free  to  take  advantage,  and 
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more  particulArly  to  reaort  to  countervailing  duties,  if  that 
course  be  deemed  expedient.  On  this  question  we  will 
always  have  the  West  Indian  interest  on  our  side^^and  that, 
after  the  concessions  heretofore  made,  is  all  we  can  ez- 
pecL  The  arrangement  now  proposed  will  restore  to  our 
vessels  the  direct  trade  with  the  British  colonial  ports,  and 
place  the  navigation  of  both  countries,  in  that  tnde,  upon 
an  equal  footing.  We  may  safely  rely  upon  the  skill  and  en« 
tei^se  of  the  American  merchants  to  accomplish  the  rest." 

For  the  present,  let  it  be  observed  that  the  object  of 
Mr.  Gallatin's  proposition  was  to  place  the  vessels  of  both 
nations  on  an  equal  footing  in  the  direct  trade.  Mr. 
McLane's  proposition  substantially,  and  almost  in  words 
the  same,  had  the  same  object.  And  the  duties  on  Ame- 
rican and  British  vessels,  in  the  direct  trade,  are  the  same 
precisely  as  they  would  have  been  h^  Mr.  Gallatin  suc- 
ceeded, excepting  so  far  as  they  have  been  altogether 
abolished  on  the  vessels  of  both  nations,  unless  we  can 
suppose  that  the  British  Government  would  have  been 
unmindful  of  interests  which  had  grown  up  during  the 
time  of  a  suspension  of  the  intercourse. 

But,  sir,  admit,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  that  I  am 
wrong  in  this  belief.  Would  not  the  British  Government 
tave  nad  the  right  to  modify  tlie  schedule  of  duties,  had 
Mr.  Gallatin  succeeded? 

Why  was  it  that  this  Government  so  long  and  so  perti- 
naciously contended  for  a  treaty  arrangement?  Doubt- 
less, that  when  effected  it  would  be  more  permanent. 
But  suppose  the  arrangement  to  have  been  made  by  trea- 
ty-, is  it  probable  that  it  would  have  contained  an  article 
axing  the  duties?  We  surely  could  not  ask  it,  unless  we 
tendered  an  equivalent*  by  fixing  duties  to  be  by  us  im- 
posed upon  British  colonial  prodiftctions.  And  what  ad- 
ministration would  dare  so  far  to  depart  f^om  the  settled 
habit  of  this  country,  as  to  fix  upon  a  rate  of  duties  in  any 
other  mode  than  by  law?  With  a  view  of  prejudicing  this 
administration,  as  I  very  well  remember,. it  was  asserted, 
and  published  inaU  the  opposition  newspapers  of  the  day, 
that  Mr.  Van  Buren  had  instructed  Mr.  McLane  to  stipu- 
late for  a  modification  of  our  tariff  laws.  The  statement 
turned  out  to  be  altogether  unfounded.  The  avowed  rea- 
son, on  the  part  of  the  British  Government,  for  preferring 
mutual  legislation  to  treaty  stipulations, .  has  uniformly 
been,  that  in  the  one  case  changes  could  be  made,  and 
not  in  the  other.  Mr.  Gallatin,  in  his  letter  to  Lord  Dud- 
ley, upon  this  subjec^  expressly  says:  **  There  is,  indeed, 
this  aovaiitage  in  legislative  re^^lation  over  conventional 
arrangement,  in  respect  to  subjects  not  fully  tested  by  ex- 
perience,  that  what  may  be  deemed  concession  by  either 
party,  may,  at  any  time,  be  modified  if  found  injurious. '* 

It  is  a  little  singular,  tliat,  after  contending  so  long  for 
conventional  arrangement,  and  then  abandoning  that 
ground  in  favor  of  mutual  l^islatlon,  because  acts  of  le- 
gislation could  at  any  time  be  modified,  the  friends  of 
the  late  administration  should  now  cry  out  against  mutual 
legislation,  because  the  "British  Government  have  done  that 
which  they  always  urged  thev  intended  to  reserve  the 
right  to  do.  Lord  Aberdeen  inft>rmed  Mr.  Mci,ane,  « that 
the  act  of  1825  itself  was  but  a  legislative  measure,  liable 
to  be  repealed  whenever  tlie  interest  of  Great  Britain,  or 
her  colonies,  made  it  desirable.  The  schedule  of  duties 
attached  to  this  act  had  undergone  a  modification  before 
Mr.  Gallatin  submitted  his  last  proposition." 

But,  sir,  it  was  urged  that  Mr.  McLiine  was  notified  be- 
fore the  arrangement  was  made,  that  the  schedule  of  duties 
would  be  modified.  This  is  4rue,  and  the  character  of 
the  proposed  modification  was  described  also.  Lord  Aber- 
deen declared  that  tiiere  was  no  intension  on  the  part  of 
the  British  Government  to  make  any  alteration  in  her  com- 
mercial policy;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  advised  Mr. 
McLane  that  it  was  in  contemplation  to  introduce  some 
modifications,  with  a  view  more  effectually  Xfi  support  the 
interests  of  the  British  North  American  colonies.    That 


his  Maiesty  would  look  to  interests  which  had  been  inci- 
dentally fostered  by  a  suspension  of  the  intercourse  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  the  colonies.  Now,  sir,  the 
only  difference  in  the  two  cases,  under  the  two  adnunistnu 
tions,  consists  in  a  rank  avowal,  on  the  part  of  the  British 
Government,  of  the  sort  of  modifications  they  had  in  view 
with  regard  to  the  late  arrangement,  and  no  avowal  at  all 
upon  the  subject  of  the  late  administration,  but  a  positive 
refusal  to  arrange  at  all. 

This  modification  would  have  taken  place  undoubtedly, 
had  the  avowal  not  been  made;  and  my  word  for  it,  sir, 
when  thus  made,  it  would  not  have  been  complained  of. 

Whose  fault  was  it  that  there  was  any  necessity  for  a 
modification  ?  The  terms  of  the  act  of  Parliament  of  1825 
were  open  to  us  as  well  as  to  the  rest  of  the  world.  A 
whole  year  was  given  to  us  to  make  up  our  minds  about 
it.  We  declined  passing  a  corresponding  act,  and  Great 
Britain  considered  herself  bound  to  interdict  the  direct 
trade.  From  that  period  to  the  conclusion  of  the  late  ar- 
rangement, the  course  of  trade  had  raised  up  interests  in 
some  of  the  colonies  which  required  a  temporary  protec- 
tion. Could  we,  in  decency,  ask  to  be  restored,  nunc  pro 
tunc,  to  the  state  af  things  as  they  were  in  1825,  without 
consenting  that  Great  Britain  should  perform  this  act  of 
duty,  with  regard  to  interests  wliich  had  been  fostered  by 
the  acts  of  Government? 

Sir,  this  protection  has  been  afforded  to  these  interests 
of  accidental  growth,  but  in  the  mildest  form.  The  act 
of  Parliament  of  the  22d  April,  1831,  is  a  repealing  act 
throughout;  and  on  all  articles  except  white  and  yellow 
pine  staves  and  heading,  the  duties  are  the  same  as  under 
the  schedule  of  1825,  unless  where  the  duties  are  entirely 
refpealed.  On  bread,  biscuit,  flour  or  meal,  not  of  w*heat. 
Peas,,  beans,  rye,  oats,  barley,  Indian  corn,  rice,  and  live 
stock,  are  allowed  to  be  imported  in  the  direct  trade  to 
the  West  Indies  duty  free;  and  no  duty  whatever  is  pay- 
able on  the  importation  of  American  produce  into  the 
Northern  coloraes.  Upon  the  pine  staves  and  hea^ng, 
however,  the  duties  are  increased,  and  are  to  remain  in- 
creased until  1st  Jidy,  1834,  li'ter  which  time  they  are  to 
full  to  the  standard  of  1825.  Whatever  interruption  may 
be  occasioned  to  the  interests  of  any  set  of  men  in  any 
section  of  the  country,  can  it  be  doubted  that  this  modi- 
fication is  upon  the  whole,  considering  the  agriculture, 
commerce,  and  navigation  of  the  whole  country,  advan- 
Ugeous  to  the  people  of  the  United  States?  Farmers 
are  undoubtedly  benefited;  and  may  I  not  ask  the  Sena- 
tor from  Maine,  whether  even  the  price  of  lumber  has 
not  increased  twenty -five  per  cent.,  and  the  demand  for 
ships  twenty-five  per  cent,  in  his  own  State,  since  the  ar- 
rangement? I  am  informed,  upon  ffood  authority,  that 
such  is  the  fact.  The  documents  before  us  show  conclu- 
sively that  already  has  our  navigation  employed  in  this 
trade  doubled.  I  hold  a  statement  in  my  band,  upon 
which  reliance  may  be  placed,  showing  that  in  1831  the 
arrivals  from  the  West  Indies,  in  the  port  of  New  York, 
had  swelled  to  witiiin  seven  of  the  whole  number  of  arriv- 
als from  Europe  in  that  port  during  the  same  year:  of  the 
number  of  these  arrivals  from,  the  West  Imlies,  only  sev- 
enty were  British,  and  five  hundred  and  twenty  American. 
There  is  one  fact,  however,  that  deserves  notice.  The 
American  vessels  cmploved  in  this  trade  are  generally  of 
the  smaller  class;  and  will  gentiemen  say  that  this,  too,  is 
the  fault  of  tiie  arrangement?  Is  any  thing  said  in  this 
arrangement  to  limit  the  intercourse  to  ships  of  seventy 
tons,  or  to  vessels  of  one  deck?  No,  sirs  and  why  then 
cannot  our  traders  employ  as  large  vessels  as  the  English 
in  this  trade?  I  will  tell  you  why.  Our  tariff  laws  ex- 
clude Uie  heavy  articles  of^  West  India  production.  Upon 
rum  the  duty  is  prohibitory,  and  upon  sugar  very  high. 
We  can  only  bring  from  the  West  Indies  light  articles, 
whilst  an  EngUsh  ship  ma^  come  to  our  ports  and  take  in 
a  cargo  for  the  West  Indies,  and  there  exchange  it  for  a 
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cargo  of  tugBT,  and  carry  it  to  Enriand  upon  a  duty  which 
is  ?ery  light,  if  there  be  a  duty  at  all,  and  thus  profitably  em- 
ploy a  large  ship  for  a  long  and  triangular  voyage.  The 
American  ship  is  confined  to  light  commodities  by  our  own 
legislation.  Permit  American  merchants  to  import  heayy 
articles  profitably,  and  they  will  soon  employ  large  ships. 
Mr.  President  it  is  said  that  British  navigation  has  in- 
creased as  well  as  our  own,  and  therefore  the  arrangement 
is  a  bad  one.  Indeed!  After  this  Government  has  been 
strugf^ng  ever  since  the  late  war  to  induce  Great  Britain 
to  believe  that  the  mutual  interests  of  both  countries  re- 
quired this  trade  to  be  opened;  after  it  is  done,  we  are  to 
turn  round  and  complain  of  it  because  the  English  get 
some  benefit  as  well  as  ourselves.  Do  gentlemen  seri- 
ouily  believe  that  Great  Britain  can  ever  be  brought  to 
agree,  out  of  mere  kindness  to  the  United  States,  to  upset 
her  old  colonial  system,  and  give  to  the  United  States  the 
monopoly  of  this  trade?  And  yet  nothing  else  will  satisfy 
gentlemen,  at  least  as  long  as  this  administration  continues. 
I  fear,  sir,  that  gentlemen,  in  looking  back  upon  the  pros- 

Serous  condition  of  this  intercourse  at  former  periods, 
0  not  reflect  upon  thS  causes  which  gave  rise  to  it:  that 
a  state  of  war  forced  upon  the  British  Government  the 
opening  of  these  ports.  They  forget  that  the  West  In- 
dies belong  to  a  foreign  sovereign,  and  that  the  British 
Government  has  the  same  righti  over  their  colonies  that 
it  ever  had.  We  have  no  right  to  monopolize  the  trade 
of  those  colonies;  and  we  must  calculate  to  allow  the  Eng- 
lish nation  some  advantages,  and  not  claim  every  thing 
for  ourselves.  It  was  upon  this  idea  that  this  Government 
has' constantly  labored  to  show  that  the  opening  of  these 
ports  would  be  mutually  advantageous  to  both  countries. 
Mr.  President,  the  basis  of  this  arrangement  is  the 
legislation  of  the  two  countries.  The  faith  of  neither 
country  is  pledged  to  maintain  its  own  legislation  upon  its 
present  footing;  so  fitf  from  it,  it  was  understood  by  both 
Governments,  that  such  changes  could  be  made  as  either 
found  it  its  interest  to  make.  Why,  then,  instead  of  at- 
tacking thia  administration,  do  not  gentlemen,  who  are 
members  of  this  bodv,  assert  the  interests  of  the  country, 
by  brtn^ng  forward  some  proposition  to  countervail  the 
alleged  mjurious  operation  of  the  arrangement,  as  founded 
upon  Brituh  laws?  Surely  the  Senators  from  Massachu- 
setts and  Maine  grossly  violate  their  duty  to  their  consti- 
tuentsi  by  not  coming  forward  to  rescue  their  navigation 
from  the  ruin  which  they  say  awaits  it.  It  can  be  done 
by  legislation  alone.  The  President  and  his  cabinet  can- 
not originate  a  law,  and  they  have  done  nothing  to  prevent 
the  Senate  or  House  of  Representatires  from  exercising 
the  common  right  of  either  to  introduce  and  pass  bills. 
And  my  word  for  it,  nr,  if  Congress  choose  to  pass  any 
law  to  put  an  end  to  this  arrangement,  and  the  navigation, 
commerce,  and  agriculture  of  the  country  shall  be  by 
Cong^eis  deemed  injuriously  aflfected  by  it,  the  President 
will  not  veto  the  law.  In  all  fkirness  and  honesty  let  Sena- 
tors who  complain  apply  the  remedy,  which  is  iA  their 
own  hands,  and  without  whom  no  change  can  take  place. 
The  gratification  afforded  by  this  opposition  to  an  arrange- 
ment,  for  no  other  reason  than  simply  because  it  was 
made  by  this  administration,  may  reach  the  hearts  of 
individuals.  But  the. course  itself  will  neither  satisfy 
tlie  public  wish,  nor  meet  with  the  approbation  of  the  peo- 
ple. They  will  say,  as  they  should  say,  if  it  is  wrong,  it 
is  in  your  power  to  correct  it;  and  if  you  do  not  do  it, 
you  are  unworthy  the  trust  reposed  in  you. 

It  has  been  stated  from  various  sources,  and  in  various 
forms,  that  the  honor  of  the  country  has,  somehow  or 
other,  been  compromitted  by  the  manner  in  which  this 
negotiation  has  been  conducted.  That  the  late  Secretary 
of  State  has  committed  a  crime  by  authorizing  Mr.  McLane, 
if  he  thought  it  woUld  be  proper  and  useful  to  do  so,  to 
draw  a  (Ustinction  between  the  late  and  present  adminis- 
tration.   That  the  views  of  the  former  had  been  submit* 


ted  to  the  people,  and  by  them  condemned.  That  t 
distinction  founded  upon  a  hxX  so  mortifying  to  the  late 
administration  should  not  be  very  agreeable  to  its  f^endsi 
is  easily  perceived.  That  such  distinctions  have  been 
frequently  and  effectuaUy  drawn  by  monarchial  Govern- 
ments in  their  diplomatic  intercourse,  is  not  to  be  denied, 
even  by  «« effrontery"  itself.  The  idea  seems  to  be  that,  is 
our  foreign  intercourse^  the  Government,  in  whose  hands 
soever  vested,  for  the  time  bdng,  should  be  conodered 
as  the  same  to  foreign  Powers.  In  monarchies,  where  a 
king  holds  by  higher  authority  than  human,  this  doctrine 
may  be  relished.  But,  in  this  country,  the  President  and 
his  Seeretaiy  of  State  are  not  the  Government,  even  in 
the  business  of  making  treaties.  The  people,  and  the 
States  through  their  Senate,  compose  the  Government,  so 
fitf  as  treaties  arc  concerned;  and  it  has  been  well  con- 
tended that  the  House  of  Representatives,  too,  have  some 
power  upon  the  same  subject.  Why  did  the  late  adminis* 
tration  abandon  their  pretensions,  unless  it  was  because 
they  felt  that  the  will  of  the  people  required  it?  Would  they 
have  dared  to  change  their  ground  so  essentiailly,  had  the)' 
known  that  the  people  were  against  the  change?  The 
real  Government  of^  the  country  had  condemned  the 
course  of  the  late  adnunistration  for  setting  up  unreason- 
able pretensions;  and  pray,  sir,  where  was  the  great  nn 
in  declaring  this  incontestable  truth  to  a  foreign  GoTem- 
ment?  I  believe  I  have  shown  you  that  the  late  Seeretaiy 
of  State  is  not  liable  to  the  charge  of  misrepresentation 
so  emphatically  urged  against  hhn.  If  he  be  so,  I  call  for 
the  document  which  shows  that  the  pretension  alluded 
te  was  set  up  under  Mr.  Madison's  admimstration;  and 
unless  the  President  has  violated  the  honor  of  the  coun- 
try, by  sustaining  the  rights  of  the  people  and  of  tbs 
States,  by  decUring,  in  effect,  that  Messrs.  Adams  and 
Clay  were  not  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  that 
the  true  constitutional  Government  had  not  warranted 
their  course  in  this  regard,  this  administration,  sir,  must 
be  acquitted  of  blame,  on  the  supposed  ground  that  they 
have  vioUted  the  honor  of  the  country.  It  has  told  the 
truth,  and  I  have  yet  to  learn  that  true  honor  and  dignity 
consist  either  in  suppressing  truth,  or  in  the  sug^stionof 
fidsebood.  How  ridiculous  it  is  for  us,  whose  proceed- 
ings are  known  every  where  and  to  the  whole  world,  to 
wrap  ourselves  up  in  the  cloak  of  diplomacy,  which,  in 
past  time,  has  served  to  cover  treachery,  deceit,  and  a 
constant  desire  to  overreach,  by  covert  means,  the  rest 
of  mankind,  to  blame  an  Executive  who  scorns  such  de- 
vices and  prefers  to  act  with  frankness  and  sincerity.  Sir, 
this  matter,  fairly  stated  to  the  people  of  each  of  the 
States  in  this  Union,  would  result  in  the  hearty  approba- 
tion of  a  majority  in  the  course  pursued  by  this  adminis- 
tration, in  every  thing  which  has  been  done  with  regard 
to  this  question.  The  best  evidence  of  the  fSu^t  vhich 
can  be  produced,  is  found  in  the  statement  of  that  which 
cannot  be  controverted,  viz.  No  Senator,  nor  has  any 
Representative  of  the  people,  propoted  to  alter  oar  legis- 
lation, in  order  to  correct  what  some  are  hardy  enough  to 
allege  is  an  evil  to  the  country;  when  every  body 
knows  that  an  act  of  legislation  could  at  once  remove 
every  difficulty,  and  place  us  where  we  were  before  the 
<<  arrangement"  took  place. 

Instead  of  pursuing  this  honest  course,  some  gentle- 
men, like  the  Senator  from  Maine,  choose  to  hunt  for  ex- 
ceptions and  pick  flaws  in  the  course  and  language  of  the 
President,  the  late  Secretary  of  SUte,  and  the  present 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  who  was  the  minister  who  ne- 
gotiated the  arrangement  Sir,  it  would  be  a  miserable 
triumph,  if  I  could  effect  it,  by  throwing  back  upon  these 
fault-finders  the  ridicule  and  disgrace  which  they  hare 
attempted  in  vain  to  cast  upon  those  who  have  obtained 
the  public  confidence,  by  a  long  course  of  public  servicesi 
pursued  for  the  public  good,  and  never  in  violation  of  the 
expressed  views  and  instructions  of  their  constituents. 
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The  Senator  from  Maine  has  g'one  be^nond  the  usual 
modesty  of  his  party;  and,  instead  of  insinuation,  has 
charged  the  President  with  stating  that  which  is  not  true, 
because,  he  says,  <*  that  the  negotiation  which  had  suc- 
cessfully terminated,  had  previously  received  the  sanction 
of  both  Houses  of  Congress;"  and  the  honorable  Senator 
exclaims,  *•  What  must  be  the  surprise  of  the  people, 
when  they  learn  the  fact  that,  since  the  termination  of 
that  negotiation,  there  has  been  no  vote,  no  action  upon, 
no  sanction  of  it,  by  either  House  of  Congress?"  The 
truth,  Mr.  President,  we  all  know  to  be,  that  the  terms 
upon  which  this  arrangement  could  be  settled,  and  the 
instructions  of  this  Government  to  Mr.  McLane,  were  all 
made  known  to  us,  even  to  the  exceptionable  language 
of  the  Secrtetary  of  State,  before  the  act  of  Congress 
was  passed;  (and  if,  as  I  have  heard,  gentlemen  did  not 
choose  to  read  the  documents,  it  is  their  fault,  and  not  the 
President's.)  Yet,  because  the  forms  necessary  to  be 
observed,  and  which  followed  as  matter  of  course  if  Con- 
gress passed  the  taw,  were  not  gone  through,  the  Presi- 
dent has  not  stated  the  truth.  Miserable  and  unworthy 
subterfuge !  Sir,  if  I  possessed  the  magic  lamp  of  the 
Arabian  Nights,  and  could  suftimon  to  your  presence  the 
genius  of  subtlety  himself,  he  would  be  ashamed  to 
advance  such  an  accusation,  upon  such  grounds.  Sir,  I 
cannot  consent  to  go  into  a  defence  of  the  President's 
intelligence,  honesty,  or  veracity.  It  would  not  avail  him 
if  I  should.  l*he  people  know  and  appreciate  him  and 
his  accusers.  The  <*old  Roman"  is  known  to  his  coun- 
trymen. At  the  time  appointed  by  an  Almight}'  God,  the 
sun  of  his  useful  career  on  earth  will  sink  into  the  west, 
unsullied  by  all  these  revilingfs.  Our  progeny  w^ill  be  told 
the  story  of  wrongs  which  have  been  done  him,  for  the 
same  pure  purpose  that  we,  in  our  younger  days,  have 
been  told  the  story  of  the  wrongs  done  to  him  who  was 
"first  in  war,  first  in  peace,  and  first  in  the  hearts  of  his 
•ountrymen." 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  Monday. 

MoKDAT,  Apbil9. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr.  FOOT,  the  morning  bunness  having  been  gone 
through,  moved  that  the  Senate  now  taice  up  the  bill  sup- 
plementary  to  an  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  surviving  offi- 
cers and  soldiers  of  the  revolution. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  expresseSlt  hope  that  the  Senate  would 
not  take  up  this  bill  to-day.  There  was  an  important  de- 
bate pending,  which  occupied  the  whole  attention  of  the 
Senate;  and  it  would  be  found  impossible  to  carry  on  two 
important  discussions  at  the  same  time,  with  any  advan- 
tage to  the  public  interests. 

Mr.  FOOT  reminded  the  Senate  tliat  he  had,  with  a 
view  to  act  on  this  bill,  endeavored  to  induce  an  earlier 
meeting  of  the  Senate  every  day.     He  thought  that  no 
6me  would  be  consumed  in  the  discussion  of  the  bill;  and 
he  hoped  the  Senate  would  agree  to  take  it  up. 
I     Mr.  HAYN£  said  he  hoped  not.     He  regarded  this  bill 
'as  one  of  the  most  important  bills  which  had  been  submit- 
j  ted  to  the  Senate  during  the  session.     It  was  second  only 
to  the  tariff.     Gentlemen  on  his  side,  h^  could  assure  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut,  looked  on  this  bill  as  so  im- 
portant, that  its  passage  would  rivet  on  the  country  all 
those  oppressive  burdens  of  which  it  is  so  much  complain- 
ed.  A  gentleman  from  Virginia,  now  absent  from  his  seat, 
[Mr.  Ttlxb,]  thought  the  bill  so  important,  that  he  desir- 
ed to  be  heard  by  the  Senate  in  reference  to  its  conse- 
quences. Was  it  expected  by  the  Senator  who  had  charge 
of  the  bill,  that,  with  these  impressions,  they  were  to  suf- 
fer it  to  pass  9ub  sikntio;  that  they  were  not  to  endeavor 
to  make  good  the  impressions  on  their  own  minds  ^  It  was 
idle  to  expect  that  they  should  not  make  a  struggle  on 
this  question.     He  was  not  now  prepared  to  go  into  this 
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important  debate.  He  had  supposed  that  the  gentleman 
would  not  have  urged  the  bill  on  the  Senate  until  the  ap- 
propriation bill  should  be  disposed  of.  He  would  pledge 
himself  to  the  gentleman,  if  he  would  now  withdraw  his 
motion,  to  give  him  his  assistance  to  call  up  the  bill  as  soon 
as  the  Senate  should  have  disposed  of  the  appropriation 
bill.  Should  the  pension  bill  he  now  taken  up,  Mr.  H. 
would  hold  himself  recreant  to  the  trust  committed  to  him, 
were  he  not  to  expose  to  the  Senate  his  views  on  the  sub* 
ject.  To  call  up  the  bill  now,  was  merely  to  pile  one  im- 
portant subject  on'another.  Experience  had  instructed 
him  that  the  only  way  to  carry  on  the  public  business  with 
advantage,  was  to  dispose  of  one  subject  before  they  took 
up  another. 

Mr.  FOOT  said  that,  as  he  presumed  the  gentlenuu 
from*  South  Carolina  intended  to  oppose  the  bill  itself, 
and  not  any  particular  amendments,  he  hoped  that  he 
would  suffer  it  to  go  through  tlie  Committee  of  the 
Whole  for  the  purpose  of  amendment,  and  reserve  the 
discussion  of  the  principle  of  the  bill  until  it  should  come 
before  the  Senate.  The  poor  soldiers  believed  that  thdr 
claims  have  been  much  neglected.  The  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina  had,  at  the  last  session,  objected  that  the 
bill  had  been  brought  forward  at  too  late  a  period.  Now, 
we  shall  be  told  that  subject  is  brought  forward  too  late 
to  be  acted  on.  He  hoped  that,  for  form's  sake,  the  bill 
would  be  permitted  to  go  through  the  committee,  and 
then  he  would  be  willing  to  ag^e  to  such  postponement 
as  would  give  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  an  op- 
portunity to  be  heard.  If  this  bill  is  considered  as  only 
second  to  the  tariff,  itappeared  to  him  to  constitute  a  reason 
why  it  should  be  disposed  of  before  the  tariff  was  taken  up. 

Mr.  SMITH  presented  to  the  view  of  the  Senate  the 
fact  of  the  absence  of  a  gentleman  fh>m  Virginia,  [Mr. 
Ttjlxr,]  who  wished  to  be  heard  on  the  bill,  as  a  reason 
why  the  Senate  should  consent  to  a  postponement. 

The  question  was  then  put  on  taking  up  the  bill^  and 
carried  in  the  afllrmative — ^yeas  20,  nays  16. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  moved  to  amend  the  bill  in  the  Gth 
line,  by  inserting  afWr  the  word  **  militia,"  the  worda 
'*  and  officers  and  soldiers  who  served  under  Generals 
Wayne  and  Clarke  in  the  Northwestern  Territory,  and  in 
the  Indian  wars,  aAer  the  revolution." 

Mr.  SMITH  said  that  if  this  class  were  to  be  adndtted, 
he  knew  of  no  reason  why  the  soldiers  under  flarmar,  St. 
Clair,  and  Hamtramck,  should  not  be  included.  They 
came  before  Wayne.  As  the  bill  was  now  about  to  be 
amended,  it  would  lead  to  an  expenditure  of  a  million  a 
year.  He  had  been  so  much  deceived  on  a  former  occanont 
that,  hereafter,  he  should  put  no  trust  in  calculationt. 

Mr.  FOOT  remarked  that  the  Senate  had  already  de« 
cided  the  principle  that  no  pension  should  be  granted 
except  for  military  services  performed  in  the  war  of  the 
revolution. 

Mr.  BIBB  said  that  he  cared  net  on  what  ground  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  put  this  bilL  In  any  viev,  the 
present  proposition  was  entitled  to  as  much  attention  u 
any  which  could  be  presented  to  the  Senate.  When 
General  Clarke  entered  into  the  contest,  Kaskaskia  and 
Vincennes  were  both  in  the  possession  of  the  British 
troops,  and  we  had  not  a  right  to  a  single  foot  northwest 
of  the  Ohio.  General  Clarke,  out  of  his  own  means,  ral^ 
ed  men,  strained  his  own  resources  to  the  utmost,  and, 
at  the  moment  when  General  Hamilton,  the  British  com- 
mander, deemed^himself  to  be  in  perfect  security,  at- 
tacked him,  rescued  thes^  strong  positions  from  his  grasp, 
and  made  him  a  prisoner.  General  .Clarke  was  so  pushed 
for  cannon,  that  he  had  to  make  a  substitute  by  using 
logs;  and  General  Hamilton  actually  shed  tears  when  he 
marched  out  of  the  fort,  and  was,  for  the  first  time,  made 
sensible  of  the  small  ness'of  the  force  (about  half  bis  bwn) 
to  which  he  had  surrendered.  But  for  this  brilliant 
achievement,  we  should  have  no  settlement  in  all  the  coun* 
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try  lying  northwest  of  the  Ohio;  for  we  had  taken  no  step 
to  establish  ourselves  there;  and  there  was  no  mutiny,  or 
what  was  called  «  rebelKon"  in  the  language  of  the  day, 
which  could  have  led  to  an  alienation  from  Great  Britain. 
All  that  we  have  acquired  in  that  region  of  country  is  the 
fruit  of  the  capacious  intellect  of  General  Clarke. 

Who,  he  asked,  were  the  allies  of  Great  Britain?  They 
were  the  Indians;  and  it  was  through  these  allies  that 
the  West  had  to  contend  against  the  power  of  Great  Bri- 
tain during  the  war  of  the  revolution;  and  if  the  Indian 
war  continued  in  the  West  after  that  of  the  revolution,  it 
was  a  continuation  of  that  war,  because  the  Indians  were 
excited  by  Great  Britain.  On  this  principle,  the  classes 
embraced  in  the  amendment  have  performed  what  comes 
within  the  meaning  of  revolutionary  services. 

We  have  a  treaty  formed  with  Great  Britain  in  1793, 
but  this  treaty  did  not  end  the  Indian  war  in  the  West. 
But  he  would  put  the  adoption  of  the  amendment  on  an* 
other  ground.  Wc  now  possess  the  Northwest  Territory, 
disencumbered  of  Indians.  Great  Britain  held  this  coun- 
try and  protected  it,  and  we  could  not  have  held  it  by  any 
right  which  we  could  have  set  up.  In  1794,  when  Gene- 
ral Wayne  put  an  end  to  the  Indian  war,  we  had  but  one 
settlement,  and  that  lyingr  under  the  protection  of  the 
guns  of  the  fort.  He  coulu  not  move  in  that  re^on  with- 
out leaving  a  chain  of  forts  behind  him,  and  tne  troops 
which  he  commanded  were  all  to  be  drawn  from  Ken- 
tucky, for  there  was  not  a  military  man  around  him. 
When  he  marched,  he  sent  word  to  General  Washington 
that  the  Indians  were  too  powerful  for  him,  and  be  had 
to  fight  them  in  garrison  and  in  fortress.  General  Scott, 
who  was  then  in  Philadelphia,  was  sent  to  his  relief  by 
General  Washington!  And  after  his  arrival  the  battle  was 
fought.  Are  we  to  disregard  services  of  this  character? 
lie  trusted  not;  but  he  hoped  that  they  would  be  deemed  by 
the  House  as  important  as  those  of  the  revolutionary  war. 

But,  looking  at  the  matter  on  the  score  of  justice,  it 
must  be  admitted  that  no  men  were  more  entitled  to  the 
benefits  of  this  bill  than  the  hardy,  brave,  and  adventur- 
ous men  who  contended  against  the  scalping  knife  and 
the  tomahawk — as  dangerous  service  as  t^y  in  which  men 
were  ennged.  We  have  received  from'  them  services 
far,  in  value,  exceeding  any  compensation  we  Qan  give  in 
return;  for  they  conquered  the  whc^e  of  that  extensive 
country,  and  have  left  it  in  our  hands. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  said  that  if  any  men  were  entitled  to  the 
benefit  of  this  bill,  these  men  were  clearly  the  most  en- 
titled. Why  do  we  give  pensions  at  all  ?  It  is  on  account 
of  the  hazards  encountered  by  individuals,  and  the  bene- 
fits which  have  resulted  from  those  hazards  to  the  coun- 
try. If  there  were  any  other  ground  on  which  these 
claims  were  placed,  he  did  not  know  it  *  This  class  of 
men  had  sufiered  more  tlian  any  other  wliich  had  served 
in  the  war.  They  formed  a  part  of  the  revolutionary 
army.  After  the  treaty  of  1783,  when  we  were  in  the 
enjoyment  of  peace  and  safety,  the  Indian  war  continued 
to  rage  in  the  West  during  ten  or  twelve  years.  "Niese 
men  Were  engaged  by  the  Government,  and  ran  risks 
greater  than  those  endured  by  four-fifths  of  the  persons 
included  in  the  provisions  of  the  bill.  And  if  they  suf- 
fered as  much  in  the  same  cause,  why  are  the  benefits 
of  the  bill  to  be  given  to  one  set  of  men,  and  not  given  to 
anotlier?  Why  extend  them  to  the  time  of  Uie  disband- 
ing of  the  general  army,  and  not  include  those  who  were 
retained  in  the  service  beyond  that  period?  The  few 
left  of  these  men  reside  in  the  West;  and  it  is  not  to  be 
expected  that  Western  Senators  would  sit  still,  and  not 
secure  to  their  constituents  that  to  which  they  are  so  justly 
entitled. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  expressed  his  readiness  to  accept  the 
suggestion  to  embrace  these  persons  in  his  amendment. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  then  moved  to  amend  tlie  amendment 
accordingly.    The  amendment,  as  modified,  reads — 


*<  And  officers  and  soldiers  who  served  under  Generals 
Wayne,  Clarke,  Harmar,  Hamtramck,  and  St  Clair,  in 
the  Northwest  Territory,  and  in  the  Indian  wars,  after  the 
revolution." 

After  a  few  words  from  Messrs.  SMITH  and  FOOT, 

Mr.  GRUNDY  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays;  which  were 
ordered. 

Mr.  BENTON  then  made  a  few  remarks,  in  which  be 
repeated  the  history  of  the  services  of  General  Clarke, 
and,  as  the  hour  had  expired  for  morning  business,  moved 
to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table;  which  was  carried  in  the  af- 
firmative— ^yeas  25. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  FORSYTH,  it  was 
^Resoktd,  That  the  President  be  requested  to  commu- 
nicate to  the  Senate  all  (he  instructions  given  by  this  Go- 
vernment to  our  ministers  to  Great  Britain;  and  aU  the 
correspondence  of  our  ministers  on  the  subject  of  tlie 
colonial  and  West  India  trade,  since  the  3d  of  March, 
1825,  not  heretofore  communicated,  so  far  as  the  public 
interest  will,  in  hb  judgment,  permit. 

APPROPRIATION  BILLr— COLONIAL  TRADE. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
the  consideration  of  the  general  appropriation  bill;  and 

Mr.  KANE  spoke  for  about  an  hour  and  a  half  in  con- 
clusion. [Given  above,  with  the  first  day's  remarks.] 

Mr,  SMITH,  of  Maryland,  then  rose,  and  said,  that  with 
a  view  to  put  an  end  to  the  discussion,  and  to  accelerate 
the  passage  of  the  bill,  he  was  instructed  by  the  Commit- 
tee on  Finance  to  withdraw  the  amendment  which  had 
led  to  this  debate. 

The  CHAIR  decided  that  the  motion,  although  it  would 
have  been  in  order  as  tiie  motion  of  an  individual,  was  not 
in  order  as  the  report  of  a  committee. 

Mr.  HOLMES  then  rose,  and  addressed  the  Senate  as 
follows: 

Mr.  President,  I  enter  into  this  discussion,  at  this  time, 
with  deep  despondency  and  humiliation.  I  never  expected 
to  have  heara  it  declared  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  that  we  had  justly  incurred  a  penalty  for  not  comply- 
ing with  a  British  act  of  Parliament.  A  penalty,  sir?  Are 
we.  Indeed,  become  so  servile  as  to  deserve  chastise* 
ment  at  the  bands  of  **  the  parent  country?"  A  Senator, 
a  firiend  of  this  administration,  jSrescribiug  for  us  wholes 
some  chastisement  at  the  hands  of  Great  Britain,  because 
we  were  tardy  in  complying  with  her  laws!  Sir,  our  fa- 
thers would  have  spurned  such  a  degrading  sentimeot; 
they  did  spurn  it;  they  denied  the  g^ilt,  and  successfully 
resisted  the  punidiment. 

The  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Smith]  would  stop 
debate  on  this  bill,  because  money  ia  wanted.  Yes,  sir, 
to  '*  get  th£  money"  is  the  sum  and  substance,  the  Alpha 
and  Omega,  of  the  patriotism  of  moat  modern  patriots. 
Office^  with  the  emoluments,  is  all  the  cry;  and  we  are  not 
allowed  to  discuss  the  principles  of  our  appropriation  bill, 
because  your  officers  are  starving  for  their  pay.  Sir»  1 
like  to  hold  back  a  httle.  It  will  do  me  good  to  keep  them 
out,  even  butfo^r  one  hour;  and  it  will  do  them  good,  too. 
It  will  teach  tliem  to  respect  (he  feelinga  of  their  pre* 
decessors,  who  were  turned  ofF»  with  their  fam*lies,  upon 
the  cold  charities  of  a  cold,  uncharitable  world,  to  stance, 
because  they  did  not  huzza  loud  enough  for  Jackson. 

Still  I  do  not  know  but  we  are  bouncito  be  silent;  in  this 
matter  we  are  all  instructed,  and  the  instructions  probably 
came  from  the  same  source  that  my  others  did.  1  perceive 
by  the  Globe,  the  ofiicial  organ  of  tlie  President,  the  Se- 
nate are  ordered  and  directed  to  make  haste,  and  hot  to 
delay  tliis  bill:  for  the  faithful  are  waiting  for  their  re- 
ward.  ThaXluau^naiuraBy  the  editor  of  the  Globe-^what^s 
his  name?  [Some  gentleman  replied,  Blair.]  Blair— 0,' 
Blair — when  he  speaks,  it  is  by  authority,  and  he  must  be 
obeyed.  These  official  editors  are  mighty  great  men. 
Last  year,  at  this  time,  Duff  Green  was  the  greatest  man 
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amoni^  us.  But  DuflT  had  got  into  a  bad  habit  of speak- 
ings the  truth.  O!  sir,  it  would  not  do  at  all.  After  that, 
they  could  not  start  an  inch,  and  were  obliged  to  dismiss 
him.  It  is  thought  there  is  no  danger  of  Blair — that  he  is 
safe  enough  on  tnat  score.  Hitherto,  I  believe,  he  has  not 
been  suspected  of  an^  such  crime  or  misdemeanor. 

But,  if  we  TO  on,  it  is  an  up-hill  business;  for,  at  anv 
rate,  the  friends  of  the  administration  have  always  the  ad- 
Tantage.  We  are  lighting  for  the  people — ^they  for  pro- 
motion. And  such  is  the  selfishness  of  the  human  heart, 
that  men  will  do  better,  and  act  with  more  zeal  and  per- 
sererance,  in  their  own  cause,  than  in  that  of  others;  but, 
nevertheless,  I  trust  the  Senate  will  be  disposed  to  bear 
with  Haine,  even  if  she  should  seem  to  delay  this  business 
unreasonably.  The  complaints  of  the  sick  man  are  in- 
dulged by  his  physician  as  arising  from  the  paroxysms  of 
disease.  The  peevishness  of  the  wounded  nuin;  who  is 
about  to  suffer  the  amputation  of  a  leg  or  an  arm,  is  as- 
cribed to  actual  or  anticipated  pain.  Now,  you  will  bear 
with  us,  sick  as  we  are,  and,  as  I  fear,  about  to  submit  to 
an  amputation.  But,  sir,  you  had  better  not  cut  that  arm 
off  until  you  have  tried  to  cure  it.  We  shall  not  only  need 
it  for  our  own,  but  for  your  defence.  Should  your  enemy 
smite  you  in  that  quarter,  you  will  have  reason  to  regret 
the  amputation. 

The  objectiont  which  would  arise  to  this  bill  would 
»ithorizc  an  inquiry  into  the  whole  economy  of  this  ad- 
ministration— an  inquiry  so  broad,  that  it  would  exhaust 
nay  powers  and  your  patience.  I  intend,  therefore,  to 
limit  myself  to  the  diplomatic  intercourse.  The  excess  of 
expenditure  seems  to  be  admitted  by  the  Senator  from 
New  York,  [Mr.  Marct,]  but  he  contends  tliat  the 
^ood  effects  of  this  diplomacy  more  than  compensate  for 
the  extra  expense.  Here,  sir,  we  join  issue  with  the  Se- 
nator, and  are  very  ready  to  examine  into  the  great  good 
of  which  the  Senator  boasts.  It  is  possible,  however, 
that  that  Senator  and  I  differ  essentially  as  to  the  political 
meaning  of  this  word  "good."  When  I  speak  of  it,  1 
mean  the  good  of  my  country — he  may  intend  it  the  gfood 
of  a  party.  If  he  understands  it  in  this  sense,  I  should 
surrender  the  point  at  once;  for  never  did  a  party  take 
better  care  of  itself,  at  the  people's  expense. 

But,  sir,  I  am  against  this  prodigality  to  buy  or  retain 
partisans.     Let  the  victors  riot  on  the   « spoils"  taken 
from  the  vanquished  or  stript  from  the  slain;  let  them  be 
content  with  the  offices  wrested  from  the  hands  of  far 
better  men  than  themselves;  but  let  them  not  rob  the  non- 
combatants--that  is,  take  the  money  from  the  treasury,  to 
create  sinecures  for  the  purpose  of  rewarding  partisans. 
This  is  what  has  been  done  by  your  administration,  and 
your  whole  foreign  diplomacy  lias  thereby  been  deranged. 
It  is  not  the  sums  expended,  but  tlie  abuse  of  the  expen- 
diture, of  which  I  complain.     The  Senator  from  Mar}'- 
land  [Mr.  Smith]  has,  but  very  unsuccessfully,  attempted 
to  show  that  this  administration  has,  in  a  given  period, 
expended  less  for  diplomatic  intercourse  than  the  last. 
And  pray^  sir,  what  if  it' were  so?    Your  necessary  ex- 
penditure on  your  farm  was  last  year  a  thousand  dollars, 
and  you  will  expend  just  as  much  this  year  whether  you 
need  it  or  not.     What  practical  man  ever  reasoned  in  tliis 
way.^    The  Senator  from  New  York  saw  at  once  that  the 
ground  was  untenable,  both  in  principle  and  in  fact;  he 
abandoned  it  at  once,  and  tendered  the  issue  which  I  have 
very  readily  joined. 

And  here,  sir,  I  am  at  an  entire  loss  to  perceive  on  what 
the  Senator  placed  reliance  for  the  glorincation  of  his  ad- 
ministration. The  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  K&ke]  has, 
it  seems  to  me,  totally  failed  to  sustain  the  affirmative,  and 
been  obliged  to  struggle  hard  in  the  defenuve,  and  with 
ytry  little  sucess,  as  I  thought,  to  resist  the  able  and  elo- 
quent charge  of  ipy  colleague,  [Mr.  SrsAovs.]  It  is  in- 
quired, why  object  to  an  outfit,  when  you,  by  your  own 
rejection  of  a  minister,  render  the  outfit  for  another  ne- 


cessary^ My  answer  to  this  is,  that  we  have  no  other 
way  in  which  we  can  correct  the  abuse  of  the  appointing 
power,  but  by  a  rejection  of  the  minister  improperly  ap- 
pointed; and  before  I  g^nted  another  appropriation  for 
another  outfit,  1  would  be  pretty  sure  that  the  abuse  would 
not  be  repeated.  *•  The  good"  which  has  been  achieved 
by  the  diplomacy  of  this  administration!  Who,  in  this 
thing,  can  show  us  any  g^d?  We  have  ratified  a  treaty- 
with  Austriai  but  it  was  concluded  by  the  last  administra- 
tion. Your  treaty  with  Brazil  was  also  made  by  other 
hands.  Two  treaties  with  Mexico,  one  of  commerce  and 
the  other  of  limits,  have,  to  be  sure,  just  been  ratified, 
but  they  were  both  made  by  Mr.  Adams,  and  were  de- 
layed by  the  failure  of  that  Government  to  exchange  the 
ratifications.  You  are  not  indebted  to  this  administra- 
tion for  the  indenmity  obtained  from  Denmark;  and  the 
foundation  of  your  Turkish  treaty  was  laid  by  Mr.  Adams; 
and  this  has  been  adimtted  this  session,  in  debate  in  the 
other  House,  by  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Fo- 
reign Relations.  How  near  we  were  losing  the  whole, 
by  tlie  stupidity  and  folly  of  your  negotiators  of  this 
Turkish  treaty,  I  am  not  at  liberty  to  state. 

Indeed,  sir,  there  was  no  "  good"  anticipated  by  these 
changes  of  our  diplomatic  agents.  What  could  we  ex- 
pect from  a  recall  of  men  Qf  intelligence  and  experience, 
to  supply  their  places  with  new  men,  regardless  of  aU 
othcr^qualifications  but  th^r  party  attachments?  No  other 
reasons  could  exist — ^indced,  no  other  have  ever  been  pre- 
tended to  exist.  This  administration  has  had  the  distin- 
guished honor  to  set  the  first  example  of  rewarding  its 
friends  and  Dunishing  its  enemies;  and  the  consequences, 
which  we  already  feel,  are  distraction  at  home  and  dis- 
grace abroad.  We  are  humbled  every  where.  Tlie 
tories  in  the  revolution  were  scarcely  more  devoted  to  the 
mother  country  than  we  seem  to  be.  It  is  British — Bri- 
tish— British  manufactures — British,  tonnage :  and  at  last 
Maine  given  up  to  pay  Britain  for  not  impressing  our  sea- 
men. Maine!  that  proud,  republican  State — Maine!  who 
so  nobly  spilt  her  best  blood  by  sea  and  land;  has  she 
basely  surrendered  f  No,  sir,  she  has  not.  If  her  agents 
have  betrayed  her,  she  will  still  be  true  toj-  herself.  Had 
it  not  been  for  that  thirst  of  partisans  for  reward,  Mune 
would  not  have  been  in  her  present  predicament.  Mr. 
Hughes,  our  charg€  d'afiaires  at  the  Netherlands,  was 
nominated  minister  by  Mr.  Adams,  and  Mr.  Preble  was 
appointed  agent  with  Mr.  Gallatin.  Mr.  Hughes  was 
popular  at  that  court,  and  it  was  expected  that  Mr.  Preble 
would  go  out  as  agent  to  prosecute  our  claims,  aided  by 
the  diplomatic  talents  and  experience  of  the  minister.  But 
no;  at  this  critical  penod  you  must  have  every  thing  new. 
A  minister,  an  entire  stranger  to  the  court  and  the  lan- 
g^uage.  And  **  the  highlands"  were  at  last  found  to  be  in 
^the  bed  of  a  river!  This  is  one  specimen  of  the  **  good" 
boasted  of  by  the  Senator  from  New  York.  Nearly  a 
third  part  of  the  State  bartered  away  for  Rouse's  Point 
and  impressment.  Thank  heaven  I  am  not  made  of  such 
flexible  materials.  I  was,  on  a  former  occasion,  rebuked 
by  the  very  amusing  and  edifyin|^  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  Miller]  for  too  rigid  an  adherence  to  the 
doctrines  which  I  entertained  ana  inculcated  during  the 
war;  and  he  illustrated  his  rebuke  by  the  verv  odd  anec- 
dote of  the  man  who  was  so  fond  of  swimmmg  that  he 
would  keep  paddling  with  his  hands  and  feet  to  imitate 
swimming  when  he  was  on  the  land — meaning,  I  suppose, 
(if  the  figure  means  any  thin^,^  that  my  principles  ought 
to  bend  or  yield  to  my  condition.  This  might  do  very 
well  for  the  Legislature  of  my  State,  who  have,  during  a 
session  of  a  very  few  weeks,  given  directly  opposite  opi- 
nions on  the  subject  of  a  surrender  of  their  territory; 
but  my  doctrines  do  not  set  quite  so  loose  upon  me. 

Sir,  I  am  against  all  these  swimmers— -these  aquatic,  am- 
phibious politicians.  Had  it  not  been  for  these,  you  would 
not  have  witnessed  the  confasion>  ignorance,  and  want  of 
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confidence  in  the  administration  of  your  affairs.  But  tlie 
tide  was  at  the  flood,  and  they  plung;ed  in,  and  smoothly 
and  sweetly  swam  on,  and  each,  as  he  thouf^ht,  to  his  de- 
sired haven — a  gt)od  snug'  office:  some,  to  be  sure,  fell 
into  the  eddy,  and  others  *<  ventured,  like  little  wanton 
boys,  who  swim  on  bladders,  these  many  summers,  in  a 
sea  of  glory,"  but  far  beyond  tlieir  depth;  their  high- 
blown hopes^at  length  burst  under  tliem,  and  left  them, 
weary  and  ola,  to  the  mercy  of  a  rude  stream,  that  must 
forever  hide  them.  And  we  may  have  witnessed  a  case 
or  so,  where  some  one  or  more  might  exclaim,  ••  O!  how 
wretched  is  that  poor  man  who  hangs  on  princes** — no,  not 
••  princes"— -on  presidential  ** favors.**  There  is,  between 
that  smile  he  would  aspire  'to,  that  sweet  presidential  as- 
pect, *'  and  his  ruin,  more  panes  and  fears  than  wars  or 
women  have«  and  when  he  fails,  he  falls  like  Lucifer, 
never  to  rise  again." 

If  this  charge  of  too  much  consistency  had  Come  from 
the  Senator  from  New  York,  who  challenged  us  to  this 
debate,  1  should  not  liave  been  surprisecT.  In  that  State, 
I  understand,  they  do  not  think  much  of  consistency,  it 
is  said  that  there  a  man  scarcely  knows,  for  twenty-four 
hours,  to  what  party  he  belongs;  and  what  seems  singular 
is,  that,  while  he  is  turning,  he  is  insensible  of  the  opera- 
tion. The  magician  toucnes  him  with  his  wand,  and  he 
is  changed  in  the  twinkling  of  an  eye.  A  man,  it  is  said, 
haabecn  known  to  go  to  bed  and  to  sleep  a  decided.  Clin- 
tonian,  and  to  wakb  up  in  the  morning  a  **Hucktailof  tlie 
first  water."  Like  Corporal  Trim's  falling  in  love,  **it 
bursts  upon  you  like  a  bomb,  without  giving  you  time  to 
ifiy,  .God  bless  me!" 

Sir,  there  is  one  species  of  diplomacy,  said  to  be  set  on 
foot,  which,  if  the  fact  be  so,  cannot  receive  too  much 
reprobation.  Is  it  not  enough  that  we  are  (1  fear)  to  lose 
an  important  portion  of  our  frontier?  Is  it  not  enough 
that  we  have  not  only  surrendered  the  colonial  trade  to 
Great  Britain,  but  we  have  humbly  begged  iier  to  take  it.' 
But  must  we  still  drink  the  cup  of  iiuniiliation  to  the 
dregs,  by  buying  an  exemption  from  impressment? 

1  know  full  well  that  tlie  opinions  and  decisions  of  this 
Senate  will  be  arraigned,  if  not  consistent  with  the  views 
ajid  wisliea  of  tlie  administration.  On' this  very  subject 
of  our  relations  with  Great  Britain,  the  Senate  has  been 
reproached  by  the  President.  A  few  days  sii>ce  he  btaied 
to  a  highly  respectable  gentleman,  now  in  this  chamber, 
that,  when  he  commenced  his  administration,  we  were  on 
the  moat  friendly  relations  with  Great  Britain;  and  now, 
by  the  conduct  of  that  Senate,  we  were  on  tlte  verge  of 
enmity;  and  he  should  not  sencl  another  niinistcr  tiiere, 
until  he  had  learnt  bow  the  British  Government  received 
the  insult  offered  them  by  the  Senate  in  the  rejection  of 
Mr.  Van  Buren.  Sir,  I  state  this  not  lightly,  but  upon 
mature  reflection.  1  know  what  1  say,  and  1  hold  myself 
responsible  for  the  truth  of  it.  This  «*  important  nego- 
tiation," with  which  our  minister  to  London  is  charged, 
18^  it  seems,  the  subject  of  impressing  American  seamen. 
Sir,  can  this  be  possible?  I  did  believe  that  this  matter 
had  been  settled — very  honorably  settled — by  such  nego- 
tiators aa  Hull,  Bainbridge,  Kodgers,  Stuart,  Perry, 
McDonougfa,  and  many  other  good  fellows,  who  so  often 
caused  tlie  star-spangled  banner  to  wave  in  triumph  over 
St.  George's  cross. 

Mr.  President,  my  colleague  speaks  of  the  President's 
construction  of  the  act  of  29ih  May,  1830,  and  his  execu. 
tion  of  that  hiw  contrary  to  ite  plain  intent  and  import,  as 
matter  of  nngularity.  My  worthy  colleague  must  have 
been  an  inattentive  observer  of  the  times,  if  he  has  not 
perceived  that  this  is  an  every  da>  business;  that  tlie  Pre- 
sident lias  not  only  undertaken  to  modify  laws,  but,  in 
effect,  to  repeal  them,  and  even  treaties,  too,  by  refusing 
to  "take  care  that  they  are  faithfully  executed.^**  Had 
the  judges  of  .your  Supreme  Court  usurped  tlie  legislative 
M  much  M  the  PreaideBt  has,  in  my  (pinion,  the  judicial 


powers,«they  would  have,  forthwith,  been  brought  to  the 
bar  of  this  Senate.  This  very  act,  which  admits  British 
and  American  vessels,  with  th6ir  cargoes,  into  the  re- 
spective ports  of  the  parties,  upon  terms  of  perfect  equali- 
ty, is,  by  Executive  **  construction,"  to  permit  t  British 
vessel  to  tak&A  cargo  of  foreign  produce  from  the  United 
States  lo  any  of  their  colonies,  when  an  American  ve«sel 
is  strictly  prohibited  from  doing  any  such  thing;  tims 
executing  the  law,  not  as  it  is,  but  as  he  and  Great  Bri- 
tain would  have  it  to  be.  Tiiis  identical  act,  putting  a 
construction  on  a  law  of  Congress  against  its  plain  mean- 
ing and  intent,  and  at  the  same  time  yielding  to  British 
navigation  an  advantage  over  our  own,  never  before  sur- 
rendered to  any  nation,  is  an  era  in  the  commercial  history 
of  this  country,  from  which  I  fear  the  future  historian  will 
date  its  decline,  and  the  cause  of  its  final  fall.  Augustus 
Caesar  first  subdued  the  Senate,  and  then  used  it  as  sn  in- 
strument to  enslave  the  people.  If,  as  Mr.  UcLane  says, 
it  will  be  tdways  our  interest  that  foreigners  should  ex- 
port from  our  country  our  foreign  produce,  then  it  is 
equ;«lly  our  interest  that  they  should  have  the  same  pre- 
ference in  the  exportation  of  our  domestic  products. 
Admit  tliis,  and  your  Chinese  or  **  terrapin"  policy  is  es- 
tablished as  the  permanent  policy  of  the  nation.  If,  in- 
stead of  a  discrimination  in  favor  of  ourselves,  which  has 
been  our  navigating  system  from  1790  down  to  this  time, 
our  policy  i^  to  be  a  discrimination  against  ourselves  and 
in  favor  of  others;  if  the  whole  system  is  not  only  to  be 
abandoned  but  reversed,  let  gentlemen  avow  it  distinctly; 
and  let  us  understand  what  tliey  mean,  that  we  may  know 
where  to  meet  them.  Maine,  which,  in  point  of  tonnage, 
stands  third  in  the  Union,  has  a  right  to  be  heard  on  this 
subject.  With  us  it  is  a  great  question.  If  we  are  to 
lose  ourlerritory  and  navigation,  too,  and  get  some  offices 
for  the  leaders,  but  nothing  for  the  people,  all  parts  and 
parcels  of  the  scheme  ought  to  be  fully  disclosed. 

The  question  of  the  colonial  arrangement  is  one  involr- 
ing  our  whole  navigating  policy*  I'he  discrimination  in 
favor  of  British  tonnage,  and  the  reason  given  for  it,  that 
it  will  be  for  our  interest  to  give  a  preference  to  foreigners 
to  export  foreign  products,  demand  the  serious  considera- 
tion of  every  statesman.  I  know  that  a  very  distin^ished 
statesman,  Mr.  Jefferson,  was  an  early  advocate  tor  sur- 
rendering the  ocean.  But  tiiis  was  before  we.had  a  fede- 
ral constitution,  giving  a  general  power  to  regubte  the 
commerce  of  the  whole  confederacy;*  and  he  afterward* 
abandoned  these  visionary  ideas,  and,  in  his  various  roes- 
sages,  has  recommended  commerce  and  navigation  as  in- 
terests inseparable  from  agriculture  and  manufactures. 
What  should  have  put  this  thought,  of  the  surrendering 
of  our  navigation,  into  the  heads  of  the  President  and  liis 
minister,  it  is  impossible  to  conjecture.  And  it  is  indeed 
still  more  singular  and  inexplicable  that  this  surrender 
should  be  made  to  the  nation  which,  above  all  others,  is 
capable  of  using  it  most  to  her  own  advantage  and  to  our 
injury.  Great  Britain  had  lately  changed  very  materially 
her  colonial  policy.  Mr.  HuskissOn,  in  discussing  the  ce- 
lebrated colonial  acts,  had  acknowledged  that  a  success- 
ful competition  with  the  United  States,  on  the  restrictive 
principle,  was  impossible.  The  British  minister  had  ad- 
mitted to  Mr.  Barbour,  that  the  colonial  restrictions  were 
most  inj  urious  to  the  colonies  themselves.  We  had  nearly 
the  whole  carrying  of  the  circuitous  trade;  and  why  this 
extraordinary  preference  to  Great  Britain  at  this  time. 


*  "  Perhaps  to  irmore,  »•  much  at  poMible,  the  oeca«ioo«orRiBl^><^^ 
war,  it  mi^ht  be  lieiier  fur  ut  lo  abandon  the  <iC4ran  altogcihic, 'bii 
being  the  riemeiit  vrhereoii  we  thai!  be  priiiciually  txpiwfd  lo  )*mk 
wiih  uiher  nationa:  to  leare  to  9thers  to  bnnif  what  we  •hall  V'^'^Jt 
to  carry  away  wIihi  we  can  apare.  Tbi«  would  make  u>  inTuUierao* 
to  Eunipe,  by  offering  iinne  of  our  property  to  their  pri«e,  and  woo  fl 
turn  all  oureitizeiM  to  the  eultivatioiinf  lb e  earth;  and  I  reii««t  it  igatD) 
cultivaiura  ot  the  earth  are  the  most  vir.'uottitaiid  iudepeudeiit  ^i^'f'^' 
It  might  be  time  enough  to  seek  employment  for  them  at  eea,  ^orn 
the  land  no  longer  offbrt  it."— /e^r*«n*f  Note*  •»  nrfinlo,  p>  »•*» 
ediHun  1787. 
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Was  our  poUtical  existence  in  danger,  and  did  we,  as  in 
our  treaties  with  France,  of  1778,  surrender  somethin^^, 
rather  than  lose  all?  Nothing^  of  this — nor  were  we  en- 
gaged in  war,  or  threatened  with  one.  Nor  have  we  even 
ue  mean  apology  of  bartering  our  honor  for  profit:  for 
we  have  gained  nothing^.  No,  it  is  even  worse;  a  national 
sacrifice  of  both  honor  and  interest— to  save  a  party  {  a 
mere  political  "  humbug. " 

Sir,  I  must  tax  the  patience  of  the  Senate,  while  1  make 
an  exertion  to  disabuse  the  public  on  this  subject  of  '*the 
colonial  trade,"  so  much  talked  of  and  so  little  understood. 
I  shall  endeavor  to  present  it  as  it  has  been  and  as  it  is ;  not 
only  in  regard  to  Great  Britain,  but  other  nations  having* 
colonies  in  our  vicinity.     The  peace  of  1783  had  chanf^d 
our  relations  with  the  British  Northern  and  Southern  Ame- 
rican colonies,  and  it  was  readily  perceived.that  the  colo- 
nial ref^ulations  which  Great  Britain  might  adopt  in  this 
new  state  of  things,  must  have  an  important  bearings  on 
oiir  commercial  relations  with  Great  Britain  herself.    The 
colonies  Iving  in  the  way  of  a  trade  between  the  United 
States  and  the  British  European  dominions,  any  indirect 
communications  with  them,  enjoyed  by  Great  Britain  and 
not  by  us,  would  g^ve  her  a  manifest  advantage.     This  was 
perceived;  and,  immediately  after  the  peace  of  1783,  when 
we  had  no  general  effectual  power  to  countervail  any  com- 
mercial restrictions  imposed  by  other  nations.  Great  Bri- 
tain benn  to  cast  about  and  see  how  she  was  to  engross 
the  trade  of  tlie  United  States,  and  preserve  the  supremacy 
of  her  own  navigation.     Mr.  Pitt  tiioug^t  a  free  trade 
would  give  Great  Britain  a  successful  competition,  and  he 
made,  in  1783,  a  proposition,  remarkablefor  its  liberality, 
to  equalize  the  duties  in  oar  trade  with  Great  Britain  and 
the  colonies,  on  native  products  from  each,  whether  in 
British  or  American  shipa     This  bill  of  Mr.  Pitt,,  called 
"the  American  intercourse  biU,'^  was  opposed  by  Mr. 
Eclen  (afterwards  Lord  Auckland)  as  favoring  the  United 
States  at  the  expense  of  the  Americi^n  colonies.     The 
bill  fell,  of  course,  with' Mr.  Pitfs  administration,  but  pro- 
bably would  not  have  been  passed  had  he  retained  his 
power. 

The  next  year  the  Committee  of  Council,  actings  as  a 
Board  of  Trade,  drew  the  attention  of  Parliament  to  the 
advantage  of  the  circuitous  voyag^.  They  state  that  '*  it 
had  been  observed  to  them  that  the  owners  concerned  in 
the  West  India  trade  have  long  labored  under  gpreat  disad- 
vantages, from  the  difficulty  of  procuring  outward  freights 
for  their  vessels;  but  now,  by  goingffirst  to  North  America, 
and  from  thence  to  the  West  Indies,  and  so  home,  they 
will  be  sure  of  two,  and  perhaps  three,  instead  of  little 
more  than  one."  In  another  report,  in  1791,  they  speak 
of  this  circuitous  trade  as  «a  new  acquisition." 

Our  trade  with  Great  Britain  was  regulated  by  tempora- 
ry acts  of  Parliament  and  orders  in  council,  until  1788,  and 
and  that  with  her  colonies  was  to  be  carried  on  in  British 
ships  alone;  when  Parliament  made  its  permanent  colonial 
regulations,  thus  described  by  Mr.  McPherson,  which  I 
will  give  you  entire: 

From  Mcpherson* a  Jtnnaby  vol.  4,  page  168. 

«  March  10,  d.  D.  1788. 

**The  Parliament,  thinking^  that  the  experience  of  five 
years  had  now  proved  that  British  vessels  were  competent 
to  the  supply  of  the  West  India  islands  with  the  produce 
of  Amerio^  enacted  a  permanent  law,  instead  of  the  tem- 
porary regulations  hitherto  generally  renewed  every  year, 
whereby  the  importation  of  tobacco,  pitch,  tar,  turpen- 
tine, hemp,  flax,  masts,  yards,  bowsprits,  lumber  of  every 
kind,  horses,  cattle,  and  other  live  stock,  bread,  flour, 
peas,  beans,  potatoes,  wheat,  rice,  oats,  barley,  and  other 
grain,  the  produce  of  the  United  States,  into  the  West  In- 
dies, in  Bntish  vessels,  legally  navigated,  was  authorized { 
and  all  other  articles  were  prohibited,  on  penalty  of  forfeit- 
ure of  the  vessel  and  cargo.     Goods  or  produce,  which 


may  be  lawfully  exported  from. the  West  Indies  to  any 
foreign  country  in  Europe,  may' be  carried  to  the  United 
States,  as  may  also  sugsr,*  molasses,  coffee,  pimento, 
cocoa,  chocolate  nuts,  and  ginger — the  two  latter  articles 
paying  the  same  duty  as  when  carried  to  the  British  colo- 
nies in  America.  Both  imports  and  exports  must  be  only 
in  British  vessels,  navigated  according  to  law;  but  vessels 
belonging  to  the  United  States,  arriving  in  ballast  at  the 
Turk's  Islands,  are  permitted  to  load  with  salt,  and  no  other 
article,  on  paying  a  duty  of  two  shillings  and  six  pence 
per  ton,  (payable  in  dollars,  at  five  shillings  and  six 
pence  per  ounce,)  their  measurement  being  determined  by 
a  proper  officer.  Neither  can  any  other  article  than  salt 
be  exported  from  Turk's  Islands  to  any  British  colony  in 
America  or  the  West  Indies;  nor  can  any  goods  be  export- 
ed from  them  to  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  but  salt,  and 
such  articles  as  may  be  imported  from  all  countries  free  of 
duty.  Such  articles  as  are  allowed  to  be  imported  from 
the  United  States  to  tne  British  West  Indies,  must  not  be 
imported  from  any  foreign  West  India  island,  except  in 
cases  of  distress,  when  the  governor  and  council  of  any 
island  may  permit  the.  importation  of  them  in  British  ves- 
sels for  a  limited  time.  No  goods  whatever  are  allowed 
to  be  imported  from  the  Untted  States  into  Nova  Scotia, 
New  Brunswick,  Cape  Breton,  St.  John's,  Newfoundland, 
and  their  dependencies,  except  in  cases  of  distress,  when 
the  governor  and  council  of  any  of  the  provinces  may  allow 
timber  and  lumber,  horses,  cattle,  and  other  live  stock, 
bread,  potatoes,  and  grain  of  all  kinds,  to  be  imported  in 
British  vessels,  for  a  limited  time.  No  goods  are  allowed 
to  be  carried  by  sea  from  the  United  States  to  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec,  upon  any  account  whatever.  But  no- 
thing in  this  act  is  intended  to  repeal  the  act  of  last  year, 
respecting  the  fi-ee  ports  of  Kingston,  Savannah-hi-Mer," 
&c.— Cap.  6. 

Our  commerce  being,  as  you  see,  the  victim  of  foreign 
legislation,  was  a  main  inducement  to  the  adoption  of  the 
federal  constitution.  This  is  an  important  era  in  our 
commercial  history.  At  that  time  the  exports  of  Great 
Britain  to  the  United  States  were  £2,525,300  sterlings 
grater  than  to  any  other  nation;  and  her  imports  from 
thence  |1,050, 197  only.  The  npxt  year  Congress  passed 
the  celebrated  tonnage  bill,  discriminating  in  favor  of  our 
own  vessels  and  their  cargoes.  At  this,  the  British  ship- 
owners took  the  alarm.  They  saw  thai  the  new  Govern- 
ment had  the  power  to  put  the  American  navigator  on 
,equal  ground  of  compedtion;  and  with  this,  and  our  enter- 
prise and  skill,  there  was  good  cause  of  alarm.  The  first 
device  resorted  to,  was  a  proposition  to  a  mutual  repeal 
of  discriminating  duties  in  the  ports  of  the  United  States 
and  the  British  European  ports;  craftily  reserving  the 
right  so  to  regelate  the  trade  with  the  colonies,  that  the^ 
could  always  discriminate,  in  the  circuitous  trade,  in  their 
own  favor. 

In  Mr.  Jay's  treaty  of  1794^  tlie  twelfth  article  authoriz- 
ed bur  citizens  to  carry,  &c.  in  our  own  vessels,  to  the 
British  West  Indies,  not  exceeding  seventy  tons  burden, 
such  of  our  products  as  British  vessels  might  carry,  &c. 
paying  the  same  duties;  this  to  continue  during  the  pre- 
sent war,  and  two  years  after;  and  by  the  fifteenth  article 
of  the  same  treaty,  the  British  reserve,  as  to  the  European 
trade,  the  right  to  countervail  our  discriminating  duties. 
Here  was  unquestionably  a  stratagerp  to  equalize  the  du- 
ties in  the  colonial  trade,  discriminate  in  the  direct  trade, 
adhere  to  tlie  policy  of  interdicting  our  carrying  between 
the  colonies  and  the  parent  country ;  and  the  consequence 
would  have  been  inevitable,  that  nearly  the  whole  inter- 
course would  have  been  circuitous,  and  the  British  would 
have  engrossed  the  whole  of  it.     For  example,  in  the  di. 


•  querr.— Ii  mm  forgoiien,  or  dnignedly  omiued?  It  conitUuiei 
bjrftr  the  laott  important  ftrticit  iii  ibe  experts  from  tbe  Wett  Indiet 
lolbe  United  Suttrt. 
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rect  trade,  a  British  vesse]  pays  a  heavy  discriminating  duty 
here;  an  American  a  heavy  one  there.  Through  the 
colonies  they  are  equal  {  but  our  vessels  cannot  go  to  Great 
Britain  through  the  colonies,  while  theirs  can.  Where- 
fore, it  follows  that  they  could  have  carried  on  the  circuit- 
ous trade,  through  tlie  colonies,  without  discrimination, 
and  MT^  must  have  been  confined  to  the  direct  route,  sub- 
ject to  just  such  burdens  as  Great  Britain  might  choose 
to  impose.  This  consideration,  probably,  together  with 
the  limitation  of  our  commerce  with  the  West  Indies  to 
vessels  of  seventy  tons,  induced  the  Senate  to  except 
that  article  from  the  ratification,  and  thus  we  escaped'that 
snare. 

But,  in  1802,  and  immediately  after  the  peace  of  Amiens, 
an  act  of  Parliament  was  passed,  and  transmitted  to  the 
President,  who  communicated  it  immediately  to  Congress, 
proposing  to  abolish  the  discriminating  duties  in  our  com- 
merce with  their  European  port^-anticipating  thereby 
the  same  advantage,  in  the  voyage  through  the  colonies, 
which  has  been  obtained  by  Mr.  McLane's  arrangement. 
The  message  of  the  President,  with  the  act  of  Parliament, 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  who 
made  a  report  in  favor  of  the  measure,  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House;  and,  soon  after,  a 
resolution  was  offered,  and  referred  to  the  same  commit- 
tee, against  abolishing  discriminating  duties  widi  nations 
having. colonies,  unless  our  vessels  were  admitted  into 
those  colonies  on  the  same  terms  as  their  own.     Notlnng 
was  done  on  these  two  propositions;  and,  before  the  next 
session,  the  war  in  Europe  was  rekindled,  and  nothing 
after  occurred  to  revive  the  subject  until  the  peace  of 
1814.     After  the  treaty  of  Ghent  had  been  ratified,  our 
ministers  proposed  a  commercial  convention,  and  the  ques- 
tion again  arose.  Shall  we  agree  to  a  reciprocity  in  navi- 
gation, without  including  the  colonies?    Mr.  Adams,  lam 
told,  was  averse  to  this,  apprehending  that  we  should  be 
circumvented  in  the  circuitous  voyage.     But  a  convention 
was  agreed  on,  merely  as  an  experiment,  limited  to  four 
years,  by  which  the  products  of  each  country  might  be 
imported  into  the  other  upon  the  same  terms,  whether 
the  vessels  be  American  or  British.     It  was  soon  perceiv- 
ed that  the  exclusion  of  the  American  colonies  from  the 
operation  of  this  convention  was  producing  the  effects  ap- 
prehended, in  giving  the  British  the  advantage  of  three 
and  even  four  freights,  while  we  were  limited  to  two,  and 
often  to  one.   At  the  time  of  the  convention  of  1815,  our 
whole  tonnage  amounted  to  1,368,127  tons;  British,  (Eu- 
ropean and  American,)  2,681,276  tons. 
.     It  is,  however,  a  striking  flict,  that,  during  the  year 
1816,  the  British  tonnage  engaged  in  the  whole  American 
colonial  trade  was  to  the  American  as  111,949  tons  to 
102,128  tons,  while  that  to  the  British  West  Indies  was 
as  75,704  British  to  26,321  American.     This  was  insuffer- 
able; and,  in  1818,  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  of 
the  House,  of  which  I  had  the  honor  to  be  a  member,  and  of 
which  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Forstth]  was  chair- 
man, made  their  report,  accompanied  by  a  bill  for  the  oc- 
clusion of  certain  British  colonial  ports,  which  was  passed. 
This  was  followed  up  by  the  act  of  1820,  making  the  system 
more  extensive  and  perfect;  and  thus  were  the  British  co- 
lonial ports  closed  by  sea.     Great  Britain,  learning  our 
intention  to  pass  the  act  of  1818,  by  an  act  of  Parliament 
of  the  same  year,  opened  the  ports  of  Halifax  and  St. 
John's,  for  certain  articles  necessary  for  her  West  Indies, 
giving  us  the  short  voyage,  and  reserving  to  herself  the 
long  one,  and  encumbering  the  trade  with  other  restric- 
tions.    This  was  inadmissible,  and  we  offered,  as  a  coun- 
ter project,  that  the  list  of  inadmissible  articles  should 
be  the  same  to  the  Northern  and  Southern  colonies,  the 
duties  to  be  equal  in  the  carrying,  and  no  oUier  nor  higher 
on  our  products  than  on  those  frojn  any  other  country. 
Nothing  was  agreed  on;  and  such  was  the  consequent 
pressure  on  their  West  Indies,  that  an  act  of  Parliament, 


of  24th  June,  1822,  authorized  certain  articles  to  be  im- 
ported into  certain  ports,  the  produce  of  the  country  from 
whence,.  &c,  and  the  exportation  of  colonial  produce  and 
British  manufactures,  taking  special  care  to  give  the  Bri- 
tish vessel  the  advantage  in  the  circuitous  voyage.  Our 
act  of  1823  suspended  those  of  1818  and  1820,  confined 
the  British  shipping  to  the  direct  trade,  and  offered  to 
abolish  our  discriminating  duties.  Thus  it  stood  until  the 
British  colonial  act  of  July,  1825,  the  British,  in  the  mean 
time,  countervailing  our  acts,  and  still  nearly  the  whole 
trade  carried  on  in  American  shipping. 

This  act  of  Parliament  of  1825  (usually  called  Mr.  Hus- 
kisson's)  forms  another  commercial  era.     It  was  a  radical 
change  of  the  British  colonial  policy.     But,  in  the  discus- 
sions then,  and  in  the  succeeding  year,  principles  i^'ctc 
advanced,  which  the  act  was  neither  calculated  nor  in- 
tended to  sustain.     A  late  British  writer,  indiscus^ngthis 
subject,  has  remarked,  that  **  there  is  not,  perhaps,  ano- 
ther instance  in  the  history  of  Parliament,  in  wtich  the 
measure  brought  in  was  in  so  little  >  accordance  with  the 
speech  by  which  it  was  pre^ced.     Prohibition,  it  is  true, 
was,  for  the  most  part,  (though  not  entirely,)  abolished  in 
name,  but  it  was  kept  up  in  fiict!  an4  the  real  effect  of  the 
act  was  to  continue,  under  different  regulations,  eveiy 
abuse  which  Mr.  Huskisson  had  denounced. '*    To  wit,  to 
give  Canada  and  the  ship  owners  the  monopoly  of  the  sup- 
ply of  the  West  India  colonies.     The  act  of  Parliament,  of 
1825,  gave  the  direct  trade  in  native  products  to  nations 
having  colonies,  upon  reciprocal  terms,  and  to  those  that 
had  not  colonies,  which  put  British  trade  ^'ontlie  footing 
of  the  most  favored  nation."    The  United  States,  then, 
was  to  enjoy  the  colonial  trade  on  a  condition  so  obscure 
and  equivocal,  that  there  is  strong  reason  to  suspect  it  was 
intended  as  a  subterfuge.     We  had  given  other  nations 
commercial  favors  for  equivalents;  and  was  the  colontai 
trade  in  British  vessels  to  be  put  on  an  equality  with  these' 
The  British  minister  heft  (Mr.  Vaughan)  was  called  on 
for  an  explanation,  but  he  confessed  he  could  gire  none. 
But  subsequent  events  show  clearly  that  this  new  colonial 
policy  was  aimed  mainly  at  the  navigation  of  the  United 
States.   It  was  seen  tliat,  fi-om  the  close  of  the  war,  in  1815, 
to  1825,  the  tonnage  of  the  United  Sutes  bad  increased, 
while  that  of  Great  Britain  had  diminished.    It  was  frank- 
ly acknowledged  that,  in  a  commercial  w;^fare  with  us, 
they  must  fail,  and  that  their  American  colonies  must  suf- 
fer exceedingly.    Mr.  Huskisson  observed  that,  by  our 
commercial  system,  *<  a  hea\*y  blow  was  aimed  at  the  na- 
vigation of  England."  At^er  a  frank  avowal  that  their  own 
commercial  policy  was  to  check  the  g^wth  of  any  mari- 
time Power  which  might,  by  her  single  strength,  endan- 
ger the  commercial  supremacy  of  England,  and  question 
her  title  to  the  sovereignty  of  the  seas,  Mr.  Huskisson  adds, 
•<  It  ia  the  broad  principle  upon  which  the  navigation  sys- 
tem of  this  country  was  founded,  and  it  is  obvious  that  the 
motives  for  adopting  that  system  were,  first,  that  such 
portion  of  thfe  carrying  trade  of  foreign  countries  as  does 
not  devolve  to  Britbh  shipping,  should  be  divided  a« 
equally  as  possible  amongst  otlier  maritime  States,  and  not 
engrossed  by  any  one  of  them  in  particular?  and,  secondlv, 
that  countries  entertaining  relations  of  commerce  with  tliB 
country,  and  not  possessing  shipping  of  their  own,  shouW 
export  their  produce  to  England  in  British  ships  only,  in- 
stead  of  employing  the  vessels  of  any  third  Power." 

It  was  pretended  that  those  nations  which  did  not  accept 
of  the  terms  prescribed  by  the  colonial  trade  act,  within 
a  year,  forfeited  their  claims  to  the  proviaons  of  that  act; 
yet  Great  Britain  acted  upon  this  principle  with  none  but 
the  United  States.  Mr.  Gallatin  arrived  in  England  ui 
July,  and  it  was  known  he  was  instructed  to  open  »  »*y°J 
tiation  on  the  subject;  but,  on  the  27th  of  this  month,  anfl 
before  he  had  presented  his  credentials,  the  order  m  coun- 
cil was  issued,  excluding  us  from  this  trade.  Mr.  Can- 
ning, after  cavilling  and  equivocating,  abruptly  ana  p  • 
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remptorily  broke  off  the  negotiation^  and  then  boasted  in 
Parliament  that  he  <*  had  had  the  hwt  word.*' 

The  opposition  to  the  late  administration  now  began  to 
magnify  this  colonial  trade  as  a  great  affair,  and  to  arraign 
the  administration  for  losing  it.  It  was  the  party  bobby; 
and  the  President  was  accused  of  demanding  too  much. 
In  1826,  legislation  was  attfempted^  but  it  failed,  for  want 
of  time.  In  1 837,  a  bill  was  reported  by  the  Senator  from 
Loutnana,  [Mr.  JdHirsTOK,]  then  chairman  of  the  Commitp 
tee  on  Commerce,  providing  for. closing  the  colonial  ports 
after  the  30th  September;  but  if,  before  that  time,  they 
should  be  opened  to  us,  and  the  British  discriminating  du- 
ties repealed,  the  President  might,  by  proclamation,  open 
ooia  to  them  on  the  same  terms.  This  bill  was  amended, 
on  my  motion  to  strike  out  the  words  **by  sea,"  so  as  to 
make  the  exclusion  extend  to  the  inUnd  navigation.  Af- 
ter this,  the  whole  bill,  after  the  enacting  clause,  was 
stricken  out;  and,  on  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Maryland, 
[Mr.  Smith,]  a  substitute  inserted,  of^ree  sections.  The 
first,  repealing  the  discriminating  duties  after  the  31st  De- 
cember; the  second,  suspending  the  acts  of  1818,  1820, 
and  1823,  until  the  31st  of  December;  and  the  third,  au- 
thorizing the  President,  before  that  time,  to  repeal  our 
acts  of  1818,  1820,  and  1823,  and  the  discriminating 
duties,  should  the  British  order  in  council,  of  27th  July, 
1826,  and  their  discriminating  duties,  be  repealed.  Thus 
amended,  tlie  act  passed  the  Senate,  but  the  House 
thought  it  was  too  humiliating.  As  we  passed  it,  if  the  Bri- 
tisb  order  in  council,  interdicting  the  trade  to  us,  should  not 
be  rescinded,  our  discriminating  duties  would  be  repealed 
after  the  31st  of  December,  and  our  colonial  acts  would 
all  have  been  revived.  Mow«asthe  act  of  1823  suspended 
those  of  1818  and  1820,  the  result  would  have  been,  that, 
after  the  31st  of  December,  the  whole  trade  would  have 
been  open  to  Great  Britain,  without  discriminating  duties, 
and  closed  to  us.  This  was  the  view  taken  of  it  by  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Commerce  of  the  House, 
now  a  member  of  the  Senate,  [Mr.  Toxlifsof,]  in  which 
be  was  unquestionably  correct,  and  the  bill  was  amended, 
providing  that,  if  the  British  ports  were  not  open  to  us 
by  the  3l8t  of  December^  ours  should  be  shut  to  them. 
After  a  conference,  each  House  adhered  to  its  opmion, 
and  the  bill  failed.  This  was  on  the  2d  of  March-*Con- 
greas  adjourned  the  next  day;  and  the  President,  on  the 
17tb,  issued  bis  proclamation,  closing  our  ports  against 
British  vessels.  The  Senate's  proposition  was,  opening 
the  trade  to  Great  Britain,  and  asking  her  to  open  it  to  us, 
without  saying  what  we  would  do  in  case  she  failed  to  com- 
ply; that  of  the  House  added,  that,  unless  she  did  comply, 
our  ports  should  be  shut  to  her,  as  hers  then  were  to  us. 
In  this  attempt  at  legislation,  the  administration  did  not 
interfere  at  all,  though  its  opposers  attempted  to  throw 
the  blame  of  losing  the  trade  on  them.  Had  there  been 
no  party  machinery  in  the  affair.  Great  Britain,  who  was 
almost  the  exclusive  sufferer,  would  have  soon  been  brought 
to  her  senses,  and  consented  to  trade  on  fair  and  equita- 
ble term*.  The  fnends  of  the  btc  administration,  charged 
with  demanding  too  much,  in  fact,  yielded  too  much, 
though  it  is  totally  untrue,  as  alleged  by  Mr.  Van  Buren, 
that  it  bad  abandoned  the  ground  it  huA  taken*  The 
principles  advanced  by  Great  Britain  on  this  subject  have 
always  been  at  war  with  each  other.  You  propose  a  com- 
mercial convention  or  treaty  with  her — "the  colonies  are 
distinct,  and  reciprocity  must  be  limited  to  het*  European 
dominions."  You  propose  to  participate  in  the  canning 
between  the  colonies  and  the  parent  country-'-'*  the 
colonies  are  a  part  of  the  empire,  and  this  is  *  coasting 
trade.'  "  The  struf^le  lias  been,  by  the  British,  to  get 
the  exclusive  carrymg,  and  to  supply  her  West  Indies 
tlirough  her  Northern  colonies;  and,  by  us,  to  secure  a 
fair  equality.  Our  alternate  resort  to  discrimination  and 
exclusion,  since  the  convention  of  1815,  had,  in  a  consi- 
derable degree,  deprived  Great  Britain  of  the  advantages 


of  the  circuitous  voyace;  and  through  the  ports  of  other 
nations  in  the  West  Inoies,  (called  **  the  neutral  ports,*') 
we  had  supplied  her  Southern  colonies  idmost  exdusively 
by  our  own  tonnage.  Although  our  inland  trade  was  stiU 
open,  yet  such  are  the  obstructions  to  the  navigation  of 
the  St.  Lawrence,  that  we  could  much  more  easily  supply 
the  West  Indies  through  '*  the  neutral  ports,"  than  Great 
Britain  could  through  the  Canadas.  Now,  take  the  dif- 
ferent periods  of  1821,  1824,  1827,  and  1830,  under  the 
operations  of  the  different  acts  of  1818  and  1820,  when 
the  ports  were  closed,  1823,  when  they  were  open  par- 
tially, enforcing  the  principle  of  discrimination,  and  1827 
and  1830,  when  they  were  closed  under  the  proclama- 
tion of  17th  March,  1827,  and  compare  our  tonnage,  in 
each  of  those  years,  with  that  under  Mr.  McLane's  ar- 
rangement, and  you  will  then  have  a  picture  of  this  affair 
most  appalhng  to  the  navigating  interest.  '  Hithertq,  the 
Britisli  Southern  colonies  had  been  supplied  through  the 
inland  navigation  with  the  Northern  provinces  and  *<  the 
neutral  ports,"  the  largest  portion  through  the  Danish 
and  Swedish  islands^  considerable,  however,  through  the 
Spanish,  French,  and  Dutch  isUnds,  and  Hayti.  I  will 
take  the  tonnage  employed  in  the  British  colonies,  and 
the  Swedish  and  Danish  only,  although  this  is  by  no  means 
stating  the  case  so  bad  as  it  is. 

BaiTisB,  Swedish,  lvh  Danish. 
American  Tonnaipe.  Fui^ign. 

Kntrr.  Depariarp.  Entrr.         Departure. 

1821,         168,305        182,624  2,757  4^90 

1824,         178,602        192,309        11,604        17,363 
1827,         158,302         148,099        17,623         19,792 

1830,  -  192,061  -  15,080 

1831,  -  151,147  -  107,078 
Yet  the  Senator  from  Illinois  expects  to  make  us  believe 

that  our  tonnage,  in  this  trade,  has  increased  since  this 
arrangement.  He  would  prove  it  in  this  way:  He  takes 
our  tonnage  engaged  in  the  direct  British  trade,  which 
was  almost  wholly  mterdicted,  and  compares  it  with  that 
now  carried  on,  and  triumphantly  gives  you  the  result. 
Now,  every  one  sees  the  entire  fallacy  of  the  argument, 
who  knows  that,  during  the  interdiction,  nearly  every 
thing  was  done  through  the  •«  neutral  ports."  I  have,  in- 
deed, stated  the  case  too  favorably  for  the  "  arrange- 
ment." There  was  mOr&  commerce  with  the  British  co- 
lonies thafi  the  whole  carried  on  through  the  British,  Swe- 
dish, and  Danish  ports.  Very  much  went  through  the 
Dutch,  Frent^h,  and  Spanish  islands,  and  Hayti,  as  I  have 
said.  And  now,  in  the  three  firsts  there  has  been  an  im- 
mense falling  off. 

We  have  seen  the  condition  of  the  British  colonial  trade 
when  this  administration  commenced,  and  we  will  see, 
however  humiliating  it  may  be,  what  was  done,  and  how  it 
was  done. 

The  President,  in  his  first  messag^^  seems  to  be  paving 
the  way  for  an  adjustment  of  this  question.  He  begins 
by  the  most  servile  adulation  of  the  British  nation,  vainly 
and  foolishly  expecting  that  his  flattery  would  induce  her 
to  surrender  what  she  deemed  an  important  principle 
connected  with  her  maritime  power.  "  With  Great  Bri- 
tain, (he  says,)  alike  distinguished  in  peace  and  in  war,  we 
may  look  forward  to  years  of  peaceful,  honorable,  and 
elevated  competition.  Every  thing  in  the  condition  and 
history  of  the  two  nations  id  calculated  to  inspire  senti- 
ments of  mutual  respect."  Sir,  is  tiiis  the  sentiment  of 
the  President  of  these  United  States  >  Every  thing?  Every 
thing  in  the  condition  and  history  of  Great  Britain  to  in- 
spire us  with  sentiments  of  respect^  Are  the  "condi- 
tions" of  her  public  debt,  her  tithes  and  poor  rates,  and 
her  religious  establishments,  entitled  to  our  very  profound 
respect:  But  it  is  not  limited  to  her  present  ••  condition;" 
it  extends  to  herVhole  "  history  {"  not  only  to  all  that  she 
is,  but  to  all  that  she  has  been,  or  has  done.  Every  thing! 
j  My  life  for  it,  sir,  he  never  wrote  it.     He  krtew  something 
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of  the  war  of  the  rerohitioni  he  may  have  read  something 
of  British  history;  he,  in  the  last  war,  defended  his  coun- 
try against  her  myrmidons,  fighting  for  **  booty  and  bewi- 
ty;"  and  could  he  respect  every  thing  i»  the  history  of 
these  transactions?  It  is  a  misprint;  or  some  British  spy, 
lurking  around  the  palace,  slipped  in  and  made  tlie  inter- 

Solation.  [Here  Mr.  H.  called  for  the  declaration  of  in- 
ependence,  and  read]  "The  history  of  the  present 
King  of  Great  Britain  is  a  history  of  repeated  injuries  and 
usurpations,  all  having,  in  direct  object,  the  establishment 
of  an  absolute  tyranny  over  these  States."  Is  this  enti- 
tled to  our  very  profound  respect?  «•  Taking  away  our 
chartered  rights,  abolishing  our  most  valuable  laws,  and 
altering,  fundamentally,  the  forms  of  our  Government" 
These  things  do  not  seem  to  me  to  command  very  great 
respect.  Many  other  things  are  contained  in  this  document, 
equally  atrocious,  which  we  might  remember,  not  with 
the  most  perfect  cordiality.  If  **  he  plundered  our  seas, 
ravaged  our  coasts,  burnt  our  towns,  and  destroyed  the 
lives  of  our  people,"  and  did  many  other  acts  of  atrocity, 
justifying  the  declaration  that  *'  a  prince,  whose  charac- 
ter is  dius  marked  by  every  act  which  may  define  a  tyrant. 


history  __  

inspire  us  wiUi  with  sejitiments  of  respect?" 

Imagine  to  yourself,  sir,  the  President  of  the  United  States 
standing  before  the  Uirone  of  tlie  British  King,  and  thus 
addressing  him :  <*  Bffay  it  please  your  Majesty,  it  is  my  high- 
est honor,  as  well  as  my  greatest  pleasure,  to  address  the 
beloved  and  illustrious  monarch  of  a  great  and  gallant  na* 
tion,  distinguished  alike  in  peace  and  in  war;  every  thing 
in  the  condition  and  history  of  your  country  b  calculated 
to  inspire,  in  my  bosom,  sentiments  of  the  profoundest 
respect."  And  how  much  more  devotional  and  loyal 
would  that  have  been,  than  the  eulogy  which  I  have  read 
from  this  message?  Sir,  the  signers  of  that  declaration 
were  g^ood  witnesses-— Hancock,  Samuel  and  John  Adams, 
Sherman,  Franklin,  Jefferson,  and  all  the  rest.  They  are 
all  dead  but  one.  No!  they  are  alive,  and  will  live  in  the 
affections  of  freemen,  until  freedom  herself  shall  expire. 
And  their  declaration  is  a  libel  upon  the  British  nation,  or 
this  eulogy  is  a  libel  upon  them.  Every  thing!  O,  bea- 
veils!  Every  thing!  Mr.  McLane  v^a  specially  instructed 
to  communicate  this  message  to  his  Mi\jesty*s  Government, 
and  to  let  it  be  distinctly  understood  that  these  are  the 
sentiments  of  the  American,  people;  that  the  claims  ad- 
vanced by  the  United  States  had  been  abandoned  by  those 
who  made  them;  that  those  claims  had  received  no  sanc- 
tion from  the  people,  and  are  not  revived.  He  was  to 
urge  upon  the  British  Government  the  President's  anxious 
desire  to  terminate  a  state  of  things  prejudicial  to  the 
friendly  relations  of  the  two  countries.  "The  President 
hopes  that  true  policy  would  induce  his  Majesty,"  &c. ; 
appeals  to  British  liberality:  and  yet  the  humble,  degrad- 
ing, supplicating  letter  remained  four  months  without  an 
answer;  and  then,  on  the  16th  March,  1830,  the  American 
minister  writes  another,  or  rather  a  book,  going  into  the 
whole  history  of  the  affair,  proving  how  much  it  would 
benefit  Great  Britain  to  adjust  the  controversy;  disclaiming 
and  disavowing  <'  American  pretensions,"  excusing,  so- 
liciting, and  apologizing,  and  all  that;  declining  to  defend 
his  country  for  not  embracing  the  provisions  of  the  act  of 
Parliament  of  1825;  or,  in  the  spirit  of  the  Senator  firam 
Illinois,  was  willing  his  country  should  incur  the  penalty 
of  its  guilt  in  not  obeying  a  British  law ! 

Lord  Aberdeen  had  seen,  from  the  solicitude  of  Mr. 
McLane,  ttiat  it  was  the  party  in  power  which  wished  for 
the  adjustment,  for  party  purposes;  he  had  delayed  an 
answer  until  he  could  learn  the  exact  state  of  things  here. 
He  found  that  the  late  administi-ation  had  been  reviled  for 
asking  too  raucb,  and  that  the  present  one  would  be  ready 
to  take  less.     He  knew,  therefore,  that  he  could  have  a 


bargain  of  his  own  making.  But  it  would  be  exceedingly 
gratifying  to  British  pride,  if,  in  the  surrender  of  a  principle 
by  the  United  States,  the  manner,  too,  should  be  humble. 
Before,  we  had  never  supplicated.  By  our  independent, 
high-minded,  high-toned  course,  we  had  inflicted  a  wound 
on  British  pride,  which  now  was  the  time  to  avenge.  Af^er 
Mr.  McLane's  surrendering,  in  terms,  the  **  American 
pretensions,"  his  lordship  gives  him  to  understand  that  he 
shall  not  take  his  word,  nor  rely  on  the  promise  of  the 
American  Government;  but  the  act  of  Congress  must  first 
be  passed,  and  he  must  see  its  provisions  before  he  vould 
move  a  step.  Well,  Mr.  McLane  sends  for  his  law,  and 
he  gets  it.  The  act  of  Congress  of  29th  May,  1830,  pro- 
posed by  Mr.  Van  Buren  himself,  and  goin^  as  fiir  as  we 
had  ever  gone,  was  presented  in  the  most  humble  man- 
ner— <•  Hopes  the  President's  motives  in  recommending 
the  act  will  be  appreciated,"  and  tells  him  how  Congress 
has  diminished  the  duties  on  molasses,  cocoa,  and  salt,  the 
producU  of  the  West  India  islands.  Notwitbstandxne  all 
this  humiliation,  he  was  treated  with  the  utmost  indiner- 
ence-^they  even  spelt  his  name  wrnng;  instead  of  Louis, 
Lewis.  He  appeared  so  English  in  his  feelings,  that  they 
took  away  his  American  name,  and  gave  him  an  Engli^ 
one.  Like  Sir  Philip  Faulkenbridge,  when  he  was  knight- 
ed, boasting  how  he  would  treat  his  former  companions^ 
"Good  Sir  Philip!"  "God  a  mercy,  feUow!  and  if  his 
name  be  Geotve,  TU  call  him  Peter." 

The  act  of  27th  May,  1830,  was  intended  to  be  perfect- 
ly reciprocal.  The  vessels  of  each,  with  their  car^oesi 
were  to  be  admitted  in  the  ports  of  the  United  States,  and 
the  enumerated  colonial  ports,  on  the  same  terms.  The 
act  was  no  concession,  except  in  this — it  was  making  our 
propositions  definite  and  bmding  upon  us,  before  Great 
Britain  would  act  at  all.  But  his  lordship  undertakes  to 
cavil  at  this  law  of  Congress.  You  must  expound  this 
law  to  mean  directly,  to  be  sure,  what  it  purports  not  to 
mean;  that,  while  you  can  carry  nothing  but  your  own 
products  from  your  country  to  our  colonies,  we  can  ctny 
from  thence  any  foreign  products  whatever.  Sir,  a  grosser 
perversion  of  the  palpable  meaning*  of  a  law  never  was 
attempted.  Tet  an  American  minister  stipulates  for  his 
cotinti^r,  at  the  beck  of  a  British  minister,  that  it  shall 
mean  what  it  did  not  say;  and  what  was,  moreover,  the 
surrender  of  an  important  principle  of  policy,  never  de- 
parted from  since  the  organization  of  the  Government 
Sir,  animadversion  or  reprobation  is  unnecessary.  Your 
minister  negotiates  with  a  fbreign  Government  to  modi^ 
or  repeal  a  law  of  Congress,  and  the  President  sanctions 
the  act.  Yes,  and  we  Umely  submit!  It  will  be  alwaysforour 
interest  that  foreigners  should  be  our  carriers!  But,  says 
Mr.  McLane,  if  we  should,  hereafter,  find  this  inconvenient, 
we  can  rescind  the  agreement.  Indeed !  You  put  a  con- 
struction on  an  act  of  Congress,  against  its  manifest  mean- 
ing and  intent,  favorable  to  Great  Britain;  the  President 
confirms  the  construction  and  the  pledge;  and,  if  we  find 
it  against  our  interest,  the  remedy  is  a  violation  of  our 
pligtited  faith!  Here  is  one  concession,  never  before 
made,  and  not  authorized  by  law^a  concession,  too,  which, 
for  the  first  time,  gives  foreign  navigation  a  preference  in 
our  own  ports.  "  But  this  is  not  all;  Lord  Aberdeen  knew 
he  was  circumventing  us,  and,  to  prevent  fliture  ground 
of  complaint,  he  apprises  Mr.  McLane,  frankly,  of  the  in- 
tention of  the  British  Government  to  make  such  discrifplna- 
tlon,  in  favor  of  the  trade  from  tlie  Northern  colonies 
to  the  West  Indies  and  the  European  dominions,  as  should 
secure  them  the  benefit  of  the  circuitous  voyage.  In  w* 
reply  to  Mr.  McLane,  makinjOf  a  merit  of  our  diminishing  the 
duties  on  certain  West  India  products.  Lord  Aberdeen, 
frankly, '  thoueh  somewhat  sneeringly,  remarked,  "This 
measure  has  been  viewed  by  his  Majesty's  Government 
with  sincere  satisfaction,  as  indicating  a  disposition  to  cul- 
tivate a  commercial  intercourse  with  his  Majesty's  colo- 
nies, upon  a  footing  of  greater  freedom  and  reciprocal 
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advantage  than  had  before  existed.     But  the  undersigned 
mtist  frankly  state,  that,  in  the  general  consideration  of 
the  question  now  to  be  determined,  no  weight  ought  to 
be  assigned  to  the  reduction  of  those  duties,  as  forming 
any  part  of  the  grounds  on  which  the  re-«stablishment  of 
the  intercoui'se  may  be  acceded  to.     These  changes  are 
]>art  of  a  general  scheme  of  taxation  which  the  Govern- 
ment  of  America  may,  at  all  tiroes,  impose  or  modify* 
with  the  same  freedom  as  that  which  Great  Britain  may 
exercise  in  the  regulation  of  any  part  of  its  system  of  du* 
ties;  and  it  is  the  more  essential  that  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment should  not  contract,  by  implication,  any  engagement 
towards  that  of  tlie  United  States,  with  respect  to  such 
alterations,  because  his  Majesty's  Government  have  alrea- 
dy under  their  consideration  the  expecUency  of  introduc- 
ing some  modifications  into  the  schedule  of  duties  attached 
to  the  act  of  Parliament  of  1825,  with  a  view  more  effect- 
ually to  support  the  interests  of  the  British  North  Ame- 
rican colonies^"  &c.     Now,  if  this  frank  and  ingenious 
«  avowal   that  Great  Britain  intended  to  make  every  dis- 
crimination which  she  oould,  to  favor  the  circuitous  trade, 
was  not  sufficient  to  open  his  eyes,  and  silence  all  com- 
plaint afterwards,  it  seems  to  me  nothing  could.     And,  in 
a  very  fe\v  days  af^er,  Mr.  Herries  intrcKluced  into  Parlia- 
ment his  proposed  alteration  of  duties,  in  favor  of  the  co- 
lonies, to  which  I  alluded  several  months  ago.  Mr.  Herries 
stated  that  "the  object  of  the  Schedule  was  to  give  en- 
couragement to  a  supply  of  the  West  India  islan£  by  the 
North  American  colonies  of  Great  Britain,  instead  of  by 
the  United  States,  or  any  other  country;'*  that  "  America 
had  entirely  and  unconditionally  (and  he  might  have  add- 
ed^  humbly)  withdrawn  her  pretensions."    But  the  mo- 
ment the  British  Grovernment  commences  this  modification 
of  its  duties,  for  the  purpose  expressly  announced  to  Mr. 
McLane»  he  begins  to  complain.     He  expected  our  inte* 
rest  was  to  have  been  somewhat  consulted,  and  that,  in  fill- 
ing the  earttblanchef  which  he  bad  offered  to  his  lordship, 
be  would  not  have  taken  the  whole  to  himself.  But  Aber- 
deen had  seen  that  Mr.  McLane  was  to  accomplish  some 
arraLOgemcnt,  no  matter  what,  and  that  he  had  him  in  his 
power.     Now,  said  he,  *<  Mr.  McLane,  I'll  make  you  a 
tair  offer — I'll  liave  the  turkey,  and  you  shall  luive  the 
crow,  or  you  sliall  have  the  crow,  and  I'll  have  the  tur- 
key."   Now,  as  this  sounded  somewhat  reciprocal,  and 
as  something  must  be  done,  he  accepted  the  proposition. 
But  when  he  began  to  tliink  further — now,  said  he  to  him- 
self, '*  I  liave  at  last  got  nothing  but  the  crow,  and  the 
En^fishman  has  the  turkey;"  then  he  begins  to  make  his 
eocnplaints:  "  May  it  please  your  lordship,  you  did  not  say 
turkey  to  me  at  all."    Aberdeen  pats  him  on  the  shoulder: 
**  Never  mind,  never  mind,  you  are  an  honest  fellow — a 
▼ery  honest  fellow."    By  this  he  was  pacified,  wiped  his 
eyes,  and  came  right  home  and  received  his  reward. 

Mr.  Herrics's  schedule  was  not  adopted;  but,  on  the  23d 
April,  1831,  an  act  of  Parliament  was  passed,  varying  in 
some  particulars  from  tliat  proposed  in  November,  but  dis- 
criminating more  unfavorably  against  }x%  and  in  fiivor 
of  the  colonies.  I  have  made  a  schedule,  presenting, 
in  three  opposite  columns,  the  duties  as  in  1830,  before 
the  arrangement;  those  proposed  by  Mr.  Herries;  and 
those  imposed  by  the  act  of  April,  1831.  I  will  give  you 
a  few  specimens  from  this  schedule. 

Wheat  flour  into  the  Southern  colonies,  duties,  1830, 
per  bbl.  5«.;  proposed  by  Mr.  Herriei^  6s.;  by  act  of  April, 
1831^  5s.  Into  the  Northern  colonies,  1830,  5s.;  Mr. 
Hemes,  Sb.;  by  act  of  April,  1831,  free;  giving  a  manifest 
advantage  to  the  trade  through  the  colonies^  over  that 
proposed  by  Herries.  Again,  take  the  article  of  stnves 
and  beading.  In  1830,  per  1,000,  red  oak,  15s.;  white 
oak,  12s.  $  Herrits',  18s.;  act  of  AprU,  1831,  red  oak, 
£1  6s.  3<;.-; white  oak,  £1 3s.  3eU 

Now*  ss  these  articles^  and,  indeed,  all  lumber,  goes 
free  into  the  Northern  and  Northeaftem  dolomesy  and 
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thence,  free,  to  the  West  Indies,  these  duties  are  a  prohi- 
bition against  us*'  Never  was  a  scheme  better  devised  to 
cripple,  if  not  totally  annihilate»  our  navigation. 

If  we  need  proof  of  the  utter  want  of  reciprocity  in  the 
colonial  trade  "arrangement,"  it  is  found  in  the  posthu- 
mous documents  which  came  in  answer  to  a  resolution 
offered  by  my  colleague.  Why  tliey  were  not  sent  be- 
fore, is  unknown,  tliough  it  may  be  imagined.  Here  is  a 
direct  avowal  of  the  operation  of  this  arrangement,  and 
the  British  Government  is  urged  to  act  more  favorably. 
Me.  McLane  had  been  expressly  told  that  the  British  Go- 
vernment intended  to  alter  Uieir  schedule  of  duties, 
*'with  a  view  more  effectually  to  support  the  interests  of 
the  British  North  American  colonies;"  yet,  after  it  was 
all  over,  and  he  saw  the  operation  of  his  own  negotiation, 
he  writes  to  Lord  Palmerston:  "If,  therefore,  the  un- 
dersigi^ed  has  succeeded  in  showing,  as  he  hopes  he  has, 
that  the  present  bill  virtually  destrovs  the  fair  advantages 
of  the  direct  intercourse  between  the  United  States  and 
the  British  West  Indies,  contemplated  in  the  recent  ar- 
rangement, he  might  confidently  submit  the  subject,  with- 
out further  observation,  to  the  justice  and  good  fiiiith  of 
his  Majesty's  Government."  Mr.  McLane,  by  this  letter, 
makes  his  own  bargain  bad  enough,  according  to  the 
schedule  proposed  by  Mr.  Herries;'  and  if  he  will  make  a 
comparison  between  that  and  the  act  of  ^2d  of  April, 
1831,  he  will  find  that,  if  possible,  this  makes  it  worse. 
But,  though  he  has  confidently  submitted  to  "the  justice 
and  good  faith  of  his  Majesty's  Government"  for  relief,  as 
he  had  before  submitted  to  its  liberality,  still.  Lord  Pal- 
merston was  so  dlsgttsted  that  the  American  minister  could 
so  soon  complain  of  an  arrangement  which  he  so  lately 
and  suppliantly  solicited,  that  he  did  not  even  deign  to 
answer  his  letter.  Never  was  a  man  treated  so  cavaherly 
as  was  Mr.  McLane  in  the  whole  of  this  affair.  He  seems 
to  have  been  noticed  with  the  kind  of  British  hauteur 
which  is  induced  by  another's  humility.  There  is  one 
thing  I  like  in  an  Englishman:  he  is  for  England  against 
the  world,  and  honors  the  man  of  any  other  country,  even 
if  he  is  an  enemy,  who  entertains  the  same  patriotic  pride. 

We  will  now  look  at  the  effect  of  this  arrangement  a 
little  more  in  detail.  The  siMne  facilities  would  have  been 
given  to  our  trade  by  inland  navigation,  had  not  this  ar- 
rangement been  made.  The  very  effect  of  interdiction, , 
by  sea,  would  be  to  increase  the  intercourse  by  land.  Our 
inUnd  trade  could  not,  therefore,  be  benefited  by  open- 
ing the  Atlantic  ports.  The  gain  which  has  been  boasted 
or  to  tlie  agricultural»  at  the  expense  of  the  navigating 
interest,  is  all  a  delusion.  The  trutn  is,  that  the  agricultund 
interest  on  the  Atlantic  has  lost,  by  destroying  a  competition 
in  the  carrying,  while  the  interior  has  gained  nothing. 

[Mr.  H.  here  read  a  comparative  view  of  the  prices  of 
ashes  and  other  produce,  in  the  New  York  and  Montreal 
markets,  from  1823  to  August  12,  1831.] 

I  have  here  given  a  comparative  view  of  the  prices  cur- 
rent of  our  domestic  exports  at  Montreal  and  New  York,* 
from  1823  to  1831,  inclusive,  by  which  it  appears  that 
the  proportionate  diffei-ences  of  price  have  averaged  about 
the  same.  We  see  that,  heretofore,  the  trade  was  no 
more  circuitous  than  it  now  is,  while  the  carrying  was 
chiefly  ours;  whereas,  under  this  arrangement,  the  British 
will  eventually  obtain  the  whole.  .  We  have  seen  the  fall- 
ing off  of  our  tonnage  in  the  trade  with  the  British,  Swedish, 
and  Danish  colonies  only,  and  the  consequent  increase  of 
the  foreign.  The  comparison  between  the  West  India 
ports,  on^%  in  these  three,  is  still  more  appalling:  in  1830, 
it  was  74,890  tons;  1831,  35,667;  and,  inasmucn  as  much 
of  the  indirect  trade  was  throu^  the  Spanish,  French, 
and  Dutch  islands,  and  Hayti,  this  depreciation  must  be 
much  greater.  Could  this  depreciation  of  our  navigation, 
by  bringing  a  foreign  competition,  aid  the  producer  or 
consumer,  there  would  be  some  consolation  that  what  was 
the  loss  of  the  one  wm  the  gain  of  the  other.    But  such 
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is  the  advantage  given  here  to  the  foreigner,  that  all  Ameri- 
can competition  is  dcstroved,  and  the  price  of  freights  is 
not  dimimshed.  On  the  other  hand,  how  did  the  case  stand, 
under  the-  restrictions  or  interdictions?  The  burden  of 
the  circuitous  voyage  fell  on  the  British  almost  exclusive- 
ly. It  is  like  the  case  of  a  tax;  if  the  producer  needs  to 
sell,  more  than  the  buyer  to  buy,  the  former  pays;  if  the 
reverse,  the  latter.  Now,  the  produce  of  the  British  West 
Indies,  which  we  consume,  is  a  small  proportion  of  our 
consumption  of  like  articles  from  other  sources.  In  1827, 
the  whole  amount  of  our  trade  with  all  the  West  Indies, 
including  Spanish,  French,  Dutch,  Swedish,  Danish,  and 

British,  was f  12, 137,897 

Of  which  was  British,        -        -        -  895,207 

$11,242,690 


Add,  probably,  the  indirect  trade  through  **  the  neu- 
ti-al  ports,"  and  it  might  give  Great  Britain  three  millions 
of  dollars;  or,  say  a  little  less  than  one-fourth.     Now,  it  is 
manifest  that  any  tax  or  expense  of  carrying,  upon  the 
one-fourth,  could  not  affect  the  price  of  the  three-fourths, 
and  tlie  burden  would  consequently  fall  on  tlie  producer. 
How  is  it  with  the  consumption  of  our  products  by  the 
colonies?*   The  case  is  directlv  the  reverse.     They  need 
to  buy,  more  than  we  do  to  sell.     We  can  find  other  mar- 
kets, better  than  they  can  do  without  ours.     It  has  been 
admitted,  again  and  again,  that  the  continental  colonies  can- 
not supply  the  West  Indies,  and  that  they  would  be  ruined 
without  the  means,  in  some  way,  of  obtaining  our  products. 
But  the  apparent  loss  of  our  navigation  is  by  far  less 
than  the  real.     The  comparative  number  of  vessels  or  of 
tons  indicates  by  no  means  a  comparative  value  of  freight. 
The  same  vessel,  in  a  s))ort  voyage,^  may  enter  and  clear 
ten  times  a  year;  and  it  would  appear  that  ten  times  the 
number  had  done  so,  than  had  in  fact.     A  single  vessel, 
of  the  same  tonnage,  might  enter  and  clear  but  once  in 
tlie  same  time;  but  such  might  be  the  character  and  length 
of  her  voyage,  that  her  freight  and  profits  would  be  worth 
more  than  all  the  ten.    Now,  here  we  carry  chiefly  the 
short  voyage,  while  the  British,  takinj^  advantage  of  the 
circuitous  voyage,  take  our  products  from  the  neighbor- 
ing provinces  to  the  West  Indies,  (whether  foreign  or  do- 
mestic,) or  to  their  possessions  in  Europe,  from  both  of 
which  we  are  excluded.     We  are  at  last,  sir,  permitted 
to  look  into  the  facts  on  this  subject^  and  to  see,  in  some 
measure,  how  far  our  theory  is  sustained  by  substantial 
truth.     The  resolutions  which  I  had  the  honor  to  ofier, 
on  this  subject,  calling  for  information,  were  adopted  by 
the  Senate  on  the  2^d  December,  and  it  has  been  more 
than  three  months  before  we  could  have  it.     We  have  got 
it  at  last,  such  as  it  is.     The  resolutions  had  been  oifcred 
on  account  of  a  most  inexplicable  paragraph  in  the  Presi- 
dent's message.     In  speaking  of  the  colonial  arrangement, 
he  observed  that  **the  trade  thereby  authorized  nas  em- 
ployed, to  the  30th  September  last,  upwards  of  30,000 
'tons  of  American,  and  15,000  tons  of  foreign  shipping,  in 
the  outward  voyages;  and  in  tlie  inward,  nearly  an  equal 
amount  of  American,  and  20,000  only  of  foreign  ton- 
nage;" and  adds,  that  the  trade  acquired  by  it  on  the  lakes, 
&c.,  may  more  than  balance  for  the  loss  by  discrimination 
made  in  favor  of  the  North  American  colonies  and  the  West 
Indies.     I  really  wish  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
bad  expounded  this  mysterious  declaration.     There  is  no 
fact  in  the  report,  nor  any  where  else,  that  I  have  seen, 
coming  near  to  this  statement.     The  report  makes  the 
departures,  American,  102,772  tons;  foreign,  103,883. 
In  1830,  there  were  14,267  tons  engaged  in  foreign  ton- 
nage, outward.     In  1831,  103,883 — making  a  gain  of  fo- 
reign tonnage  of  88,816.     In  1830,  the  American  tonnage, 

departing,  was 119,566 

And,  .in  1831, ' 102,772 

A  falling  ofl  of        ...        .        -        -        16,794 


So  that,  while  the  British  gain,  in  the  colonial  inter- 
course with  their  colonies,  in  this  year,  is  88,816  tons, 
our  loss  is  16,794,  besides  almost  a  total  loss  of  the  ton- 
nage employed  through  the  neutral  ports.     In  1830,  the 
departures  ror  Swedish,  Danish,  and  British  colonial  ports, 
were  192,  061  American,  and  15,081  only  foreign.     In 
1831,  the  departures  are  151,147  American,  and  107,078 
foreign.     In  1830,  your  domestic  tonnage  stood  as  192,061 
to  15,080.     In  1831,  your  domestic  to  the  foreign  was 
as  151,147  American,  to  107,078  foreign.    In  the  first 
year,  the  excess  of  the  American  over  the  Tbreign,  176,S>81, 
IS  reduced  to  44,069,  making  a  nett  loss  of  tonnage,  in  one 
year,  of  132,912. 

Now,  look  at  this  in  another  view.  By  the  report,  it 
appears  that,  of  the  whole  number  of  vessels  entering  and 
departing,  up  to  31st  September,  1830,  there  are,  enter- 
ing, American,  1,166;  foreign,  1,292;  departing,  Ameri- 
can,'906;  foreign,  1,129.  The  entries,  British  W«st  Indies, 
American,  30Q;  foreign,  157;  departing,  311  American, 
and  133  forcig^n.  Northern  provmces,  entry,  American, 
866;  foreign,  1,135;  departing,  American,  595;  foreign, 
1,129.  It  is  suggested  in  the  report,  in  an  extract  from 
some  collector,  nobody  knows  whom,  for  the  Secretary 
does  n»t  choose  to  g^ve  us  liis  name,  that  many  American, 
vessels  clear  for  the  West  Indies  generally,  but  in  fact  go 
to  the  British  West  Indies.  There  may  be  some  cases  of 
this  sort;  but  about  7,000  tons  cleared  thus  in  1830,  when 
they  were  interdicted  the  British  West  Indies.  Besides, 
just  as  many  vessels,  except  one,  have  entered  from  the 
West  Indies,  as  have  departed.  What,  then,  could  have 
become  of  those  wliich  went  to  the  West  Indies  generally  ? 
The  whole  truth  is,  some  vessels  may  clear  for  the  West 
Indies  generally,  and  go  to  a  British  island;  and  others  may 
clear  for  a  British  island  "and  a  market,"  and  go  to  some 
other  place;  and  t^ie  numbers  would  probably  offiiet  each 
other. 

But  look  a  little  further  into  the  case,  and  you  will  per- 
ceive  that  this  is  only  the  beginning  of  sorrow.  Mr. 
McLArte,  against  the  plain  meaning  of  the  law,  agreed  to 
give  the  British  the  start  in  the  race,  and  they  began  the 
trade  nearly  two  months  before  we  possibly  could.  W  ith  this 
advantage,  that,  of  exporting  from  the  United  States  pro- 
ducts which  we  could  not,  and  the  protecting  duties  for  the 
colonies,  and  the  warehousing  system,  we  bad  to  struggle 
hard  to  enjoy  a  small  participation  in  the  ti*ade ;  but  what  wc 
had,  is  comparatively  dwindling  every  day.  In  January^ 
the  vessels  entered  from  North  American  provinces,  Ameri- 
can 31,  British  18;  May,  American  45,  British  117;  Sep- 
tember, American  97,  British  225.  By  30th  September 
next,  we  shall  probably  have  little  left  in  the  trade.  We 
have  an  account  from  the  Passamaquoddy  district,  which, 
from  its  particularity,  looks  as  if  it  was  official.  It  has  been 
relied  on  by  the  admin'stration  papers  as  evidence  of  the 
success  of  this  glorious  event — "  The  ports  arc  open."  It 
seems  by  this,  that,  during  the  year  1831,  the  departures 
wei'e,  American  26,  foreign  885.  It  seems,- by  your  re- 
port, that  the  whole  of  the  foreign  departures  were  1,129 
only,  and  tliat  885  were  from  this  port.  1  find  that  they 
were  chiefly  from  the  British  Nortli  American  colonics^ 
twenty -six,  1  think,  from  Liverpool;  but  they  cleared  for  a 
colonial  port,  intending  to  take  the  advantage  of  tlie  circuit- 
ous voyage.  If  this  is  any  thing  like  a  fair  average  of  what 
we  are  to  have  in  this  arrangement,  26  to  885,  the  sooner 
we  break  up  the  concern  tlie  better. 

Still,  sir,  there  is  another  view,  which  lias  not  beea  lost 
nght  of  by  the  British,  but  which  seemed  entirely  to  have 
escaped  Mr.  Mcl^ane's  notice.  What  effect  is  this  arrange- 
ment to  have  on  the  commercial  relations  subsisting  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  the  British  European  domi- 
nions? '  It  will  be  recollected  that  the  convention  excepts 
the  colonies  from  its  provisions,  and  may  now  be  terminat- 
ed  by  either  party  giving  the  other  twelve  months'  notice. 
Suppose  the  convention  to  continue,  what  is  there  to  pre- 
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▼ent  Great  Britain  from  so  regulating^  the  colonial  trade 
as  to  get  into  her  hands  all  the  European  trade  ?  We  have 
agreed  tliat  the  trade  with  the  colonies,  in  native  products, 
shall  be  on  equal  terms,  and  that  Great  Britain  may,  more- 
over, export  from  the  United  States,  to  her  colonies,  fo- 
reign products,  on  the  same  terms.  9 he  is  left  perfectly  free 
to  give  as  great  facilities  to  the  trade  to  the  mother  coun- 
try, throu^  the  colonies,  as  to  the  Southern,  through  the 
Northern  colonies.  She,  indeed,  gave  full  notice  of  her 
intention  to  do  this  also.  In  referring  to  our  act  of  29th 
May,  1830,  which  provides  that  tlie  commercial  intercourse 
of  the  United  States  with  all  other  ports  of  the  British 
possessions  shall  be  left  on  a  footing  no(  less  favorable 
than  it  now  is,  *<Lord  Aberdeen  declines  any  understand- 
ing on  this  point  which  shall,  in  the  least,  fetter  Great 
Britain  in  changing  these  relations,  but  that  she  be  free  to 
sdopt,  from  time  to  time,  such  commercial  regulations  as  she 
may  deem  to  be  expedient  for  her  own  interest,  consistent 
with  the  obligations  of  existing  treaties."  He  says,  in  ef- 
fect, Mr.  Mcljine,  if  we  can,  we  will,  by  discriminating  in 
favor  of  the  European  trade  through  tlie  colonies,  take 
the  whole  of  it,  by  our  own  tonnage,  or  g^ve  you  the  re- 
quired notice,  and  rescind  the  convention,  (leaving  this 
arrangement  in  full  force,)  then  burden  the  direct  trade, 
and  carry  on  the  whole  through  the  colonies,  and  thus  ex- 
clude you  both  ways.  And,  should  she  do  it,  what  breach 
of  faith  would  there  be  that  would  justify  our  violation  of 
Mr.  McLanc's  arrangement?  He  hall  full  notice  at  the 
time,  and  made  his  agreement  witli  his  eyes  open. 

And  here,  too,  our  facts  will  concur  well  with  our  rea* 
soning.  Great  Britain  established  her  warehousing  sys- 
tem in  the  colonies;  repealed  or  diminished  duties  on  the 
principal  articles  of  our  products  coming  from  the  colo- 
nies; and  increased  them  in  the  direct  route.  Thus,  our 
pot  and  pearl  ashes,  through  Canada,  are  duty  free;  when 
coining  directly,  they  are  taxed  heavily.  Flour,  wheat,* 
lumber,  and  cotton,  are  objects  of  peculiar  flivor  through 
the  colonies.  This  last  article,  the  important  staple  of 
our  country,  and  which  constitutes  more  than  half  of  all 
our  freights  to  Great  Britain,  was,  very  soon,  made  a  pe- 
culiar object  of  this  discriminating  policy.  At  the  time  of 
Mr.  McLane's  arrangement,  the  duty  on  cotton,  from  fo- 
reign countries,  was  an  ad  valorem  of  six  per  cent. ;  and 
on  cotton,  coming  from  the  colonies,  Ad*  per  hundred. 
On  the  23d  of  February,  1831,  and  immediately  after 
opeaing  the  porta,  under  the  arrangement,  the  duty  on 
cotton,  from  foreign  countries,  is  raised  to  }  of  a  penny 
per  pound,  leaving  tliat  on  cotton  from  the  colonies  the 
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same  as  before.  Thus,  cotton  from  Charleston  to  Liver- 
pool pays  5*.  10<^.  per  hundred;  and,  going  by  the  way 
of  St.  John's,  or  Halifax,  pays  id, ;  making  a  difference 
of  5*.  6c{.  sterling,  or  about  |1  27  for  each  hundred 
pounds.  This,  in  a  cargo  of  a  ship  of  400  tons,  would 
make  a  difference  of  1,200  pounds  sterling,  or  $5,222. 
That  this  trade  had  been  actually  begun  previous  to  the 
30th  September  last,  appears  by  the  answer  to  the  reso- 
lutions of  22d  December  last.  A  cargo  of  cotton, 
329,665  lbs.  valued  at  $29,967,  had  been  shipped,  in 
foreign  tonnage,  to  the  British  North  American  colonies; 
and  the  inference  is  irresistible  that  this  is  for  reshipment 
to  Great  Britain,  to  avoid  the  alien  duty.  But,  since  that 
time,  this  trade  is  settling  into  a  regular  channel.  I  hold 
in  my  hand  a  letter  from  a  gentleman  of  the  first  respecta- 
bility, dated  at  Lubec,  Maine,  31st  December  last,  wliich 
is  free  for  the  inspection  of  any  Senator,  an  extract  from 
which  I  will  give  you:  *•  A  merchant  from  St.  John's, 
New  Brunswick,  passed  through  this  place  this  week,  on 
bis  wa^  to  Savannah,  to  which  place  he  had  ordered  his 
ship,  from  Liverpool,  (England,)  for  the  purpose  of  load- 
ing her  with  cotton,  or  Southern  pine  timber,  and  then 
to  touch  and  warehouse  her  carg^  at  .St.  John's,  and  from 
thence  proceed  to  England.  He  atated  that  a  vessel  was 
then  on  her  voyage,  by  the  way  of  Halifax,  the  saving  in 
duties  on  whose  carg^  would  amount  to  5*.  6d.  sterling  per 
100  lbs.  on  cotton,  or  to  over  1,200  pounds  sterling  on  the 
whole."  These  are  only  examples,  indicating  what  b  to 
be  the  general  and  pernicious  effect  of  this  arrangement 
on  the  British  and  colonial  commerce.  Sir,  the  resolu- 
tions of  inauiry  have  been  verv  untatisfactorily  answered. 
The  manifest  meaning  of  the  first  resolution  was  a  call  for 
at)  account  of  the  carg^  and  tonnage  of  each  vessel;  the 
port  tvom  whence,  and  to  what  place;  distinguishing  be- 
tween the  American  and  foreig;ti  tonnage.  Instead  of 
this,  we  have  92  pages,  filled  into  an  old  blank,  printed 
to  contain  our  whole  annual  commercial  returns;  discH- 
minating  between  articles  duty  free  and  those  paying  ad 
valorem  and  specific  duties;  and  containing  whole  pages^ 
headed  and  margined,  and  every  column  blank!  You  ask. 
What  article*  were  exported  or  imported?  And  you  are 
told  that  these  articles,  a  long  list  of  themi  were  not. 
The  fourth  resolution  inquires,  *'  What  are  the  duties  paid 
on  British  and  American  vessels,  respectively,  and  tiieir 
cargfoes,  in  British  ports,  in  the  West  Indies  and  the  other 
British  American  colonies,  distingfuishing  between  the 
West  Indies  and  the  other  colonies,  and  between  Ameri- 
can and  British  vessels,  and  the  produce  of  the  United 
States  and  the  colonies?"  Now,  what  is  the  answer?  « In 
respect  to  the  fourth  resolution,  which  has  been  referred 
to  the  Department  of  State  for  a  report,  I  beg  leave  to 
remark,  that  no  tonnage  duty,  and  no  discriminating  duty 
on  merchandise,  is  levied  on  American  vessels  or  tlieir 
cargoes,  in  the  ports  of  Upper  and  Lower  Canada." 

Sir,  is  this  the  way  that  your  calls  are  to  be  treated  by 
a  mere  Secretary?  Or,  did  the  President,  on  whom  the 
call  was  made,  justify  the  withholding  the  information  re- 
quired, an4  giving,  instead,  that  which  was  not  asked, 
and  which  was  wholly  useless?  Of  what  use  was  it  to  the 
Senate  to  have  a  long  enumerated  list  of  articles  which 
were  neither  imported  nor  exported;  or  a  classification  of 
articles  paying  duties  or  not?  Or,  was  it  supposed  that 
we  wished  to  know  that  no  tonnage  or  discriminating  du- 
ties were  pjud  in  the  Canadian  ports?  Had  not  Mr. 
McLane,  in  liis  arrangement,  provided  against  this?  Sir, 
I  wish  I  €ould  publish  this  nondescript  report  as  an  ap- 
pendix to  my  remarks.  The  American  people  would 
then  see  how  eauly  an  Executive  may,  if  he  will,  circum- 
vent the  Senate.  Lest  the  answer  to  the  Senate's  call 
should  be  what  it  turns  out  to  be,  I  took  the  precaution  to 
obtain  some  facts,  from  practical  commercial  men,  of  the 
actual  state  of  this  trade.  I  will  begin  with  New  Hamp- 
shire; and  here  I  owe  an  apology,  perhaps,  to  the  Senator 
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from  New  Hampshire,  [Mr.  Hill.]  I  was,  the  other  day, 
gently  rapped  over  the  knuckles  for  invading  his  domi- 
nions, by  asking  advice  of  one  of  his  constituents.  I  have 
transgressed  again.  The  letter  is  from  Timothy  Upham, 
of  Portsmouth.  But  I  trust  there  is  no .  danger,  in  this 
case,  that  I  shall  seduce  him  from  his  allegiance  to  that 
Senator.  The  Senator,  not  long  since,  in  aiscussing  ano- 
ther subject,  admitted  his  State  to  be  prosperous,  but 
ascribed  it  to  '*  the  opening  of  the  ports.''  1  find,  by 
General  Upham's  letter,  six  American  vessels  had  entered 
from  the  Northern  provinces,  and  one  British;  two  Ame- 
rican, from  West  Indies,  Turk's  Island,  with  salt^  one 
American  vessel  had  cleared  for  British  West  Indies, 
,  Barbadoes,  and  one  for  the  North  American  provinces; 
and  one  British  vessel  had  cleared  for  Halifoz.  Eight 
American  vessels  entered,  and  but  two  cleared,  is  won- 
derful evidence  of  a  profitable  trade,  and  must  account, 
conclusively,  for  the  present  prosperity  of  New  Hampshire. 
When  I  lefl  Maine,  I  understood  Uiat,  from  Portland, 
(which  has  had  as  much  of  the  West  India  trade  as  any 
port  in  New  England,  scarcely  excepting  Boston,)  there 
had  then  been  but  one  voyage  to  the  British  West  Indies. 
I  have,  from  Providence,  Rhode  Island,  an  account  of  two 
or  three  voyages,  I  believe  all  to  and  from  Turk'a  Island. 
From  New  London,  extract  of  a  letter,  12th  January, 
1833,  from  a  gentleman  entitled  to  the  fullest  reliance: 
**  For  the  British  American  ports  there  have  been  no 
clearances  since  5th  October,  1830,  up  to  the  present 
time.  During  the  period  above  stated,  there  have  been 
but  three  entries  from  said  ports,  all  American  vessels, 
with  cargoes  of  plaster,  a  particular  statement  of  which 
shall  be  furnished,  if  fequired."  I  sent  to  a  friend  in 
Boston  for  a  particular  state  of  the  colonial  trade  with 
that  port,  but  he  was  told  at  the  custom-house  that  such 
a  statement  was  just  made  out  for  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment, which  would,  undoubtedly,  be  transmitted  to  the 
Senate.  You  see,  however,  that  the  report  does  not  fur- 
nish us  with  the  stute  of  this  trade  with  any  single  port  in 
the  Union.  It  is  particular  of  what  no  one  wants  to  know, 
and  general  where  it  should  have  been  particular.  But, 
inasmuch  as  the  sacrifice  had  been  made  for  the  benefit 
of  a  party,  it  was  indispensable  that  the  party  should  re- 
alize it.  As  soon,  therefore,  as  the  Tiews  arrived,  and 
before  any  one  knew  a  word  of  the  terms,  it  was  hailed 
as  a  most  propitious — a  most  glorious  event!  Tlic  Pre- 
sident, in  a  paroxysm  of  joy,  announces  it  to  Congress, 
with  a  sweeping  eulogy  on  Mr.  McLane.  "Although 
the  result  is  itself  the  best  commentary"  [Agreed.]  "on 
the  services  rendered  to  his  country  by  our  mmister  at  the 
court  of  St.  James,  it  would  be  doing  violence  to  my  feel- 
ings were  I  to  dismiss  the  subject  without  expressing  the 
very  high  sense  I  entertain  of  the  talent  and  exertion 
which  have  been  displayed  by  him  on  this  occasion."  All 
were  delighted  at  this  wonderful  achievement,  and  more 
so  that  it  came  just  in  season  for  the  fall  elections.  Mr. 
McLane,  on  the  wings  of  the  ^wind,  flew  to  Liverpool, 
to  despatch  the  news  of  the  long  wished  for,  sought  for, 
petitioned  for  event.  Lo!  it  comes — no  matter  what — 
the  Prerident,  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  the  minister,  all 
glorified.  Mr.  McLane*s  complaints  «nd  remonstrances, 
after  he  had  ascertained  what  a  barg^n  he  had  made, 
were  carefully  suppressed,  and  never  saw  the  light  until 
within  a  few  days.  No  matter;  call  it  good— excellent — 
wonderful.  And  so  they  did.  Every  pensioned  news- 
paper in  the  Union  chimed  into  the  tune — ^glorious  news! 
glorious  news!  The  delusion  was  univervaH  people  were 
made  to  extol,  they  knew  not  what.  All  were  luLlluci- 
natcd.  A  boy,  as  it  is  said,  went  to  market,  at  a  countrv 
village,  with  a  dozen  of  eggs.  "Bov,  what  do  you  ask 
for  your  eggs  >"  "A  quarter  of  a  dol  far,  sir. "  "  A  quar- 
ter  of  a  dollar!  That  is  more  than  three  times  their  value. 
They  are  worth  about  eight  cents."  "The  ports  are 
&pen,  s.r;  hurra  for  Jackson!"    And  off  he  strutted  with 


his  basket  of  eggs,  enjoying  his  quarter  of  a  dollar,  in 
imagination,  just  as  you  have  been  enjoying  this  *<  colo- 
nial trade."  How  far  this  diplomacy  has  been  connected 
with  another  question,  or  with  ulterior  objects,  "demandi 
a  doubt."  Attempts,  it  seems,  are  now  to  be  made  to 
throw  the  blame  or  lonng  the  Northeastern  part  of  Maine 
on  Messrs.  Adams  and  Clay,  two  of  the  gentlemen  who 
negotiated  the  treaty.  Why  the  othef  gentleman,  who  wu 
a&sociated  with  them,  is  exempted  from  the  charge,  may 
be  conjectured.  But  how  the  negotiators  at  Ghent  could 
there  have  settled  a  definite  boundary,  and  marked  the 
line,  or  what  they  could  have  don^e,  better  than  they  did, 
ho  one  pretends  to  say.  No  whisper  of  complaint  agsinst 
them  for  this  provision  in  the  treaty  had  ever  been  made 
until  after  the  "  decision"  of  th«  "  arbitrator."  "  But  if 
the  negotiators  were  not  in  fault,  the  late  administntion 
were."  I  have  stated  what  ^as  attempted  to  be  done  by 
the  last  administration,  and  what^  should  have  been  done, 
if  we  regarded  the  question  more  than  the  party.  Bat 
now,  it  seems  to  be  intimated  that,  in  the  selection  of  the 
arbitrator,  was  the  great  error.  This,  too,  is  an  after- 
thought,  to  screen  this  administration  from  responsibility. 
The  President,  in  his  first  annual  message,  thus  speaks  of 
the  "arbitrator,"  whom  his  predecessor  had  selected: 
"  With  full  confidence  in  the  justice  of  our  cause,  and 
the  probity,  intelligence,  and  uncompronusing  indepen- 
dence of  the  illustrious  arbit]*ator,  we  can  have  nothing  to 
apprehend  from  tiie  result."  In  his  second  annual  mes- 
sage, he  states  that  Uie  delay,  occasioned  by  recent  events, 
had  been  unavoidable;  but  that  our  minister  at  the  court 
of  the  distinguished  arbitrator  had  been  assured  that  it 
(the  decision)  "  would  be  made  witliin  the  time  contem- 
plated by  the  treaty." 

In  his  last,  we  witness  the  "  taking  back,"  and  endea- 
voring to  cast  all  the  blame  upon  his  predecessor's  admi- 
nistration. "I  found,"  said  he,  ••arrangements  made 
for  its  settlement,  over  which  I  had  no  control;"  "the 
King  of  the  Netherhinds  having,  by  the  late  Presidentand 
his  Britannic  Majesty,  been  designated,  it  became  my  duty 
to  carnr,  with  good  faith,  tiie  agreement  into  fullctfect." 
Now,  forsooth,  this  honest,  intelligent,  uncompromisng, 
independent,  and  distinguished  arbitrator  was  so  palmed 
upon  us,  that  he,  the  President,  could  not  help  it,  and  was 
obliged,  very  reluctantly,  to  take  him  for  better  or  worse. 
If  ever  a  people  have  been  so  grossly  trifled  with  and 
hnmbugged  in  every  thing,  as  we  have  been,  they  must 
have  been  a  very  docile  and  credulous  people.  And  so, 
this  once  illustrious,  uncompromising,  &c.  having,  in  the 
plenitude  of  his  honesty,  intelligence,  and  independence, 
determined  what  was  never  submitted,  and  found  that  our 
"  highlands"  must,  by  some  convulsion  in  nature,  have  be- 
come the  bed  of  a  river,  it  is  a  matter  "over  wliich  he  has  no 
control,"  and  must,  he  supposes,  (unless  the  Senate  check 
him,^  "carry,  with  good  faith,  the  agreement  into  full  ef- 
fect.*' I  hope  pot,  sir.  The  Senate  is  not,  if  the  Presi- 
dent is,  afraid  of  responability.  And  if  the  Legislature 
of  Maine  are  ready  to  sell  out,  sure  I  am,  sir,  that  her  Se- 
nators here  are  not. 

I  have,  then,  sir,  endeavored  to  give  you  an  exposition 
of  the  prominent  acts  of  diplonuicy  of  this  administration, 
confining  myself  chiefly  to  the  colonial  trade  arrangement, 
recurring  incidentally  tp  ether  public  acts,  mostly  to  that 
of  the.Northeastcrn  boundary.  I  tiiink  I  have  shown,  but 
of  Uiat  the  Senate  and  the  public  will  judge,  that  this  ar- 
rangement gave  to  Great  Britain  what  wc  would  never  be- 
fore consent  to  g^ve : 

1.  A  priority  in  the  commencement  of  the  trade. 

2.  An  equalization  of  duties  between  us  and  the  colo- 
nies, the  British  expressly  reserving  the  right  to  discrimi- 
nate, ad  Hintum,  in  favor  of  the  circuitous  trade,  which 
they  have  done  to  an  alarming  extent. 

3.  The  same  express  reservation  ui  regard  to  the  Eui^ 
ropean  trade,  authorized  by  the  conrention. 
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4.  A  notice,  bj  Great  Britain,  that  the  arrangement 
vats  no  ag^ement,  even  by  implication,  that  she  was  not 
to  change  the  relation  in  regard  to  the  liuropean  trade. 

5.  That,  instead  of  securing  a  preference  to  our  navi- 
gation, in  any  respect,  it  expressly,  and  in  terms,  concedes 
to  British  navi^tion  a  preference,  even  in  our  own  ports, 
and  that,  too,  m  direct  violation  of  the  law  of  Congress, 
which  was  Mr.  McLane's  rdle  of  action. 

6.  And  that  all  this  was  effected  by  an  humble  subser- 
viency, totally  repugnant  to  the  whole  character  of  our 
lUplomacy,  and  unworthy  of  a  free,  honorable,  and  high- 
mmded  people. 

7.  That  the  result  of  all  this  is  to  secure  to  Great  Bri- 
tain the  circuitoua  trade,  colonial  and  European. 

And,  finally,  that,  by  all  this,  we  have  struck  a  blow  to 
the  navigation  of  this  country,  which  may  one  day  effect 
the  destruction  of  our  liberties. 

The  time  was,  when  no  prospect  of  profit  or  fear  of 
loss  would  induce  us  to  surrender  a  iot  or  tittle  of  national 
honor.  Now,  men,  in  the  scramble  for  power,  seem  to 
have  lost  sight  of  those  high  and  exalted  principles  by 
which  we  had  obtained  our  exaltation  and  our  gloiy .  Has 
the  demon  of  party,  favoritism,  done  all  this.  If  the  time 
has  come,  when  a  party,  to  retain  its  power,  will  call  in 
aid  a  foreign  nation,  and  surrender  to  it  the  rights  of  its 
country,  the  days  of  our  freedom  "are  numbered  and 
finished." 

[The  above  remarks  were  delivered  on  the  9th,  10th, 
and  11th,  but  are  embodied  here.] 


Tux8DAT«  ArmiL  10. 

Mr.  GRUNDY,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office 
and  Post  Roads,  reported  the  bill  from  the  other  House  to 
establish  certain  post  roads,  and  to  discontinue  others,  with 
numerous  amendments.  Mr.  G.  having  expressed  a  hope 
that  the  Senate  would  take  up  the  bill  at  this  time,  tne 
amendments  were  read  through,  occupying  the  whole  of 
the  hour  for  morning  business. 

APPROPBIATIONS. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  biU 
making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  Government 
during  the  j^ear  1933. 

The  Chair  stated  the  question.  The  amendment  allow- 
ing four  thousand  five  hundred  dollars  for  the  return  of 
the  ministers  from  France  and  England,  had  been  with- 
drawn by  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance,  and 
the  question  was  now  upon  the  next  amendment.  The 
Senator  from  Maine  was  entitled  to  tlie  floor. 

Mr.  SMITH  rose  to  address  the  Chair. 

Mr.  HOLMES  said,  I  believe  I  shall  not  permit  the  gen- 
tleman to  interpose;  and  proceeded  with  liis  remarks  (as 
given  above)  until  the  hour  of  adjournment. 


WxDirxsDAT,  ArmiL  11. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr.  FOOT  moved  that  the  Senate  now  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  supplementary  to  th^  act  for  the 
relief  of  the  surviving  officers  and  soldiers  of  the  army  of 
the  revolution.  He  stated  that  he  was  yesterday  appealed 
to  by  an  old  soldier,  who  begged  to  know  if  Congpress  was 
about  to  pass  any  bill  for  the  relief  of  those  who  had  per- 
formed revolutionary  services.  If  not,  he  said,  he  hoped 
they  would  pass  a  hill  to  hang  all  this  class  of  men,  and  re- 
lieve them  from  their  misery  at  once. 

The  question  heing  put  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Foot,  it 
was  carried  in  the  affirmative — ^yeas  18,  nays  12.  ' 

The  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Roaixsoir  being  under 
consideration,  which  read  as  follows: 

"  And  oflicers  and  soldiers  who  served  under  Generals 
Wayne,  Clarke,  Harmar,  Hamtramck«  and  St.  Clair,  in 


the  Northwestern  Territory,  and  in  the  Indian  wars,  after 
the  revolution" — 

Mr.  IIVHITE  moved  further  to  amend  the  amendment 
by  adding  the  following  ^words:  *' And  any  other  person 
who  was  in  service  under  the  authority  of  the  United 
States,  against  any  tribe  or  nation  of  Indians,  previous  to 
the  1st  of  January,  1795.'* 

Mr.  WHITE  said  he  was  unwilling  that  all  the  citizens 
of  the  Northwest  should  be  included  in  the  bill,  to  the  ex- 
clusion of  those  of  the  Southwest.  He  feared  that  the 
Senate  would  get  off  from  the  true  principle.  If  the 
obiect  of  pensioning  'is  to  provide  for  tliose  who  are  dis- 
abled, or  who  are  in  circumstances  too  indigent  to  permit 
them  to  provide  for  themselves,  his  amendment  would  not 
violate  this  principle.  But  if  the  Senate  are  to  id>andon 
this  ground,  it  was  but  just  that  all  sections  of  the  country 
should  share  alike.  If  the  amendment  was  just,  (and  he 
would  not  say  tiiat  it  was  unjust,}  he  asked  if  the  claims  of 
those  who  had  been  engaged  in  service  against  the  Indians 
in  the  Southwest  were  not  as  well  entitledtothe  benefits  of 
the  bill  as  they  who  fought  the  Indians  in  the  .Northwest. 
AfVer  the  peace  with  Great  Britain,  it  was  some  time  be- 
fore the  Indians  who  were  engaged  against  us  on  the  side 
of  Great  Britain  wer^  at  peace.  The  amendment  of  the 
genUeman  from  Illinois  includes  idl  those  wlk^were  en- 
gaged in  this  service  in  the  Northwest.  How  was  it  in  tiie 
Southwest?  In  that  quarter  the  war  continued  as  long. 
He  cited  the  fact,  tiiat  while  the  chiefi  of  the  Creeks  and 
Cberokees  were  engaged  in  making  a  treaty,  the  tribes 
themselves  were  engaged  in  hostile  operations.  Before 
the  treaty  of  1791  was  well  concluded,  the  war  recom- 
menced. In  1794,  while  negotiating  a  treaty  in  Philadel- 
phia, the  tribes  represented  at  that  negotiation  were 
carrying  on  war;  and,  when  remonstrance  was  ofFe]:ed9 
the  reply  was,  that  they  could  not  control  their  young 
men.  This  state  of  things  continued  until  the  triumphs 
in  the  North,  which  were  speedily  followed  bv  the  subju- 
gation of  the  Southern  tribes  by  the  troops  under  Wheatly 
and  Owen.  The  same  principle,  therefore,  which  justi- 
fies tiie  pensioning  of  the  Northwestern  troops,  requires 
that  those  of  the  Southwest  should  be  put  on  the  same 
footing.  There  ought  to  be  no  distinction.  He  did  not 
see  his  way  clear  to  vote  for  any  of  the  provisions  of  the 
billf  but,  if  he  did,  he  could  not  consent  to  do  so  without 
extending  its  benefits  to  his  constituents. 

Mr.  FRELINGHUTSEN  expressed  his  apprehension 
that  the  bill,  thus  saddled  down  with  amendments,  might 
be  destroyed,  and  that  this  amendment  of  the  genUeman 
from  Tennessee  was  offered  in  no  spirit  of  friendship  for 
the  bill.  It  was  impossible,  too,  to  resist  these  amend- 
ments. No  one  pretended  to  doubt  the  meritorious 
services  of  the  persons  included  in  these  amendments. 
But  he  had  always  understood  that  it  was  found  necessary 
to  adopt  a  principle  of  discrimination;  and  if  no  sufficient 
reason  existed  for  this  discrimination,  the  bill  ought  to  be 
made  still  more  extensive  than  it  is.  The  genUeman  from 
Tennessee  [Mr.  Gmuhdt]  had  inquired  the  other  day, 
why  the  bill  stopped  with  the  revolutionary  war.  It 
stopped  there,  because  it  was  the  termination  of  that  war; 
because  it  was  the  revolution;  and  because  they  who 
fought  to  accomplish  that  glorious  event,  could  not  pro- 
perly be  classed  with  the  men  in  1795,  who  were  fighting 
fur  a  certain  pay.  The  men  of  the  revolution  contended 
for  every  thing  that  was  dear  to  them — ^home,  hearth,  and 
freedom.  They  fought  for  a  Government;  they  fought 
for  their  social  rights;  and  they  achieved  every  thing  by 
their  own  toils  and  their  own  blood.  The  discrimination 
is  as  broad  as  daylight  can  make  it,  or  as  between  any 
two  classes  of  soldiers;  the  one  fighting  for  a  sure  and 
daily  consideration,  and  the  other  for  Government  and 
social  intercourse.  For  whom  has  the  bill  made  provision } 
For  tiiose  who  are  emphatically  «•  revolutionary  pension- 
ers."   The  militia  had  carried  on  everywhere  a  partisan 
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war,  with  quite  as  much  loss  of  property  and  blood;  and 
it  had  been  a  subject  of  frequent  inquiry  why  the  militia 
were  not  all  placed  on  the  same  footing  with  those  pro- 
vided for  by  the  bill.  Gentlemen  from  most  of  the  States 
have  been  instructed  to  see  justice,  though  late,  done  to 
this  class  of  soldiers,  who  had  been  engaged  in  a  contest 
for  freedom,  such  as  was  never  witnessed  in  the  world 
before.  If  these  men  can  show  that  they  have  rendered 
revolutionary  services,  let  them  do  so.  But  if  the  bill  is 
to  be  so  extended  as  to  reward  all,  why  should  not  those 
who  were  at  New  Orleans,  at  Tippecanoe,  at  Bridgewater, 
and  at  many  other  places,  be  mduded?  It  cannot  be 
done.  In  order  to  be  consistent  in  its  legislation,  the 
Senate  must  reject  all  these  amendments,  and  confine  the 
provisions  of  the  bill  to  revolutionary  services.  With 
these  views,  he  would  be  compelled  to  vote  against  all 
these  amendm  ents. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  admitted  that  the  rejection  of  the  amend- 
ment would  make  the  legislation  of  tlie  Senate  more  con- 
sistent than  their  adoption.  A  portion  of  the  troops  em- 
braced in  the  amendment  of  liis  colleague,  were  engaged 
in  revolutionary  service.  And  whiit  difference,  he  asked, 
could  there  be  between  those  eng^ed  in  tlie  revolution- 
ary war  on  this  side  the  mountains,  and  those  similarly 
<:ngagcd  on  the  other  side  ?  They  who  were  engaged  on 
this  side  were  contending  against  the  British  soldiers, 
while  those  on  the  other  were  fighting  against  the  Indian 
allies  of  Great  Britain.  Where  was  there  a  difference  in 
the  principle?  The  people  on  this  side  the  mountains  had 
been  restored  to  peace  and  security  ten  or  twelve  years 
before  these  blessings  were  attained  by  those  on  the  other 
side.  Was  it  just  that  those  who  were  the  first  to  be 
visited  by  peace  should  have  the  benefit  of  the  bill,  while 
those  who  were  the  longest  detained  from  them  should  be 
excluded?  This  was,  indeed,  consistent  legislation.  He 
admitted  the  difference  to  be  endent  between  the  revolu- 
tionary war  and  the  late  war;  but  this  was,  on  both  sides  of 
the  mountadns,  the  revolutionary  war.  It  was  a  prolonga* 
tion  beyond  the  mountains  of  the  war  which  was  fought 
on  this  side  until  the  peace  of  1783.  He  wished,  there- 
fore, to  know  what  reason  could  be  assigned  for  including 
one  portion  of  the  troops  and  excluding  the  other.  Many 
of  those  who  served  under  Wayne,  Harmar,  and  Ham- 
tramck,  were  regular  soldiers.  He  stated  it  to  be  his 
intention  to  vote  for  tliis  amendment,  and  for  the  whole 
amendment,  if  this  should  be  adopted. 
.  Mr.  SMITH  said  he  should  vote  against  the  amendment, 
and,  afterwards,  against  the  whole  bill.  There  was  a 
difference  between  the  service  in  the  East  and  that  in  the 
West,  which  operated  in  his  mind  against  tlie  amendment. 
When  Congress  offered  half  pay  for  life,  the  Eastern 
members  opposed  the  measure,  on  the  ground  of  the  im- 
policy of  introducing  a  system  of  pensioning.  It  was  then 
proposed  to  give  five  years'  full  pay  to  the  officers  in  lieu 
of  half  pay  lor  life,  and  thus  to  avoid  pensions.  Now,  the 
ground  seems  to  be  completely  changed.  The  gentleman 
from  Tennessee,  behind  him,  [Mr.  Gbutvdt,]  seemed  to 
have  fallen  into  an  error,  when  he  set  up  chims  for  one 
particular  part  of  the  Union.  The  Eastern  soldiers  had 
turned  out  and  fought  as  bravely  as  the  militia  of  the 
West.  But  the  fact  was,  that  there  had  been  but  very 
few  militia  called  out  in  the  East  afler  1778;  and  the 
Southern  war  was  fought  after  that  period.  The  militia 
in  that  part  of  the  Union  were  then  called  out  in  great 
numbers,  so  that  both  sides  of  the  mountains  were  about 
on  a  par. 

In  Maryland,  the  militia  were  called  out  in  1777,  and 
but  few  were  called  afterwards  in  the  East.  In  New 
York,  the  Connecticut  troops  did  service.  After  that 
time,  there  was  comparatively  peace  on  this  side  the 
mountains.  But  the  Southern  militia  were  afterwards 
called  out,  and  constituted  the  main  force  of  that  section 
of  country.     He  was  opposed  to  the  bill  in  principle.     If 


the  amendments  were  adopted,  he  could  see  no  good  rea- 
son why  the  soldiers  of  the  last  war  should  not  be  included. 
There  were  few  who  came  out  of  that  service,  during  the 
war,  who  did  not  leave  it  in  a  state  of  poverty,  having 
been  compelled  to  look  to  their  own  mean&for  their  sup- 
port. But  it  was  not  so  with  those  who  came  out  after 
the  war.  He  was  of  the  opinion  that  the  Eastern  men 
acted  correctly  in  putting  a  stop  to  pensions.  If  these 
propositions  were  to  be  carried  out,  the  bill  would  empty 
the  treasury.  There  was  a  plan,  when  he  came  into 
Congress,  to  pension  for  three  years,  givine  equal  to  half 
pay,  which  would  have  caused  an  expenditure  of  about 
1500,000  a  year.  It  was  raised  in  Uie  House  to  eight 
dollars  a  day,  and  was  so  changed  as  lo  contemplate  an 
annual  expenditure  of  two  millions.  It  was  always  the 
case  that,  when  there  was  a  sparse  treasury.  Congress 
became  suddenly  and  rigidly  economical;  but  when  there 
was  plenty  of  money  in  the  treasury,  every  one  is  ready  ^ 
for  a  prodigal  expenditure.  This  bill  would  lead  to  a 
heavy  expenditure,  not  for  one  year  only,  but  for  every 
year.  He  had  g^ne  into  the  war  with  nit!ie  thousand 
pounds  of  hia  own  money,  and,  when  he  came  out,  he  had 
nothing. 

Mr.  WHITE  said  that  his  friend  from  New  Jersey  was 
right  in  the  supposition  that  he  [Mr.  W.]  had  not  offered 
his  amendment  with  any  view  to  impede  the  bill.  His 
object  was,  if  the  bill  was  to  pass,  to  make  its  operation 
just  and  equal,  as  regards  all  portions  of  the  country.  If 
the  amendment  he  had  offered  were  adopted,  he  should 
not  be  any  more  disposed  to  vote  for  the  bill.  He  believed 
that  the  bill  now  was,  m  toio,  false  in  principle;  but, 
although  wrong,  if  it  was  to  pass,  he  would  carry  out  the 
principle  ao  as  to  make  it  apply  to  all — ^to  the  militia  of  the 
West  as  well  as  to  all  others.  It  was  not  a  correct  sun- 
position  that  this  amendment  was  founded  on  a  principle 
distinct  from  that  of  the  bill. 

Those  who  advocate  the  amendment  think  that  If  the 
principle  of  pensioning  those  who  are  competent  to  sup 
port  themselves  be  adopted,  the  bill  should  be  made  still 
wider.  When  the  treaty  of  1783  was  made,  it  restored 
harmony  between  Great  Britain  and  the  United  States, 
but  it  did  not  put  a  stop  to  the  Indian  war.  The  princi- 
ple, therefore,  was  the  same.  The  war  with  Great  Britain 
was  at  an  end,  but  it  did  not  end  with  the  savage  allies  of 
Great  Britain  until  1795. .  If  it  was  considered  right  to 
give  pensions  to  those  who  were  engaged  in  conflict  with 
civilized  m&Af  it  surely  was  equally  so  to  pension  those 
who  had  the  savages  to  contend  with.  If  one  had  the 
misfortune  to  be  tiken  prisoner,  in  the  contest  with  ciril- 
ized  man,  he  was  treated  according  to  the  courteses  m 
civilized  warfare.  But  in  the  other  case,  no  sooner  bad 
he  lef^  hia  home,  than  his  dwelling  and  his  propeit}*  were 
left  at  the  mercy  of  marauding  Indians,  subject  to  cruelty 
and  devastation.  He  thoug;iit  that  even  females  ^*^.^ 
good  a  right  to  be  included  in  the  advantages  of  the  biUi 
as  those  now  put  there.  In  the  case  where  civilized  man 
contended  with  civilized  man,  it  was  very  different,  from 
that  wliere  man  was  compelled  to  meet  the  barbarous  In- 
dian, who  spared  no  age  or  sex,  but  gave  all,  without 
distinction, to  the  scalping  knife  and  tomahawk.  He  began 
to  think  that  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
Hatite]  was  correct  in  saying  that  the  bill  ought  to  be  so 
extended  as  to  embrace  all.  It  had  been  said  that  the  re- 
volutionary soldiers  were  paid  in  depreciated  money,  and 
that  this  constituted  a  claim  for  pensions.  So,  if  persons 
sold  their  beef,  their  pork,  or  other  provisions,  for  depre- 
ciated money,  for  a  handftil  of  which,  after  the  war,  a 
ntan  could  not  get  a  breakfast,  they  surely  were  as  well 
entitled  to  sympathy  and  relief.  If  the  bill  is  to  go  out 
of  the  line  of  strict  military  service,  it  would  be  found 
almost  impossible  to  fix  a  Ihnit  to  it.  He  presumed  there 
were  Senators  present  who  bad  heard  the  venerable 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  (Mr.  Macpn)  on  this  floor. 
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He  had  told  the  Senate  that,  during  the  war  ili  the  South, 
the  camp  was  the  only  place  of  safety.  If  disability  from 
wounds,  and  actual  want,  were  not  to  be  the  limit,  apd 
the  bill  was  to  g^  on  the  principle  of  mere  money,  it 
would  take  more  than  the  treasury  could  give  to  carry 
its  provisions  into  eflfect.     He  wished  to  do  equal  justice. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  thought  the  amendment  went  too  far. 
He  was  not  quite  prepared  to  say  that  he  would  not  vote 
for  the  bill  in  its  original  shape,  but  he  could  not  help 
ssj^ng  that  he  thought  the  whole  system  was  wrong.  He 
was  not  disp(»ed  to  adopt  a  pension  system  bejrond  those 
who  had  been  injured  in  the  service  of  their  country. 
Any  thing  beyond  that,  he  considered  to  be  bad  policy. 
But  as  the  provisions  of  the  law  have  been  extended,  in 
some  degree,  beyond  this  principle,  he  saw  no  sufficient 
reason  why  this  principle  or  g^ood  feeling  should  not  be 
extended  to  the  militia  of  that  period. 

It  had  been  said  by  gentlemen  that  this  was  not  so  much 
a  matter  of  grace,  iavor,  or  boon,  as  a  matter  of  rig^t 
and  justice,  because  a  contract  had  been  maile  with  the 
Government,  which  the  Government  had  not  complied 
with.  His  answer  was,  that  if  this  be  a  contract,  and  the 
claims  arise  out  of  this  contract,  treated  as  a  contract  for 
payment  of  loss  sustained  by  its  failure  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  it  was  an  error  to  treat  it  as  a  pension  bill. 
By  this  bill,  then,  the  injured  man  b  mocked,  because  that 
amount  is  gpven  to  him  as  a  grace,  which  the  Government 
owed  him  as  a  debt.  If  this  principle  was  applicable  to 
troops  of  the  line,  it  was  alike  apphcable  to  militia,  and 
every  man  who  applies  for  the  benefit  of  the  provisions  of 
the  bill,  does  but  present  his  debt  for  payment.  Taking 
it  in  this  light,  the  Government  would  mus  ascertain  when 
its  debts  were  paid,  and  when  it  would  be  relieved  from 
the  endless  pressure  which  had  so  long  existed.  But,  on 
the  other  principle,  all  claims  can  never  be  settled,  so  as 
to  do  ample  justice  to  all. 

His  mind  had  undergone  some  change  in  relation  to  the 
pension  law,  since  he  had  minutely  examined  the  subject. 
He  bad  never  passed  a  soldier  of  the  revolution,  without 
being  conscious  of  a  feeling  of  gfratitude  and  veneration, 
which  almost  found  a  vent  in  tears.  But,  under  the  influ- 
ence of  such  feeling,  he  did  not  consider  it  proper  to  vote 
away  money.  The  judgment  of  the  Senate  should  not, 
on  this  occasion,  be  exercised  under  the  dictation  of  such 
feelings. 

It  appeared  to  him  tliat  the  amendment  of  the  eentle- 
man  from  Tennessee  went  too  far.  But  if  the  bill  were 
to  pass  in  any  form,  he  saw  no  reason  why  its  provisions 
should  not  apply  with  as  much  force  to  the  dsss  of  men 
embraced  in  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois, 
as  to  those  in  the  original  bill.  If  the  patriotism  and  the 
privations  of  those  who  have  Jived  before  as  were  to  be 
rewarded,  to  encourage  those  who  were  to  come  after  us, 
he  did  not  think  that  this  principle  would  be  at  all 
clianged  by  the  adoption  of  this  amendment.  It  was  th6 
same  principle  that  ran  through  the  original  bill,  only  it 
was  carried  further,  and  gave  to  others  tlie  benefit  of  its 
provisions. 

These  were  the  reasons  which  would  induce  him  to  vote 
against  the  amendment  of  tlie  Senator  from  Tennessee, 
and  in  favor  of  that  of  the  Senator  from  Illinpis;  and  if 
tliat  amendment  shotild  be  lost,  he  would  vote  against  the 
whole  bill.  To  pass  the  bill  without  that  amendment, 
would  be  an  act  of  national  injustice.  It  would  be  an  act 
of  injustice  to  the  West.  It  is  not  in  that  region' of  the 
country  that  the  larger  portion  of  those  included  in  the 
original  bill  reside.  There  are  but  few  in  the  West  of 
those  who  participated  in  the  toils  of  the  revolution. 
MThcre,  then,  would  be  the  great  expenditure  of  money 
authorised  by  this  bill?  Was  it  to  be  expected  that  they 
who  made  constant  sacrifices  to  keep  the  treasury  full 
would  consent  to  make  personal  sacrifices  for  the  purpose 
of  paying  pensions  to  those  who  live  in  distinct  and  re- 


mote communities?  This  would  not  be  an  equal  operation. 
It  would  indeed  be  an  act  of  such  glaring  partiality,  as 
would  induce  him  to  wash  his  hands  of  the  whole  bill.  He 
could  see  no  g^od  reason  why  the  hardy  sons  of  freedom, 
who  fought  under  Wayne,  Clarke,  Harmar,  and  Ham- 
tramck,  should  not  receive  the  same  mai*k  of  respect  and 
national  approbation  as  those  who  fought  in  another  part 
of  the  country.  He  had  used  the  phrase  **  mark  or  re- 
spect," for  he  considered  the  object  of  the  bill  to  be  the 
bestowal  of  a  mark  of  kindness  on  those  who  had  not  ex- 
pected to  become  pensioners  as  they  grew  old,  and  to  be 
treated  as  a  band  of  paupers  hanging  on  the  nation. 

There  was  n<^  reason  wl^y  this  mark  of  respect  should 
be  g^ven  to  the  militia  of  the  East,  and  not  to  those  of  the 
West.  The  lands  which  the  Government  holds  in  the 
West  are  the  fruit  of  their  toils.  The  whole  domain  of 
the  West  was  the  result  of  their  bravery  and  toil.  But  to 
ask  the  West  to  pension  menfifteeu  hundred  miles  distant, 
not  a  dollar  of  which  would  ever  return  to  the  West,  was 
too  much.  What  was  this  principle?  Let  it  be  exhibited 
in  open  day,  and  shown  in  its  true  colors. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  JOHNSTON,  fifteen  hundred  extra 
copies  of  the  report  of  the  select  committee  on  the  ap- 
portionment biU  were  ordered  to  be  printed. 

APPROPRIATION  BILL. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  tlie  conaderatioa  of  the  ge- 
neral appropriation  bill. 

Mr.  HOLMES  addressed  the  Senate  for  about  two 
hours,  in  conclusion  of  his  remarks,  (as  given  above.) 

Mr.  SMITH  then  rose,  not  to  take  a  part  in  the  discus- 
sion, but  to  express  a  hope  that  the  Senate  would  now 
go  on  with  the  appropriation  bill,  and  permit  it  to  pass; 
reserving  whatever  discQssion  was  thought  proper  on  the 
subject  under  consideration,  until  the  gentleman  from 
Maine  should  call  up  his  resolution. 

Mr.  SPRAGU£  said  that,  after  this  suggestion,  he  would 
refrain,  at  present,  from  making  any  observations  in  reply 
to  some  of  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  with 
the  understanding  that  Ms  resolution  should  be  taken  up 
afrer  this  bill  was  disposed  of,  and  that,  afrer  he  had  been 
permitted  to  get  his  resolution  before  the  Senate,  the 
same  latitude  of  debate  would  be  allowed. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  consider  the  various 
amendments  to  the  bill;  which  having  gone  through  with, 

Mr.  SMITH  moved  to  add  at  the  end  of  the  bill  a 
clause*  to  enable  the  Secretary  of  State,  the  Secretar>'  of 
the  Treasury,  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  tlie  Secretary 
of  the  Navy,  to  have  the  papers  in  their  departments 
arranged  and  indexed,  |i2,500  to  each  department. 

Mr.  CLAY  objected  to  this  amendment  as  a  most  extra- 
ordinary  and  useless  appropriation  of  money.  He  stated 
that  it  had  never,  within  his  knowledge,  taken  five  minutes 
to  find  any  document,  unless  it  was,  perhaps,  an  old  revo- 
hitionary  paper.  It  is  a  busmess  which  properly  apper- 
tains to  the  clerks  in  the  office;  and  here  is  an  appropria^ 
tion  of  $10,000  asked  for,  to  do  what  the  present  clerks 
were  bound  to  do. 

Mr.  SMITH  sent  to  the  Secretor}'*s  Uble  a  letter  from 
the  Secretary  of  State  to  Mr.  Verpknck,  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  stating  the  necessity  of  an  appropriation 
of  twice  the  amount  named  in  tlie  amendment. 

Mr.  FOOT  remarked,  that  a  sentence  in  the  letter  now 
read  disclosed  the  true  cause  of  the  confusion  which  pre- 
vailed in  the  departments.  It  was  entirely  attributable  to 
the  removals  after  the  President  came  into  office.  Per- 
sons of  capacity  and  experience  were  turned  out,  and 
others  put  in  tlieir  places,  who  knew  not  where  to  look 
to  find  necessary  papers.  The  removals  in  the  State  De- 
partment had  been  numerous;  and  he  instanced,  as  aeon- 
sequence,  that  a  gentleman  had  been  detained  here  three 
weeks  before  the  clerks  could  find  where  his  account  was 
stated. 
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Mr.  CLAY  made  some  further  observations  on  the  sub- 
ject  It  was  an  extraordinary  proceeding  at  this  late  pe- 
riod of  the  session,  at  the  moment  when  we  are  told  of 
the  pecessity  of  passing  the  appropriation  bill  through  with 
expedition,  because  the  clerks  are  suffering:,  and  the  Se- 
cretary of  the  Senate  has  been  obliged  to  raise  money  on 
his  own  credit,  to  come  here  for  this  appropriation,  on  the 
ground  that  the  Secretaries  cannot  go  on  witli  the  public 
business  without  this  additional  aid.  The  law  bad  deter- 
mined the  number  of  clerks  in  the  departments,  yet  this 
number  had  been  increasing  for  some  years;  and  now,  un- 
willing to  ask  for  new  clerks,  the  departments  ask  for  a 
gross  sum  of  money.  He.  reouested  that  the  yeas  and 
nays  might  be  taken  on  this  question. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  then  ordered. 

Mr.  MARCY  then  suggested  to  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Finance  to  withdraw  his  amendment. 
.    Mr.  FORSYTH  asked  to  hear  Mr.  Verplanck's  letter 
read. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  he  could  not  find  it  among  the  docu- 
ments sent  to  him,  and  then  withdrew  his  amendment. 

The  Senate  then  took  up  an  amendment  making  an  ap- 
propriation for  extra  clerks  in  the  office  of  the  Surveyor 
General  of  Public  Lands;  but  before  this  was  disposed  of. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

TflumsDAT,  AruL  12. 
APPROPRIATION  BILL. 

The  Senate  then  resumed,  in  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
the  consideration  of' the  bill  making  appropriations  for 
^e  service  of  the  United  States  for  the  year  1832. 

The  amendment  pending  yesterday,  when  the  Senate 
adjourned,  appropriating  ^,I00b  for  extra  clerks  in  the 
office  of  the  Surveyor  General,  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KING  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  inserting 
an  appropriation  of  $2,000  for  extra  clerks  in  the  office 
of  the  Surveyor  General  of  Ohio,  Indiana,  and  Michigan; 
which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KINU  moved  further  to  amend  the  bill  by  inserting 
an  appropriation  of  91»000  for  extra  clerks  in  the  office 
of  the  Surveyor  General  in  Florida,  to  be  applied  under 
the  instructions  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

After  a  brief  discussion,  tlie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KING  then  moved  further  to  amend  tlie  bill  by  in- 
serting an  appropriation  of  $3,500  for  extra  clerk  hire  in 
the  office  of  the  Surveyor  General  for  Illinois,  Missouri, 
and  Arkansas,  under  the  instructions  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury. 

Mr.  BUCKN£R  opposed  the  amendment,  and  it  was 
advocated  by  Mr.  KING,  and  was  carried  in  the  affirma- 
tive—yeas 19,  nays  16. 

Mr.  SMITH  then  moved,  afUr  reading  a  letter  from  the 
Secretary  of  War,  an  amendment,  to  the  following  effect  t 

<*For  special  services  performed  by  J.  L.  Doty,  Esq. 
for  services  and  expenses  in  holding  a  court  for  the  trial 
of  Winnebagolndians  at  Prairie  du  Chien,  $582  50." 

The  amendment  was  rensted,  on  the  ground  that  the 
services  were  within  the  proper  line  of  Judge  Doty 's  ju- 
dicial duty,  and  that  he  was  no  more  entitled  to  extra  pay 
than  he  would  be  for  his  tavern  expenses  and  travelling 
to  any  court  in  his  immediate  district  On  the  other  hand, 
the  supporters  of  the  amendment  insisted  that  the  Judge 
was  not  bound  to  go  to  Prairie  du  Chien,  and  that,  being 
subjected  to  extraordinary  expenses  in  the  performance  of 
this  duty,  which  was  enjoined  on  him  by  the  War  Depart- 
ment, be  was  entitled  to  extra  pay. 

The  amendment  was  negatived. 

Mr.  KINO  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  increasing 
the  appropriation  for  the  General  Land  Office,  from 
9,000  to  $13,000. 

The  amendment,  after  some  brief  discussion,  was  agreed 
to— yeas  20,  nays  19. 


.  MISSION  TO  GUATEMALA. 
Mr.  CLAY  then  rose  to  ask  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
to  an  appropriation  proposed  for  the  diplomatic  tervice, 
which  he  deemed  to  be  wholly  unnecessary.  It  wsf  for 
the  outfit  and  salary  of  a  charge  d'affaires  st  Guatemala. 
On  a  former  occaaon,  he  had  stated  to  the  Senate  bis  be- 
lief tliat  the  public  service  did  not  require  us  to  be  repre- 
sented at  that  Government.  A  charge  bad  been  nomi- 
nated during  the  present  session;  no  (hscusaon  had  taken 
place  on  the  nomination;  and  he  [Mr.  C]  being  absent 
from  his  seat  at  the  time,  had  no  opportunity  of  making 
such  explanations  as  he  believed,  u  made,  would  hsTe 
preyeDted  the  confirmation  of  the  appointment.  Tbe 
agent,  however,  had  not  left  the  United  Statesgand  it  was 
not  now  too  late  to  correct  tbe  evil.  With  respect  to  the 
charg6  himself,  he  believed  no  objection  could  be  made; 
the  gentleman  would  do  quite  as  well  as  many  others  who 
had  been  appointed — stood  in  some  sort  of  family  rela- 
tionship to  him,  and  had  been  particularly  distinniisbedby 
his  zeal  in  the  cause  of  the  present  administration.  The 
gentleman,  moreover,  resided  in  the  same  town  with  him- 
self, and  bad  been  a  candidate  to  represent  his  district  in 
the  present  Congress  in  which  contest  he  had  been  beat* 
en  some  ten  or  fifteen  hundred  votes.  That,  howerer, 
formed  no  sort  of  objection  to  him:  the  only  question 
was,  the  office  that  had  been  conferred  on  him  was  not 
needed  for  the  public  service.  On  this  subject  he  felt 
somewhat  solicitous,  because  the  office  was  one  of  those 
which  the  last  administration  proposed  to  retrench;  and 
if  the  present  administration  diid  not  mean  to  redeem  the 
pledges  of  retrenchment  and  reform  that  brought  them 
into  office,  it  was  to  be  hoped  tliey  would  leave  undis- 
turbed those  that  had  been  contemplated  by  the  last  In 
a  letter  from  the  Department  of  State  to  a  committee  of 
the  Senate,  it  had  been  stated  that  the  public  service 
would  permit  of  a  temporary  reduction  of  two  of  our 
diplomatic  agents  abroad;  and  the  department  wu  in- 
duced to  believe  that  one,  if  not  two,  of  the  foreign  mis- 
sions might  immediately  be  abc^iished  without  injury  to 
the  public  service.  Accordingly,  Mr.  Williams,  the  mi- 
nister to  GuatemaU,  bad  been  recalled-  He  recollected 
that,  at  the  time,  that  country  was  in  a  very  distracted  state, 
and  was  considered  to  have  no  settled  Governroenl-  This 
was  in  1828.  From  that  time  to  this^  the  Government  of 
Guatemala  had  been  in  the  same  distracted  condition,  two 
Presidents  instead  of  one;  the  President  elected  harin; 
been  forced  to  leave  the  seat  of  Government,  and  i;o  to 
St.  Salvador  to  raise  troops  to  oppose  his  rival.  This  was 
the  latest  information  he  had  received  from  that  coaotr}'f 
and  received,  too,  from  the  most  authentic  and  unques- 
tionable soui*ce.  If  a  civil  war  was  not  now  raging  in  that 
country,  it  was  in  so  disturbed  and  distracted  a  state  as  to 
render  a  mission  there  wholly  useless.  Yet,  even  if  this 
was  not  its  condition,  o^r  commercial  arrangements  with 
it  were  not  such  as  to  justify  the  expense  of  tlte  mission. 
He  ventured  to  assert  that  the  whole  profits  of  the  com- 
merce with  that  country,  added  together,  would  not  be 
enough  to  pay  the  salary  and  outfit  of  the  minister.  The 
diplomatic  expenses  of  the  United  States  were  increasing 
at  a  yery  rapid  rate.  The  last  administration  had  but  four- 
teen diplomatic  agents — seven  for  each  continent.  The 
present  administration  had  increased  tlie  number  to 
eighteen  or  nineteen.  With  regard  to  this  particuhu'inis' 
sion,  he  considered  the  commerce  with  Giutemala  too  in< 
considerable  to  render  it  necessary.  There  would  have 
been  much  better  reason  in  instituting  a  mismon  to  Vene- 
zuela, which  was  not  so  disturbed,  and  with  which  country 
we  carried  on  a  considerable  trade;  or  to  Bolivia,  which 
had  several  ports,  while  Guatemala  had  one  or  two.  Mr- 
C.  then  moved  to  strike  out  from  the  bill  the  appropria- 
tion for  tlie  outfit  and  salary  of  a  charge  ^d'sfiiures  to 
Central  America;  and  on  this  question  he  called  for  the 
yeas  and  nays. 
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The  yeas  and  nays  were  according^ly  ordered. 
Mr.  SMITH  said  that  if  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky 
had  made  any  opposition  to  the  nomination  of  the  charge 
d'afTaires  to  Central  America  when  it  was  under  con- 
sideration, he  doubted  very  much  how  he  should  have 
voted  on  the  question.     As  it  was,  however,  the  nomina- 
tion having  prevailed,  he  did  not  very  well  see  how  the 
Senate  coiud  avoid  making  the  appropriation  to  carry  its 
own  act  into  effect.  Under  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
he  felt  himself  bound  to  vote  for  the  appropriation.     The 
gfcntleman  from  Kentucky  had  stated,  very  correctly,  that 
Mr.  Rochester's  time  expired  in  1828,  and  that  Guatemala 
was  then  in  a  very  distracted  condition;  but  he  believed 
the  gentleman  was  mistaken  in  his  statements  as  to  the 
value  of  the  trade.     One  of  his  constituents  had  sent  a 
cargo  to  that  country,  on  which  he  made  a  profit  of  ten 
or  twenty  thousand  diollars,  he  did  not  recollect  which. 
There  was  a  profitable  circuitous  trade  carried  on  by  our 
merchants  in  that  region.   Vessels  that  did  not  find  a  good 
market  at  Chili  or  Peru,  went  on  to  St  Bias,  in  Central 
America,     With  respect  to  the  condition  of  the  country, 
Mr.  S.  believed  it  was  more  settled  than  heretofore.     So 
far  as  he  could  collect  from  the  newspapers,  that  Govern- 
ment had  become  somewhat  organized.     Some  little  dis- 
turbance in  that  country  was  to  be  expected.     They  were 
always  quarrelling  in  South  America;  but  that  made  no 
difference  to  our  commerce.     If  we  waited  until  all  the 
South  American  republics  were  in  a  state  of  peace,  it 
would  be  long  before  we  should  send  a  minister  there. 

Mr.    TAZEWELL  found  himself  very   much  in  the 
situation  of  the  Senator  from   Maryland.     He  felt  con- 
strained to  vote  for  the  appropriation  to  pay  the  salary,  as 
the  Senate,  by  its  own  act,  had  created  the  office  which 
it  was  attempted,  by  a  side-blow,  to  lop  off.     The  Senate 
was  not  at  libertv  to  refuse  the  appropriation  for  an  office 
its  own  vote  had  assisted  in  estaolishmg  within  the  pre- 
sent session.     How  far  would  the  gentleman  from  Ken- 
tucky carry  out  his  principle?     Would  he  apply  it,  if,  in 
his  opinion,  necessary,  to  the  salaries  of  onices  created 
by  law?     And  yet  this  would  be  the  effect,  if  Hie  motion 
of  that  gentleman  prevailed.     In  the  present  case,  the 
Pre^dent    had  nominated,   the  Senate  had  confirmed, 
thereby  creating  the  office,  and  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, acting  on  this  creation  of  office,  had  sent  to  the 
Senate  an  appropriation  to  pay  the  salair  which  it  was 
then  proposed  to  strike  out.     Mr.  T.  could  not  consent 
to  sanction  a  principle  of  this  sort.    When  the  nomination 
was  before  the  Senate,  he  entertained  the  same  view  with 
reg^d  to  it  as  expressed  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky; 
he  could  not  see  any  reason  for  sending  a  minister  to  tms 
Govemroent,  if  a  Government  it  was  at  all.      But,  inas- 
much as  there  had  been  a  minister  there  for  many  years 
previous,  and  not  a  single  suggestion  was  made  before  the 
committee  as  to  the  inutility  of  the  mission,  he  did  not 
deem  it  necessary  to  call  upon  the  Executive  for  addi- 
tional information.     Mr.  T.  did  not  concur  with  the  Sena- 
tor from  Maryland,  in  the  opinion  that  the  trade  with 
Central  America  was  valuable.  Much,  Mr.  T.  said,  would 
depend  upon  the  limits  of  the  country.     His  information 
was,  perhaps,  not  so  extensive  as  that  of  the  Senator  from 
Maryland;  but,  as  far  as  he  was  informed,  if  tlie  country 
was  comprehended  within  the  limits  of  the  captain-gene- 
ralship of  Guatemala,  it  contained  only  two  port.s — Omoa, 
and  one  other  port,  nearer  to  Guatemala.     Our  principal 
trade,  Mr.  T.  said,  was  with  Omoa,  a  place  settled  almost 
entirely  bv  negroes  and  Indians,  and  ixotoriously  so  sickly 
that  it  liaa  not  been  the  perman'snt  residence  of  white 
men  since  the  Spaniards  possessed  it.     From  that  port, 
said  Mr.  T.,  we  get  indigo  and  cochineal;  and  that,  he 
believed,  was  tlie  amount  of  the  trade.     Our  exports  to 
that  country  must  be  something,  of  course,  or  we  could 
not  import  from  there;  but  their  amount  he  could  not 
state.     With  respect  to  the  coasting  voyages  alluded  to 
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by  the  Senator  from  Maryland,  he  could  not  believe  they 
amounted  to  much.  The  vessel  the  gentleman  spoke  of 
as  haying  gone  from  St.  Bias,  went  from  North  to  South 
America;  for,  if  his  geog^phical  recollections  were  cor- 
rect, St.  Bl&s  was  not  in  South  but  in  North  America: 
and  if  this  vessel  was  successful  in  that  indirect  voyage,  it 
was  one  of  those  successes  that  might  have  happened  for 
the  time,  but  could  not  always  be  calculated  on.  But,  as 
he  had  said  in  the  commencement,  he  felt  himself  bound 
to  vote  for  the  salary,  as  the  Senate  had,  by  its  own  act, 
created  the  office.  He  wished  tlie  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky had  made  his  opposition  to  the  appointment  when 
the  nomination  was  before  the  Senate.  Had  he  done  so, 
Mr.  T.  did  not  believe  the  nomination  would  have  been 
confirmed. 

Mr.  HOLMES  expressed  himself  as  much  gratified  that 
his  old  fashioned  sentiments  had  been  so  well  sustained  by 
the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Forei|^n  Relations, 
[Mr.  Tazkwxli..]    He  should  be^n  to  thmk  himself  a 
very  correct  and  consistent  politician.      For  example, 
when  the  Panama  mission  was  under  consideration,  he 
thought  it  inexpedient,  and  voted  in  favor  of  the  resolu- 
tions presented  by  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
in  opposition  to  the  measure.     When  the  only  affirmative 
proposition  was  on  the  table,  the  creation  of  the  ministers, 
he  voted,  with  the  chairman  of  that  committee,  against 
the  measure;  but  when  the  bill  came  from  the  House  of 
Representatives,  after  the  officers  had  been  created,  mak- 
ing an  appropriation  for  their  salaries,  he  [Mr.  H.]  gave 
the  only  consistent  vote — he  voted  to  pay  them.      Then, 
like  the  Senator  from  Virginia  on  the  present  occasion, 
he  did  not  feel  himself  at  liberty  to  refuse  the  salaries 
afler  the  Senate  had  created  the  offi^^s;  and,  now,  he 
must  inform  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  that  he  should 
vote  on  the  same  principle.     He  regretted,  exceedingly, 
that  he  did  not  know,  while  the  nomination  was  under  con- 
sideration, that  the  country  to  which  the  minister  was  to 
be  sent  was  in  a  distracted  and  unsettled  state;  that  our 
commerce  with  it  was  inconsiderable;  and  that  it  was  in- 
habited by  nothing  but  negroes  and  Indians.     As  the 
minister  was  going  to  a  country  so  unfavorably  described, 
and  to  reside  among  negroes  and  Indians,  he  certainly 
ought  to  be  paid,  and  wellpaid,  too;  and  he  should,  there- 
fore, vote  for  the  appropriation. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  observed  that  nothing  in  his  course 
could  authorize  a  comparison  between  him  and  the  Se- 
nator from  Maine,  either  as  regarded  consistency  or  any 
thing  else.  The  remarks  of  that  gentleman,  however, 
called  for  a  reply  on  anotlier  point.  There  was  a  great 
difference  between  the  Panama  mission  and  the  present 
one.  If  the  gentleman  from  Maine  would  turn  to  the  re- 
port of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  made  on  the 
occasion  referred  to,  he  would  find  that  the  main  difficulty 
urged  in  the  report  was  the  unconstitutionality  of  the 
mission.  The  committee  believed  that  Congress  possessed 
no  authority  to  send  ministers  to  a  Confess  or  nations. 
Differing,  therefore,  with  a  majority  or  the  Senate,  he 
bad  voted  against  the  measure,  hi  all  its  stages;  first 
against  the  creation  of  the  offices.  The  House  of  Re- 
presentatives, concurring  with  the  majority,  made  the 
appropriation  to  pay  the  salaries  of  the  ministers  that 
had  been  appointed;  and  he,  for  one,  believing  that 
the  Executive  and  Senate  hsid  no  constitutional  right 
to  institute  the  mission,  voted  against  it.  That  was  one 
difference  between  the  Panama  mission  and  the  present 
one;  for  no  one,  for  a  moment,  would  suppose  that  the 
President  and  Senate  had  not  a  right  to  Sena  a  minbter  to 
Central  America.  The  gentleman  n*om  Maine  had  strange- 
ly mistaken  him,  in  supposing  him  to  say  that  Guatemala 
was  inhabited  only  by  negroes  and  Indians.  If  he  said  so, 
he  begged  leave  to  take  it  back.  He  spoke  only  of  the 
sickly  part  of  Omoa  as  being  inhabited  by  negroes  and  In- 
dians.    Guatemala,  like  all  other  parts  of^  South  America, 
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was  peopled  with  the  three  races  of  whites,  blacks,  and 
Indians. 

Mr.  BENTON  rose  to  make  some  observations  on  the 
main  point  of  objection — the  alleged  insignificancy  of  the 
trade  between  the  United  States  and  Guatemala.  It  was 
alleged  that  this  commerce  was  too  inconsiderable  to  merit 
the  mission  of  a  charge  d'affaires;  that  the  profits,  in  fact, 
of  the  whole  commerce  would  not  defray  the  expenses 
of  ^e  mission.  This,  Mr.  B.  was  very  certain,  was  a 
great  mistake.  He  held  in  his  hand  the  document  of  the 
commerce  and  navigation  of  the  United  States  for  tlieyear 
1830 — the  last  that  was  printed;  and,  from  that  document, 
the  commerce  in  question  appeared  to  be  infinitely  su- 
perior to  what  it  had  been  represented  to  be.  According 
to  the  allegations  of  gentlemen,  we  obtained  nothing  from 
that  country  but  a  lew  dyestuflTs,  and  the  exports  were 
treated  ai  nothing.  Mr.  ^.  said  the  document  in  his 
hand  presented  a  very  different  picture.  Mr.  B.  then 
read  from  the  document,  to  show  that  the  whole  imports 
from  Guatemala  were  $302,820;  and  of  this  amount,  about 
$140,000  consisted  of  gold  and  silver  coin  and  bulhon. 
The  domestic  exports  were  $138,000,  which  he  said  were 
four  times  as  great  as  the  domestic  exports  to  Russia,  and 
eight  times  as  great  as  they  were  to  Prussia.  The  foreign 
exports  sent  from  the  United  States  were  $110,000;  so 
that,  if  there  was  any  thing  in  the  balance  of  trade,  here 
was  a  balance  of  about  $50,000  in  favor  of  the  United 
States.  Mr.  B.  thought  lliis  commerce  was  well  worth 
attending  to  now;  and  as  Guatemala  was  a  young  and  a 

growing  country,  it  must  soon  be  much  more  considera- 
le,  if  cherished  and  preserved.  Mr.  B.  would,  there- 
fore, cordially  vote^*  favor  of  the  appropriation  for  defray- 
ing the  expenses  o^  the  mission. 

Mr.  HOLME&  made  a  brief  explanation,  disavowing 
any  design  to  misrepresent  what  had  fallen  from  the  Se- 
nator  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  CLAY  stated  that  he  did  not  see  much  in  the  ob- 
jection which  had  been  made  to  his  motion.     The  charge 
was  yet  in  this  countiy,  he  had  not  gone  on  his  mission; 
and  if,  in  his  journey  to  the  Atlantic  cities,  and  the  pre- 
parations for  depai'ture,  he  had  incurred  any  expenses, 
ne  should  feel  no  unwillingness  to  reimburse  him.     The 
salary  appropriated  is  yet  unearned.    He  would  presently 
refei'  to  two  missions  wiiich  have  for  some  time  been  of 
no  use;  and  he  would  inquire  how  these  agents  were  to 
be  recalled.     He  alluded  to  the  agents  for  claims  in  Paris 
and  in  London.     There  are  but  two  modes  of  recalling 
these  agents.     The  President  may  send  for  them;  but  if 
he  should  not,  tliey  can  only  be   recalled  by  the  refusal 
of  Congress  to  make  the  appropriations  fur  them.     In 
the  present  case,  as  the  agent  hud  not  gone,  no  injury 
could  be  done  to  him  by  the  refusal  of  the  appropriation. 
He  stated  that  when  this  nomination  was  acted  on,  it 
happened  to  be  on  one  of  the  two  or  three  days  in  wliich 
he  had  been  prevented,  this  session,  from  attending  to  his 
duties,  through  indisposition.     Here  an  office  may  be  ter- 
minated by  withholding  the  appropriation  which  had  not 
been  earned;  or  the  President  may  prevent  the  charge 
from  leaving  the  country.     It  would  have  been  better 
had  these  objections  been   made  when  the  nomination 
was  under  consideration;  but  he  dii  not  think  that  it  was 
now  too  late.     He  believed  that  there  was  at  present  no 
Government  at  Guatemala.     Was  it  represented  by  any 
agent  here^    Was  there  any  charge  from  Guatemala  in 
this  country?     The  lastt  minister  from  that  country,  a 
most  excellent  and  enlightened  man,  was  Mr.  Canas,  with 
whom  the  treaty  had  been  made.     Since  that  time,  a  bit- 
ter war  had  been  raging.  Where,  then,  should  be  the  dif- 
ficulty of  acting,  now  that  the  minister  is  here,  to  reverse 
the  nomination,  taking  care  to  reimburse  him  for  his  ex- 
penditures?   If  there  was  even  a  moral  obligation  to  send 
him,  now,  in  case  it  should  be  found  proper  to  do  so,  can 
the  mianoD  ever  be  terminated?    According  to  the  doc- 


trine  of  the  other  side,  a  minister  once  sent  can  never  be 
recalled.  He  believed  that  the  commerce  with  Guate- 
mala was  very  trifling.  The  precious  metals  which  had 
been  referred  to,  came  from  Peru,  through  Gflatcmala; 
but  it  was  well  known  that  the  Guatemala  mines  had  not 
been  worked  for  some  time.  He  reminded  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  that  there  had  been  a  bitter  contest  be- 
tween Mexico  and  Guatemala  concerning  the  possession  of 
a  province  which  stretches  into  North  America. 

Mr.  BIBB  made  a  few  obser\'ations  in  opposition  to  the 
motion,  expressing  his  hope  that  what  haa  been  done  in 
thi".  case  by  the  President,  with  the  advice  and  consent 
of  the  Senate,  woidd  not  be  reversed  in  this  mannor. 
He  considered  the  matter  as  now  placed  beyond  the  con- 
trol of  the  Senate.     The  right  of  appointing  to  foreign 
missions,  and  of  receiving  foreign  ministers,  he  viewed  as  an 
exclusive  right  appertaining  to  the  President.  In  the  pre- 
sent instance,  the  Senate  had  confirmed  ^he  nomination, 
and  the  other  House  having  appropriated  the  means,  it 
must  be  palpable  that  the  Senate  could  not  do  otherwise 
than  conform  to  circumstances.     It  had  been  asked  how 
a  mission  could  ever  be  got  rid  of.     By  Executive  dis- 
cretion.    And  if  the  President  act  wrong  for  once,  he  is 
accountable  for  that  wrong.     He  was  disposed  to  give  to 
every  Executive  a  fair  support^  unless  it  could  be  shown 
that  there  existed  palpable  and  gross  abuse.     It  was  ask- 
ed if  any  functionary  from  Guatemala  was  ii)  this  6ountry. 
He  believed  not,  but  we  must  begin.     The  commerce 
was  trifling,  it  was  said,  but  it  ma}*"  he  increased;  and  if 
the  country  wus  unsettled,  there  was  stronger  reason  for 
senc)ing  a  minister  to  protect  American  interests  and  pro- 
perty. 

Mr.  CHAMBEUS  gave  the  reasons  which  would  com- 
pel him  to  vote  against  the  motion.  He  regretted  that  it 
had  been  made  at  this  time.  If  the  statements  of  the  Se- 
nator had  been  made  at  another  time,  they  would  doubt- 
less have  influenced  his  vote,  and  probably  the  nomination 
would  have  met  with  a  different  fate.  But  he  could  not, 
after  passing  on  the  nomination,  agree  to  reject  the  ap- 
propriation for  the  salary.  He  hoped  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  would  consent  to  withdraw  his  motion,  and 
thus  relieve  him  from  the  unpleasant  predicament  of  being; 
compelled  to  vote  against  it.  He  believed  the  mission  to 
be  unnocessai-y  and  improper,  yet  he  should  now  be  com- 
pelled to  give  his  vote  in  accordance  with  those  who  en- 
tertained the  belief  that  it  was  both  necessary  and  proper. 

Mr.  FOU^YTH  spoke  briefly  in  opposition  to  the  mo- 
tion. He  was  of  the  opinion  that  to  refuse  the  appropria- 
tion so  immediately  after  confirming' the  nomination,  would 
expose  the  Senate  to  some  censure.  It  was  said  thai  this 
mission  was  unnecessary.  The  nomination  was  made  to 
replace  the  minister  appointed  last  session.  There  hm 
been  plenty  of  time  to  inquire  into  the  necessity.  MMiv 
had  there  been  no  call  for  information,  after  what  the 
President  had  stated  on  the  subject  in  his  annual  message^ 
[Here  Mr.  F.  read  an  extract  from  the  message  on  the 
subject  of  our  relations  with  Guatemala.]  He  thou^t 
the  mission  was  necessary,  and  that  the  appropriation 
ought  not  to  be  refused,  without  a  sufllicient  reason  being 
given.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  had  remarked  on 
the  increase  of  diplomatic  agents.  He  did  not  under- 
stand that  the  remark  had  been  made  by  way  of  censure. 
But,  if  it  was,  it  might  "be  easy  to  show  that  savings  had 
been  effected  by  the  present  administration,  by  changing 
the  grades  of  ministers.  Two  missions  had  been  cut 
down. 

Mr.  CLAY.     What  two?  ^ 

Mr.  FORSYTH.     Chili  and  Mexico. 

Mr.  CLAY.  Chili  was  cut  down  under  the  last  ad- 
ministration. 

Mr.  FORSYTH.  There  then  was  but  one— Mexico. 
But  the  President  had  stated  his  intention  to  cut  down  that 
to  Colombia.     The  increased  expenditure  bad  been  attri- 
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buted  to  removals.  In  many  of  these  the  administration 
could  not  be  made  responsible.  Some  had  died,  and 
some  had  been  rejected,  and  for  these  responsibility  was 
not  to  attach  \o  tlie  administi-ation.  During*  the  late  ad- 
ministration extra  sums  had  been  expended  on  the  missions 
to  England — ^forty-eight  thousand  dollars  were  expended 
beyond  the  ordinary  expenditure.  Mr.  Rush  had  been 
recalled  to  fill  the  Treasury  Department.  There  was  liis 
return,  and  the  outfit  of  Mr.  King,  who  was  sent.  Mr. 
King  w^as  permitted  to  come  home,  and  Mr.  GallaUn  was 
sent.  Then  Mr.  Gallatin  was  permitted  to  return  home, 
and  Mr.  Barbour  was  sent.  Mr.  Barbour  was  recalled. 
These  were  contingencies  for  which  no  one  censured  the 


King  and  others,  which  were  subjects  of  complaint.  He 
believed  there  was  a  disposition  in  the  present  administra- 
tion to  reduce  the  expenses  of  these  missions;  and  should 
it  prove  otherwise,  he  would  go  \lrith  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  in  an  attempt  to  force  reduction  upon  them. 

Mr.  FOOT  said  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  considered 
such  gross  inconsistency  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,,  to 
withhold  the  appropriation  for  the  salary  after  appointing 
the  minister;  for  it  nad  been  acknowledged  that,  with  the 
facts  now  before  the  Senate,  the  nomination  would  not 
have  been  confirmed.  He  felt  himself  much  more  embar- 
rassed in  relation  to  what  passes  in  tlie  open  and  in  the 
secret  sessions  of  the  Senate, than  he  did  by  any  arguments 
urged  here  to  show  that  the  Senate  was  committed  to 
make  the  appropriation.  He  could  not,  with  proprietor, 
refer  to  what  had  passed  in  secret  session;  but  he  was  satts- 
fied  that  every  Senator  then  present  could  bear  testimo- 


name  as  himself,  and  might  be  some  connexion.  He  was 
bound  to  be  grateful,  therefore,  for  such  a  mark  of  th« 
bounty  of  this  administration.  He  had,  indeed,  to  retam 
his  thanks  to  the  administration  for  man^  favors.  He  had, 
through  them,  possessed  himself  of  a  fine  Arabian  horse, 
by  which  he  expected  to  make  something.  And  the  {^n- 
tlcman  appointed  to  the  present  mission  had  marrieid  a 
relation  of  his  wife.  And  if  they  went  on  in  this  way,  and 
the  administration  should  last  long  enough,  he  was  not 
without  hope  that  all  his  friends  'would  come  into  power. 
He  was  willing  to  pay  this  charg6  who  had  not  yet  left 
the  country,  and  this  would  be  no  greater  hardship  than 
recalling  a  minister  recently  sent  out,  and  who  had  been 


administration.     But  there  were  charges  for  outfit  to  Mr.  taken  from  all  his  private  pursuits.     Here  no  services  had 
.^- ,  _.,  ^f  ^  ,.     .     t. ...      "*  been  performed.     He  concurred  in  the  opinion  that  every 

respect  ought  to  be  paid  to  the  co-ordinate  branches  of 
the  Government;  and  agreed  that  if  it  were  shown  that 
tlie  President  and  Senate  had  made  this  nomination  with 
a  perfect  knowledge  of  all  the  facts,  it  would  not  be  pro- 
per, except  in  an  extreme  case,  to  reject  the  nomination. 
As  to  the  situation  of  Guatemala,  he  had  recently  conrersed 
with  one  of  the  most  distinguished  South  Americans  who 
had  visited  this  country,  and  who  had  told  him^  that  the 
countr}'  was  in  a  most  unsettled  state,  the  President  hav- 
ing gone  to  St.  Salvador  to  encounter  his  opponent.  It 
had  been  said  we  must  have  a  minister  there  to  protect 
American  property.  This  is  a  duty  belonging  to  con- 
suls, and  we  had  consuls  tliere;  but  to  whom  were  we  said 
to  send  a  minister,  if  there  was  no  Government?  He  had 
also,  from  the  same  source,  obtained  some  observations  rC* 
lative  to  tlie  canal,  or  rather  raulroad,  (for  he  understood 


ny  to  his  consistency  in  opposing  the  appropriation.  Since,  la  railroad  was  in  contemplation,)  from  Panama  to  the  op 

'*  •     «-_-•__-*_    posite  side:  he  had  understood,  and  his  information  differ- 

ed from  that  obtained  by  the  President,  that  there  was  a 
company  now  actually  engaged  in  making  a  survey  of  a 
route,  which  is  to  be  forty-five  miles  long,  and  the  great- 
est elevation  about  three  hundred  feet  So  that  there  was 
nothing  to  be  gained  in  this  point  by  sending  a  minister. 

Mr.  KNIGHT,  with  a  view  to  give  him  thne  to  make 
some  further  examination,  moved  that  the  Senate  now  ad- 
journ— ^yeas.18,  nays  21. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  Mr.  Ciat's  motion  to 
strike  out  the  appropriation,  and  decided  in  the  negative, 
as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Clay,  Clayton,  Ewing,  Foot,  Johnston, 
Naudain,  Robbins,  Seymour. — 8. 


however,  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Re- 
lations had  stated  that,  for  reasons  given  by  him,  he  did  not 
think  it  expedient  to  cull  upon  the  Evc^^'ve  for  informa- 
tion when  the  nomination  was  before  the  Senate,  he 
thought  himself  safe  in  saying  that  the  facts  presented  by 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  were  not  before  them  on  that 
occasion.  There  was  no  inconsistency  in  recalling  a  mis- 
sion afler  finding  it  to  be  unnecessary;  still  less  impropri- 
ety could  there  be  in  recalling  an  appointment  before  the 
omcer  iiad  entered  on  its  duties.  Under  present  circum- 
stances, he  [Mr.  F.]^ found  no  difficulty  in  recording  his 
vote  in  opposition  to  the  appropriation.  The  Senate  was 
constituted  to  advise,  as  well  as  consent,  to  the  nominations 
<jf  the  Executive.     Now,  would  the  Senate,  with  the  pre 


sent  information  before  them,  advise  and  consent  to  tliis^l^  NAYS.— Messrs.^ell,  Benton,  Bibb,  grown,  Buckner, 
appointment  or  not  ^    That  was  the  only  question,  and  it  '"'  "         *  '  -*«-«-  « 

was  now  for  the  Senate  to  decide  it. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  that  he  had  not  spoken  of  increased  ex- 
penses, but  the  increase  of  the  number  of  missions;  they 
had  increased  from  seven  to  either  eighteen  or  nineteen. 
As  to  the  expenditures  on  English  missions,  referred  to  by 
the  Senator  from  Georgia,  it  must  be  remembered  that 
Mr.  kush  had  been  in  England  eight  years,  and  returned 
to  the  Treasury  Department.  He  was  succeeded  by  a 
gentleman  whose  entire  competence,  whose  great  experi- 
ence in  English  diplomacy,  and  whose  connexion  with  the 
two  States  most  interested  in  the  pending  negotiations, 
emphatically  pointed  him  out  for  the  station.  That  gen- 
tleman, on  his  voyage,  was  seized  with  the  sickness  which 
afterwards  brought  him  to  the  grave.  Mr.  Gallatin  was 
sent  on  a  special  mission,  and  returned  when  he  had  ac- 
complished it.  And  he  hoped  that  the  expense  which  had 
fallen  on  the  country  by  the  recall  of  Mr.  Biarbour,  was 
not  to  be  charged  on  the  late  administration.  They  might 
as  well  be  charged  with  the  expenses  of  the  return  of  Gen- 
eral Harrison,  Mr.  Middleton,  Mr.  Everett,  Mr.  Every- 
body. As  to  the  case  of  the  outfit  to  Mr.  King,  as  charge, 
while  on  that  point,  he  would  like  to  be  informed  if,  while 
we  were  paying  a  minister  residing  in  London,  near  the 
court  of  St.  Petersburg,  we  were  not  also  paying  his  se- 
cretary as  a  charge.     That  gentleman  was  of  the  same 


Chambers,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  For^fth,  Freling- 
huysen,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Ktiight, 
Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Prentiss,  Robinson,  Smith, 
Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Troup,  T^lcr,  White,  Wil- 
kins.— 30, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Fbidat,  ApriIi  13. 

APPROPRIATION  BILL. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  general 
appropriation  bill. 

OUTFIT  TO  FRANCE. 

Mr.  MILLER  moved  to  strike  out  the  word  ** France,'* 
in  the  clause  appropriating  certain  outfits,  and  also  to 
change  the  amount  of  appropriation  from  thirty-six  to 
twenty-seven  thousand  dollars,  so  as  to  strike  out  the  ap- 
propriation for  an  outfit  for  a  minister  to  France.  The 
office  was  not  vacant,  and  he  was  of  opinion  that  the  Se- 
nate ouglit  not  beforehand  to  make  this  appropriation, 
and  thus  to  furnish  the  President  with  a  pretext  to  recall 
the  present  minister,  and  make  a  new  appointment  during 
the  recess.     Such  a  measure  may  not  be  necessary. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said  that  if  the  money  was  not  wanted, 
it  would  not  be  taken  out  of  the  treasury. 

Mr.  HOLMES  wished  that  some  method  could  be  invent- 
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ed  to  prevent  the  President  from  sending-  ministers  abroad 
during  the  recess.  He  knew  not  what  way  could  be  de- 
vised. He  thought  it  would  be  the  best  mode  if  these 
appropnations  could  be  postponed  till  the  end  of  the  ses- 
sion. 'Hien,  if  a  nomination  was  not  made,  or  not  confirm- 
ed, there  would  be  no  necessity  for  an^  appropriation; 
and  by  withholding  the  money,  the  appomtment  of  a  min- 
ister during  the  recess  would  be  prevented.  It  would 
not  surprise  him  if  no  nominations  were  to  be  made  of 
ministers  to  France  and  England  before  the  adjournment 
of  Congress,  and  if  ministers  were  to  be  sent  thither  du- 
ring the  recess. 

Mr.  SMITH  read  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State, 
suggesting  the  necessity  fur  this  provision,  and  then  said 
that  the  Senate  would  dispose  of  the  matter  as  it  might 
see  fit. 

Mr.  MIXXER  stated  that  his  object  was,  if  Mr.  Rives 
should  come  home  in  the  recess,  to  prevent  a  new  ap- 
pointment. If  the  President  chose  to  appoint  a  minister 
during  the  recess,  he  might  provide  him  with  an  outfit 
out  of  the  contingent  fund.  Regarding  it  as  doubtful 
whether  the  President  had  the  power  to  appoint  during 
the  recess,  he  would  not  consent  to  confer  it  by  legislation. 

The  question  was  put,  and  the  yeas  (17)  had  been 
counted,  when 

Mr.  FORSYTH  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays;  which 
were  ordered. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  then  made  a  few  remarks  in  explana- 
tion of  the  vote  which  he  intended  to  g^ve.  He  thought 
that,  during  the  present  administration,  a  liberal,  even  a 
censurable  exercise  of  Executive  patronage  had  been 
exhibited*  But  while  he  entertained  tliese  views,  he 
still  could  not  go  the  length  with  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina.  He  considered  ttiat  in  certain  contingen- 
cies vacancies  might  occur,  and  that  when  such  did  occur 
the  President  had  a  right  to  fill  them.  A  vacancy  might 
occur  in  one  hour  after  the  adjournment  of  Congress:  and 
in  such  case,  is  it  pretended  that  the  President  may  not 
fill  it? 

The  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  seemed  to  lay  it 
down  that  he  would  have  no  right,  under  an^  circumstan- 
ces, to  exercise  sach  power.  Let  the  President,  in  such 
cases,  act  on  his  own  discretion  and  his  own  responsibility: 
and  let  us  take  care  to  act  within  our  own  sphere,  and 
with  a  view  to  the  advantage  of  the  country.  It  may  be 
of  great  importance  that  we  should  have  a  minister,  ^o 
France;  and  ne  could  not  give  a  vote  which  might  be  con- 
strued into  a  desire  to  prevent  it.  A  proper  occasion  may 
occur  for  expressing  an  opinion  on  the  practice  of  appoint- 
ing ministers  during  the  recess.  He  would  say  that  he 
dia  not  think  the  President  had  exercised  this  power  to 
the  advantage  of  the  country;  but,  on  that  accpunt,  he 
was  not  disposed  to  withhold  from  him  a  right  which  he 
possessed. 

Mr.  SMITH  ejuplained  that  Mr.  Rives  had  asked  leave 
to  comeliome.  The  President  had  asked  for  an  outfit  for 
bis  successor,  thus  saying  that  he  granted  the  leave.  He 
would  take  this  occasion  to  give  an  answer  to  a  question 
put  to  him  yesterday,  b^  the  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
whether  the  Secretary  oi  the  late  mission  to  Russia  had 
received  pay  as  a  charge.  He  had  never  received  any 
pay  beyond  his  two  thousand  dollars  a  ^ear.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  had  sent  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  to  get  a  bill  passed  in  tlie  House  to  pay  a  cbargd  to 
Russia,  until  a  new  minister  should  reach  that  court;  also 
to  pay  a  charge  to  Brazil,  in  the  place  of  Mr.  Tudor. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  he  entirely  concurred  jn  the  opinion 
that  cases  may  occur  in  which  it  would  be  proper  for  the 
President  to  send  out  ministers  during  the  recess.  But 
this  was  a  right  to  be  exercised  with  great  prudence.  He 
'was  inclined,  however,  to  vote  for  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  because  there  was  money 
enough  in  the  fund  appropriated  for  the  purpose  of  meet- 


ing contingencies  like  this,  to  pay  this  outfit,  whenever 
the  contingency  should  occur.  He  then  referred  to  the 
appropriations  in  the  bill  for  contingencies.  The  fund  for 
contingencies  for  foreign  intercourse  had  increased  very 
much,  and  it  was  seldom  that  any  of  it  was  expended. 
Should  the  present  minister  return,  and  another  be  sent, 
both  would  be  contingencies,  and  here  is  the  proper  fund 
to  meet  the  expenditure.  During  the  last  administration, 
by  a  proper  economv,  nearly  the  whole  of  this  contingent 
fund  had  been  saved;  and  in  the  last  year  of  that  adminis- 
tration, such  had  been  the  accumulation  of  the  fund  in  pre- 
ceding years,  that  not  a  cent  of  appropriation  was  asked 
for  under  this  head.  It  could  not,  therefore,  be  necessa- 
ry to  make*  a  specific  appropriation  for  this  object. 

In  regard  to  the  charge  or  secretary  of  the  Russian  mis- 
sion, a  single  word.  He  did  not  know  how  he  had  been 
received  at  the  court  of  St.  Petersburg;  whether,  when 
our  minister  was  absent  from  the  seat  of  the  mission,  as 
far  as  London,  he  was  received  as  charge  or  secretary. 
Tlie  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  had  stated  that 
nothing  had  been  paid.  He  wished  to  know  if  any  thing 
had  been  asked.  He  did  not  clearly  understand  the  Se- 
nator on  that  point.  Was  any  appropriation  asked,  or  in- 
tended to  be  asked?  Whether  it  had  been  asked  or  not, 
such  an  account  would  be  presented  at  some  future  day, 
and  would  be  allowed. 

Mr.  SmTH  replied  that,  while  with  the  Secrctar)'  to- 
day,  it  struck  him  to  make  the  inquiry.  The  Secretary 
had  told  him  that  no  pay  as  charge  was  allowed  to  the  se- 
cretary of  legation  until  ailer  Mr.  Randolph  had  left.  He 
would  be  allowed  pay  from  that  time,  if  the  bill  which  had 
now  been  asked  for  should  be  passed. 

Mr.  FOOT  suggested  an  amendment,  to  make  the  out- 
fit available,  if  a  minister  were  appointed  *'by  and  with 
the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate.?  It  was  known  at 
the  last  session  that  there  was  about  to  be  an  explosion  of 
the  cabinet,  and  that  some  of  its  members  would  be  sent 
abroad.  He  did  know  whether  any  such  thing  was  now 
in  contemplation,  but  it  might  be  well  to  be  as  cautious  as 
possible. 

Mr.  SMITH  said,  if  the  bill  were  so  amended,  it  would 
have  no  effect  on  the  President.  He  knew  what  were  his 
constitutional  rights,  and  would  exercise  them. 

Mr.  HOLMES.  What!  Was  the  Senate  to  be  told  the 
opinion  of  the  Senate  would  have  no  effect  on  the  Presi- 
dent? No  effect!  Was  the  Senate  to  be  told  that  tlie 
President  would  bid  defiance  to  the  appropriation  bill^ 
The  Senator  had  told  the  Senate  tliat  the  President  would 
appoint  a  minister  in  the  recess.  If  he  did  so,  he  could  not 
draw  the  outfit  without  the  sanction  of  a  law.  He  wished 
the  President  would  do  so.  Tliis  would  be  a  good  way 
to  bring  the  question  to  an  issue,  if  the  President  would 
make  the  appointment  during  the  recess.  He  was  glad 
to  see  the  spirit  which  was  abroad.  It  was  the  true  repub- 
lican spirit. 

Mr.  MILLER  declined  to  accept  the  suggestion  of  tlic 
Senator  from  Connecticut,  until  he  had  tried  tlie  strength 
of  the  Senate  on  his  own  amendment.  Should  that  be  re- 
jected, he  would  then  second  the  amendment  sugf^ested. 
He  had  made  his  proposition  on  the  score  of  cconomVt 
with  a  view  to  maintain  tlie  constitutional  powers  of  this 
body,  and  for  the  purpose  of  abridging  the  Exccutiyc  pa- 
tronage. He  had  not  desired  to  exclude  the  President 
from  drawing  this  amount  from  the  contingent  fund.  He 
was  desirous  that  the  President  shoukl,  in  this  case,  act 
on  his  own  responsibility.  There  would  be  no  minister  at 
the  court  of  France  after  Mr.  Rives  returns.  He  maintajn- 
ed  that  the  President  could  not  create  the  vacancy  by 
appointing  another  minister;  and  until  a  vacancy  occurs, 
there  can  be  no  appointment.  Here  Mr.  M.  referred  to 
the  Unguage  of  the  constitution,  the  onlv  chait  for  the 
Senate  to  steer  by.  Until  the  President  .had  nominated, 
and  the  Senate  had  confirmed  the  nomination,  the  officfr 
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did  not  exist.  The  President  had  power  to  fill  all  vacan- 
cies; but  a  vacancy  exists  when  a  minister  is  not  in  e»stence, 
not  when  one  is  merely  recalled.  If  a  necessity  for  the 
appointment  of  anew  minister  shall  exist,  it  will  be  a  con- 
tingent occurrence,  and  the  contingent  fund  will  be  appli- 
cable to  the  object.  But  he  was  opposed  to  leg^slatmg 
the  power  to  the  President  to  make  the  appointment  du- 
ring the  re<^ess. 

If  it  was  intended  that  Mr.  Rives  should  return,  and  if 
the  President  had  decided  on  it,  let  him  make  the  nomi- 
nation now,  and  the  appropriation  might  then  be  made. 
But  he  would  not  consent  to  make  it  now.  If,  however,  he 
thought  that  the  President  could  rightly  exercise  this  pow- 
er, he  would  be  unwilling  to  put  his  veto  upon  it,  except 
under  peculiar  circumstances,  and  with  great  hesitation. 

Hr.  TYLER  opposed  the  motion  to  strike  out.  It  was 
necessary  that  this  country  should  have  a  minister  at  Paris. 
The  present  minister  had  asked  permission  to  return,  and 
the  President  had  asked  for  an  outfit  for  his  successor. 
The  question  was,  had  the  President  exercised  a  sound 
discretion  in  yielding  to  the  wish  of  Mr.  Rives?  and,  if 
the  Senate  took  up  the  subject  on  that  ground,  why  it 
w^as  sufficient  to  warrant  a  discussion.  Mr.  Rives  had 
been  in  France  upwards  of  three  years;  and  he  thought 
this  was  a  sufficient  time.  He  was  disinclined  to  keep  a 
minister  too  long  at  a  foreign  court.  He  was  apt,  in  that 
case,  to  be  too  much  tainted  with  foreign  habits  and  views. 
Was  there  any  difference  of  opinion  in  the  Senate  as  to 
the  necessity  of  having  a  new  minister  at  that  court?  At 
this  moment,  it  appeared  to  be  particularly  important  tliat 
this  country  should  be  represented  in  the  European 
courts.  All  that  interesting  portion  of  the  world  was,  at 
this  moment,  in  a  state  of  unusual  agitation.  There 
were  menaces  of  war,  and  desolation  was  threatening  to 
march  over  the  continent.  W^hile  tlie  nations  were  in  that 
perturbed  state,  it  seemed  to  him  to  be  highly  important 
that  the  United  States  should  have  a  minister  in  France 
to  present  their  views.  If,  then,  it  was  right  to  permit 
Mr.  Rives  to  return,  it  must  be  right  that  a  successor  should 
be  appointed. 

The  only  argument  which  seemed  to  him  to  have  any 
force,  was  that  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  as  to  the 
contingent  fund,  and  its  applicability  to  this  object. 
Still,  there  would  be  no  harm  in  making  the  appropria- 
tion; because,  if  the  President  did  not  take  the  money 
out  of  the  contingent  fund,  it  would  be  placed  at  his  dis- 
posal by  the  bill;  and,  if  he  did  not  use  the  specific  appror 
priation,  it  would  go  to  the  surplus  fund.  The  outfit  had 
been  asked  for  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  ought  not 
to  be  refused. 

Mr.  CHA^IBEUS  rose  to  state  that  he  had  been  re- 
lieved from  great  embarrassment  as  to  his  vote  by  what 
had  fallen  from  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  relative  to 
the  contingent  fund.  As  that  fund  was  amply  sufficient 
to  meet  this  object,  and  as  it  had  not  been  denied  on  the 
other  aide  that  this  fund  was  in  existence,  he  thought  the 
amendment  a  proper  one.  He  was  not  willing  to  place 
large  sums  at  the  disposal  of  the  Secretar)*,  for  no  other 
purpose  than  to  show  his  confidence  in  him.  On  this 
ground,  therefore,  he  should  go  for  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina.  The  constitutional 
power  of  the  President  to  appoint  during  the  recess  was 
not  now  the  question.  That  question  had  been  elaborately 
argued  before  this  body  on  a  former  occasion,  when  a  ve- 
nerable Senator  from  North  Carolina  took  a  principal  part 
in  the  debate,  on  an  occasion  when  the  Executive  had 
thought  that  he  had  the  power  to  send  ministers  on  a  mis- 
sion which  had  never  before  existed,  and  bad '  acted  on 
that  opinion.  He  had  not  sustained  the  views  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  North  Carolina  on  that  occasion.  Mr.  C. 
then  made  some  reference  to  the  letters  of  "Senex," 
of  which  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  knew  something,  as 
explaining  the  ground  which  was  occupied  in  that  debate. 


^  He  was  not  willing  to  impose  a  check  on  the  legitimate 
rights  of  the  Executive;  but  he  would  withhold  any  dis- 
cretionary power,  whenever  he  entertained  doubts  of  its 
propriety,  especially  in  times  like  these.  Even  under  its 
abuse,  however,  he  would  not  put  a  restraint  on  the  con- 
stitutional power  of  the  Executive.  He  would  leave  him 
responsible  for  its  corrupt  exercise  to  the  power  to  which 
he  owes  responsibility.         ^ 

Mr.  FORSYTH  admitted  that  it  was  a  little  presump- 
tuous  in  him  to  set  up  his  views  in  opposition  to  those  of 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky;  but  he  must  take  the  freedom 
to  differ  from  him  as  to  the  uses  of  the  contingent  fund. 
Out  of  that  fund,  the  President  could  not  draw  the  outfit 
for  the  minister  to  Russia,  whose  mis«don  had  been  so  much 
censured.  If  the  pi*esent  proposition  should  succeed,  the 
President  must  take  it  to  be  an  expression  of  the  sense  of 
Congress,  that,  hereafter,  no  minister  shall  return  home, 
and  no  minister  shall  be  appointed  during  the  recess,  nor 
without  the  consent  of  the  Senate.  He  knew  that  outfits 
had  beenr  given  out  of  the  contingent  fund,  at  the  discre- 
tion of  the  President,  but  the  amount  had  sJways  been  re- 
funded by  a  specific  appropriation.  The  only  question 
was,  whether  the  appropriation  should  be  made  now,  or 
whether  it  should  be  postponed  until  the  next  session, 
supposinjg'  the  contingency  to  have  happened,  and  the  con- 
tingent fund  to  have  been  put  in  requisition.  Some  gen- 
tlemen were  disposed  to  refuse  the  appropriation,  because 
the  President  would  then  appoint  during  the  recess.  The 
President  would  act  on  his  own  discretion,  and  would,  or 
would  not,  make  the  appointment,  as  he  saw  fit.  Gentle- 
men appeared  to  imagine  that  he  might  make  an  appoint- 
ment which  would  be  afterwards  rejected,  and  the  object 
seemed  to  be  to  get  the  minister  before  the  Senate.  He 
objected  to  this  as  indecorous.  He  had  sometimes  thought 
that  the  Executive  branch  was  guilty  of  indecorum  to- 
wards the  Senate  when  appointments  were  made,  and 
ministers  hurried  away  just  before  the  commencement 
of  the  session  of  Congfress.  It  might  depend  on  circum- 
stances whether  this  was  a  decorous  exercise  of  power  or 
not.  *  If  circumstances  rendered  it  necessary,  or  the  cha- 
i*actcr  of  the  individual  was  so  free  from  objection  that 
his  confirmation  could  not  be  doubted,  there  could  be  no 
impropriety  in  it. 

He  repelled  the  idea  that  tlie  present  Executive  would 
stoop  to  any  manoeuvre  for  tlie  purpose  of  making  an 
unfit  appointment.  It  was  what  he  would  not  do,  what 
no  President  who  had  preceded  him  would  ever  have 
done,  and  what  none  likely  to  be  elevated  to  tJie  Presi- 
dency would  ever  do.  If  the  president  should  be  guilty 
of  impropriety,  the  law  pointed  out  the  remedy,  and  gave 
the  power  to  apply  it  Impeachment  was  the  true  course, 
and  that  tribunal  would  always  decide  justly  between  the 
impeachers  and  the  impeached.  The  only  question  now 
before  the  Senate  was,  whether  the  appropriation  should 
be  made  at  this  session  or  the  next.  The  contingency 
might  not  occur.  There  might  be  no  vacancy.  Cir- 
cumstances might  arise  which  would  render  it  necessary 
for  the  present  minister  to  remain  at  his  post.  In  that 
case,  the  money  would  not  be  wanted.  Should  he  return, 
the  President  would  appoint  a  successor  on  his  own  re- 
sponsibility. 

Mr.  KING  made  some  allusion  to  the  extraordinary 
solicitude  of  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  to  save  the  Pre- 
sident from  the  commission  of  any  act  which  might  after- 
wards be  disapproved  by  them.  He  had  never  before 
witnessed  such  an  extraordinary  distrust  lest  the  Execu- 
tive should  misuse  the  public  money.  He  then  proceeded 
to  read  some  items  from  former  appropriation  bills, to  show 
that  the  contingent  fund  was  never  applied  to  these  ob- 
jects, but  that,  in  all  cases,  outfits  had  been  provided  for 
by  specific  appropriations,  even  in  cases  of  contingency 
similar  to  the  present. 

Mr.  CLAY  stated  that  the  Senator  from  Alabama  Kid 
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entirely  mistaken  the  question.  He  bad  never  pretended 
to  say  that  outfits  had  never  been  granted  in  similar  cases. 
There  were  several,  even  in  the  present  bill.  It  was  the 
practice  of  the  Government  to  provide  for  these  outfits  in 
all  cases  where  they  were  absolute,  and  not  contingent. 
But  he  had  stated  that  the  contingent  fund  expressly  co- 
vered contingent  expenditures  such  as  this.  It  was  called, 
a  contingent  fund,  and  no  term  could  be  more  definite. 
If  it  was  not  applicable  to  the  outfit  of  a  minister,  under 
such  circumstances  as  the  present,  he  would  wish  to  know 
to  what  purpose  it  was  applicable.  Here  was  a  specific 
appropriation  for  a  contingent  outfit,  and  at  the  same  time 
a  contingent  appropriation.  He  then  alluded  to  the  prac- 
tice of  the  departments  in  asking  for  specific  appropria- 
tions for  absolute  cases,  and  a  contingent  appropriation  for 
such  as  might  occur. 

In  1828,  there  was  a  considerable  addition  to  tliis  con- 
tingent fund,  owing  to  the  proper  economy  of  the  last 
administration.  Out  of  this  had  been  drawn  what  was 
necessary  for  American  seamen  in  foreign  ports,  for  the 
Barbary  intercourse,  &c. ;  but  the  late  excellent  consul 
general,  now  the  consul  at  Cuba,  had  never  expended 
much  of  .this. 

Mr.  C.  then  referred  to  the  case  of  the  appointment  of 
Mr.  Adams,  at  the  instance  of  Russia,  in  1814.  Mr.  Mon- 
roe, the  Secretary  of  State,  under  the  instructions  of  Mr. 
Madison,  transmitted,  without  application,  a  fuU  outfit  of 
nine  thousand  dollars  to  Mr.  Adams,  and  that  must  have 
been  taken  out  of  this  fund.  An  application  was  made  at 
the  next  session  to  replace  the  amount.  The  House  of 
Representatives  then  determined  that,  as  Mr.  Adams  was 
resident  at  St.  Petersburg,  and  the  negotiation  might  be 
carried  on  there,  he  was  not  entitled  to  a  full  outfit.  They, 
therefore,  razeed  him.  The  subject,  he  believed,  was 
afterwards  submitted  to  a  judicial  tribunal,  and  the  whole 
amount  was  allowed. 

Notwithstanding  what  gentlemen  had  said  of  the  course 
which  the  President  would  pursue,  he  was  not  in  posses- 
sion of  any  fact,  in  an  official  form,  which  opposed  tlie 
constant  practice  of  the  Government.  He  would  venture 
to  say  thstthe  present  Executive,  that  no  Executive,  could 
doubt  his  right,  on  the  occurrence  of  a  contingency,  such 
as  was  now  contemplated,  to  pay  an  outfit  out  of  the  con- 
tingent fund. 

It  was  not  necessary  to  discuss  the  powers  of  the  Pre- 
sident. He  agreed  with  the  gentlenun  as  to  the  literal 
meaning  of  the  words  in  the  constitution,  but  the  prac- 
tice of  the  Goveniment,  perhaps  from  necessity,  had  been 
uniformly  otherwise.  That  practice  had  been  to  appoint, 
and  submit  the  appointment  immediately  to  the  Senate. 
The  President  always  made  an  appointm/ent  in  the  recess, 
under  the  responsibility  under  which  all  his  acts  were  per- 
formed. A  minister  ought  never  to  be  sent  abroad,  but 
on  grounds  strong,  apparent,  and  formine  a  strong  jus- 
tification of  the  measure.  He  advocated  the  propriety  of 
a  uniform  decorum  towards  a  co-ordinate  branch  of  the 
Government;  and  closed  with  stating  that,  without  going 
intoa  fliscussion  of  constitutional  right,  which  he  thought 
unnecessary,  it  was  sufficient  to  show  that  the  contingent 
fund  would  cover  the  outfit. 

Mr.  SMITH  made  a  few  remarks  on  the  history  of  the 
appropriations  for  the  contingent  fund,  and  the  uses  to 
which  it  had  been  applied.  He  adduced  the  case  of  the 
recall  of  Raguct,  wlien  Wright  was  appointed  charge, 
and  also  that  of  the  charge  appointed  on  the  death  of 
Tudor.  Botli  these  charges  had  applied  for  their  outfits, 
but  had  received  for  answer,  that,  until  an  appropriation 
was  made  by  law,  tliey  could  not  receive  them.  Specific 
appropriations,  he  urged,  must  be  made  in  all  these  cases; 
or,  if  the  amount  were  taken  from  the  contlngjent  fund,  it 
must  be  replaced.  The  present  administration  had  consi- 
dered that  they  had  no  authority  to  take  fi*om  this  fund, 
and  had  therefore  po.stponed  the  payment  of  the  outfits 


until  a  law  should  be  passed.  If  this  blow  were  to  be 
stricken  at  the  outfit  to  France,  the  administration  will 
think  the  view  of  the  Senate  is,  that  no  minister  ougiit  to 
be  sent,  and  would  send  none.  Mr.  Rives  had  been  in 
France  three  years  and  a  half;  and  ever}'  one  knew  that 
our  ministers  to  England  and  France  could  not  live  on 
their  salaries,  but  were  compelled  to  resoH  to  their  own 
means.  Mr.  Brown  had  told  him  that  his  expenses  in 
France  were  $14,500  a  year,  which  was  $5,500  more  than 
his  salary.  Mr.  Rives  could  not  live  in  Paris  on  his  sahiy, 
and  tliat  might  be  the  reason  for  requesting  leave  to  return. 

Mr.  HOLMES  took  a  view  of  tlie  meaning  of  the  term 
contingent;  and  insisred  on  its  perfect  applicabirity  to  any 
vacancy  which  might  occur  from  the  return  of  Mr.  Rives. 
But  removal  from  office,  for  the  purpose  of  creating  a  va- 
cancv,  did  not  come  under  the  meaning  of  the  term.  The 
gentleman  from  Virginia  had  expressed  an  apprehension 
that  too  long  residence  abroad  might  produce  a  foreign 
feeling.  He  had  heard  this  before;  but  it  had  always  ap- 
peared to  him  that  this  foreign  feeling  existed  in  tlie 
greatest  sti*ength  when  a  minister  first  went  abroad.  The 
lowest  bow  to  a  foreign  court  was  always  made  by  new 
men.  It  was  natural  enough.  They  were  dazzled  with 
the  pageantry  of  a  court,  and  were  more  subnusslve  at 
first.  But  the  more  they  see,  the  less  foreign  and  the 
more  American  do  they  become.  We  had  some  experi- 
ence of  the  character  of  this  foreign  feeling  in  some  of 
the  recent  negotiations;  all,  the  labors  of  new  men.  He 
could  not  forget  the  foreign  feeling  which  had  yielded  up 
so  much  of  the  territory  of  Maine  on  the  boundary  ques- 
tion. Nor  would  the  country  forget  the  foreign  feeling 
which  had  surrendered  so  much  of  the  colonial  trade. 
How  had  tliis  been  done  ?  Nbt  by  experienced  men,  but 
by  fresh  hands.  M'hat  was  done  hy  the  new  man  who 
was  sent  to  Russia,  staid  there  six  months,  and  came  home, 
and  made  one  of  his  best  speeches,  but  without  too  much 
mixture  of  American  feeling? 

Was  it  the  danger  of  this  foreign  feeling  which  led  to 
the  recall  of  all  the  foreign  ministers  when  this  adminis- 
tration came  into  power?  Every  one  had  been  sent  for 
home.  General  Harrison  was  recalled.  Was  it  feared  that 
he  would  be  infected  with  tliis  foreign  feeling,  when  he 
had  scarcely  got  there  before  his  recall  reached  him?  If 
there  was  no  indecorum  in  sending  off  ministers  during 
the  recess,  he  would  ask  if  there  was  none  in  recalling? 
those  who  were  abroad.  Could  the  Senate  shut  their  eye* 
to  the  fact,  that  all  our  forcigpii  intercourse  had  been  bro- 
ken up?  and  was  the  Senate  then  to  be  told  of  the  indeco- 
rum of  former  administrations?  There  seemed  to  be  not 
a  suspicion  of  any  indecorum  resting  on  the  present  ad- 
ministration. New  ministers  had  been  sent  out  in  every 
direction;  and  the  changes  were  all  made  as  soon  as  the 
Senate  had  turned  their  backs  on  the  capitol.  It  had  been 
allowed  by  the  Senate  that  all  this  was  right;  and  it  might 
be  so.  But  the  President  had  also  determined  to  control 
and  counteract  the  Senate;  and  men,  who  had  been  re- 
jected by  the  Senate,  were  immediately  appointed  to  other 
official  stations.  The  gentleman  from  Abbama  had  ac- 
cused the  other  side  of  betraying  an  extraordinar}'  soUci- 
tude.  He  admitted  it.  The  signs  of  the  times  were  such 
as  to  justify — to  require  it.  It  was  because  we  were  cast  on 
extraordinary  times.  He  would  ask  if,  when  such  a  state 
of  things  exists  as  never  existed  before,  there  was  not 
sufficient  reason  for  tills  solicitude.  He  believed  that  the 
Government  was  aow  standing  on  the  bnnk  of  a  preci- 
pice. **Issachar  is  a  strong  ass,  crouching  between  two 
burdens."  He  considered  this  to  be  an  apt  picture  of  the 
state  of  the  country.  We  had,  on  one  hand,  the  Presi- 
dent assuming  powers  against  a  co-ordinate  branch  of  the 
Federal  Government;  yet,  on  the  otherJiand,  hesitating  to 
execute  the  law  against  a  State  of  the  Union.  These  things 
indicate  changes,  which,  although  perhaps  not  in  his  time, 
must  surely  come, 
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Mr.  TAZEWELL  expressed  his  satisfaction  that  the 
attention  of  tlie  Senate  had  been  called  to  this  subject. 
He  had  always  felt  a  strong- desire  to  know  to  what  objects 
this  contingent  fund  might  be  properly  applied.     At  dif- 
ferent times  he  had  possessed  difTerent  views  on  the  sub- 
ject.    His  last  views  had  received  some  confirmation  from 
the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky.     It  had  been 
the  practice  in  the  earlier  periods  of  the  Government  to 
make  appropriations  without  specification.    This  practice 
continued  until  Mr.  Jefferson  came  into  power.     At  his 
recommendation  Congress  began  to  make  specific  appro> 
priations;  byt  as  it  was  found  impossible  to  g^ve  specific 
desig-natjons  in  every  case,  appropriations  were  made  as 
cbntmgencies  for  things  not  foreseen.     The  specification 
of  appropriations  had  been  extended  from  time  to  time, 
until  it  embraced  items  which  were  almost  too  insignifi- 
cuit.     The  principle  of  specific  appropriations  had  thus 
been  carried  too  far.  Although  thus  enlarging  the  specific 
appropriations,  the  contingent  fund  had  at  the  same  time 
been  continued.     Originally  this  fund  had  consisted  of 
50,000  dollars,  out  of  which  the  President  had  paid  all 
the  foreign  missions.    They  were  then  but  few  in  number. 
Since  that  time,  the  principle  of^pecific  appropriations 
had  been  applied  to  this  seiVice.  There  were  two  kinds  of 
contingencies;  and  while  ssdaries  were  paid  by  specific  ap- 
propriations, as  well  as  all  other  known  expenditures,  other 
expenditures  were  paid  out  of  one  of  these  funds,  for  con 
tjngencics.     Cases  had  occurred  where  the  President  had 
been  obliged  to  appoint  ministers,  in  consequence  of  death. 
This  could  not  be  helped.     In  the  case  of  Mr.  Bai'low,  it 
became  necessary  for  the  President  to  send  a  minister.    If 
the  expense  for  tliese  appointments  could  not  be  taken 
out  of  the  contingent  fund  for  foreign  intercourse,  from 
what  fund  could  it  be  taken  ^     According  to  his  under- 
standing, the  contingent  fund  was  always  intended  to  meet 
these  cases.     The  other  fund  was  intended  to  meet  the 
contingencies  of  the  particular  missions,  while  this  was  for 
foreign  intercourse  generally.     We  had  been  always  in- 
creasing this  contingent  fund.     There  was  no  complaint 
that  it  was  not  sufficient,  although  it  had  at  all  times  been 
charged  with  the  expenses  of  contingent  intercourse.     It 
was  now  proposed  to  make  a  specific  appropriation  of 
18,000  dollars  to  meet  a  contingency,  and  yet  there  was 
no  reduction  of  the  contingent  fund.     He  was  perfectly 
willing  to  give  the  money;  but  if  enough  had  already  been 
appropriated,  why  is  more  asked  for?    If  he  was  called 
on  to  make  a  specific  appropriation  for  a  contingent  ap- 
pointment, why  was  he  required  to  vote  also  to  keep  up 
the  present  amount  of  the  contingent  fund^    He  then 
made  one  or  twb  remarks  on  what  had  fallen  from  the  Se- 
nators from  Maryland  and  Alabama,  and  concluded  with  a 
reference  to  the  possible  effect  which  this  mode  of  raising 
the  value  of  an  appointment  might  have  on  members  of 
Congress,  who  might  be  looking  to  these  stations,  and 
who  might  exclude  themselves  by  this  violation  of  the  law. 

Afler  a  few  words  from  Mr.  CLAY,  in  explanation  of 
one  or  two  points,  the  question  was  taken  on  the  motion 
of  Mr.  MiLLSft  to  amend,  and  decided  as  follows: 
||  YEAS — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Ewing,  Foot,  Frelingfhuysen,  Hayne,  Holmes,  John- 
ston, Rnight,  Miller,  PrentibS,  Robbins,  Seymour,  Sprague, 
Tazewell,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster. — 21. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Dallas,  Dick- 
erson,  Dudley,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  King, 
Mangum,  Marcv,  Moore,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tipton, Troup, 
Tyler,  White,  Wilkins.— 21. 

The  TOtc  being  a  tie,  the  VICE  PRESIDENT  then 
voted  in  the  affirmative,  so  that  the  motion  to  amend  was 
agreed  to. 

MISSION  TO  BELGIUM. 

Mr.  CLAY  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  itriking 
out  so  much  as  provides  for  a  minister  to  Belgium. 


He  expressed  his  perfect  belief  that  tlie  present  ad- 
ministration and  their  friends  were  anxious  to  fulfil  all  the 
pledges  of  reform  which  they  had  given;  and  he  was  now 
about  to  afford  them  an  opportunity  in  the  amendment  he 
had  proposed.  Here  was  a  proposition  to  create  a  mission 
to  a  new  Power.  Had  it  been  a  republic  instead  of  a 
monarchy,  he  might  perhaps  have  felt  a  little  more  wil- 
lingness to  make  the  appropriation.  As  to  the  gentleman 
who  was  likely  to  receive  the  appointment,  if  made,  he 
disclaimed  any  unkind  feelings.  He  regpirded  him  as  a 
gentleman  well  qualified  to  do  honor  to  the  country;  and 
if  the  mission  were  to  be  created,  he  would  vote  with 
pleasure  for  his  appointment.  But  tliis  was  a  new  court. 
The  ink  was  not  dry,  the  monarch  hardly  on  tlie  throne, 
the  sceptre  scarcely  in  his  hand.  He  had  not  even  deign- 
ed to  send  any  one  to  this  country.  He  would  himself 
prefer  to  send  a  minister  to  the  Hanseatic  Republic,  than 
to  this  upstart  King  of  Belgium,  who  was  not  seated  on 
the  throne  by  the  will  of  the  people,  but  by  the  act  of  a  few 
sovereigns.  If  this  mission  were  to  be  sustained  on  the 
ground  that  the  value  of  the  trade  required  it,  for  the 
same  reason  one  might  be  sent  to  the  Pope,  to  Austria, 
and  all  the  other  Powers. 

He  hoped  that,  as  the  Senate  had  not  yet  passed  oh  this 
mission,  there  would  be  no  objection  to  the  motion.  He 
was  aware  that  circumstances  existed  which  would  pre- 
vent him  from  going  into  details,  which  were  before  the 
Senate  in  another  character,  and  he  would  therefore  re- 
frain. He  reminded  the  Senate  of  the  different  situation 
of  this  mission,  to  that  of  the  charge  to  Guatemala.  In 
one  case  tl)e  officer  had  been  confirmed,  but  in  the  other 
the  mission  had  to  be  created. 

Mr.  HAYNE  expressed  his  readiness  to  redeem  any 
pledge  which  he  had  given  on  the  subject  of  refoiin  and 
retrenchment;  and  if  all  the  pledges  should  not  be  re- 
deemed, the  fault  should  not  rest  with  him;  and  in  doing 
this,  he  was  disposed  to  keep  in  view  the  celebrated  re- 
port of  the  committee  of  wnieh  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri was  tlie  chairman,  on  the  reduction  of  Executive 
patronage. 

But  when  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  applied  the 
pledge  to  this  particular  case,  he  must  first  be  satisfied 
tliat  it  is  a  case  which  comes  within  the  sphere  of  that 
pledge.  If  this  mission  could  be  shown  to  be  unnecessary, 
he  would  be  willing  to  vote  against  it;  or  if  it  could  be 
shown  tliat  it  could  be  satisfied  out  of  tlic  contingent  fund, 
he  might  still  go  against  it.  His  vote,  on  the  last  question, 
was  given  on  the  ground,  as  taken  by  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  that  the  contingent 
fund  was  applicable  to  the  particular  object  of  appropria- 
tion. Here,  however,  there  was  no  contingency.  A' no- 
mination had  been  made.  The  appointment  of  a  minister 
was  already  decided  on.  If  the  President  and  Congress 
shoidd  be  of  the  opinion  that  the  mission  is  necessary,  the 
appropriation  would  be  a  necessary  consequence,  it 
came,  then,  to  this  question,  whether  the  mission  was  ne- 
cessary or  not.  As  the  subject  was  pending  before  the 
Senate,  in  their  executive  character,  he  felt  himself  great- 
ly embarrassed  in  discussing  the  subject;  and  restricted  as 
he  was,  he  could  only  generally  express  a  few  hints. 
This  was  a  case  in  which  there  had  been  a  division  of  a 
kingdom  into  two  kingdoms,  and  it  was  important  that  this 
country  should  be  represented  in  both,  in  order  to  pre- 
vent jealousies,  and  to  protect  our  interests. 

Here  there  was  an  independent  sovereignty,  recog- 
nised not  only  by  Europe,  but  by  ourselves,  and  even  by 
Holland.  Tliis  was  the  beginning  of  a  new  empire.  We 
had  affairs  there,  the  settlement  of  which  might  involve 
the  question  of  peace  or  war.  We  had  imporunt  claims; 
and  it  was  known  that  a  person,  not  authoriied,  had  felt 
himself  constrained  to  step  forward  in  our  behalf.  The 
King  had  expressed  a  wish  to  be  represented  here,  and  a 
minister  may  probably  be  on  his  way.     He  thought  it  a 
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strong  case,  and  not  a  case  where  economy  and  retrench- 
ment were  to  be  called  into  operation;  for,  whatever  his 
views  were  on  these  points,  he  was  not  disposed  to  starve 
any  branch  of  the  Government.  He  concluded  with  a 
passing  eulogy  on  the  individual  nominated. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said  he  did  not  know,fi'om  any  jiiformation 
in  his  possession,  that  the  mission  was  necessary.  On  the 
contrary,  he  might  be  rather  led  to  a  different  conclusion. 
But  he  understood  that  other  information  had  been  re- 
ceived, which  would  prove  its  necessity,  and  he  should 
therefore  vote  for  the  appropriation.  He  then  corrected 
what  he  considered  to  be  a  mistake  of  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  relative  to  the  con- 
tiiTgent  fund.  It  had  been  applied  for  outfits,  but  impro- 
perly so.  The  contingent  fund  was  for  the  expenses  of 
intercourse,  in  the  shape  of  presents,  officers  on  public 
days,  servants  of  foreign  ministers,  postages,  newspapers, 
tlie  collection  of  information,  stationery  and  books,  and 
expenses  attendant  on  moving  about  with  the  court.  The 
fund  is  under  the  immediate  control  of  the  President;  he 
decides  on  its  application  for  hinfiself,  and  is  responsible  to 
no  one.  He  has  at  times  used  this  fund  to  pay  outfits, 
when  he  had  no  other  money.  The  expenses  of  this  mis- 
sion might  as  properly  be  paid  out  of  this  fund,  as  those 
of  tlie  outfit  to  France. 

Mr.  CLAY  expressed  pleasure  to  hear  that  the  gentle- 
man from  South  Carolina  was  ready  to  redeem  his  pledges; 
but  if  he  did  so,  he  would  assure  that  gentleman  that  he 
would  find  himself  in  a  lean  minority.  There  were  two 
ways  of  redeeming  this  pledge:  one,  by  paring  down  ex- 
isting expenses;  and  the  other,  by  preventing  new  me- 
thods of  expenditure.  He  knew  not  which  of  these 
modes  the  gentleman  would  select. 

Mr.  HAYNE.     Both. 

Mr.  CLAY  went  on  to  express  his  embarrassment  in 
touching  this  subject  of  the  mission,  in  the  peculiar  po- 
sition in  which  the  Senate  was  placed.  Were  he  at 
liberty,  he  could  adduce  reasons,  perhaps,  as  strong,  to 
show  that  this  mission  was  unnecessary,  as  the  gentleman 
from  Soutli  Carolina  might  be  able  to  bring  forward  to 
prove  the  contrary;  and,  perhaps,  the  weight  of  testimony 
might  be  with  him.  On  that  point  he  might  venture  to 
refer  to  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions. But  he  was  not  desirous  to  strike  out  an  appropria- 
tion altogether.  His  object  was  to  strike  it  out  of  this 
bill;  and  if  the  nomination  should,  on  an  examination  of 
all  the  subject,  be  confirmed,  it  might  be  inserted  in  an- 
other bill,  and  there  would  be  no  luck  of  opportunity,  as 
ti.o  Senate  would  have  enough  of  appropriation  bills  be- 
fore the  end  of  the  session.  The  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  referred  to  an  individual  who  had  acted  itnautho- 
rizedly  for  us.  There  would  be  found  at  all  places  Ame- 
ricans ready  to  undertake  these  services.  He  doubted 
not  that  the  King  of  Belgium,  with  a  view  to  add  to  the 
pageantry  of  his  court,  had  invited  all  nations  to  send 
ministers.  He  was  of  opinion  that  it  was  too  soon  to  send 
a  minister.  As  to  claims,  he  knew  of  none.  The  old 
Antwerp  claims  had  b«en  settled;  and  as  to  Belgium, 
whether  she  is  to  be  viewed  as  a  part  of  France  under 
Napoleon,  or  of  the  Netlierlands,  there  were  no  claims 
with  which  he  was  acquainted.  He  could  not  be  pre- 
vented, by  the  striking  out  of  the  appropriation,  from  cheer- 
fully voting  for  the  nomination,  if  he  should  hereafter  be 
of  opinion  that  the  mission  was  necessary.  Mr.  C  said 
a  few  words,  in  conclusion,  relative  to  the  contingent  fund, 
sustaining  his  views  as  before  expressed. 

Mr.  SMITH,  after  a  general  disclaimer  of  any  connex- 
ion with  i*eform  or  retrenchment,  stated  that  some  claims 
of  a  serious  character  are  likely  to  arise  out  of  the  recent 
troubles  in  Belgium.  A  constituent  of  his  had  lost  pro- 
perty  at  Antwerp  to  the  amount  of  thirty  tliousand  dollars, 
and  was  solicitous  to  know  how  he  should  obtain  reparation. 

Mr.  MILLER  thought  that  a  minister  ought  to  be  sent 


to  Belgium,  on  the  recommendation  of  the  President,  un- 
less good  reason  could  be  shown  to  the  contrary.  We 
had  sent  ministers  to  South  America  while  that  country 
was  in  a  state  of  convulsion;  and  ministers  were  sent  to 
us  while  we  were  struggling  for  our  freedom.  He  wish- 
ed the  matter,  to  be,  at  once,  put  to  rest;  and  if  a  full 
discussion  were  desired,  it  was  easy,  at  once,  to  go  into 
executive  session,  act  upon  the  nomination,  and  then 
return  into  legislative  session,  and^passor  reject  the  ap- 
propriation. He  was  no  anti-mason,  but  he  was  not  wil- 
ling to  have  his  mouth  muzzled,  and  to  be  compelled  to 
act  under  this  ban  of  secrecy.  He  was  for  passing  on  the 
matter  now.  He  expressed  a  hope  that  the  Senate  did 
not  mean  to  sit  here  through  the  dog  days;  aud  if  they 
did  not,  there  would  be  no  chance  of  reinstating  the 
appropriation,  if  once  stricken  out.  He  concluded  with 
an  allusion  to  the  twenty-two  thousand  five  hundred  dol- 
lars paid  for  a  minister  to  England,  who  was  worth  nothing, 
as  an  item  more  deserving  of  reprobation  than  this  item. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  made  some  brief  remarks.  He  had 
not  understood  tlie  Senator  from  Kentucky  as  making 
any  formal  motion,  and  he  hoped  that  he  had  not  done 
so.  He  thought  there  was  no  precedent  for  this  inexpe- 
dient mode  of  bringing  the  Belgian  mission  before  the 
Senate.  We  had  been  called  upon,  in  conjoint  action 
with  the  otlier  House,  to  act  on  the  same  subject,  in  the 
same  manner,  and  involving  the  same  principles.  He  felt 
the  same  here  as  he  would  have  felt  had  he  been  in  the 
other  House.  He  would  have  voted  for  this  appropria- 
tion in  the  other  House,  and  he  should  do  so  here.  The 
a^ppropriation  had  been  asked  for  by  the  Executive,  and 
he  was  willing  to  give  it;  and  the  giving  it  would  have 
no  effect  on  his  vote  when  he  should  come  to  act  on  the 
nomination.  He  should  not  vote  for  the  nomination  anr 
the  sooner  because  the  expenses  were  provided  for.  And 
if  he  voted  against  the  nomination,  the  appropriation 
would  not  be  called  for,  or  required.  He  would  not  go 
into  the  question  of  the  expe^ency  of  the  mission;  and 
he  suggested  whether  it  was  a  correct  course  for  gentle- 
men to  draw  into  a  legislative  discussion  matters  exclu- 
sively belonging  to  the  Executive  branch?  Was  not  the 
Senate,  in  fact,  arguing  the  matter,  as  if  the  question  was 
now  before  them,  whetlier  tliey  would  advise  and  con- 
sent to  the  nomination.'  He  did  not  see  that,  in  passing 
a  law,  the  Senate  could  properly  advert  to  matter  which 
could  not  be  used  in  case  any  difference  between  the  two 
Houses,  in  reference  to  tlie  bill,  should  render  a  confer- 
ence necessary.  Each  must,  in  that  case,  give  their  own 
views,  and  act  on  them;  and  the  question  would  be  de- 
cided on  the  ordinai'v  grounds.  He  agreed  that  provi- 
sion ou^ht  to  be  made  by  law  for  the  expenses  of  the 
mission,  if,  by  tlie  co-ordinate  bi-anch,  the  appropriation  was 
made.     He  should,  tlierefore,  vote  for  tliis  item  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  expressed  a  different  view,  consider* 
ing  that  granting  the  appropriation  created  the  office. 
The  whole  difficulty,  in  his  opinion,  arose  out  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  doing  what  they  had  no  right  to 
do,  by  appropriating  money  for  an  office  which  had  not 
yet  been  created — ^imagining  that  some  such  office  wa|K 
about  to  be  created.  If  the  Senate  appoint  the  minister, 
the  appropriation  roust  be  made.  But  while  the  matter  is 
in  pendency,  whether  the  mission  shall  be  created  or  not, 
will  tl^e  Senate  create  the  mission  by  appropriation^ 

He  put  a  case.  Supposing  tliat  tlie  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, uncalled  for,  had  got  up  a  proportion  to  send 
a  minister  to  China,  or,  to  take  an  old  case,  to  Mexico. 
Would  the  Senate  have  had  the  President  reject  the 
whole  appropriation  bill  because  it  contained  this  claused 
Let  the  House  of  Representatives  act  within  their  sphere. 
He  could  say  something  a«^ainst  the  propriety  of  the  mis- 
sion at  all.  And  were  hislips  to  be  sealed  while  his  vote 
was  to  be  recorded?  Neither  the  House  of  9«pre<|^|^^^' 
tives  nor  Senate  should  ever  place  him  in  that  portion. 
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He  was  now  in  that  situation;  and  his  only  alternative 
was  to  vote  aguinst  any  appropriation.  Should  the  nomi- 
nation be  confirmed,  he  would  assuredly  vote  for  the  ap- 
propriation; but  he  could  not  so  vote  at  this  moment. 

Mr.  EWING  moved  that  the  Senate  now  adjourn. 

Mr.  POINDEXTEK  moved  that  when  the  Senate  ad- 
jcums,  it  adjourn  to  meet  on  Monday. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  expressed  a  hope  that  the  Senate 
would  meet  to-morrow  to  go  into  executive  business. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  expressed  his  willingness  to  ^o  into 
this  executive  business. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  said  he  meant  into  this  executive 
business,  and  do  other. 

>lr.  MARCY  said  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  move  to 
Ulcc  up  other  executive  business. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  siud  he  should  vote  against  any  such 
motion. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  then  withdrew  his  motion. 

Tlie  Senate  then  adjourned. 

Saturday,  Aprii.  14. 

Nearly  the  whole  of  this  day's  sitting  was  spent  in  the 
coasideration  of  executive  business. 


MoirDAT,  April  16. 

PUBLIC  LANDS. 

Mr.  CLAY  from  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  to 
which  the  subject  had  been  referred  by  the  Senate,  made 
a  report  in  regard  to  the  distribution  of  tlie  proceeds  of 
the  sales  of  the  public  lands,  (for  which  see  Appendix,) 
accompanied  by  a  bill  providing  therefor. 

Mr.  C.  read  the  report  Uirough;  after  which,  the  bill  was 
read  the  first  time;  and  the  question  being  on  ordering 
it  to  a  second  reading, 

Mr.  BENTON  said  he  was  somewhat  at  a  loss  to  know 
what  was  the  proper  course  to  take,  in  this  stage  of  the 
bUl.     He  roust,  however,  take  the  opportunity  to  give 
the  reasons  which  would  induce  him  to  vote  against  the 
second  reading.     The  principles  contained  in  me  report 
were  so  strange  and  so  mischievous  that  he  could  not 
forbear  from  making  two  or  three  observations  upon 
thetn.     They  wei^e  precisely  the  same  as  the  principle  in 
the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  made  five 
years  ago,  in  which  he  recommended  that  no  induce-] 
ment  ought  to  be  held  out  to  persons  to  go  to  the  new 
Stales.     The  reason  given  for  this  suggestion  was,  that  if 
people  were  induced  to  emigrate  to  the  new  Spates,  the ! 
manufactures  in  the  old  States  would  not  have  persons 
to  carry  them  on.     He  had  thought  that  the  abhorrence  | 
with  which  this  proposition,  which  was  aimed  at  the' 
poor,  was  received  in  the  portion  of  country  with  which 
he  was  acquainted,  would,  as  he  had  supposed,  have 
prevented  any  futwe  attempt  to  revive  this  principle. 
The  object  was  to  keep  the  poor  from  settling  in  the  new 
States.     The  principle  of  both  that  report  and  the  pre- 
sent was  hostile  to  the  new  States,  and  hostile  to  the  tree- 
holders.     But  there  was  a  new  feature  introduced  into 
this  report.     The  new  States  were  to  be  seduced  into 
the  measure  by  the  offer  of  a  slice  from  their  own  ter- 
ritory.    He  had  heard  an  instance  in  wh^ch,  after  the 
horrors  of  shipwreck,  when  the  survivors  were  reduced 
to  the  extreoiity  of  feeding  on  each  other,  one  man,  who 
was  to  be  the  next  victim,  in  a  fit  of  desperate  ag^ny, 
begged  to  be  indulged  with  a  slice  from  himself.     So  it 
appeared,  the  new  States  were  to  be  regaled  with  a  slice 
of  themselves,  and  then  torn  limb  from  Umb, 

He  suggested  that  this  was  precisely  the  principle 
which  actuated  the  Northern  Powers  of  Europe  in  their 
partition  of  Poland.  It  was  a  principle,  however,  con- 
ioed  to  the  Northern  Powers.  The  Southern  nations 
iod  no  participation  in  it;  while  each  of  the  others  was 
l)ribed  by  a  share  of  the  spoil. 
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He  would  not  trouble  himself  with  the  details  of  error 
and  injustice  which  this  report  contained.  Massachu- 
setts and  Maine  are  placed  on  an  equality  widi  Vii^nia, 
who  had  made  such  a  generous  cession  of  territory. 
Sklassachusetts  had  retained  thirty  thousand  square  miles, 
and,  after  giving  a  portion  of  these  lands  to  Maine,  had 
disposed  of  the  rest  at  fifteen  and  twenty  cents  the 
acre. 

The  whole  of  this  report  he  characterized  as  proceed- 
ing on  the  principle  of  money — ^money — money.  Money 
must  be  wrung  from  the  soil,  to  prepare  against  the  con- 
tingency of  a  new  war.  Instead  of  looking  to  money 
for  this  provision,  regard  should  be  had  to  population,  to 
an  increase  of  man — free  man,  as  the  best  resource  in 
such  a  contingency.  He  who  most  efficiently  defends  the 
country,  was  not  the  manufacturer,  but  the  son  of  the 
man  who  tills  the  soil.  The  present  proposition  he  viewed 
as  one  to  take  money  from  the  hands  or  the  people.  The 
principle  which  pervaded  it  was  that  the  revenue  must  be 
kept  up,  if  the  money  were  thrawn  into  the  Potomac. 
There  was  to  be  no  reduction  in  the  price  of  the  soil, 
although  originally  it  belonged  to  other  owners,  and  not- 
withstanding a  great  portion  is  now  returned  by  the  re- 
ceivers as  not  worth  more  than  five  cents  the  acre.  He 
referred  the  Senate  to  the  mode  in  which  the  wild  lands 
were  disposed  of  in  Europe,  for  the  purposes  of  settle- 
ment and  cultivation;  and  asserted  that  such  was  the 
practice  in  the  new  world.  He  adverted  to  the  pro- 
clamation of  the  King  of  Persia,  ofTering  lands  to  settlers, 
and  to  the  practice  of  the  Roman  republic  in  the  division 
of  the  lanos.  The  Senate,  he  sug^sted,  ^ould  adopt 
the  practice  in  the  colony  of  Liberia,  where  every 
colored  settler  is  allowed  to  draw  for  a  town  lot.  He  was 
a  friend  to  humanity,  but  he  was  not  disposed  to  cherish 
the  black,  and  sacrifice  the  white  man.  Because  there 
were  found  in  the  seven  new  States  one  hundred  and 
forty  thousand  persons  borne  on  the  tax  list,  who  were 
not  land  owners,  they  are  stigmatized  as  deficient  in  in- 
dustry. This  he  denounced  as  a  wrong.  The  lands  in 
the  new  States  were  not  worth  the  price  at  which  they 
are  now  held  by  the  Government.  Receivers  had  said 
that  there  were  millions  of  acres  not  worth  five  cents  an 
acre.  Every  thing  was  worth  precisely  what  it  would 
fetch.  The  story  of  speculators  had  been  brought  for- 
ward again.  The  objection  in  this  form  came  from  the 
speculators  themselves,  from  tliose  who  wanted  to  sell 
tlieir  land.  The  fact  was,  the  money  must  be  brought 
fit}m  the  new  States,  to  be  expended  elsewhere.  Every 
thing  had  been  taxed  in  the  West,  and  taken  away  to  sup- 
port the  Federal  Governn)ent.  The  principle  of  federal 
numbers  had  taken  away  every  dollar  from  tne  South  and 
West,  and  carried  them  to  the  Northeast.  Instead  of  the 
federal  numbers,  the  expenditure  ought  to  be  regulated 
by  the  size  of  the  States. 

He  proposed  to  amend  the  motion  for  a  second  reading, 
by  substituting  a  reference  of  the  bill  to  the  Committee 
on  Public  Lands,  with  instructions  to  report  a  bill  to  re- 
duce the  price  of  public  lands,  &c. 

The  CHAIR  decided  that  this  motion  would  not  be  in 
order  until  after  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  BENTON  expressed  a  hope  that  the  bill  would  ne- 
ver reach  a  second  reading.  He  wished  to  know  if  a  mo- 
tion to  reject  the  bill  would  be  necessary. 

The  CHAIR  rejilied  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  he  had  waived  his  motiv^n  to  take  up 
the  appropriation  bill,  in  a  spirit  of '^omity,  not  expecting 
this  prolonged  debate.  He  would  .now  movt  to  lay  the 
report  and  bill  on  the  table. 

The  yeas  and  nars  being  desired  and  ^i  dered,  the  ques- 
tion was  put,  and  aecided  as  follows: 

TEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Buckn^r,  DaUas,  For- 
syth, Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  HiU,  Kane,  Kine, 
Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindext^r,  Kobioson, 
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Smith,  Tazewell,  Tyler,  Troup,  Tipton,  White,  Wil- 
liams.— 24. 

NAYS.-— Messrs.  Bell,  Chambens  Clay,  Clayton,  Dick- 
erson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Frelinghuysen,  Holmes,  Johnston, 
Knight,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Sprague, 
Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster.— 19. 

So  the  report  and  bill  were  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  CLAY  then  moved  the  printing  of  the  documents, 
and  that  three  thousand  extra  copies  be  printed. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  moved  five  thousand. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  expressed  his  hope  that  there  would 


the  people.  He  wished  the  report  to  be  in  the  hands  of 
all.  The  Senator  from  Illinois  considers  the  arguments 
as  addressed  to  all  Che  interests  of  the  old  States,  and, 
therefore,,  that  it  ought  not  to  go  forth  without  an  anti- 
dote. All  should  see  it.  What  had  been  the  course  of 
the  Senate  in  reference  to  other  documents?  When  the 
report  of  the  Free  Trade  Convention  was  to  b6  printed, 
was  there  any  objection  >  Had  any  suggestion  been  made 
that  it  ought  to  be  withheld  until  the  report  on  the  oiha 
side  sliould  be  prepared?  All  voted  for  it;  and  it  went 
out  to  tlie  world  weeks  before  the  other  was  printed.  Let 


be  no  additional  number  printed,  until  an  answer  should  the  same  course  be  pursued  as  to  this  report,  and,  when- 
be  prepared  by  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands.     He  ever  the  response  should  be  made,  he  would  vote  for  the 


would  then  be  willing  to  vote  for  as  large  a  number  as 
any  gefttleman. 

Mr.  SMITH  moved  to  lay  the  motion  to  print  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  CLAY  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays)  which  were 
ordered. 

The  question  was  then  put,  and  decided  as  foUows-^yeas 
4,  nays  40. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  expressed  a  hope  that  the  largest  num- 
ber would  be  printed.  He  assured  gentlemen  that  he  would 
vote  precisely  as  many  of  any  answer  which  might  be  made 
to  the  report  from  any  other  committee.  It  was  too  vo- 
luminous a  report  to  be  generally  printed  in  the  news- 
papers; and  it  would  be  very  interesting  to  the  whole 
country.  Before  Congress  could  act  upon  it,  it  would  be 
necessary  that  its  contents  should  be  well  examined;  and 
he  could  see  no  good  reason  for  delaying  this  report  until 
any  other  might  be  made. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  asked  for  a  division  of  the  ques- 
tion, and  that  the  question  be  first  taken  simply  on  the 
printing,  as,  while  he  was  disposed  to  print  tho  report  for 
the  use  of  the  Senate^  he  wished  to  vote  against  the  extra 
number.  It  was  a  report  which  would  be  productive  of 
great  excitement  in  the  new  States;  and,  therefore,  he 
did  not  wish  to  send  abroad  a  large  number,  unless  accom- 
panied by  an  antidote.  Believing  that  the  report  cannot 
be  adopted,  striking  as  it  did  at  the  root  of  sovereignty 
in  the  new  States,  he  could  not  consent  to  circulate  the 
poison. 

Mr.  MILLER  stated  that  he  had  been  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures;  and,  although  he  entirely 
concurred»in  so  much  of  it  as  related  to  the  reduction  of 
price  and  the  cession  of  the  lands,  and  the  whole  of  the 
report,  until  it  came  to  the  proposition  relative  to  the  di- 
vision of  the  proceeds,  he  could  not  agree  in  the  conclu- 
sion of  the  report.  In  the  justice  of  the  general  views, 
and  the  sti*engthof  the  reasoning,  he  entirely  agreed,  and 
he  was  in  favor  of  printing  an  extra  number. 

Mr.  KANE  said  a  few  words  in  opposition  to  the  motion 
to  print  an  extra  number  of  a  report  which  was  addressed 
to  the  interests  of  aU  the  old  States,  against  those  of  the 
new  ones. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  that  he  had  no  intention,  at  this  time» 
to  vindicate  the  reasoning  in  the  report.  Whenever  the 
proper  time  should  arrive,  he  should  be  prepared  to  de« 
fend  all  its  positions,  and,  he  hoped,  completely  to  defend 
them.  It  had  been  his  intention,  after  the  bill  ^ould  have 
had  its  second  reading,  to  postpone  its  farther  considera- 
tion until  time  had  been  given  for  reflection  and  exami*- 
nation.  Then,  whenever  the  bill  should  be  in  committee, 
he  would  have  given  an  explanation  of  the  views  of  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures. 

The  question,  as  now  proposed,  is,  if  an  extra  number 
shall  be  printed.  This  had  been  objected  to,  because  it 
was  said  the  report  might  produce  an  excitement  in  tbc 
West.  Whether  the  motion  prevail  or  not,  the  report 
would  gt^t  abroad.  He  hoped  there  was  no  disposition  to 
prevent  it  from  being  seen.  And  there  was  much  more 
danger  of  excitement  if  Uie  reasoning  and  facts  were  only 
partially  disclosed,  than  if  Uie  whole  were'  fiiirly  before 


printing  of  as  large  a  number  of  that  ddcument  Both 
the  documents  would  then  be  before  the  people,  and  tliey 
would  form  their  own  judgment. 

Mr.  RUGGLES  said  a  few  words  in  fiivor  of  printing 
an  extra  number,  and  he  would  vote  for  an  equal  number 
of  the  answer  whenever  it  should  be  before  the  Senate. 
It  was  due  to  the  committee  that  this  course  should  be 
taken.  He  wished  the  people  of  Ohio  to  see  the  light- 
to  see  the  reports  of  the  Senate,  and  not  tliatthey  shotUd  be 
smothered  here. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  spoke  /m  favor  of  printing  the  extra 
number,  without  wuting  for  an  .answer  to  the  report. 
Who  was  to  make  this  answer?  There  was  no  proposi- 
tion of  a  minority  of  the  committee;  there  was  none  on  the 
part  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands.  How  long  was 
the  Senate  to  wait  for  this  reply?  It  had  been  said  th&t 
the  report  would  produce  a  great  excitement  in  the  new 
States.  Was  there  no  excitement,  now,  in  any  of  the  other 
States,  on  the  subject  of  these  public  lands?  This  sub- 
ject  had  caused  excitement  in  the  old  as  well  as  the  new 
States;  for  the  former  felt  as  deep  an  interest  in  the  mat- 
ter as  the  other.  Rejecting  this  vote  by  the  Senate  would 
produfie  as  great  an  excitement  in  the  old  States,  as 
printing  the  report  could  produce  in  the  new.  Mr.  C 
made  some  reference  to  the  course  of  Senators  in  the  case 
of  the  report  on  iron. 

[This  reference  produced  counter  statements  from  Mr. 
HAYNE  and  Mr.  KING,  and  was  supported  by  Mr. 
DICKERSON.] 

Mr.  KING  sUted  the  proposition  to  be  mcrel;  to  lay 
tiiis  report  on  the  table,  until  it  could  be  examined.  It 
was  thought,  by  many,  to  contain  dangerous  doctrines, 
and  to  assume  false  principles,  and  that  it  ought  not  to  be 
printed.  On  reflection,  it  was  not  impossible  that  llie 
Senator  from  Kentucky  might,  himself,  revise  his  views, 
and  correct  them.  He  did  not  wish  to  see  such  opinion* 
emanating  from  such  high  authority,  and  going  forth  to 
the  people  with  the  weight  of  that  gentleman's  naroe. 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN  regarded  it  as  important  that 
the  principles  contained  in  this  report  should  be  laid  be- 
fore the  people.  If  excitement  was  feared,  it  was  much 
more  likely  to  take  place  in  consequence  of  a  suppression 
of  the  report,  than  of  its  circulation.  Sorely,  gentlemen 
were  not  afraid  of  the  reasoning.  The  subject  had  been 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  against  the 
wish  of  that  committee;  every  member  of  which  bad  pro- 
tested against  the  reference.  The  report  had  been  unani- 
mously adopted,  although  the  committee  was  composed 
of  gentlemen  of  different  views.  Even  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  acquiesced.  People  would  suppose,  u 
the  Senate  refused  to  let  it  be  seen,  that  there  was  some- 
thing i)i  the  report  which  could  not  be  answered.  The 
Senate  had  heard  it  read.  Was  the  principle  now  to  be 
adopted  that  nothing  should  be  printed  until  it  had  been 
examined?  The  virtue  and  inteUigence  of  tiic  people 
would  enable  them  to  hear  the  wrong,  as  well  as  the  rigjht 
side.  This  report  was  marked  by  great  ability,  and  he 
hoped  that  tiie  extra  number  would  be  printed,  and  that 
the  same  number  of  the  answer  would  be  printed,  when- 
ever it  should  be  made. 
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Mr.  KANE  disclaimed  any  desire  to  impeach  the  abi- 
lity of  the  report.  It  was  to  the  printing  of  an  additional 
number  of  a  document  addressed  to  the  individual  inte- 
rests of  individual  States  that  he  objected.  A  counter 
report  might  come  from  a  minority,  or  it  might  be  refer- 
red to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  for  a  report.  It 
was  a  new  and  important  project,  involving  points  of  deep 
interest,  and  the  printing  of  so  large  a  number  would 
indicate  a  feeling  favorable  to  the  views  which  the  report 
contained. 

Mr.  EWING  replied  to  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator 
from  Alabama,  reminding  him  that  this  question  had  been 
forced  on  the  committee;  and  another  Senator  had  sug- 
gested that  the  committee  would  be  afraid  to  incur  the 
responsibility  of  making  such  a  report.  He  hoped  the 
extra  number  would  be  printed. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  said  the  committee  had  reported  on 
the  other  branch,  and  had  not  asked  for  extra  copies;  and 
now  they  had  reported  on  the  other  branch,  they  desired 
this  additional  circulation.  The  subject  had  been  sent  to 
this  committee,  not  in  reliance  on  tlieir  friendship,  but 
because  it  was  the  only  subject,  connected  with  the  reve- 
nue, remaining  to  be  acted  on.  He  disclaimed  having  said 
any  Senator  would  be  afraid  of  responsibility.  He  had 
merely  put  the  idea  in  the  form  of  an  interrogatoiy. 

Mr.  HOLMES  thousrht  the  subiect  should  be  referred 
to  the  American  people.  He  had  been,  originally,  op- 
posed to  its  reference  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures. 
It  was  referred  by  a  small  majority,  and  the  committee 
had  reported  a  very  able  and  elaborate  view  of  the  sub- 
ject. It  was  strange  that  the  printing  should  be  opposed. 
A  reference  of  a  subject  was  made  to  a  committee. 
They  had  examined  it  with  much  labor,  and  their  report 
had  been  read.  The  question  now  is,  if  the  report  on  a 
subject  referred  with  so  much  solemnity  should  be  printed. 
He  thought  it  a  singular  course  to  oppose  such  a  motion. 

Mr.  BUCKNtlR  considered  it  important  to  the  people 
of  tlie  West  that  this  report  should  be  printed;  and  he 
would  be  willing  that  ten  thousand  copies  should  be  cir- 
culated. It  liad  been  said  that  the  circulation  of  the  re- 
port would  produce  a  great  excitement,  and  enable  men 
to  prejudge  the  question.  The  printing  of  a  few  would 
have  the  same  effect.  He  was  wilUng  to  give  the  people 
all  possible  light.  Did  the  Senator  intend  to  do  a  work, 
and  put  it  under  a  carpet;  or  to  do  it,  and  put  it  on  the 
tree  tops?  He  was  not  prepared  to  say  tliat  lie  should  adopt 
the  principles  of  the  report.  He  was  willing  to  receive 
expressions  of  the  popular  opinion.  He  was  not  prepared 
to  say  that  the  people  of  the  West  would  not  adopt  these 
principles.  He  believed  they  would  be  content  with  20 
per  cent.  And  if  they  were  then  put  on  an  equal  footing 
with  the  other  States,  he  was  not  prepared  to  say  they 
would  not  be  satisfied.  The  Committee  on  Manuikctures 
had  not  sought  this  matter.  It  was  pressed  on  them;  and 
now  that  they  have  made  their  report,  it  is  said  that  the 
people  are  not  to  see  it — not  to  be  contaminated  with  it. 
If  the  report  was  so  odious,  who  would  buffer  ^  If  it  was 
such  a  heresy  as  would  bring  down  the  indignation  of  the 
West  on  its  author,  he  had  hardly  supposed  that  they  who 
opposed  the  printing  would  have  been  so  anxious  to  save 
tUt  mdividual  from  destruction.  He  did  not  think  he 
should  vote  for  the  bill,  but  he  would  vote  for  printing 
extra  copies  of  the  report 

Mr.  MILLER  was  of  opinion  that  the  proposition  ought 
to  be  adopted.  The  report  was  one  of  the  most  enlighten- 
ed documents  which  had  been  presented  to  this  assembly. 
All  its  details,  its  statistics,  and  its  arguments,  were  deep- 
ly interesting,  until  the  report  came  to  those  speculative 
conclusions  in  which  he  could  not  concur.  The  commit- 
tee had  previously  made  a  report  on  one  branch,  in  the 
form  of  the  syllabub  bill  before  the  Senate.  Now  there 
was  another  report;  and  he  saw  some  indications  of  a  dis- 
position, on  the  part  of  the  committee,  to  make  sonte  con- 


cession to  those  who  thought  diilerently  from  them  on  the 
subject  of  the  tariff. 

I^Ir.  WHITE  expressed  sorrow  that  a  motion  had  been 
made,  at  this  time,  to  print  an  extra  number.  He  would 
vote  for  the  ordinary  number  now,  and  the  extra  number 
when  sufficient  time  had  been  allowed  for  an  answer  to 
be  prepared.  He  said  he  was  not  afraid  to  trust  the  peo- 
ple with  any  subject.  He  did  not  concur  in  some  of  the 
views  of  the  report,  but  he  might  be  mistaken.  He  ad- 
verted to  some  movements  on  that  subject  in  the  Legisla- 
tures of  Maryland  and  Massachusetts,  to  which  he  desired 
to  refer  before  he  gave  any  final  opinion. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  stated  that  when  he  made  his  for- 
mer observations,  he  had  not  looked  into  the  report,  nor 
heard  it  read.  On  a  little  examination,  he  was  led  to  sup- 
pose that  he  had  done  injustice  to  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky. He  would  examme  fiirther,  and  if  he  continued 
of  this  opinion,  he  should  go  with  the  report.  He  then 
withdrew  the  call  for  a  division  of  the  question. 

The  call  was  then  renewed. 

Mr.  CLAY  took  a  view  of  the  votes  of  the  Senators,  to 
show  that  a  majority  of  the  new  States  was  in  favor  of  tlie 
motion.  He  was  glad  to  hear  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
say  he  was  not  afi-aid  to  trust  the  people  witli  any  subject, 
if  he  was  sincere  in  the  declaration.  The  opposition  to  this 
motion  seemed  to  him  to  arise  out  of  the  circunutance  that 
this  was  the  first  report  which  had  oeen  made  on  this  side 
of  the  question.  Appeals  on  the  other  side  had  been 
made,  session  after  session,  but  this  was  the  first  time  that 
an  attempt  had  been  made  to  show  the  other  side  to  the 
people.  A  subject  of  more  deep  importance  had  never 
been  presented  to  the  Senate,  ana  all  that  was  asked  was 
to  avoid  any  suppression  of  light,  and  print  extra  copies, 
and  a  pledge  was  given  to  vote  for  as  many  of  the  opposite 
argument  whenever  it  might  be  produced.  The  gentle- 
man from  South  Carolina  had  pursued  a  very  liberal 
course  throughout,  and  had  no  intention  (as  he  believed) 
to  make  any  counter  report.  The  Committee  on  Manu- 
factures had  not  been  kindly  treated.  They  had  not  wish- 
ed to  meddle  with  the  subject,  and  earnestly  resisted  its 
reference.  The  subject  was,  however,  referred  to  them, 
without  any  direction  to  take  up  the  whole  matter  in  a 
single  report,  or  a  single  bill.  They  did  take  up  the 
subject,  and  examined  each  branch  according  to  its  na- 
ture. A  report  on  the  duties  on'unprotected  articles  had 
been  made,  and  now  a  report  on  the  public  lands  was 
made.  As  to  the  remaining  branch,  he  thought  it  prema- 
ture to  say  any  thing.  He  had  made  up  his  own  mind  to 
4o  every  thing  which  could  be  done  to  tranquilL'ze  the 
feelings  and  meet  the  wishes  of  gentlemen,  without,  in 
any  way,  tmpuring  the  efficiency  of  the  protective  system. 

Mr.  WHITE  replied  warmly  to  the  supposed  imputa- 
tion cast  on  the  sincerity  of  his  profesuons. 

Mr.  CLAY  refused  any  explanation  to  the  Senator,  but 
to  the  Senate  disclaimed  any  such  intention. 

Mr.  WHITE  said  a  few  words  in  reply. 

Bfr.  JOHNSTON  expressed  a  hope  that  the  question  of 
colonizing  the  people  of  color  would  never  be  entertained 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  unless  at  the  united  desire  of  the 
slaveholding  States  themselves.  If  ever  such  desire  should 
be  expressed,  he  would  willingly  go  into  the  subject.  He 
believed  that  colonization  would  be  for  the  benefit  of 
those  States,  and  that  this  would  be  the  proper  fund  to 
apply  to  such  objects,  but  he  would  not  now  consent  that 
the  subject  should  be  touched.  He  stated  that  the  lands 
in  the  vicinity  of  the  sugar  lands  were  of  great  value,  and 
increasing  in  value.  He  was  in  favor  of  adhering  to  the 
present  land  system,  of  dividing  the  proceeds,  and  giving 
to  the  new  States  a  preference  to  tlie  value  of  15  or  20  per 
cent;  but  he  was  not  willing  to  appropriate  the  money  to 
the  purposes  of  colonization. 

On  the  call  of  Mr.  MANGUM,  the  yeas  and  nays  were 
ordered. 
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Aftei'a  few  words  from  Mr.  BIBB  against  the  motion 
for  an  extra  number,  the  question  was  taken  first  on  the 
motion  to  print,  when  it  was  carried  unanimously — 
yeas  45. 

Mr.  MARCY  then  moved  to  print  1,500  extra  copies. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  reminded  the  Senate  that  a  greater 
number  than  5,000  of  documents  of  less  value  had  been 
printed.  He  referred  to  the  report  on  Executive  patron- 
age, of  which  6,000  extra  copies  were  printed. 

The  question  was  then  put  on  the  printing  of  5,000  co- 

tpies,  and  decided  as  follows: 
)  YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Cky- 
j  toil,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Miller,  Poindexter,  Prentiss, 
\  Robbins,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tomlin- 
son,  Tyler,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 26. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Dallas,  Forsyth,  Grun- 
dy, Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Mar- 
cy,  Moore,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Troup, 
White.— 19. 

So  the  motion  was  carried  in  the  affirmative. 


ToESDAT,  April  17. 

VACCINATION. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  take  up  the  bill  to  ex- 
tend the  benefits  of  vaccination  to  the  Indians. 
The  question  being  on  the  third  reading, 
Mr.  BUCKNER  made  a  few  remarks  in  opposition  to 
the  bill.  He  expressed  himself  entirely  averse  to  con- 
ferring benefits  on  those  who  had  done  so  much  injury  to 
our  own  citizens:  who  were  our  natural  enemy,  and  so 
frequently  distinguished  themselves  by  the  ferocity  with 
which  they  warred  against  us — who  had  marked  their 
course  by  fire  and  desolation;  who  had  committed  the 
most  wanton  cruelties,  and  had  so  frequently  snatched  the 
infant  from  the  nipple  of  its  motlier,  and  dashed  its  brains 
out  against  a  tree.  He  did  not  wish  to  cherish  these  peo- 
ple, while  a  small  appropriation  was  denied  to  his  district 
to  erect  a  hospital  for  the  river-faring  man,  whose  life  was 
frequently  sacrificed  for  want  of  a  little  timely  care  and 
kindness;  when  even  money  could  not  be  obtained  to 
drain  the  swamps  whose  deleterious  efHuvia  imposed  an 
almost  insurmountable  barrier  to  internal  improvement. 
Another  ground  of  his  opposition  to  the  bill  was,  that  it 
adds  to  Executive  patronage.  Who  would  gain  the  berie- 
fits  of  the  bill?  The  superstitious  notions  of  the  Indian 
would  prevent  him  from  receiving  them.  -  Experience  of 
a  mortal  nature  had  already  told  them  that  deatli  is  the  al- 
most inevitable  consequence  of  plunging  into  cold  water 
while  under  the  influence  of  fever;  yet  it  is  impossible  to 
prevent  them  from  pursuing  this  course.  If  the  law  were 
to  pass,  another  would  have  to  be  made  for  the  rising 
generation.  He  wished  to  examine  the  subject,  and  to 
see  if  the  money  given  b)^  this  bill  would  not  go  into  the 
hands  of  those  who,  while  pretending  to  be  the  friends 
of  the  Government,  were  in  fact  greater  friends  to  the 
wealth  which  they  calculated  to  acquire  by  this  scheme. 
He  moved  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table,  an.d  the  motion  was 
decided  in  the  affirmative. 

APPROPRIATION  BILL. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  cdhsider,  as  in  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole,  the  general  appropriation  bill. 

AGENTS  FOR  CLAIMS. 

Mr.  CLAY  rose,  and,  without  making  any  specific  mo- 
tion, called  tlie  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  clause  in 
the  bill  making  appropriations  for  two  agents  for  claims, 
residing  in  London  and  Paris.  Both  these  agencies  were 
mere  sinecures.  A»  well  as  his  recollection  would  serve, 
although  hi;  did  not  pretend  to  perfect  accuracy,  they 
originated  in  this  manner.  During  the  operation  of  the 
decrees  of  Bonaparte,  and  tlie  orders  in  council  of  Great 


Britain,  a  larg^  mass  of  claims,  growing  out  of  those  mea- 
sures, had  accumulated,  which  were  so  numerous  as  to 
render  it  impossible  for  our  ministers  to  attend  to  them. 
In  order  to  aid  the  ministers,  either  during  the  administra- 
tion ofiklr.  Jefferson,  or  at  an  early  period  in  Mr.  ^ladi. 
son's  administration,  these  agencies  sprang  up.  He  be- 
lieved that  they  were  appointments  unauthorized  by  any 
particular  law,  and  had  never  been  submitted  for  the  con- 
currence of  the  Senate.  As  to  England,  we  have  no  claims 
on  her  since  the  treaty  of  Ghent;  none  to  the  settlement  of 
which  the  minister  is  not  fully  competent. 

Our  claims  on  England  were  cancelled  by  that  treat)'. 
There  had  been  some  necessity  for  the  continuance  of  the 
agent  in  Paris  until  Mr.  Rives  concluded  the  recent  treaty 
with  that  nation,  which  has  extinguished  the  whole.  This 
has  so  reduced  the  business,  that  our  mitiister  io  Paris  can 
easily  attend  to  all  the  claims  whicli  may  arise,  without  in- 
terfering with  his  ordinary  business.  It  seemed  to  him, 
therefore,  that  the  appropriation  was  useless.  Should  the 
Senate  concur  in  this  view,  some  gentleman  might  move 
to  strike  out  the  clause.  He  was  not  certain  tljat  these 
agencies  were  not  given  to  our  consuls  in  tlicse  cities,  who 
were  botli  worthy  men.  If  this  had  appeared  ih  the  esti- 
mates, he  would  have  been  satisfied.  He  thouglit,  how- 
ever, that  the  true  course  wotild  be  to  allow  salaries  to 
these  consuls,  and  not  to  give  them  these  agencies. 

Mr.  SMITH  replied  that  this  subject  had  not  escaped 
the  notice  of  the  committee.  On  inquiry,  it  was  found 
that  the  consul  in  Paris  was  possessed  of  all  tlie  papers 
relating  to  the  agency?  and  that,  whenever  these  should 
be  withdrawn,  the  agency  would  no  longiir  be  of  any  use. 
He  believed  it  to  be  the  fact  tliat  there  was  no  law  ao- 
pointing  these  agents.  The  consul  in  London  was  highly 
respectable,  and  had  lost  an  arm  in  the  United  States' 
service.  London  was  an  expensive  place  to  live  in.  There 
was  but  little  direct  trade  to  that  port,.only  aver}' few 
vessels,  and  but  little  emolument  fell  to  him  as  merely 
consul.  This  country  had  no  claims  on  England,  but  she 
ought  to  have  some  agent  residing  there  for  the  protection 
of  American  seamen.  Ships  were  frequently  sold,  and 
their  crews  discharged;  or  seamen  deserted,  and  generally 
found  their  way  to  London;  and  a  consul  was  necessary  to 
protect  and  send  tliem  home. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  he  had  merely  stated  the  case.  The 
consul  in  Paris  he  knew  to  be  a  good  man;  and  if  any 
thing  extra  was  to  be  given,  he  would  wish  to  give  it  to 
him.  Yet  there  was  no  utility  in  this  agency.  If  the 
consul  held  the  papers,  it  was  probable  that  they  were 
very  few.  Mr.  C.  stated  that  while  he  was  Secretary  of 
State,  tiiere  was  scarcely  any  correspondence  with  him. 
He  had  thought  to  suggest  a  discontinuance  of  the  office; 
but,  as  a  negotiation  was  pending,  he  thought  it  more 
advisable  to  refrain.  The  agency  to  Loudon  is  not  of  the 
least  \'alue.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  consul  to  look  to  the 
protection  of  the  seamen.  He  then  stated  how  these  ser- 
vices were  rendered,  and  how  the  consul  was  recompensed. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  stated  that  originally  there  were  three 
of  these  agxjncies.  There  was  one  in  Madrid,  which  had 
been  dropped  some  years  since.  The  agency  in  London 
was  useless,  but  the  fees  of  the  consul  were  so  inconsider- 
able, so  totally  inadequate  to  tlie  support  of  an  individuali 
that  the  Government  had  found  it  necessary'  to  allow  all 
that  could  be  allowed  to  make  up  the  deficiency;  other- 
wise,  the  Office  could  only  be  filled  by  a  man  of  fortune. 
As  to  the  consul  at  Paris,  his  services  would  be  required 
for  the  present  year,  as  he  has  the  papers  in  his  possession, 
to  lend  his  aid  to  the  settlement  of  the  claims.  After  tins 
year,  he  might  be  dispensed  with. 

Here  the  conversation  dropped.  - 

On  motion  of  Mr.  FORSYTH,  the  appropriation  ot 
$1,400  to  pay  a  clerk  in  the  Treasury  Department  for  re- 
cording revolutionary  land  scrip,  was  reduced  to  #1,150— 
yeas  18,  nays  13. 
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COLOMBIA. 
Mr.  POINDEXTER  rose  to  inquire  whether  this  Go- 
vernment was  not  in  possession  of  information  of  the 
dissolution  of  the  Government  of  Colombia.  He  believed 
that  it  was  a  fact  of  general  notoriety,  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  Colombia  has  been  ruptured  in  three  parts — Ve- 
nezuela, New  Grenada,  and  the  province  of  the  equator. 
I  shall,  said  he,  if  the  motion  to  strike  out  Colombia, 
which  I  intend  to  make,  is  successful,  move  to  insert  an 
appropriation  for  a  chared  to  Venezuela  and  New  Grena- 
da. If  a  treaty  was  made  with  New  Grenada,  where  our 
minister  now  resides,  it  would  be  binding  on  that  country 
alone,  and  would  be  by  no  means  obligator}'  on  Venezuela. 
BelicTing  that  our  commercial  arrangements  with  Vene- 
zuela were  of  the  utmost  importance,  and  that  we  ought 
to  be  represented  there  by  a  diplomatic  agent;  and  be- 
lieving, also,  that  there  was  no  earthly  use  in  having  a 
minister  to  Colombia,  a  Government  which  no  longer  ex- 
isted, he  would  move  to  strike  out  the  appropriation  for 
that  minister,  and  would  follow  it  up,  if  successful,  by  the 
motion  he  had  just  indicated. 

Mr.  SMITH  hoped  the  gentleman  would  withdraw  the 
motion.     The  minister  was  there  at  a  considerable  ex- 
pense,  had  earned  his  salary,  and  must  be  paid.     He 
would,  said  Mr.  S.,  be  recalled  during' the  summer.     If 
the  Government  was,  as  alleged  by  the  gentletnan,  split 
into  different  parts,  still  the  minister  was  there,  attending 
to  the  interests  of  the  United  States,   and  performing 
services  as  important,  perhaps,  as  if  the  country  was 
settled. 
After  some  remarks  from  Mr.  JOHNSTON, 
Mr.  SMITH  said  it  would  be  recollected  that  the  Pmsi- 
dent  stated,  in  his  message,  that  it  was  his  intention  to 
withdraw  the  minister  to  Colombia,  and  appoint  a  charge ; 
and  the  bill  was  originally  drawn  with  that  view«     But 
subsequent  information  from  that  country  showed  that  it 
was  necessary  to  continue  the  minister  there,  to  perfect 
some  business  he  had  commenced;  that,  in  fici,  it  would 
be  cheaper  to  the  Umted  States  to  continue  him,  than  to 
recall  him  and  send  a  charge.     The  House  accordingly 
amended  the  bill  so  as  to  take  away  the  appropriation  for 
a  thzTgiy  and  continue  that  for  the  minister. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  was  pleased  that  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  had  called  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the 
subject.     It  was  perfectly  out  of  the  question  to  make  an 
appropriation  for  a  minister  to  a  Government  which  did 
not  exist  even  on  paper.     He  wished  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  would  vary  his  motion,  and  graduate  the  re- 
duction so  as  to  meet  the  amount  of  salary  due  the  minister 
for  tlie  services  he  has  rendered,  and  provide  for  his  re- 
turn home.     Two  things  suggested  by  his  colleague,  he 
did  not  take  for  g^ntea;  one  was,  that  the  minister  could, 
under  the  circumstances,  render  any  service  to  the  coun- 
try; the  other,  that  he  would  be  recalled  du^ng  Uie 
summer. 

Mr.  BELL  objected  to  continuing  a  mission  to  a  Go- 
vernment that  did  not  exist  even  in  name.  He  was  per* 
fectly  willing  to  pay  him  for  the  services  he  had  rendered, 
and  for  the  services  he  was  now  rendering,  in  a  proper 
form. 

Mr.  HOLMES  compared  the  embassy  to  Colombia  to 
SfDicho  Panza's  government  of  the  island  of  Barrataria. 
Both  were  ideal  employments.  He  hoped  this  mission 
WM  not  a  sample  of  the  reform  promised  by  the  adminis- 
tration, and  that  it  .would  be  reformed.  It  was  in  vain, 
Mr.  H.  said,  to  disguise  the  lact  that  our  diplomatic  ex- 
penses were,  in  some  way,  greatly  increased;  and,  indeed, 
It  could  not  be  wondered  at,  if  our  economical  adminis- 
tration thought  it  necessary  that  we  should  be  represented 
at  imaginary  Governments.  From  what  had  been  said, 
we  might  as  well,  for  any  useful  purpose,  send  a  minister 
to  the  moon  as  to  Colombia.  He  ^d  not  say  we  could 
lend  a  mbsion  to  the  moon;  but,  according  to  the  con- 


struction that  had  been  lately  given  to  a  minister's  repre- 
senting us  near  a  court,  we  might  have  a  minister  residing 
near  the  moon.  He  would  ask  how  it  was  possible  for 
us  to  be  represented  at  a  court  that  did  not  exist,  and  keep 
a  minister  in  pay  there,  in  accordance  with  a  proper  system 
of  economy. 

Mr.  ITLER  observed  that,  after  the  distinct  announce- 
ment of  the  President  that  he  intended  to  recall  this 
minister,  the  Senate  ought  to  be  satisfied  that  he  would 
be  recalled  as  soon  as  it  could  be  done  without  injury  to 
the  public  service.  Besides,  the  minister  was  there,  and 
he  ought  to  be  paid.  Would  vou,  said  he,  by  withholding 
the  siJary,  visit  on  the  head  of  the  President?  Mr.  T. 
said  he  should  not  go  into  the  question  whether  the  disso- 
lution of  the  Government  of  Colombia  rendered  the  stay 
of  the  minister'  there  useless,  or  otherwise;  the  President 
was  satisfied  that  he  had  yet  duties  to  perform,  or  he 
would  not  have  been  retained  thus  long.  The  dissolu- 
tion of  a  Government  did  not  necessarily  render  the 
services  of  a  diplomatic  agent  there  useless.  We  had  a 
minister  in  England;  a  revolution  might  happen,  and 
Scotiand  be  cut  off  from  that  country.  Would  it  follow 
then  as  a  necessary  consequence  that  we  must  recall  our 
minister?  A  revolution  had  taken  place  in  the  kingdom 
of  the  Netherlands,  and  Belgium  hieui  been  separated  from 
Holland,  and  formed  out  a  separate  kingdom;  yet  our 
minister  was  still  in  Holland,  rendering  important  services 
to  his  country.  Amission,  for  instance,  from  a  foreign 
country,  is  sent  to  the  United  SUtes,  and  Maine  for  a 
valuable  consideration  cedes  a  portion  of  her  territory. 
Would  the  Government  of  the  United  States  thereby  be 
dissolved,  and  the  minister  find  it  necessary  to  return 
home?  Non  constat  that  the  minister's  mission  ceases 
when  there  is  ^  revolution  in  the  country  to  which  he  is 
sent. 

Mr.  HOLMES,  after  a  few  words,  in  so  low  a  tone  as 
not  to  be  heard  at  the  distance  the  reporter  is  seated, 
said  he  admitted  that  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  would  not  be  so  dissolved  by  the  taking  a  slice  off 
from  Maine,  as  to  render  a  mission  to  us  useless.  In  like 
manner,  if  the  SUte  of  South  Carolina  were  to  nullify  a 
law  of  the  Union,  the  Union  would  not  be  so  dissolved; 
nor  is  it  now  by  the  State  of  Georgia,  having  nullified  the 
law  of  the  land,  and  placed  herself  thus  tar  out  of  the 
Union,  that  a  foreign  minister  would  find  it  necessary  to 
return  home.  But  he  could  well  understand  that,  it  all 
the  States  were  to  separate  from  each  other,  and  set  up 
for  themselves,  a  foreign  minister  could  not  represent  his 
countr^^  at  the  Government  of  the  United  States.  And 
this,  said  Mr.  H.,  is  the  case  with  the  former  Government 
of  Colombia.  It  is  split  into  three  separate  States,  who 
have  set  up  for  themselves,  and  the  name  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  Colombia  no  longer  exists. 

After  some  remarks  from  Messrs.  FORSYTH,  TAZE- 
WELL, and  SMITH,  in  opposition  to  the  motion,  and 
from  Messrs.  CLAYTON,  JOHNSTON,  CLAY,  POIN- 
DEXTER, and  HOLMES,  in  favor  of  it,  the  Question 
was  decided  by  yeas  and  nays,  in  the  negative,  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Ew- 
ing.  Foot,  Hayne,  Holmes,  Johnston,  M'dler,  Poindexter, 
Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague, 
Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins 20. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Buckner,  Dallas,  Dick- 
erson,  Dudley,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane, 
King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tazewell,  Tip- 
ton, Tyler,  White,  Wilkins.— 21. 

So  the  amendment  was  negatived. 

The  bill  was  then  reported  to  the  Senate  as  amended. 

The  clause  making  an  appropriation  for  the  contingent 
expenses  of  the  judiciary  department,  which  had  beeu 
amended  in  the  committee,  by  increasing  the  appropriation 
from  190,000  to  $250,000,  having  been  read. 

Some  debate  took  place  on  tiie  question  of  concurring 
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in  the  amendment.  It  was  opposed,  on  the  ground  that 
the  estimates  were  not  sufficiently  explidt,  and  that  the 
evidence  was  insufficient. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  impracticability  of  making  the 
estimates  exactly  square  with  the  sums  which  might  be 
required,  was  urged.  It  was  stated  that  the  contingencies 
of  this  department  were  always  fluctuating,  and  depended 
on  circumstances  not  to  be  foreseen  or  controlled. 

The  question  being  put  on  Concurring  in  the  amend- 
ment, it  was  decided  as  follows: 

Y£AS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Buckner,  Dallas,  Dud- 
ley, Grundy,  Hendricks,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy, 
Robinson,  Smith,  Tipton,  White. — 15. 

NAYS. — ^Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Ew- 
ingf,  Foot,  Forsyth,  Hayne,  Hill,  Johnston,  Miller,  Moore, 
Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Buggies,  Seymour, 
Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tomlinson,  Tyler,  Waggaman,  Web- 
ster, Wilkins.— 24. 

So  the  Senate  refused  to  concur  in  the  amendment. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

WXDHXSDAT,  ApBIL  18. 

VACCINATION  OF  INDIANS.  * 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WHITE,  the  Senate  then  proceeded 
to  consider  the  bill  to  provide  far  extending  the  benefits 
of  vaccination  among  the  Indians.  The  question  was  on 
the  third  reading  of  the  bill.  This  bill  led  to  a  discussion, 
which  consumed  the  whole  of  the  day. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  was  altogether  opposed  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  measure.  He  was  hostile  to  any  step  for 
the  introduction  of  vaccination  among  those  who  had 
been  the  bitter  and  constant  enemy  of  the  first  settlers. 
He  opposed  the  bill  also,  because  it  was,  in  his  view,  a 
bill  more  for  the  benefit  of  Indian  agenIS  and  the  other 
parties  designated  in  the  bill,  than  for  the  advantage  of 
tne  Indians.  He  considered  the  experiment  which  the 
bill  authorized  as  equally  useless  and  dangerous,  and  one 
to  which  force  alone  would  compel  the  Indians  to  submit. 
He  questioned  also  the  constitutional  power  of  the  Con- 
gress to  take  this  step,  any  more  than  to  make  an  appro- 
priation to  check  the  progress  of  the  plague  in  Algiers. 
He  contended  that  the  money  asked  for  would  be  insuffi- 
cient, and  that  Congress  would  be  subiected  to  fresh  calls. 
He  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  third  reading  of 
the  bill,  and  they  were  ordered. 

The  bill  was  further  opposed  in  its  orieinal  form  by 
Mr.  EWING  and  others,  on  the  ground  that  it  gave  to 
the  President  an  unrestricted  right  to  appoint  agents,  and 
to  extend  his  patronage;  that  it  opened  a  door  to  fraud 
on  the  Indians,  and  on  tlie  Governmenti  and  that  it  was 
more  likely  to  convert  the  Indians  into  enemies  than 
friends. 

On  the  otlier  hand,  it  was  contended. by  Mr.  WHITE 
and  others  that  this  was  a  measure  called  for  by  humanity 
and  expediency;  the  gloomy  picture  of  the  miserable 
condition  of  the  Indians  who  were  afflicted  with  the  small 

J»ox,  dying  in  such  numbers  that  the  dead  lay  unburied, 
rom  a  printed  document  in  possession  of  the  Senate. 
Mr.   SPRAGUE  argued  that  the  bill  provided  against 
any  fraudulent  practices,  by  authorizing  tlie  employment 
of  regular  practitioners,  who  would  not  stoop  to  the  prac- 
tice of  frauds. 

In  the  course  of  the  debate,  an  incidental  discussion 
arose  in  consequence  of  a  reference  made  by  Mr.  FOOT 
to  an  item  in  one  of  the  documents  just  laid  on  the  table, 
from  which  it  appeared  that  certain  sums,  amounting  to 
$16,000,  had  been  paid  to  John  H.  Eaton  and  John  Coffee, 
as  commissioners  to  treat  with  the  Choctaw  and  Chickasaw 
Indians  in  1830  and  1831.  This  clause  was  at  first  view- 
ed by  Mr.  HAYNE  and  Mr.  FOOT  as  evidence  that  these 
individuals  had  received  larre  emoluments  from  the  trea- 
sury- as  commissioners,  while  Mr.  Eaton  was  receiving  a 


salary  as  Secretary  of  War.  On  a  little  examination,  bow- 
ever,  it  appeared  that  this  sum  stated  was  the  amount 
paid  to  meet  the  expenses  of  making  the  treaty,  utd 
that  Mr.  Eaton  had  declined  receiving  any  compensation 
as  commissioner. 

Some  remarks  were  also  made  bearing  hard  on  the  Pre- 
sident for  having  appointed  to  office  men  who  had  been 
rejected  by  the  Senate.  It  appeared  by  the  printed  docu- 
ments that  Wharton  Rector,  Mr.  Stambaugb,  and  Mr. 
Gardiner,  all  of  whom  had  been  rejected  by  the  Senate, 
had  been  appointed  by  the  President,  subsequently,  to 
offices  of  trust;  and  that  the  expenditure  of  large  sums 
had  been  committed  to  them.  This  practice  of  selecting 
men  for  office  who  had  been  rejected  by  the  Senate,  was 
denounced  in  emphatic  terms  by  Mr.  HAYNE,  Mr. 
SPRAGUE,  and  others,  and  defended  by  Mr.  FORSYTH 
and  others. 

The  bill  having  been  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  Mr. 
EWING  moved  to  recommit  it,  with  instructions  to  strike 
out  the  exceptionable  parts  of  the  bill.  As  it  was  urged, 
however,  by  Mr.  WHITE,  that  the  bill,  unless  passed  im- 
mediately, would  not  effect  the  humane  object  which  it 
had  in  view,  Mr.  EWING  withdrew  his  proposition,  to 
enable  Mr.  WHITE  to  move  a  reconsideration  of  the  vote 
by  which  the  bill  had  been  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  so 
as  to  give  an  opportunity  to  amend  it. 

The  motion  to  reconsider  having  been  agreed  to,  the 
bill  was  amended  by  striking  out  its  second  section,  modi- 
fying the  third  so  as  to  authorize  the  calling  in  of  such 
physicians  only  as  are  resident  in  the  vicinity  of  the  In- 
dians, or  on  the  frontier,  and  by  reducing  the  approprii- 
tion  from  12,000  to  $6,000. 

fn  this  form  the  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engross- 
ed, and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third  time,  by  the  following 
vole: 

YEAS.—- Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Chambers,  Clay,  DftQas* 
Dudley,  Ellis,  Ewing,  Foot,  Forsyth,  Frclinghuyscn, 
Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Johnston,  Kane,  King,  Marcr, 
Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Stlsbec, 
Smith,  Sprague,  Tomlinson,  Webster,  White,  Wilkins.— 
30. 

NAYS.—- Messrs.  Bibb,  Butkner,  Dickerson,  Rape, 
Mangum,  Miller,  Moore,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  T>lcr,  Wag- 
gaman.—11. 

JUDICIARY  EXPENSES. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  moved  to  reconnder  the  vote  by  which 
the  Senate  yesterday  refused  to  concur  with  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole,  in  the  amendment  to  the  general  appro- 
priation bill,  to  strike  out  the  sum  of  $190,000  for  the  con- 
tingencies of  the  judicial  department,  and  insert  |250,000. 

Having  made  the  motion,  Mr.  FORSYTH  moved  to  lay 
it  on  the  Uble,  in  order  that  It  might  be  taken  up  when 
the  appropriation  bill  should  again  be  before  the  Senate. 

PORTUGUESE  VESSELS- 

On  motion  of  Mr.  FORSYTH,  tiie  Senate  then  pro- 
ceeded to  consider  the  bill  to  exempt  Portuguese  vessels 
from  the  payment  of  duties  on  tonnage. 

The  bUl  having  been  read,  Mr.  WEBSTER  suggested 
that  the  proviso  would  be  ihc  better  for  a  little  further 
examination,  und  for  a  modification  of  its  language,  so  as 
to  render  it  more  succinct. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  modified  the  cUuie  accordingly.  ^ 
the  bill  WM  then  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

TflumsDAT,  Apbil  19. 
APPROPRIATION  BILL. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  FORSYTH,  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
the  unfinished  business  of  yesterday,  being  the  general 
appropriation  bill. 


797 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


798 


Afhh  19,  1832.] 


Outfit  to  France. 


[SXVATX. 


Some  sligbt  discussion  took  place  on  the  amendment 
appropriating  ^13,000  for  the  General  Land  OfBce,  being 
an  increase  of  $4,000  from  the  appropriation  of  last  year. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the 
question  of  concurring  in  this  amendment,  and  they  were 
ordered.  He  then  stated  the  objections  which  were 
urged  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  against  this  amendment. 
These  objections  were,  that  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  of  the  House  were  engaged  in  an  examination  with 
a  view,  if  it  should  be  found  necessary,  to  report  a  bill 
containing  the  additional  appropriation;  and  that  the  con- 
dition of  the  office  was  not  such  as  to  entitle  it  to  ^ny 
especial  favor. 

Mr.  KING,  Mr.  FORSYTH,  and  Mr.  SMITH,  stated 
that  the  office  could  not  go  on  without  this  appropriation; 
that  every  thing  was  now  at  a  stand;  that  there  were  forty 
thousand  patents  for  lands  in  the  office  to  be  filled  up,- and 
no  money  to  purchase  the  parchment;  and  that  there  was 
no  danger  of  waste,  as  the  accounts  must  be  passed  by 
the  proper  officer. 

Mr.  POIND EXTER  answered  that  the  financial  commit- 
tees of  both  Houses  had  reported  #9,000,  promising  to 
give  more,  if  on  examination  it  should  be  found  neces- 
srys  that  the  commissioner  had  asked  |1 8,000;  and  that 
he  would  be  better  employed  in  economizing  the  expen- 
ditures of  his  office,  than  in  carrying  on  newspaper  cor- 
respondence. 

After  a  few  words  on  the  same  side  from  Mr.  EWING, 
the  question  on  concurring  with  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  in  their  amendment  was  taken,  and  decided  as 

follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Dallas,  Dickerson, 
Dudley,  Ellis,  Forsytbt  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  King, 
Mangum,  Marcy,  Moore,  Rugglcs,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tip- 
ton, Troup,  White,  Wilkins— 21. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Bockner,  Chambers^  Ewing, 
Foot,Frelinghuyscn,  Hayne,  Johnston, Miller,  Poindexter, 
Prentiss,  Robbias,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Tomlinson,  Tyler, 
Waggaman,  Webster. — 18. 

So  the  amendment  was  concurred  in. 

OUTFIT  TO  FRANCE. 

On  the  question  of  concurring  with  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  in  tlieir  amendment  striking  -out  the  appro- 
priation for  the  outfit  to  France, 

Mr.  SMITH  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays;  which  were 
ordered.     He  then  briefly  adverted  to  the  nature  of  the 
contingent  fund,  and  the  uses  to  which  it  had  been  ap- 
plied.    He  stated  that  out  of  this  fund  were  paid  the 
agents  who  were  sent  into  the  South  American  States  to 
ascertain  their  condition,  before  we  sent  ministers  thither. 
Out  of  this  fund  messengers  who  are  sent  out  with  de- 
spatches receive  their  allowance.   Mr.  Pleasants  was  paid 
out  of  this  fund  for  carrying  despatches  to  Brazil.     Mr. 
Cook  drew  from  this  fund  the  five  thousand  dollars  which 
he  received  for  his  services.     These  were  contingent  ser- 
vices, and  were  correctly  paid  for  from  the  contingent 
fund.    But  this  fund  could  not  be  properly  applied  to  ob- 
jects specific  in  their  character,  and  for  which  specific  ap- 
propriations are  required.     If  they  are  paid  out  of  this 
fund,  it  is  in  the  nature  of  a  loan,  and  the  amount  must  be 
refunded.     Unless  an  outfit  should  be  granted,  no  mission 
could  be  senL     Mr.  Van  Buren  could  draw  no  outfit  until 
it  was  given  to  him  by  tliis  bill.     It  had  been  said  that  Mr. 
Kandolph  drew  liis  outfit  from  this  fund.    If  so,  it  was  pro- 
bably because  there  was  no  other  fund  within  reach  ot  the 
Executive.     He  assured  the  Senate  that  he  was  confirmed 
in  the  opinion  he  had  before  expressed,  that,  unless  France 
should  be  Ich  in  the  bill,  tliere  would  be  no  minister  sent 
^  France  afler  the  return  of  Mr.  Rives,  imtil  Congress 
*ho)ild  agun  be  in  session,  except  in  the  event  of  some 
^at  change,  such  as  a  war  in  Europe.     The  President 
^d  consider  that  the  striking  out  of  the  woxd  **  France" 


would  be  tantamount  to  a  declaration  that  no  minister 
should  be  sent  to  that  court. 

[The  CHAIR  reminded  the  Senator  from  Maryland  that 
it  was  out  of  order  to  allude  to  the  opinions  of  the  Execu- 
tive.] 

Mr.  SMITH  thought  he  was  not  out  of  order,  but  ad- 
mitted the  impropriety  of  such  reference.  It  had  been 
said  that  the  diplomatic  expense  had  increased;  but  no 
specific  items  of  increase  had  been  exhibited  on  paper. 
He  stated  that  they  had  not  increased.  During  the  four 
years  of  the  administration  of  General  Jackson,  if  the  ap- 
propriations now  under  consideration  should  pass,  the 
expenses  for  diplomacy  would  have  been  $801,500.  De- 
ducting $99,000  for  the  mission  to  Constantinople,  it  would 
leave  $702,500  as  the  aggregate  expenses;  and  this  would 
be  less  by  $25,000  than  the  expenditures,  under  the  same 
head,  during  tlie  administration  of  Mr.  Adams.  He  con- 
sidered that  these  things  are  always  examined  according 
to  the  old  principle  of  *<  your  bull  or  mine."  He  wanted 
to  create  no  expenses,  and  no  one  could  properly  prefer 
such  a  charge  against  him.  It  was  a  very  ea^  tiling  for 
any  Senator  to  ^t  up,  and  make  charges  of  extravagance 
against  this  administration,  and  to  prove  it  in  figutes  also. 
He  had  nothing  more  to  do,  than  to  take  the  two  lowest 
years  of  Mr.  Adams's  administration,  and  the  two  highest 
of  that  of  General  Jackson,  and  the  thing  was  done.  The 
gentleman  from  Connecticut  had  made  a  speech  of  that 
sort  at  a  former  session,  and  he  had  answered  him,  and 
completely  refuted  him.  But  what  was  done?  Just  be- 
fore the  election  came  on,  this  speech  was  published  in  the 
Baltimore  papers.  Persons  came  to  him  and  said,  "  Is 
this  so?"  He  foKunately  happened  to  have  the  notes  of 
his  answer,  and  he  was  able  to  recollect  every  word  he 
had  said  in  reply,  and  to  put  the  thing  down  at  once.  He 
read,  in  conclusion,  t  paper  containing  a  statement  of  these 
expenditures  of  the  last  two  years,  to  show  that  they  were 
about  three  millions  less  than  the  appropriations. 

Mr.  FOOT  said  that,  as  the  Senator  had  made  such  di- 
rect  reference  to  him,  he  was  bound  to  make  an  observa- 
tion in  reply.  He  repelled  the  suggestion  that  he  had 
pursued  any  course  which  was  not  strictly  honorable. 
Charges  of  dishonorable  conduct  could  never  reach  him. 
As  to  the  speeches  he  had  made,  they  were  before  the 
world,  and  the  Senator  was  at  liberty  to  answer  them  as 
he  pleased.  In  the  Senate,  the  repf^  which  the  Senator 
referred  to  as  so  conclusive,  was  dehvered  in  such  an  un- 
der tone  that  it  could  not  be  heard.  It  would  not  be  be- 
coming in  him  to  speak  harshly  of  a  Senator  of  the  stand- 
ing, age,  and  experience  of  the  Senator  from  Mar}iand. 

Mr.  SMITH.     Omit  age. 

Mr.  F.  resumed,  and  referred  to  his  course  in  the  con- 
duct of  the  pension  bill,  he  being  at  the  head  of  the  pen- 
sion committee.  He  asked  if  the  Senator  meant  to  de- 
signate that  bill  as  his  bill.  He  disclaimed  an^  personal 
interest  in  that  bill.  He  had  no  relative  who  could  be  be- 
nefited by  it.  He  had  merely  endeavored  to  discharge 
his  duty  faithfully  and  ifearlessly.  He  had  never  given 
cause  to  any  one  to  charge  him  with  neglect  of  duty. 

The  Senator  from  Maryland  had  said  that  the  contin- 
gent fund  was  not  made  applicable  to  outfits.  A  few  years 
since,  a  number  of  diplomatic  agents  were  sent  abroad 
during  the  recess,  and  a  number  were  recalled.  There 
were  sent,  during  the  recess,  four  ministers  and  four 
charges,  and  their  outfits  amounted  to  $54,000.  The 
question,  as  it  was  then  put  by  him,  was,  out  of  what  fund 
were  these  outfits  paid?  The  Senator  from  Maryland  bad 
replied  that  there  was  a  fund  at  the  department— -a  diplo- 
matic fund,  out  of  which  the  outfits  were  taken.  The  Se- 
nate was  called  on  at  the  next  session  to  make  appropria- 
tions fat  the  amount.  The  Senator  now  says  tlutt  one 
fund  is  for  secret  services,  and  not  to  be  applied  to  these 
purposes.  Whether  that  is  the  diplomatic  fund,  to  which 
the  Senator  formerly  referred,  be  knew  not.    The  other, 


799 


GALES  &  BEATON'S  REGISTER 


800 


SsvATie.] 


OuiJU  to  France. 


[Apsil  19, 1852- 


he  believed,  did  not  contain  so  larg«  an  amount  as  was 
then  required.  The  Senator  had  said  that  if  France 
should  be  stricken  out  of  the  bill  no  minister  would  be 
sent  to  France  until  the  next  session  of  Congress.  He 
considered  this  as  the  strongest  reason  for  striking^  out. 
When  it  is  found  that,  in  the  case  of  Indian  agents,  men, 
who  had  been  nominated  and  rejected,  renominated  and 
re-rej^cted,  are  aflerwai'ds  put  into  these  same  offices  as 
soon  as  the  Senate  had  adjourned,  it  was  time  to  be  rigilant. 

Mr.  SMITH  explained,  stating*  that  he  had  the  high- 
est opinion  of  the  industry,  fidelity,  and  zeal  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Connecticut,  ana  should  feel  regret  if  he  had  said 
any  thing  to  offend  him. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  observed  that  the  exposition  given  by 
the  Senator  from  Mainland  removed  the  necessity  for 
continuing  the  appropriation.  The  whole  matter  turned 
on  the  power  of  the  President  over  the  contingent  fund; 
and  the  Senator  from  Marj'land  had  given  the  true  expo- 
sition. This  fund  was  at  the  disposal  of  the  President  for 
contingencies.  When  any  part  was  apphed  for  public 
purposes,  the  expenditure  was  made  public;  when  any  por- 
tion was  appropriated  for  secret  services,  the  certificate 
of  the  President  of  the  fact  was  the  only  voucher  required. 
The  Senator  had  admitted  that  any  extraordinary  service 
gave  the  President  power  over  this  fund.  He  may  pay 
for  any  contingent  object;  or  may  borrow  the  amount,  to 
be  replaced  when  the  transaction  is  made  public.  Where, 
then,  was  the  necessity  for  an  appropriation  in  thb  case' 
It  was  not  pretended  that  the  fund  was  insufficient  to  meet 
the  requisition.  If  it  was,  the  proper  course  would  be  to 
increase  it. 

He  was  not  disposed  to  make  appropriations  for  ap- 
pointments during  the  recess.  He  aid  not  wish  to  encou- 
rage the  practice,  and  for  this  reason^  that  the  Senate  then 
becomes,  in  some  degree,  committed;  because,  when  the 
nomination  was  sent  in,  the  minister  was  already  abroad, 
and  engaged  in  the  duties  of  his  mission.  He  thought  it 
wrong  to  encourage  the  practice.  Mr.  Rives  was  appoint- 
ed during  the  recess.  It  was  a  proper  appointment,  and 
he  had  no  fault  to  find  with  it.  Both  the  nunisters  to  Eng^ 
land  were  appointed  during  the  recess.  This  ought  not 
to  be  encouraged.  It  was  right  that  the  Senate  should 
have  the  nominations  before  them  to  act  upon  without  any 
prejudice.  In  a  recent  case,  the  Senate  had  heard  it  said 
that  the  public  interest  was  put  in  jeopardy;  that  import- 
ant negotiations  were  pen<Ung;  that  tlfe  recall  of  a  minister 
might  be  deemed  cause  for  war.  This  ought  to  prevent 
the  Senate  from  continuing  the  practice.  In  cases  of 
death,  or  other  unexpected  contingency,  the  President 
baa  power  to  make  appointments  during  the  recess.  But 
whenever  he  exercises  this  power,  should  it  not  be  re- 
garded as  an  extraordinary  occurrence?  It  should  be  a 
case  of  a  vacancy  happening,  not  one  which  is  fore- 
seen, and  may  be  guaraed  against  in  the  ordinary  way. 
If  Mr.  Rives  is  to  come  home  during  the  recess,  in  virtue 
of  an  unlerstanding  with  the  President,  it  can  scarcely  be 
correct  to  say,  the  vacancy  happens,  and  the  President 
ought  not  to  make  any  appointment  unless  the  vacancy 
happens  during  the  recess;  and  when  it  does  so  happen, 
he  has  this  fund  to  go  to.  He  would  vote  for  striking  out 
the  appropriation. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  adverted  to  the  case  of  Mr.  Rush.  It 
was  understood  that  he  was  to  come  home*  and  provision 
was  made  for  his  successor.     This  had  not  been  consider 


Showing  that  the  average  of  the  four  first  years  after 
the  reduction  of  the  army  was  ten  roillions,  and  the  ave* 
rage  of  tiie  four  last  yean  above  thirteen  milTions,  being 
an  annual  increase  of  three  millions.  Thus  had  tlie  ex* 
penditures  of  the  Government  increased.  He  bad  pledged 
himself  to  present  to  the  Senate  a  fiill  and  explicit  account 
of  the  expenditures  of  this  Government;  and  lie  was  now 
enga^d  in  preparing  a  statement  of  every  particular  ex- 
penditure, under  every  separate  item.  He  had  been  at 
great  pains  to  possess  himself  of  this  information;  and 
when  he  had  reduced  it  to  an  exphcit  form,  he  intended 
to  call  for  estimates  next  year,  showing,  in  the  correspond- 
ing columns,  the  expenditures  of  previous  years.  It  was 
his  object,  in  all  cases,  to  obtain  tlie  why  and  wherefore 
of  every  expenditure.  Thus  abuses  might  be  checked. 
It  was  said  tne  Government  had  been  enlarging,  and  the 
population  was  increasing.  But  he  did  not  understand, 
exact]}',  how  the  increase  of  population  was  to  increase 
the  expenditures  of  the  Government.  Some  of  Our  ex- 
penses were  decreasing  of  themselves,  and  there  were 
others  which  did  not  require  to  be  enllirged.  The  pen- 
sions are  decreasing  anmudly  in  amount;  the  expenditures 
for  the  army  and  the  navy  are  not  on  the  increase;  and 
he  saw  no  reason  why  the  <Uploraatic  expenses  should  be 
increased,  or  those  of  the  judiciary:  although  he  was 
aware  that  the  latter  mOst  depend  on  drcumstances  which 
would  give  to  them  a  fluctuating  character. 

At  a  proper  time  he  proposed  to  submit  to  the  Senate 
resolutions  calling  for  detuls  of  information. 

As  to  the .  question  before  the  Senate,  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  had  said  that  the  appropriation  Ibr  this  out- 
fit might  be  made  at  this  or  the  next  session.  He  would, 
then,  prefer  that  it  should  be  made  at  the  next,  because 
ed  in  the  light  of  a  contingency.     Mr.  Rives  was  about  toliie  thought  it  proper  that  the  appointment  of  the  minis- 


return,  not  on  account  of  embarrassments,  but  for  the  sake 
of  his  health.  Paris  did  not  agree  witii  him  in  the  winter; 
and  he  had  determined  not  to  pass  another  winter  there, 
unless  the  public  service  rendered  it  necessary.  The  Fre- 
ndent  had  informed  the  Senate  that  nothing  but  a  contin- 
gency would  pr^ent  the  return  of  Mr.  Rives.  He  did 
not  wonder  that  gentlemen  on  the  other  ^e  threw  the 
President  on  the  contingent  fund,  because  they  bad  al- 


ways contended  that  he  ought  to  use  it;  but  he  wondered 
that  gentlemen  on  his  side  could  fall  into  the  error. 

He  referred  to  the  recommendation  by  Mr.  Jefferson 
of  specific  appropriations  for  any  object  susceptible  of 
speeification.  Here  was  a  specific  object,  and  a  specific 
appropriation  was  the  proper  course.  He  hoped  that 
those  who  did  not  desire  to  prevent  the  appmntment  of  a 
minister,  would  vote  for  the  appropriation* 

Mr.  HOLMES  remarked,  briefly,  on  the  nature  of  the 
coniingency  that  would  justify  the  President  in  resorting 
to  this  fund,  and  insisted  tiiat  this  case  Would  present  a 
contingency  of  that  character. 

Mr.  IIAYNE  expressed  his  gratification  at  some  of  the 
views  which  had  fallen  from  Senators  on  the  subject  of 
economy,  because  it  mi^t  be  productive  of  advantage  to 
tiie  country.  He  then  informed  the  Senate  that  he  had 
taken  great  pains  to  make  a  statement,  derived  from  offi- 
cial sources,  of  the  expenditures,  exclusive  of  the  public 
debt,  for  some  years  past.  From  that  statement  he  read 
the  following  extract: 

1822,  -        -        f9,87r,00O 

1823,  -        -  9,789,000 

Including  five  mil- 
lions under  the 
Florida  treaty. 


1824, 

15,750,000  \ 

• 

c 

1825, 

11,240,000 

1826, 

13,002,000 

1827, 

12,650,000 

1828, 

13,296,000 

1829, 

13,660,000 

1830, 

13,229,000 

ter  should  be  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the 
Senate,  unless  some  extraordinary  contingency  should  re- 
quire the  appointment  during  the  recess.  As  it  was  stated 
that  Ifr.  Hives  would  not  return  until  the  fall,  be  would 
rather  no  appointment  should  be  made  until  after  the 
commencement  of  the  sesnon. 

Mr.  SMITH  admitted  the  accuracy  of  the  statement 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Maine,  but  suggested  that,  as 
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the  pvntleman  wbb  not  in  Congress  in  1822,  1823,  he  was 
not  intimately  acquainted  with  some  circumstances,  which 
seemed  to  show  that  he  had  carried  his  statement  too  far 
back.  He  reminded  the  Senator  that,  about  that  time, 
there  had  been  a  recommendation  from  Mr.  Crawford  to 
appropriate  800,000  dollars  a  year  for  the  object  of  forti- 
6cation8.  That  had  been  continued  for  some  time.  The 
army  accounts  were  mostly  paid  off  by  1818.  When  Mr. 
Monroe  asked  for  a  loan  of  five  millions,  it  was  thought 
so  extraordinary  a  request,  that  Congress  immediately 
began  to  look  into  the  financial  concerns  of  the  country, 
and  to  cut  down  the  expenditures;  refusing  to  concur  in 
any  appropriation  which  could  be  done  without.  The 
appropriations  for  the  fortifications  were  reduced^  and 
other  Yents  for  money  were  closed.  The  first  four  years 
ought  not  to  be  counted.  Congress  went  on  cutting;down 
until  the  treasury  was  brought  into  a  sound  state.  Then 
the  expenditures  were  restored  to  their  accuston>ed  scale. 
When  there  was  money  in  the  treasury.  Congress  went 
up  to  the  estimates. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  stated  that  the  operations  of  Congress 
had  forced  extravagance  on  this  administration,  and 
checked  the  reforms  which  the  accounting  officers  at- 
tempted to  introduce.  He  asserted  that  a  resolution  of 
Congress  had  gone  so  fitf  as  to  cast  a  censure  on  an  ac 
counting  ofiicer  for  doing  according  to  his  construction  of 
the  law.  He  referred  to  the  cases  of  the  pay  of  the  offi- 
cers of  the  marine  corps,  and  of  the  foHciture  of  a  pen- 
alty exacted  from  a  navy  contractor,  in  illustration  of  his 
statements. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  stated  that  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
had  been  most  unfortunate  in  tlie  selection  of  the  cases 
on  which  he  relied,  to  prove  that  extravagance  had  been 
forced  on  this  administration  by  Congress.  They  were 
cases  of  extreme  hardship,  in  which  Congress  had  found 
it  necessary  to  interpose  their  power,  to  protect  indivi- 
duals from  oppression,  in  consequence  of  the  errors  of 
a  public  ofiicer.  He  was  willing  to  try  Congress  on  this 
arraignment  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia.  The  first  case 
had  reference  to  the  pay  and  emoluments  of  the  officers 
of  the  marine  corps.  It  had  been  the  uniform  practice 
of  the  Government  to  place  these  officers  on  a  footing 
with  other  officers.  This  was  always  considered  correct, 
until  a  Second  or  Third  Auditor  had  determined  other- 
wise. He  found  out  that  this  was  all  wrongs  that  the  law 
was  not  SO;  and  that  the  marines  were  not  entitled  to  this 
equality  of  footing.  What  did  Congress  do.^  They  pass- 
ed, without  a  dissenting  voice  in  either  House,  a  resolu- 
tion to  enforce  a  settled  joint  construction.  Was  Congress 
to  be  accounted  guilty  of  extravagance  for  this?  Was 
this  one  of  the  cases  of  retrenchment  which  the  country 
would  oppose?  He  thought  not.  It  was  a  case  where 
equity  was  defeated  by  a  technical  nicety  of  construction 
on  the  part  of  one  of  the  accounting  officers. 

What  was  the  other  case?  Some  contracts  had  been 
entered  into  with  the  commissioners  of  the  navy.  They 
contMned  a  stipulation  that  if  the  whole  of  the  articles, 
and  lumber  was  one,  were  not  delivered  by  a  certain  time, 
ten  per  cent,  was  to  be  retained  in  the  hands  of  the  com- 
missioners. Accident,  or  direction,  or  some  cause,  pre- 
vented the  delivery  in  time.  ISut  the  articles  were  subse- 
quently delivered,  and  received  by  the  commissioners. 
The  auditor  had  found  out  that  here  was  a  forfeiture  of 
the  ten  per  cent.  Was  this  one  of  the  acts  of  retrench- 
ment which  this  administration  wished  to  do,  but  which 
Congress  prevented?  Was  it  equity?  Was  it  law?  Was 
there  law  in  it?  Ought  not  the  forfeiture  to  be  waived 
in  this  case?  Was  not  such  the  practice  in  all  similar 
cases — in  all  cases  of  the  payment  of  bonds?  AAer  pay 
day,  when  payments  were  put  off  by  the  consent  of  parties, 
and  are  finally  received,  was  the  forfeiture  ever  enforced? 

Here  the  discussion  was  interrupted  by  a  message  from 
the  House  of  Representatives. 
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HOUSTON'S  TRIAL. 

The  Clerk  of  the  House  delivered  a  message  from  the 
Houses  requesting  of  the  Senate  that  leave  be  given  to 
four  of  the  members  of  this  body — Faux  Gbvkdt, 
Thomas  Ewing,  Albxahdsb  BucxiraR,  and  Johh  Tirroir, 
to  attend  the  House  of  Representatives  for  the  purpose 
of  giving  testimony  on  the  trial  of  Samuel  Houston,  now 
pendii>g  before  the  House  for  a  breach  of  privilege. 

The  Clerk  having  withdrawn, 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  that,  as  this  was  a  case  of  emer- 
gency, he  would  move  that  the  bill  be  laid  on  the  table; 
which  motion  was  agreed  to. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  leave  was  given  to  the 
Senators  named*to  attend  the  House  of  RepreseYitatives. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  then  moved  to  lav  the  appropriation 
bill  on  the  table,  as  the  Senate  would  probably  be  indis- 
posed to  proceed  with  the  consideration  of  the  bill  in  the 
absence  of  tlie  Senators.  He  withdrew  his  motion  for  a 
moment,  at  the  request  of 

Mr.  FORSYTH,  who  begged  leave  to  explain  that  he 
had  not  designed  to  impute  any  blame  to  Congress  for 
their  interference  as  to  the  navy  contracts.  But  he  wish- 
ed it  to  be  borne  in  mind  that  tlie  officer  was  correct  in 
his  interpretation  of  the  laws. 

Mr.  MANGUM  said  a  few  words  in  opposition  to  the 
practice  of  throwing:  responsibility  on  Congress  fi^r  the 
extravagance  of  the  administration.  He  regarded  the 
whole  party  as  responsible  for  the  acts  of  their  administra^ 
tion;  and  he  would  rather  see  the  man  he  supported  put 
down,  than  protected  behind  such  a  shield.  The  Presi- 
dent  might  mterpose  his  veto.  He  contended  that,  for 
many  years  past,  the  tendency  of  our  Government  had 
been  to  become  worse  and  worse;  and  if  he  and  the  other 
friends  of  the  administration  were  to  shelter  themselves 
under  the  idea  that  Congress  was  responsible,  it  was  the 
introduction  of  very  dangerous  principles.  He  thought 
tliis  remark  due  to  the  country  which  he  represented. 
He  must  have  shut  his  eyes  close  and  long,  not  to  have 
seen  that  the  Government  was  getting  worse. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  asked  whether  the  administration  were 
to  be  made  responnble  for  tlie  muldplication  of  pensions. 
Should  the  President  veto  the  law,  the  country  would 
immediately  ring,  from  one  end  to  the  other,  with  the 
cruelty  and  injustice  of  which  he  had  been  guilty  in  filch- 
ing the  little  pittance  from  these  unfortunate  persons. 
Every  Senator  knew  the  use  which  had  been  made,  to 
the  injury  of  the  President,  of  his  former  veto.  It  would 
be  founa  that  the  administration  were  in  a  minority  in 
some  of  the  cases.  Mr.  F.  moved  td  lay  the  bill  on  the 
table;  which  motion  was  carried  in  the  affirmative. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

FaisAT,  Apbxi.  20. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  stated  that  the  Senators  who  had  yes- 
terday obtained  leave  of  absence  to  attend  the  trial  of 
General  Houston,  had  received  permission  from  the  House 
to  return  to  the  Senate,  until  they  should  be  notified  that 
their  testimony  was  about  to  be  taken. 

VACCINATION  BILL, 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  moved  that  the  Senate  reconsider 
the  vote  by  which  the  bill  to  provide  for  the  vaccination 
of  the  Indians  had  been  ordered  to  a  third  reading.  The 
reason  assigned  for  this  motion  was,  that  the  amendments 
made  in  the  bill  were  such  as  to  take  away  all  its  effi- 
ciency. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS,  having  m^t  the  notion,  moved  to 
lay  it  on  the  table;  which  was  agreed  to. 

APPROPRIATION  BILL, 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  Government 
for  the  year  1832— the  question  being  on  concurring  with 
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the  Committee  of  the  Whole  in  striking^  out  the  appro- 
priation for  the  outfit  of  a  minister  to  Prance. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  said  he  regretted  that  the  Senate  had 
adjourned  yesterday  at  the  moment  he  had  risen.    His  apo- 
logy for  saying  a  word  on  this  subject  was  found  in  the 
example  of  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance. 
That  Senator  had  deplored,  in  very  strong  terms,  the 
continuance  of  a  debate  which  must  delay  the  passage  of 
this  bill,  so  necessary  to  meet  the  most  pressing  wants  of 
the  Government     We  had  all  yielded  to  his  pointed  re- 
monstrance, and  the  bill  was  going  on  without  a  word  of 
debate,  when,  on  calling  it  up  yesterday,  the  chairman, 
without  the  slightest  provocation,  rose  in  his  place,  and 
in  great  excitement  delivered  a  long  and  animated  argu- 
ment to  prove  the  extravagance  of  the  last  administration 
and  the  economy  of  this. 

[Mr.  SMITH  here  remarked  that  he  did  not  attempt  to 
show  extravagance  in  the  late  administration.  He  had  no 
such  object] 

Be  it  so,  said  Mr.  C.  Let  the  Senator  be  considered  as 
having  no  such  object  as  to  criminate  the  last  administra- 
tion, and  solely  to  design  the  vindication  of  the  present 
administration  from  the  charges  preferred  against  it.  He 
has  interrupted  the  regular  progress  of  this  highly  import- 
ant bill  to  present  this  labored  vindication. 

[Mr.  SMITH  here  said  he  had  not  labored.] 

Then,  said  Mr.  C,  it  must  be  conceded  that  the  Senator 
has  arrived  at  results,  and  exhibited  estimates  and  calcu- 
lations, without  labor;  which  certainly  no  other  member 
can  produce  without  an  examination,  and  with  labor,  too, 
amongst  the  documents  and  State  papers.  But  whether 
for  one  object  or  another— whether  with  labor  or  with- 
out—his collca^e,  disregarding,  in  his  own  practice,  the 
strong  admonition  by  which  he  had  proposed  to  regulate 
that  of  others,  had  challenged  this  debate.  It  was  not 
proper  to  allow  such  a  discussion  to  end  where  it  was. 
Mr.  C.  said  that  he  could  not  consent  to  permit  an  argu- 
ment which  he  deemed  so  fallacious,  to  go  out  to  the 
public  without  commentary.  Sir,  said  Mr.  C,  the  issue 
tendered  is  not  the  true  one.  Let  the  people  know  how 
this  matter  stands,  and  they  will  be  at  no  loss  to  find  a  right 
verdict,  and  give  a  correct  judgment.  What  is  the  true 
state  of  the  case?  The  last  administration,  pursuing  with 
honest  purpose,  and  by  accustomed  means,  the  best  inte- 
rests of  this  great  and  growing  nation,  were  cultivating 
all  the  sources  of  national  prosperity,  and  faithfully  exe- 
cuting the  legislative  will,  by  a  prudent  application  of 
the  resources  of  the  cotmtry,  which  the  representatives 
of  the  people  chose  to  place  at  their  disposal.  The  pub- 
lic debt  Wks  in  a  course  of  rapid  extinguishment,  the  de- 
fences df  the  country  were  extended,  the  fkcilities  of 
intercommunication  promoted,  the  great  branches  of 
public  prosperity  nurtured,  and  all  our  relations  at  home 
and  abroad  presenting  occasion  for  grateful  reflection. 
This  was  the  condition  of  things,  when  the  last  adminis- 
tration found  itself  assaileil  by  that  political  party  which 
roM  up  to  prostrate  it,  atxl  finally^  succeeded  in  ejecting 
it  from  office.  | 

Here,  sir,  said  Mr.  C,  [holding  up  the  book  containing 
the  retrenchment  report,]  here  is  tlie  text  from  which  that! 
party  drew  its  doctrines:  this  is  the  confession  of  faith j 
which  that  party  subscribed;  which  they  proclaimed  in ' 
six  thousand  copies  of  this  report  from  the  House  of  Re-1 
presematives,  and  three  thousand  from  the  Senate;  which  I 
they  published   in   every  city,  town,  village,  and  cross- j 
road,  in  the  Union,  and  reverberated  by  every  partisan  in 
the  country.     Now,  sir,  this  confession  of  faith  must  be 
the  criterion  by  which  this  party  is  to  be  tried.     The  pre- 
sent President  was  unanimously  elected  as  the  organ  who 
was  to  execute  all  their  projects.     He  was  not  slow  to 
assume  the  responsibility  imposed  upon  him.    In  his  open- 
ing message,  he  made  himself  sponsor  for  the  whole  party 
and  its  creed,  when  he  declared  that  '* retrenchment  and 


reform  were  inscribed  on  the  roll  of  Executive  duties  ia 
characters  too  legible  to  be  misunderstood.'* 

The  true  issue,  then,  is  not  whether  this  administration 
is  more  extravagant  than  the  last  If  it  be  aa  much  so,  thb 
text  book  will  denounce  it  as  unfit  to  possess  the  confideuce 
of  the  people.  It  would  be  no  difficult  proposition,  be 
believed,  in  a  proper  place,  to  establish  the  ftct  that  it 
had  expended  larger  sums  tlian  the  former  administration, 
to  effect  precisely  similar  objects;  bat  he  denied  the  ao- 
thority  of  the  adversary  party  to  make  thb  the  questioa. 
If  they  will  frankly  and  fully  concede  that  all  their  boasted 
pledges  of  *'  reform  and  retrenchment"  have  been  violat- 
ed—that, after  effecting  the  purpose  for  which  they  were 
engendered,  the  exputeion  from  office  of  their  pohlical 
adversaries,  they  are  forgotten,  or  admitted  to  be  hollow, 
empty,  unmeaning  sound,  without  substance — mhy,  then, 
we  ar«  prepared  to  meet  any  other  issue  that  may  be  ten- 
dered. Sir,  if  this  concession  ia  not  made,  it  is  due  to  sn 
abused  community,  it  is  due  to  those  who,  with  honest 
expectation  of  a  lair  and  full  execution  of  these  pledges, 
liave  raised  to  power  those  who  made  them,  to  prove,  as 
your  State  papers  and  records  will  prove,  that  evety  pro- 
nirse  and  profession  then  made  itf  not  only  broken  but  foN 
gotten,  and  that  now  resort  is  had  to  the  latne  and  impo> 
tent  plea  that  they  who  made  them  are  not  worse  tJisn 
those  whom  they  denounced.  To  the  book,  then-  The 
first  item  to  be  noticed  is  the  number  of  clerks  and  officers 
in  the  Executive  offices.  The  book — the  creed,  de- 
nounces these  Executive  Departments  as  recepucles  for 
idlers  and  superannuated  old  men — **  one  third"  more  in 
number  tlian  the  business  of  the  Government  required,  and 
some  of  them  **  invalid  pensioners,"  absolutely  ei\joying 
*'  sinecures;"  this  whole  Augean  stable  was  to  be  cleansed 
and  punfied.  Well,  sir,  how  has  the  practice  of  this  ad- 
ministration conformed  to  this  profession?  Are  the  clerks 
lessened  in  number?  No  sir,  not  only  not  diminished,  but 
actually  increased.  Are  their  salaries  lessened?  No,  sir, 
not  a  dollar;  on  the  contrary,  some  of  them  are  incr^ised 
by  this  bdl  now  under  discussion.  Some  of  the  ok!  and 
faithful  servants  who  had  passed  their  lives  in  these  offices, 
wliose  advancing  age  and  fixed  habita  had  unfitted  tbem 
for  otiier  employments,  have  been  removed,  it  is  true. 
Yes,  sir,  many  have  been  tlirown  upon  the  world  penny- 
less  as  they  were  blameless,  with  a  heartless  disregard  of 
their  misery  and  havoc  inflicted  upon  themselves,  their 
fortunes,  their  helpless,  dependent  fiimilies,  or  even  their 
well  earned  reputation.  But  why  ?  was  it  to  promote  real 
reform,  or  to  advance  the  public  good?  No,  it  was  to  let 
in  a  host  of  hungry  expectants  to  devour  with  greedy  ap- 
pet  te  their  share  of  tiie  people'^  substance— openly,  pub- 
licly announced  as  the  *^  spoils  of  victory. "  Yes,  sir,  your 
publ.c  offices,  created  for  the  good  of  the  people,  and  the 
only  purpose  of  which  should  be  to  effect  tliat  good,  and 
advance  the  general  welfiiie,  are  boldly  elsewhere  as  here 
on  this  floor  denominated  ^'spoils"  to  be  *' shared'' by 
**  victors."  Was  capacity,  was  fidelity,  was  patriotiam, 
or  useful  service  to  the  nation,  made  tiiu  criterion  of  merit, 
in  selecting  them  ?  Not  fit  all.  Instead  of  capacity  to  dis- 
charge the  duties  of  office,  the  candidate  urged  capacity 
to  obtain  votes;  instead  of  fidelity  in  the  perfbrioaiicc  of 
official  trust,  he  boasted  active  zeal  in  propagating  his 
political  tenets;  in  place  of  patriouc  devotion  to  the  coun> 
try,  or  useful  service  to  the  nation,  he  claimed  devotion 
and  efficient  service  to  his  pai*ty,  a  noisy,  indiscriminate 
adrair.tion  of  tlie  "Hero  of  New  Orleans,  "and  unsparing, 
reckless  condemnation  of  every. man  and  ^xery  rnvjuwre 
that  opposed  his  pretensions.  Tli^se,  and  dXtn  thi«(! 
alone,  were  the  successful  grounds  of  claim  to  proniuttun; 
and  the  degree  of  ele\-ation,  the  "  sliare  of  ine  spoils," 
was  proportionate  to  the  zeal  and  fury  which  the  partisaJi 
had  evinced  in  the  glorihcution  of  his  idol.  Many  ot  thOMf 
"victors"  \i^ere  so  utterly  destitute  uf  other  quid.ficaUtMW 
essentially  necessary,  tliat  their  own  pohtical  fnends,  yitld- 
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ing"  to  the  strong  and  just  popular  opinion,  were  obliged 
promptly  to  put  them  aside;  and  in  some  cases  the  President 
himself  has  been  compelled  to  turn  them  adrift  before  they 
had  fairly  tasted  the  fruits  which  they  fondly  anticipated  as 
their  promised  "reward." 

The  book — the  articles  of  faith— charge  against  the  late 
administration  a  wasteful  expenditure  in  the  diplomatic 
department.  Their  pledge  bound  them  to  a  retrench- 
ment.  How  have  they  redeemed  it?  Why,  sir,  by  re- 
calliDg  instantly  every  minister  then  abroad,  and  sending 
others  of  their  own  political  tenets,  at  an  immense  ex- 

Sense  of  money,  and  in  some  cases  at  the  sacrifice  of  other 
igh  considerations.  Was  this  because  tlie  public  inte- 
rest was  thereby  promoted?  Was  it  because  our  ministers 
were  not  qualified?  Was  it  because  they  had  evinced  a 
want  of  competent  talent,  or  of  patriotic  zeal,  indischarg. 
ing  their  duty?  Not  at  idl.  These  *<  spoils"  were  to  be 
distributed;  and  with  such  eager  haste  did  the  "  victors" 
claim  their  "reward,"  that,  in  the  case  of  the  Colombian 
Government,  General  Han*ison,  whose  name  and  reputa- 
tion is  fondly  cherished  by  the  nation,  was  recalled  before 
he  had  actuallY  reached  his  destination,  and  an  active  parti- 
san appointea  his  successor,  who  is  now  continued  a  full 
minister,  when  the  confederate  Government  to  which  he 
was  accredited  is  dissolved,  and  no  Government  exists 
bearin£^  even  its  name.  The  chairman  of  the  Finance 
Committee  says  that  **  the  services  have  been  commen- 
surate to  the  expenditures  in  this  administration."  Sir, 
this  is  not  in  the  book.  The  last  administration  said  the 
expenditures  were  honesthr  and  usefully  applied,  but  it 
did  not  arrest  the  crv  of  "retrenchment  and  reform." 
Bat  let  one  instance  illustrate  the  sort  of  services  which 
this  administration  considers  commensurate  to  large  ex- 
penditures. A  competent,  faithful  minister  to  Russia  was 
recalled.  A  distinguished  successor  taken  from  Virginia, 
was  appointed.  Besides  his  nine  thousand  dollars  outfit, 
and  nine  thousand  salary,  an  immense  expense  was  in- 
curred in  sending  him  out,  and  returning  his  predecessor. 
The  •'commensurate  services"  were  about  ten  days*  resi- 
dence in  Russia,  and  the  remaining  three  hundred  and 
fifty-five  were  passed  in  another  kingdom,  at  the  distance 
of  some  thousand  miles  from  the  scene  of  duty. 

The  book  asserts  the  necessity  of  "  abolishing  the  con- 
tingent fiind  for  missions."  It  was  supposed  to  be  tlie 
fruitful  source  of  mischief— controlled  solely  by  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Secretary,  and  altogether  unnecessary. 
Well,  sir,  how  stands  the  fact  in  reganl  to  this  item  ?  Has 
it  been  discontinued?  Not  at  all.  This  bill  appropriates 
thirty  thousand  dollars  for  this  fund.  Not  only  is  it  con- 
tinued under  this  "economical"  administration,  bat  an 
accumulated  sum  of  about  one  hundred  thousand  dollars 
allowed  to  the  late  administration,  and  not  expended  by 
them,  has  been  disbursedt  in  addition  to  appropriations 
made  since  they  came  into  power.  His  colleague  had 
used  harsh  language  in  reference  to  the  mode  of  compart* 
son  adopted  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  [Mr.  Foot.] 
It  was  not  his  intention  to  apply  towards  his  colleague 
any  offensive  expression;  but,  after  his  very  W'ano  lan- 
guage on  this  subject,  it  was  passing  strange  that  he  should 
refer  to  "appropriations"  for  "contingent  expenses  of 
foreign  intercourse,"  and  yet  omit  the  weightier  matter  of 
<*  disbursements;"  omit  to  say  one  word  about  the  accumu- 
lation which  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  proved  by 
the  public  documents.  His  colleague  haid  also  referred 
to  sundry  items  of  "  extraordinary  expenditures"  in  our 
diplomatic  concerns  during  the  present  administration; 
and  yet,  boasting  as  he  does  of  a  perfect  spirit  of  fairness, 
be  has  not  pointed  out  one  in  the  last  administration. 
Certainly  it  was  for  some  other  reason  than  that  the  docu- 
ments dui  not  show  it  Sir,  said  Mr.  C,  it  is  like  all  otiier 
of  the  large  professions  of  the  oarty  who  put  out  this 
"book.''  Indeed,  the  course  or  debate  here  u  a  con- 
fession of  the  total  failure  to^realize  the  pledge  which 


was  held  forth  and  paraded  even  in  the  shi4>e  of  an  "in- 
scription on  the  Executive  roll."  This  Executive  banner 
waived  high,  and  caught  the  fiiney  and  the  hopes  of  thou- 
sands by  its  alluring  motto,  "  retrenchment  and  reform." 
Crowds  gathered  to  the  standard,  and  overwhelmed  all 
resistance  to  the  march  of  those  who  had  unfurled  it. 
Having  effected  its  purpose  in  gaining  the  victory,  what 
are  its  "  rewards"  to  the  "  country" — ^to  the  "  whole  peo- 
ple .^'  Favorites  and  partisans  are  "  rewMtled;"  but  what 
does  the  "nation"  gain?  Why,  sir,  they  are  mocked 
and  evaded  when  they  demand  a  fulfilment  of  engage 
ments  made  by  this  party  text,  apd  reassumed  by  the  Ex- 
ecutive message.  Thev  are  now  told,  "  it  is  not  the  fiiuH 
of  tlie  Execuuve,  but  or  Congress,  that  so  large  expendi- 
tures are  disbursed;  the  President  must  execute  the  law, 
and  tlte  law  directs  the  expenditure."  The  people-*- 
the  deluded  people,  will  ask  if  the  Con^^ress  did  not  direct 
the  expenditures  in  Mr.  Adamses  administration-— if  he  >as 
not  bound  to  execute  the  law;  and  yet  it  did  not  prevent 
the  eternal  cry  of  "  reform  and  retrenchment."  They 
may,  and  probably.will,  also  ask  if  this  said  wicked  and  ex- 
travagant Congi*ess  had  not  been  brought  into  being  by 
the  same  party  which  elevated  the  Chief  Magistrate;  whe- 
ther, from  that  time  to  this,  his  political  friends  have  not 
formed  a  majority  in  both  branches  of  Congress.  Driven 
by  these  unwelcome  reminiscences,  the  administration  re- 
sorts to  this  humiliating  apology:  "Why,  we  are  not 
more  extravagant  than  our  predecessors!"  Sir,  this  plea 
cannot  be  sustained,  whether  issue  be  taken  upon  the  law 
or  the  fact.  It  does  not  lie  in  the  mouth  of  those  who 
heaped  unmeasured  censure  upon  the  last  administration 
fbr  waste  and  extravagance  now  to  erect  it  into  a  fiur 
standard  by  which  their  own  expenditures  are  to  b«  gm- 
duated.  But  if  they  could  be  permitted  to  shelter  them- 
selves under  such  a  defence,  the  fiusts  will  not  sustain  th'em. 
The  table  exhibited  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina* 
[Mr.  Uathx,]  prepared,  as  he  tells  us,  with  great  care 
and  accuracy,  gives  the  following  sums  as  the  total  ex- 

Eenditures,  exclusive  of  payments  on  account  of  the  pub- 
c  debt: 

For  1^825  -  -  -  ^11,490,459  94 

6  -  -  -  13,062,316  27 

7  -  -  -  12,653,095  6S 

8  -  -  -  13,296,041  45 

9  -  -  -  12,660,490  62 

30  -  -  -      13,229,633  33 

31  -  -  -      13,918,708  99 

Now,  sir,  let  it  be^niembered  that,  in  addition  to  these 
increased  and  increasing  expenditures*  there  should  be  a 
large  allowance  for  sums  which  bad  been  refused  for  that 
most  important  matter  of  internal  improvement.  A  ^s* 
tem  was  regularly  and  Kippily  progressing  under  the  last 
administration,  vitally  afiecting  the  whole  value  of  the 
country,  calling  into  useful  exercise  its  &culties  for  rapid, 
intimate,  and  profitable  intercommunication,  cementing 
its  various  and  distant  portionsi  binding  our  whole  peo- 
ple in  ties  of  vicini^  ana  consanguinity;  a  system,  to  pro^ 
mote  which  is,  in  my  humble  judgment,  one  of  the  most 
imperative  as  well  as  one  of  the  most  desirable  and  use- 
ful objects  ffiT  which  this  Government  was  organized. 
How  has  it  fared  with  this  "reforming,  retrenchment^* 
administration.  Reformed  into  astate  of  non-existence- 
lost  sight  of— abandoned — vetoed.  Yes,  sir,  at  one  sweeps 
a  lighthouse  bill,  involving  an  expenditure  of  half  a  mil- 
lion of  dollars*  the  disbursement  of  which  would  have 
left  traces  of  useful  improvement  scattered  through  all 
parts  of  the  Union  for  generatioas  to  come,  was  rejected. 
Your  turnpike  road  bill,  your  canal  biUsy  reje9ted.  And 
yet  your  total  expenditures  are  increased.  Are  the  sums 
thus  refused  to  useful  objects  made  to  swell  the  amount  of 
"  spoils"  and  "rewards"  distributed  to  favorites? 

Sir,  it  is  to  be  feared  this  "inscriptioa  on  the  Execu* 
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live  roll"  has  ceased  to  be  *«  Icgfible,"  or  possibly  it  may 
have  been  deposited  in  some  of  the  retired  departments 
of  an  Executive  office  by  one  of  those  who  came  in  as  a 
component  part  of  the    "unit  cabinet,"  and  that  his 
successor  has  not  yet  found  the  place  of  its  repose.    If  so, 
let  us  still  hope  that,  late  as  it  is,  we  shall  again  hear  of  it. 
Many  considerations  and  numerous  facts  invite  further 
discussion  {  but,  in  despite  of  the  challene^e  of  the  chair- 
man of  finance,  Mr.  C.  said  he  was  unwilling'  to  consume 
more  time.     He  would,  however,  add  one  word  in  regard 
to  one  of  the  cases  by  which  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Fobsyth]  had  illustrated  the  desire  of  the  Executive 
to  retrench,  and  the  practice  of  Congress  to  defeat  that 
desire.     The  other  case  had  been  fully  disposed  of  by  his 
friend  from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Wbbsteb,]  who  was  in- 
terrupted before  he  had  explained  the  navy  contract  for 
timber.     In  this  case,  it  was  true  that  Congress  had  pass- 
ed a  remedial  law,  and  in  terms,  and  in  a  manner,  to  imply 
dissatisfaction  at  the  course  of  the  auditor.     What  was 
the  caae^    A  contract  was  made  by  the  navy  commission- 
ers for  delivering  timber  at  a  certain  period,  and  reserv- 
ing, according  to  universal  usag^,  ten  per  cent.,  to  be  for- 
feited if  the  contract  were  not  executed  according  to  its 
letter.     The  contract  was  fikithfblly  executed  in  all  re- 
spects except  as  to  time.     To  the  extension  of  time,  the 
commissioners  made  no  objection.     The  service  was  not 
injured,  nor  was  any  one  injured.     The  navy  commission- 
ers, who  made  the  contract,  desired  to  pay  the  contractor 
the  price  of  his  materials,  or  appeal  to  the  Secretaries  of 
the  Navy  and  of  the  Treasury.     Both  were  of  opinion  it 
should  hie  paid;  but  the  Fourth  Auditor  objected,  and  the 
Prendent  agreed  with  the  auditor  that  the  law  enforced 
the  penalty,  because  a  short  time  had  expired,  more  than 
the  contract  allowed. 

The  contractor  brought  his  case  here,  and  (without  a 
dissentient  voice,  he  believed)  his -whole  price  was  or- 
dered to  be  paid.     Now,  sir,  il  this  the  magnanimous  ex- 
hibition of  liberality  which  becomes  a  great  Government? 
Is  this  administration  so  hard  run,  that,  while  it  is  continu- 
ing this  very  Fourth  Auditor's  office,  and  its  accompany- 
ing appendages,  which  the  book  told  us  was  created  for 
a  temporary  purpose  arising  out  of  the  last  war,  and  ought 
to  be  abolished;  while  it  is  paying  eighteen  thousand  dol- 
lars salary  for  ten  days'  services  of  a  minister;  while  it  is 
multiplying  clerks,  and  increasing  their  salaries,  that  it  is 
compell^  to  go,  for  proof  of  economy,  to  the  petty  ten 
per  cent*  on  a  little  contract~H;ompelled  to  enforce  the 
fetter  of  the  law,  even  if  it  be  the  letter,  to  exact  the 
"  pound  of  flesh"  against  an  honest  contractor,  whose 
materials  they  have  received,  and  now  have,  and  intend 
to  use?    It  is  an  illustration,  not  exactly  to  the  purpose 
intended  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  but  to  show  the 
course  of  this  administration;  and  proves,  to  use  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Senator  from  Missouri,  that,  <<  while  they 
are  saving  at  the  spigot,  they  are  wasting  at  the  bunghole." 
Mr.  CLAYTON,  of  Delaware,  said,  the  clause  in  the  bill 
under  consideration  provided  thirty-six  thousand  dollars 
for  outfits  of  ministers  to  Great  Britain,  Frapce,  and  Rus- 
sia, and  made  no  distinction  between  the  missions  to  those 
several  courts,  although,  in  point  of  fact,  they  all  stood 
on  different  grounds.     The  outfit  for  a  minister  to  Russia 
was  evidently  necessary.     A  vacancy  in  the  office  did  exist 
at  the  commenoeroent  of  the  session,  however  difficult  it 
may  be  to  say  when  it  commenced;  for  the  minister  to  that 
Government,  although  he  received  his  twenty-two  thou- 
sand five  hundred  dollars,  for  ten  days'  rendence  in  Rus^ 
tta,  as  the  Senator  from  Maryland  had  stated,  was  held  to 
be  a  minister  near  that  Government,  during  his  residence 
in  England.     In  regard  to  that,  however,  it  was  sufficient, 
for  the  present  purpose,  to  know  officially,  as  the  Senate 
did,  that  the  vacancy  had  happened,  and  had  been  filled 
by  their  advice  and  consent.     They  knew,  too,  by  official 
documents,  and  by  their  own  act  in  rejecting  the  minister 


to  Great  Britain,  tliat  the  vacancy  in  that  office  depended 
on  no  casualty  or  unforeseen  contingency,  demanding  or 
justifying  a  draft  on  the  contingent  fund  provided  by  this 
bill.  However  objectionable,  tlierefore,  the  exerdse  of 
the  President's  power  of  appointment  may  really  be, 
should  that  power  be  exercised  in  appointing  a  minister 
to  Great  Britain  during  the  recess  of  the  Senate,  and  in 
contempt  of  its  advice,  the  case  of  the  new  outfit  to  France 
rested  on  different  principles,  and  he  requested  the  at- 
tention of  the  members  of  the  Senate  to  the  distinction. 

We  have  no  official  information,  said  Mr.  C,  that  the 
present  minister  to  France  has  been  recalled.  Nay,  we 
have  no  information  even  to  show  us  that  a  vacancy  will 
happen,  cither  during  the  session,  or  in  the  recess  of  this 
body.  If  the  chairman  of  tlie  Committee  on  Finance, 
who  reported  this  bill,  has  any  such  information,  it  should 
be  laid  before  us,  that  we  may  see  how  fai*  the  letter  or 
the  spirit  of  tlie  constitution  will  justify  a  specific  appro- 
priation, to  enable  the  President  to  send  a  new  minister 
to  Paris,  without  consulting  his  constitutional  advisers. 
The  gentleman  from  Georgia  adverted  to  information  on 
this  subject,  which  reached  us  through  no  official  chan- 
nel, that  the  climate  of  Paris  did  not  agree  with  Mr.  Bivea, 
and  that  he  might  request  to  be  recalled.     But — 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said  there  was  an  official  letter  in  the 
possession  of  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  he  had  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of 
State  on  this  subject,  which,  he  thought,  had  been  laid 
before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  replied  that  it  was  the  first  time  he 
had  heard  of  it,  and  desired  it  might  be  read. 

It  was  read  accordingly,  and  was  as  follows: 
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'<  Saxubl  Smith,  Esq., 

**Chairtnan  Commitieton  Finance,  Senaie. 

"Department  of  State, 

"  Washington,  24ih  Feb.  183: 

**  Sik:  I  have  just  received  the  President's  direction  to 
inform  you,  that,  as  circumstances  may  require  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  minister  to  England,  and  as  Mr.  Rives,  our 
minister  in  France,  has  made  a  requeat  of  leave  to  return, 
which  the  reasons  he  has  urged  may,  at  a  future  period, 
induce  the  President  to  grant,  an  appropriation  for  out- 
fits, in  both  cases,  may  become  necessary  before  the  next 
session  of  Congress,  in  ord^r  to  meet  those  contingencies, 
should  they  occur. 

*<By  some  inadveilence,  the  estimate  for  the  outfit 
and  salary  of  a  charge  d'affaires  to  Naples  has  been 
omitted. 

**  I  am,  sir,  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

"EDWARD  LIVINGSTON" 

Mr.  CLAYTON  requested  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
to  the  terms  of  fliis  letter.  It  is  evident,  said  he,  from 
the  official  document,  that  the  specific  appropriation  for 
this  outfit  is  asked  for,  not  on  the  statement  of  any  certain 
fact,  from  which  the  department  knows  that  a  vacancy 
will  or  must  occur  in  the  recess,  but  on  the  bare  supposi- 
tion that  it  may  happen.  The  letter  merely  contem- 
plates a  condngency,  or  casualty,  upon  the  occurrence  of 
which  the  appointment  of  a  new  minister  may  be  made. 
This  bill  now  contains  one  appropriation  of  thirty  thou- 
sand dollars,  to  defray  "the  contingent  expenses  of  all 
the  missions  abroad;"  and  one  other  appropriation  of 
thirty  thousand  dollars,  to  defray  "the  contingent  ex- 
penses of  foreign  intercoiwse" — thus  giving,  already,  sixty 
thousand  dollars  to  pay  the  expenses  arising  from  con- 
tingencies in  the  management  of  our  foreign  relations. 
Out  of  this  fund,  the  outfits  of  ministers,  appointed  in  the 
recess,  agfreeably  to  the  constitution,  have  been  always 
defrayed.  The  only  cases  in  which  the  President  is  au- 
thorized to  appoint  ministers,  without  first  aakmg  the  ad- 
vice and  consent  of  the  Se;iate,  are  clearly  pointed  out  m 
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the  constitution:  "The  President  shall  have  po^er  to 
fill  up  all  vacancies  that  may  happen  durine  the  recess  of 
the  Senate,  by  granting  conunissions,  which  shall  expire 
at  the  end  of  their  next  session.**  The  present  minister 
to  Great  Britain  was  appointed  by  this  jiutliority  only,  and 
his  commis»on  will  continue  till  the  end  of  this  session, 
unless  he  be  recalled,  although  he  was  rejected  by  the 
Senate  three  months  ago.  His  appointment  for  such  a 
length  of  time,  without  the  consent  of  the  Senate  to 
supply  the  vacancy  occasioned  by  the  return  of  his  pre- 
decessor, can  be  justified  on  no  other  ground  than  'this, 
tiiat  the  return  of  that  predecessor  was  during  the  last  ses- 
sion of  the  Senate,  unforeseen,  and  was  strictly  a  casualty, 
or  contingency,  happening  while  the  Senate  was  not  in 
session,  and  under  circumstances  requiring  a  temporary 
appointment,  lest  the  public  interest  might  suffer  before 
the  consent  of  the  President's  constitutional  advisers  could 


tute  of  foundation,  that  arrangement  having  been  made  in 
direct  violation  of  our  law,  yet  we  niav  easily  conceive,  from 
what  has  been  said  on  that  subject,  that  should  an  appoint- . 
menl  to  Fnince,  equally  objectionable,  be  made  in  the  next 
recess,  we  should  be  held  committed  to  all  its  conseouen- 
ces  by  this  very  appropriation.     It  is  time  for  this  body 
to  look  with  extreme  circumspection  to  every  act  it  may 
pass,  which  can  by  possibility  be  construed  into  a  sanction 
of  any  abuse  of  Executive  power.     By  encouraging  in  this 
manner  the  appointment  of  ministers  in  the  recess,  we 
may  make  ourselves  parties  to  that  very  provision  of  the 
constitution  in  this  respect,  which  has  been  the  subject  of 
just  complaint  for  the  last  three  years.     The  exercise, 
nay,  the  very  abuse  of  this  power,  is  always  held  an  argu- 
ment in  its  favor.     In  the  discussion  on  the  nomination  of 
the  minister  to  Great  Britain,  we  were  told  of  the  loss  of 
money  and  the  dishonor  to  our  foreign  relations  which 


be  asked.     But  can  it  now  be  contended  here  that  the!  would  attend  his  recall;  and  the  strongest  argument  in  fii 


President  has  the  right  to  create  a  vacancy  in  a  public  of- 
fice during  the  recess,  merely  to  fill  that  vacancy  with 
any  one  whom  he  may  select,  before  the  commencement 
of  the  session  of  this  body'    Is  it  pretended  by  any  one 
here,  that  when  we  have  gone  home,  he  can,  without  the 
occurrence  of  any  contingency  causing  a  vacancy,  make  a 
vacftncy  in  an  office,  with  no  other  object  than  to  fill  it  till 
the  end  of  tiie  next  session?    Where  now  are  all  those 
who  so  strenuously  resisted  every  pretence  of  the  existence 
of  such  a  power  in  the  hands  of  the  last  administration } 
If  they  are  disposed  to  ground  the  arms  which  they  then 
flourished  in  defence  of  the  constitution,  and  in  defiance 
of  the  Executive,  may  we  not  be  indulged  w'.th  a  hearing 
of  the  reasons  for  their  sudden  defection  from  the  cau&e 
they  then  so  warmly  espoused?    I  rest  my  opposition  to 
this  specific  appropriation  at  this  time,  distinctly  upon  the 
ground  that  the  return  of  Mr.  Rives  is  not  certain,  but  de- 
pendent only  on  a  contingency — ^that,  in  this  aspect  of  that 
case,  no  specific  appropiiation  ought  to  be  made,  as  the 
outfit  ought  to  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent  fiind,  which 
no  one  pretends  is  insufficient  for  this  and  all  other  lawfiil 
purposes — ^that,  by  making  the  appropriation  specific,  we 
admit  the  necessity  of  it  now,  before  we  know  that  it  will 
ever  be  demanded,  and  we  thereby  admit  the  right  of  the 
Prendent  to  recall  the  minister.  We  shut  our  own  mouths, 
and  forestall  the  salutiiry  action  of  this  body,  should  he 
improperly  make  this  vacancy  to  fill  it  in  the  recess,  in  con- 
tempt of  this  body.     If  the  vacancy  be  now  seen  to  be  ne- 
cessary, let  the  Uct  be  announced;  let  the  nomination  of 
Mr.  Rivea's  successor  be  made  at  this  session,  tliat  we  may 
judge  of  its  propriety;  and,  having  done  that,  we  will  vote 
the  appropriation  without  a  murmur.     But  if  the  vacancy 
be,  as  it  now  appears,  entirely  contingent,  or  even  if  it  be 
an  event  certain  to  occur  in  the  recess,  and  we  should  be 
informed  that  no  nomination  is  to  be  made  to  the  Senate 
this  session,  when  you  ask  me  for  the  money,  I  tell  you  to 
go  to  the  contingent  fund,  which  has  on  former  occanons 
been  resorted  to  to  meet  the  event.     If,  at  the  next  ses- 
tton,  the  Executive  shall  nominate  a  minister  to  the  Se- 
nate, appointed  in  the  recess  ex  neeemiate  to  meet  such  a 
contingency  as  the  constitution  contemplates,  and  accord- 
ing to  the  settled  construction  of  the  words  *<  happening 
during  the  recess,"  we  shall  of  course  confirm  the  nomi- 
nation.    But  we  shall  then  stand  untrammelled  by  any  ad- 
mission, on  bur  part,  that  such  a  contihgency  has  happened, 
should  we  think  the  constitution  violated,  either  in  its  spirit 
or  its  letter.     We  shall  not  then  be  met  by  the  objection, 
that  we  have  acknowledged  both  the  expediency  and  the 
necessity  of  the  appointment,  by  expressly  appropriating 
an  outfit  for  it.     We  have,  sir,  been  taught  a  useful  lessOn 
on  this  object  already.     We  have  been  met  by  pretences 
that  our  previous  legislation  in  1830  sanctioned  the  mode 
of  arranging  the  colonial  trade,  for  which,  among  other 
causes,  we  have  rejected  the  present  minister  to  Great 


vor  of  his  confirmation  >wa8  the  fact  that  he  had  already 
been  appointed  without  our  consent,  and  had  actually  left 
the  countT}'.  I  will  not  step  a  foot  fiirther  in  these  mat- 
ters until  I  know  where  you  would  lead  me.  I  have  no 
confidence  of  the  future  from  the  past,  to  justify  me  in 
lending  my  vote  to  aid  in  the  appointment  of  officers  with- 
out the  constitutional  prerequisite  of  the  advice  of  the  Se- 
nate of  the  country.  This  appropriation  will  take  away 
from  those  who  vote  for  it  the  untrammeUed  right  of  judg- 
ing at  the  next  session  of  the  existence  of  that  stern  neces- 
sity, without  which  no  President  can  ever  constitutionally 
fill  this  appointment  in  the  absence  of  the  Senate. 

The  argument  urged  here  on  a  former  occasion  by  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia,  [Mr.  Fobstth,]  to  sustain  this 
measure,  that  the  contingent  fund  is  not  answerable  for 
tliis  outfit,  is  neither  sustained  by  the  past  usage  of  the 
Government,  nor  by  the  known  sentiments  and  acts  of  those 
who  now  administer  its  laws.     The  fund  has  been  drawn 
upon  again  and  again,  not  only  to  meet  contingencies,  but 
even  to  meet  vacancies  created  by  the  President  and  filled 
in  tlie  recess.     In  the  session  of  1830, 1  objected,  in  debate 
here,  not  only  to  the  abuse  of  the  power  of  appointment 
in  these  very  eases,  but  to  the  existence  of  any  right  in  the 
President  to  put  his  hand  into  this  part  of  the  strong  box 
to  pay  outfits  of  ministers  appointed  by  him  to  fill  vacan- 
cies created  for  party  purposes.     In  the  year  1829,  our 
whole  diplomatic  corps  was  recalled  immediately  after  the 
Senate  adjourned;  and  although  no  appropriation  such  as 
this  had  at  that  time  been  made  by  Congress  for  new  out- 
fits, yet  the  contingent  fund  for  missions  abroad  was  ex- 
hausted in  paying  them,  and  more  than  forty  thousand 
dollars  were  expended,  for  which  no  appropriation,  either 
specific  or  contmgent,  had  been  made.     I  thought  ibis  a 
violation  of  that  clause  in  the  constitution  which  directs 
that  no  money  shall  be  drawn  from  the  treasury  but  by 
law.     I  think  so  still.     The  contingent  fund  for  foreign 
missions  was,  in  my  judgment,  not  intended  to  meet  such 
expenses,  because  they  were  not  incurred  by  any  neces- 
sity, conUngency,  or  casualty,  happening  cither  in  session 
or  out  of  session.     They  were  incurred  to  pay  outfits  and 
salaries  of  ministers  appointed  to  supply  vacancies  created 
by  the  will  of  the  President,  and  without  cause.     This  ar- 
gument was  then  met  by  the  distinguished  gentleman  who 
now  fills  the  office  of  Secretary  of  State,  and  who  was  at 
that  time  an  able  advocate  oi  the  administration,  repre- 
senting, in  part,  the  State  of  Louisiana  on  this  floor.     He 
defended  the  right  of  the  President  to  draw  on  the  contin- 
gent fiind  in  any  case  of  appointment  to  fill  a  vacancy, 
whether  happening  in  the  recess  or  created  in  the  recess. 
He  avowed  that  the  money  overdrawn  after  exhausting 
that  fund,  was  well  borrowed  from  another  fund,  and  that 
the  Executive  could  do  this  without  specific  appropriation 
— and  without  law.     I  have  his  argument  on  that  occasion 
ready  for  the  inspection  of  all  wlio  think  the  Government 


Britain.     And,  although  these  pretences  are  utterly  desti- 1  scrupulous  about  the  right  to  draw  on  this  contingent  fund 
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for  the  outfit  of  a  new  minister  to  Fmnce;  and  as  the  ad 
ministration  of  these  funds  by  the  jipentleman  who  now  pre 
sides  over  our  foreign  affairs,  is  the  subject  of  considera 
tion,  I  claim  it  as  an  authority  of  no  ordinary  character  to 
settle  this  controversy. 

The  ^ntleman  from  Maryland  [BIr.  Chambsbs]  has 
met  the  argument  of  his  colleague  on  the  subject  of  ex- 
penditures  by  the  Government,  by  a  remark  to  which  the 
attention  of  the  people  of  this  country  at  this  time  ought 
to  be  particularly  directed.  Before  I  advert  to  it,  how- 
ever, let  me  premise  that  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Finance,  [Mr.  Smith,!  in  the  discussion  yesterday, 
compared  the  expenses  of  this  administration  with  those 
of  tne  last,  and  sought  to  show  us  that  if  those  same 
pledges  of  retrenchment  and  reform  which  were  given  on 
the  4th  of  Marchj  1829,  in  the  eastern  portico  of  wis  capi- 
tol,  had  not  been  all  redeemed,  yet  the  expenses  of  the 
Government  were  not  more  than  thev  had  been  before 
that  memorable  day.  The  deeds  and  the  very  expendi- 
tures of  the  last  administration,  reviled  and  persecuted  as 
it  was,  are  now  made  the  standard  of  excellence;  and  the 
only  boast  of  those  who  then  told  us  that  the  task  of  re- 
form was  inscribed  on  the  list  of  Executive  duties  in  cha- 
racters too  legible  to  be  misunderstood,  now  is,  that  they 
have  not  been  more  extravagant  than  their  predecessors. 
The  chairman  agrees  that  the  statement  of  these  expendi- 
tures, yesterday  made  by  the  gentleman  from  South  Caro- 
lina, [Mr.  Hathx,]  is  correct.  Here  then  is  a  chance  for 
comparison,  of  which  we  have  never  yet  been  able  to  avail 
ourselves  in  debate  with  the  honorable  chairman,  because, 
upon  the  correctness  of  other  statements  of  expenditures, 
(particularly  the  diplomatic, )  we  have  disagreed.  But,  for 
the  sake  of  the  argument  now,  let  us  take  the  report  of 
the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  which  the  chairman 
tells  us  is  correct. 

Mr.  C.  then  read  the  statement  submitted  by  Mr. 
Hathb,  of  the  appropriations  and  expenditures  from  1822 
to  1830,  inclusive. 

The  expenditures  were — 

r  Deducting  five  mil* 
In  1824^        -        110,750,000-^     lions  for  the  Flo- 

(^    rida  treaty. 


1825, 

11,240,080 

1826, 

13,002,000 

1827, 

12,650,000 

1828, 

13,296,000 

1829, 

13,660,000 

1830^    - 

13,229,000 

The  present  administration  came  into  power  on  the  4th 
of  March,  1829.  The  gentleman  from  Georgia  seems  to 
consider  the  expenditures  of  that  year  as  not  properly 
chargeable  to  the  party  in  power.  1  suppose  because  two 
monUis  of  the  year  had  rolled  away  before  the  inaugura- 
tion. And  yet  the  same  gentleman  informed  us  that  die 
party  in  Con^ss  was  alone  responsible  for  expenditures; 
not  die  President.  Judging  the  party  by  its  acts  in  Con- 
gress, pray  will  he  tell  me  why  it  is  not  answerable  for  the 
expenditures  of  1828?^  It  had  a  majority  during  the  ses- 
sion, when  the  appropriations  for  the  expenses  of  that  year 
were  made  greater  in  both  Houses  than  it  has  ever  had 
since;  and  if,  as  he  says,  it  is  responsible  for  the  acts  of 
its  members  in  Congress  only,  why  should  it  now  be  per- 
mitted to  evade  the  responsibility  of  its  appropriations 
made  at  that  session?  Without  subscribing  to  the  gentle- 
man's doctrine  of  the  irresponsibility  of  him  who  availed 
himself  of  these  appropriations  to  make  these  expenditures, 
I  deny  that,  on  his  own  ground,  the  gentleman  and  his 
friends  can  escape  the  expenditures  of  1829.  The  last 
administration  could  not  have  expended  this  money.  The 
appropriation  bills  were  passed,  immediately  before  the 
present  Executive  came  in,  by  his  own  friends,  and  the 
expenditures  of  that  year  were  peculiarly  those  of  him 


who  told  us  how  necessary  it  was  to  reform  the  abuies  of 
his  predecessors. 

Mr.  Adams  came  in  on  the  4th  of  March,  1825,  and  the 
expenses  of  his  tVo  first  years,  by  tliis  same  statement, 
are  actually  two  million  six  hundred  and  forty-seven  tboo- 
sand  dollars  leas  than  those  of  1829,  '30,  the  two  first  yesn 
of  the  party  now  in  power!  Those  of  1831  are  not  given 
with  accuracy  yet,  but  it  is  admitted,  on  all  hands,  that 
they  are  at  least  six  hundred  thouaand  dollars  beyond  the 
expenses  of  any  year  before  1829. 

I  come  now  to  the  remark  of  the  gentleman  before  noe, 
[Mr.  Chajcbbbs.I  Your  administration  has  cut  up  the 
system  of  internal  improvement  by  the  roots!  Your  Pre- 
sident, in  1830,  put  his  veto  on  a  bill,  stopping  appropria. 
tions  to  the  amount  of  half  a  million,  fbr  tjie  benefit  of  the 
country;  and  on  the  Rockville  road  bill,  the  Maysrille 
road  bill,  the  Louisville  and  Portland  canal  bill:  thui 
checking  all  other  measures  of  internal  improvement  in 
every  section  of  the  Union  where  they  were  demande(i 
Not  so  witii  the  last  administration.  They  turned  their 
faces  against  no  measure  having  for  its  object  the  nationil 
welfare,  and  the  improvement  of  the  country*.  They 
were,  therefore,  denounced  as  prodigal  spendthrift  of  the 
public  money;  and  their  opponents^  crying  from  the  hooie- 
tops  "  retrenchment  and  refonn»"  came  into  power  by 
means  of  their  professions  on  that  occasion.  Where  now 
are  those  who  sounded  the  tocsin  and  put  the  country  ia 
an  uproar,  because  of  the  alleged  extravagance  of  those 
who,  in  1825  and  1826,  adminutered  the  afiairs  of  thii 
Union?  I  ask  those  who  now  entreat  us  to  relieve  the 
consumption  of  the  country  from  unnecessary  exaction^ 
what  have  you  gained  by  the  change  ?  You  asMsted  to  tetr 
down  the  whole  system  of  internal  improvement,  by 
which,  under  the  auspices  of  the  last  administratioo,  our 
rivers  were  cleaned  of  obstructions,  and  our  country  was 
intersected  with  roadajuid  cuials.  You  desired  this  as  *'a 
consumnMition  devoutly  to  be  wished  for."  But  have  the 
public  expenditures  been  diminished?  Not  so.  Not  so. 
The  **  retrenchment"  is  more  extravagant  than  the  ex* 
penses  you  desired  to  retrench.  Nothing  is  more  clear 
than  that  these  expenditures  have  increased^  and  are  in* 
creasing,  notwithstanding  the  country  has  lost  .the  bene6t 
of  the  usual  appropriation^  from  its  own  funds,  for  inter- 
nal improvement.  To  all  such  of  these  advocates  of  reform 
as  were  sincere  in  the  opinions  they  formerly  professed, 
I  therefore  say,  come  forth,  and  aid  us  in  attempting  to 
relieve  the  country  from  unnecessary  burdens,  in  every 
instance  where  it  can  be  done  consistently  with  the  inte* 
rest  and  honor  of  the  nation.  Each  man  reserving  to  him- 
self his  proper  opiniona  of  other  things,  let  us  co-operate 
in  the  good  work  of  pruning  away  unnecessary  appropria- 
tions, and  let  the  countiy  have  the  full  benefat  of  ths 
results  of  our  co-operation  in  that  cause. 

Mr.  F0RSY1*H  said  that,  if  any  thing  could  be  saved 
to  the  Government  by  striking  out  the  appropriation,  the 
arjpiment  would  be  good.  But  there  would  be  no  saving 
ofmoney.  Soroel^ntlemen  were  of  the  opinion  that  the 
application  of  the  contingent  fund  would  be  P'^P^ 
while  others  held  a  different  opinion.  It  was  undentood 
that  Bfr.  Rives  had  requested  permission  to  vetum  home. 
The  President  contemplated  such  a  contingency)  ss  he 
had  done  in  regard  to  the  minister  to  London.  It  was  of 
no  importance,  in  p<Mnt  of  economy,  whether  the  appn^ 
priation  was  made  .now,  or  was  postponed  till  the  next 
session.  If  tlie  amount  should  be  taken  from  the  contin- 
gent fund,  it  must  be  replaced  at  the  next  session.  He 
would  postpone  any  comparison  between  the  expenaea  of 
the  two  administrations.  But  he  could  show,  at  a  fl[l*<>^* 
Ihat  the  expenditures  of  1830  were  less  than  those  of  1»9, 
by  400,000  dolUrs.  When  a  proper  time  should  sinr«» 
he  should  be  willii^  to  go  into  an  ejuumnadon  of  these 
expenditures  and  their  cauaea. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  repUed— with  all  my  heart!  and  when- 
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ever  that  conipariaon  of  expenditures  shall  be  justly  made, 
the  truth  will  stand  brightly  out  in  favor  of  those  who 
were  formerly  rendered  obnoxious  to  public  opinion  by  a 
&lse  cry  of  prodigality.  The  expenditures  of  1829  did 
exceed  those  of  1830,  as  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  has 
alleged,  by  the  sum  uf  four  hundred  and  thirty-one  thou- 
sand dollars.  But  the  gentleman  shows  no  reason,  and  can 
show  none,  why  the  expenditures  of  1829  should  be  de- 
bited to  the  last  administration.  As  I  have  stated,  so  I 
repeat,  that  those  expenditures  were  made  by  tlie  present 
Executive,  in  pursuance  of  appropriations  made  by  his  own 
friends,  constituting  a  lar^  majority  in  Congress,  on  the 
very  eve  of  his  inauguration;  and  the  gentleman's  argu- 
ment to  shield  the  President  is,  that  the  majority  of  Con- 
gress is  alone  responnble  for  these  expenditures.  Be  it 
so  considered,  merely  for  the  sake  of  the  argument;  but 
how  do  you  escape  by  it  from  the  charge  of  these  expen- 
ditures in  1829?  It  i&  true  that,  at  the  session  of  1829,  the 
doctrine  of  the  '*  Maysville  message"  did  not  preva  I.  In- 
ternal improvements  were  then  held  to  be  'both  constitu- 
tional and  expedient,  and  appropriations  for  the  purpose 
of  making  roads  and  canals  to  the  amount  of  mM*e  than  the 
difference  between  the  expenses  of  1829  and  1830  were 
then  made.  In  the  succeeding  year,  (1831,)  the  career 
of  these  improvements  was  arrested:  the  lighthouse  bill, 
containing  appropriations  to  the  amount  of  half  a  million, 
was  disapproved  and  rejected  by  the  President,  as  it  was 
believed  at  the  time,  because  it  contained,  an  appropria- 
tion of  only  $40,000  to  clear  out  the  entrance  to  the  Che- 
sapeake and  Delaware  canal — an  Executive  measure  un-- 
precedented  in  the  history  of  the  country.  Yet,  in  that 
very  year,  nottiv^ithstanding  all  these  retrenchments,  cut- 
ting up  the  system  of  improvements,  you  now  acknow- 
ledge an  expenditure,  exclusive  of  the  public  debt,  of 
$13,229,000!  In  reference  to  the  particular  question  be- 
fore ua,  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  has  said  that  if  the 
Senate  refused  to  g^ant  this  outht  to  France,  nothing 
could  be  saved,  as  the  President  could  go  to  the  contin- 
gent fund.  Very  good.  Let  him  resort  to  it,  and  take 
the  responsibility  of  deciding  on  the  necessity  of  doing  so. 
It  is  not  denied  but  the  fund  is  large  enough  for  the  pur- 
pose, if  the  necessity  justifies  him  in  touching  it.  We  do 
not  propose  to  diminish  the  amount  of  that  fund,  nor  does 
the  gentleman  propose  to  do  so.  It  stands,  **  for  contin- 
gencies thirty  thousand  dollars."  But  if  the  specific  ap- 
propriation of  $9,000  for  this  outfit  to  France  be  lef\  in 
the  bill,  that  fund  ought  to  be  reduced  to  $21,000.  Would 
the  gentleman  agree  to  that?    No,  sir;  not  at  all. 

Whenever  the  honorable  gentleman  shall  think  proper 
again  to  venture  upon  a  comparison  of  the  past  and  pre- 
sent expenditures,  such  as  he  has  now  proposed  to  defer 
to  some  distant  day,  it  will  appear,  as  it  appears  now,  that 
sU  those  high  sounding  pledges  and  vaunts  of  economy, 
made  formerly  for  political  effect,  have  been  succeeded 
by  a  course  of  expenditure  more  Uivish  and  prodigal  (be- 
cause  uncalled  for  in  so  many  instances  by  the  real  wants 
of  the  country)  than  has  been  known  before  in  the  history 
of  this  Government. 

Mr.  n^AZEWELL  said  that  he  should  vote  new  as  he 
voted  in  the  committee,  unless  the  official  document,  show- 
ing the  actual  occurrence  of  the  vacancy,  were  placed  on 
the  files  of  Uie  Senate.  If  it  were  officially  shown  tliat 
there  was  now  a  vacancy,  he  would  be  willing  to  vote  the 
appropriation.  But  he  must  have  the  fact  standing  on  re- 
cord here,  in  perpetuam  rei  memoriam,  that  such  was  the 
fact.  His  j  udgment  on  this  matter  had  been  long  formed, 
and  was  not  now  to  be  shaken.  For  these  six  years,  ay, 
these  seven  years,  he  had  cherished  the  faith,  in  which  he 
should  die — that  no  President  shall,  during  tlie  recess,  fill 
a  vacancy  which  occurred  during  the  session.  If  the 
vacancy  were  now  put  on  record  by  the  official  act  of 
the  Executive,  he  would  vote  for  the  outfit;  and  if  not,  he 
would  vote  against  any  minister  who  might  be  appointed 


during  the  recess,  though  he  were  his  father,  his  brother, 
or  his  dearest  friend. 

He  professed  to  have  no  wish  to  pry  into  the  Executive 
records.  He  had  no  desire  to  open  the  portefeuille  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  or  the  bureau  of  the  President,  to  see 
whether  Mr.  Rives  had  been  recalled  or  not.  He  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  that.  It  was  enough  for  him  to  know 
that  Mr.  Rives  was  still  in  France.  He  was  wiUingto  un- 
derstand this — ^that  the  contingency  might  happen,  or 
might  not  happen.  .  If  die  contingency  should  occur  du- 
ring the  recess,  it  was  well;  let  the  outiit  in  that  case  be 
provided  as  for  a  contingency.  That  was  the  true  state  of 
things.  Was  there  not  a  fund  already  providedj  adequate 
to  meet  the  expense  of  such  contingency,  should  it  occur? 
He  asserted  that  there  was;  and  that  its  name — the  contin- 
gent fund — sufficiently  pointed  out  the  purposes  for  which 
it  was  created.  The  sum  of  $30,000  had  been  appropriat* 
ed  for  the  contingencies  of  foreign  intercourse.  Would 
gentlemen  undertake  to  say  that  thiafund  was  not  appli- 
cable to  such  an  object'  The  gentleman  from  Maryland 
had  intimated  that  it  was  not.  Yet  did  that  Senator,  in 
1830,  vote  to  replenish  this  very  fund,  which  liad  been 
exhausted  to  its  last  dollar,  to  pay  outfits  to  foreign  minis- 
ters. Was  it  so,  that  the  Senator  from  Maryland  really 
thought  that  the  Preadent  had  no  right  to  pay  these  out- 
fits out  of  the  contingent  fund,  yet  voted  to  replace  the 
sum  which  had  been  taken  from  the  fimd  for  that  very 
purpose  ?  Certainly  not.  No  Senator  could  act  witli  such 
inconsistency.  By  his  vote  in  1830,  the  Senator  express- 
ed his  opinion  that  the  President  had  a,  right  to  apply 
this  fund  in  such  cases. 

During  the  administration  of  President  Washington, 
there  occurred  a  sing^ar  omisuon  on  the  part  of  Con- 
gress. No  appropriation  was  made  for  paying  the  ex- 
penses incurred  in  transmitting  hither  tlie  votes  of  the 
electors.  When  the  messengers  brought  on  the  votes, 
there  was  found  to  be  no  money  provided  for  them  here. 
The  President  put  his  hand  into  this  fund,  and  paid  them. 
This  fund  was  called  the  secret-service  fund;  and  curiosity 
was  alive  to  know  what  connexion  Washington  could  show 
between  the  service  performed  and  the  secret-service  fiind. 
Inquiries  were  set  on  foot:  he  believed  there  was  inquiry  by 
Congress  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the  messengers  were 
paid.  The  President  took  a  stand,  and  a  very  proper  one.  re- 
fusing to  render  anpr  accpunt;  and  the  thing  was  not  known 
until  an  appropriation  to  replace  the  sum  made  its  appear- 
ance in  the  general  appropriation  bill.  It  was  kept  pro- 
foundly a  secret,  until  all  curiosity  on  the  subject  in 
Congress  had  subsided,  and  no  one  cared  a  straw  about 
it. 

He  had  stated  this  fact  to  show  that  the  power  of  tlie 
President  over  this  fund  was  absolute.  In  1830,  the  sum 
requisite  to  provide  the  outfits  was  taken  out  of  it;  and 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  the  jg^entleman  firom  Mary- 
land, and  himself,  had  voted  to  reinstate  it  Why,  then, 
should  not  precisely  the  same  fund  be  applicable  to  pre- 
cisely the  same  case  ?  If  the  gentleman  from  Maryland 
had  shown  that  the  contingent  fund  was  too  small,  and  that 
40,000  would  be  required  instead  of  $30,000,  he  was  willing 
to  give  it.  But  he  desired  to  give  it  to  be  disbursed  on  the 
responsibility  of  the  president.  If  the  administration  were 
satisfied  with  the  fund  as  it  now  stood,  he  would  not  in- 
crease it.  It  was  then  sufficient  for  all  contingencies,  and 
no  augmentation  was  asked  for.  But  he  was  not  disposed 
to  appropriate  a  sum  sufficient  for  all  contingencies,  and 
$9,000  to  boot. 

The  principle  contended  for  by  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia,  that  the  Executive  was  not  to  be  held  responsible 
for  the  expenditures  of  his  administration,  but  that  Con- 
gress was,  he  utterly  disclaimed.  He  had  nothing  to  do 
with  such  an  opinion.  He  held  up  both  his  bands  against  it. 
If  true,  he  had  nothing  to  do  with  it;  if  erroneous,  he  would 
protest  against  any  Application  of  the  sentiment  to  him. 
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He  held  the  President  responsible  for  e^ery  act  to  which 
he  had  given  his  concurrence.  What  were  they  to  do,  if  this 
doctrine  were  to  be  sustained?  Could  they  resort  to  the 
elective  franchise  for  the  redress  of  their  grievances? 
Suppose  the  xn&Jority  of  Congress  determined  to  bear 
down  a  portion  of  the  people  to  the  earth  by  taxation. 
They  could  do  it,  but  not  without  the  sanction  of  the  Pre- 
sident. What  are  the  people  of  Virginia  to  do,  when 
New  York  and  Pennsylvania  unite  to  impose  on  them  bur- 
dens which  they  were  not  able  to  bear  ?  Were  they  to  go  to 
the  ballot  box  for  relief?  There  were  but  two  modes  of  ope- 
rating— ^by  public  opinion,  and  by  the  election  of  Presi- 
dent. The  President  ought  to  be  exempt  from  all  partial, 
all  local  influences,  and  should  be  the  common  guardian 
of  all,  said  Mr.  T.,  of  us,  and  of  you.  Our  complaints 
ought  to  be  made  to  him,  and  it  is  his  duty  to  give  re- 
dress. Entertaining  these  views,  he  said  that  he  could 
not  admit  the  principle  of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  to 
be  correct. 

He  adverted  to  the  injurious  tendency  of  such  a  doc- 
trine, at  a  time  when  the  number  of  those  who  had  so 
constantly  complained  of  the  expenditures  of  Government 
had  become  so  few,  and  was  daily  diminishing.  The  few 
consistent  had  not  fallen  off  in  zeal.  Their  note  was  not 
less  loud.  Had  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina 
dropped  a  single  word  or  syllable  of  his  former  language? 
Under  the  last  administration,  who  had  pressed  upon  them 
with  a  heavy  hand,  they  had  cried  *•  Give  us  relief."  And 
were  they  now  to  be  silent,  because  those  whom  they  had 
advocated  were  in  power?  Perhaps,  they  might  always 
have  to  be  oppressed  by  the  majority,  but  it  would  not  be 
with  their  own  consent.  Let  not  the  gentleman  from  Geor- 
gia tell  him,  then,  that  he  must  not  make  the  President  re- 
sponsible for  acts  of  extravagance  and  oppression.  To 
whom  was  he  to  look?  He  had  no  power  over  the  Sena- 
tor from  Delaware,  (»r  the  Senator  from  Ohio.  He  wished 
for  none.  The  constitution  had  marked  a  broad  line  be- 
tween them.  He  could  only  then  resort  to  public  opinion. 
It  was  impossible  that  he  could  recognise  the  doctrine  that 
the  President  was  not  responsible  for  the  measures  which 
had  passed  both  Houses  of  Congress,  and  become  a  law 
by  his  sanction. 

The  gentleman  from  Georgia  had  said,  "  Suppose  the 
President  were  to  veto  the  pension  bill."  I  do  not  know, 
said  Mr.  T.,  where  the  bill  now  is.  I  do  not  know  how 
much  it  appropriates.  It  may  be  millions  of  dollars.  I 
know  that  it  proposes  to  levy  heavy  taxes  on  us,  to  pension, 
not  those  who  are  paupers,  but  persons  who  have  pro- 
perty. Should  Congress  pass  this  biH,  and  should  the 
President  put  his  veto  upon  it,  it  would  be  because  he  en- 
tertuned  the  same  feeling  of  hostility  against  it  which  he 
did.  If  the  President  thought  as  he  did,  he  would  put 
his  veto  on  a  bill  wliich  profligately  squanders  such  a  large 
portion  of  the  public  money  on  those  who  bad  no  meri- 
torious claims.  The  gentleman  from  Georgia  said  that 
gentlemen  on  the  other  side  would  raise  a  clamor  against 
the  President.  What*  refuse  to  give  bread  to  the  old  sol- 
dier^-the  poor  old  soldier  of  the  revolution!  why,  it  would 
turn  him  out  of  oflice!  If  he  [Mr.  T.]  knew  the  Presi- 
dent— if  he  came  up  at  all  to  his  beau  ideal  of  a  President 
— a  clamor  of  this  kind  would  never  operate  upon  his 
mind  to  make  him  act  in  opposition  to  his  true  opinions. 
He  would  do  his  duty,  were  he  sure  to  perisli  in  the  per- 
formance of  it,  or  he  did  not  deserve  to  be  President.  If 
the  President  thought  as  he  did,  he  would  so  act.  For 
himself,  he  should  hold  the  President  responsible  for  this 
action.  He  held  the  Chief  Magistrate  responsible  to  all 
parties  for  what  he  did.  Republican  government  was  at 
an  end  when  the  President  did  what  he  pleased,  merely 
because  he  was  sure  to  be  backed  by  a  majority  in  Con- 
gress. The  moment  that  doctrine  was  recognised,  the 
Government  was  gone.  This  doctrine  of  responsibility 
seemed  to  be,  like  the  satyr's  breath,  hot  and  cold.    If  an 


appointment  was  made  which  this  body  was  called  on  to 
confirm,  the  friends  of  the  President  contended  in  favor 
of  his  responsibility.  The  injunction  of  secrecy  being  re- 
moved, he  might  be  allowed  to  refer  to  the  language  used 
by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  on  that  occasion,  that  the 
Secreti^  of  State  was  not  responsible  for  the  instruc- 
tions given  to  the  minister,  but  tliat  the  President  only 
was  re'sponmble.  Now,  the  Senate  was  told  from  the  same 
quarter  that  Congress  was  to  be  responsible  for  the  public 
expenditures,  and  not  the  President.  The  two  proposi- 
tions could  not  stand  together.  Members  of  Congress 
were  responsible  to  their  constituents.  The  President 
was  responsible  to  his  constituents.  The  Secretary  of 
State  was  responsible  to  the  President,  and  the  President 
to  the  people.  He  would  never  vote  to  diminish  the  re- 
sponsibility of  public  officers,  whatever  their  rank. 

He  would  not  g^  into  the  view  of  thb  relative  expenses 
of  the  Government.  This  was  too  great  a  question  to  be 
tried  and  determined  by  such  small  balances.  He  did  not 
stop  to  inquire  whether  one  administration  expended  four 
hundred  thousand  dollars  more  or  less  than  another;  or 
whether  one  employed  forty  clerks,  and  the  other  but 
thirty-five.  Whatever  was  necessary  to  carry  on  the  ope- 
rations of  the  Government,  he  was  willing  to  give.  What 
was  not  necessary,  although  there  might  appear 'a  reduc- 
tion on  its  face,  he  would  withhold.  He  would  never  put 
questions  of  this  importance  on  the  principle  of  plu9  and 
fiiinWi 

Was  it  proper  to  grant  an  outfit  for  the  successor  to  a 
minister  that  might,  and,  therefore,  might  not,  be  recall- 
ed? It  was  so  decidedly  in  the  character  of  a  contin- 
gency, and  he  could  not  vote  to  give  this  nine  thoosand 
dollars,  while  there  was  a  sufficient  sum  in  the  contin- 
gent fund. 

He  had  felt  alarm  when  he  heard  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  advance  his  doctrine  of  the  responsibility  of 
majorities.  The  appropriation  for  the  Maysvillc  road  had 
passed  by  majorities  or  both  Houses.  The  President  had 
put  his  veto  on  tlie  act,  and  had  thus  far  realized  the  ex- 
pectations of  those  who  had  placed  confidence  in  him.  In 
this  act  he  had  been  sustained  by  the  voice  of  the  coun- 
tiT.  Did  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  apply  his  doctrine 
or  responnbility  in  this  case?  If  Congress  was  to  be  held 
responsible  for  all  the  acts  of  the  administration,  on  his 
own  account,  he  had  no  objection.  He  was  willing,  at  all 
limes,  to  meet  and  take  his  share  of  the  responsibility. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  expliuned  what  he  had  said  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  responsibility  ofvthe  President.  He  consider- 
ed that  the  President  alone  was  responsible  for  the  in- 
structions given  to  a  minister.  The  minister  he  regarded 
as  the  mere  breath  of  the  President,  speaking  merely 
what  he  is  instructed  to  speak.  He  was  the  mouthpiece 
of  the  President.  It  was  not  so  with  Congress.  He  could 
not  instruct  Congi*ess:  it  was  the  province  of  Congress 
to  advise  him.  Congress  did,  in  effect,  instruct  him.  He 
is  compelled  to  affix  his  name  to  laws  concerning  which 
he  may  entertain  doubts.  He  has  to  act  on,  perhaps, 
three  or  four  hundred  bills,  within  a  few  hours  be- 
fore the  close  of  the  session.  All  the  business  of  the 
session  was  thrown  on  the  President,  within  two  or  three 
days.  If  he  was  to  be  made  responsible  for  all  these  acts, 
what  an  awful  situation  must  his  be. 

He  considered  that  the  President  had  been  subjected 
to  much  unkind  treatment  this  session.  The  administra- 
tion had  been  the  constant  theme  of  reproach.  When- 
ever a  call  was  made  for  money,  they  wtirc  taunted  with 
the  abandonment  of  their  pledges.  The  administration 
seemed  to  be  made  responsible  for  every  thing,  and  were 
reproached  on  all  occasions.  He  made  a  reference  to  a 
proposition  for  retrenchment  in  the  navy,  which  was  made 
oy  the  Executive,  and  overruled  by  Congress. 

Mr.  HAYNE  and  Mr.  WEBSTER  made  some  remarks 
on  the  same  side  as  Mr.  TAZEWELL. 


817 


OP  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


818 


April  20,  1832.] 


Jippropriaiwn  Bill. 


[Sen ATX. 


Mr.  FORSYTH  aaid  tbat  the. Senator  from  Muaachu- 
setts  has  discovered  that  the  people  do  not  regulate  their 
actions  by  their  opinions.  It  was  true  that  strong  differ- 
ences of  opinion,  sectional  in  their  character,  existed;  and 
it  was  to  be  remtted  that  such  is  the  fact  The  reason 
that  so  many  of  the  people  were  in  favor  of  Generatjack- 
son  was,  first,  liis  overwhelming  popularity  on  account  of 
his  personal  services;  and,  secondly,  that  his  purity  and 
patriotism  were  so  well  understood,  and  his  opinions  so 
well  known.  Would  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
join  those  of  the  South  in  upholding  one  who  entertains 
all  these  opinions?  No;  he  wants  those  of  the  South  to  go 
with  him,  in  elevating  the  man  who  holds  all  his.  The 
President  is  preferred  in  Pennsylvania  and  in  Virginia, 
because  he  holds  some  of  their  opinions.  The  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  seemed  to  apprehend  that  Virginia 
would  aid  in  elevating  to  the  second  office  one  who  was 
opposed  to  her  policy.  He  was  at  issue  with  tlie  gentle- 
man on  that  point.  Would  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts join  with  the  adversary  of  that  gentleman?  If  he 
would,  he  might  command  the  whole  of  the  Southern  States. 

l*be  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  seemed  to  hold  the 
President  responsible  for  the  pledges  of  his  party.  He 
denied  the  correctness  of  that  course.  The  President 
was  bound  to  carry  into  effect  his  own  promises;  but  he 
was  to  act  on  his  own  views,  and  was  not  to  be  made  re- 
sponsible for  those  of  the  party  who' brought  him  into 
power.  Should  he  disappoint  the  expectations  of  those 
who  elevated  him,  they  may  hurl  him  rrom  his  seat  But 
no  man  ought  to  be  liable  to  reproach,  if  he  holds  views 
flifFerent  lirom  his  friends.  The  views  of  the  President 
were  known.  There  was  no  concealment  about  them. 
They  are  explicitly  communicated  in  his  messages;  and 
they  who  cannot,  will  not  understand  them. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  reproached  the  Chief 
Magistrate  for  not  taking  measures  to  compromise  the  dif- 
ferences of  opinion  on  the  subject  of  the  tariff.  Had  he 
not  called  the  attention  of  Congress  to  the  subject?  Had 
not  tlie  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  given  his  views?  What 
bad  been  done?  The  report  of  Uie  Secretary  had  been 
placed  in  the  hands  of  thjp  Finance  Committee.  It  had 
been  dragged  from  their  hands,  contrary  to  all  the  former 
practice  of  the  Senate,  and  sent  to  the  Committee  on  Ma- 
nufactures. There  it  has  lain  from  that  time.  The  dis- 
tinguished individual,  whose  reputation  stands  so  hi^h  in 
the  country,  had  condemned  tlie  character  of  the  project. 
Had  any  one  called  for  a  project  from  the  Executive? 
There  was  one  in  progress,  although  no  call  had  been 
made;  and  it  will  soon  be  presented^  and  it  will  be  found 
to  adjust  the  question  at  issue  on  satisfactory  g^unds. 

He  was  chamd  with  being  unfortunate  in  his  cases. 
How  stood  the  fact^  When  the  proposition  from  tlie  Exe- 
cutive to  reduce  the  expenses  of  the  navy  was  made,  the 
Navy  Committee  took  so  much  as  increased  the  rank  of 
officers,  and  rejected  so  much  as  went  to  reduce  the  ex- 
penses. The  nult  was  not  in  the  body  which  proposed 
the  reference,  but  in  the  body  to  which  the  proposition 
was  referred.  A  complaint  had  also  been  maae,  that  the 
usage  of  the  Government  gave  to  the  officers  of  the  ma- 
rines more  than  ihey  were  entitled  to  by  law.  The  ac« 
counting  officer  placed  his  finger  on  the  letter  of  the  law, 
and  said,  this  could  not  be  allowed.  The  officers  remon- 
strated, but  could  show  no  hw.  l^iy  referred  to  the 
usage  of  the  Government,  but  the  Wcer  arrested  the 
practice.  Congress  then  interposed,  and,  by  a  resolu- 
tion, restored  the  practice.  The  resolution  was  tempo- 
laiT  in  its  operation,  but  there  was  one  now  in  progress 
to  fix  the  abuse.  He  then  referred  to  Uie  case  of  the  navy 
contractor,  in  which  the  officer  had  compelled  the  for- 
feiture of  the  bond — about  eight  thousand  dollars.  He  did 
not  complain  of  the  action  of  Congress  in  this  case,  merely 
on  the  score  of  the  money;  but  his  complaint  was,  that,  when 
the  contractor  came  <to  the  House,  the  officer  who  con- 
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strued  the  law  received  censure  for  his  conduct,  and  was 
charred  with  sacrificing  equity  to  official  technicalities. 
While  Congress  acted  tlius,  what  hope  was  there  of  reform' 

The  Senator  from  MassachusetU  said  that  the  President 
might  send  a  minister  to  France,  should  an  'emergency 
occur.  That  must  be  left  to  the  Executive  discretion. 
Did  this  appropriation  make  it  any  the  more  likely  that  he 
would  do  so?  The  gentleman  had  said  that  he  did  not  wish 
that  a  minister  should  be  sent,  but  on  great  emergency. 
Such  was  not  always  his  opinion.  There  had  been  a  time 
when  he  allowed  this  discretion  to  the  Executive. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  again  spoke  in  reply  to  Mr.  Forsith. 

Mr.  SMITH  said,  when  this  question  was  before  the  Sen- 
ate, in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  argument  then  present- 
ed was,  '*  that  an  appropriation  for  the  outfit  to  France  was 
unnecessary, for  the  Prewdentcoukl  (if  he  deemed  it  neces- 
sary to  send  a  minister  to  that  court  during  the  recess)  de- 
fray the  outfit  from  tlie  '*  contingent  fund  for  foreign  inter- 
course."  1  apprehend,  Mr.  President,  that  the  kw  on  this 
subject  has  not  been  well  understood.     [Here  Mr.  S.  read 
the  law.  ]     I  understand  the  law  thus :  that  the  fund  is  at  the 
disposition  of  the  President  without  accountability  when  for 
secret  service:  but  when  disbursed  for  other  obiects,  such 
disbursements  may  be  made  public.     Such,  indeed,  is  the 
nature  of  the  fund,  tliat  the  President  may  draw  upon  it 
with  no  other  check  or  restraint  than  his  own  discretion. 
This  fund  has  seldom  been  expended.     I  know  but  of  one 
instance  where  it  has  been  expended,  and  that  was  when 
Mr.  Madison  eave  fift^  thousand  dollars  to  a  certain  Mr. 
Henry.     The  fund,  as  its  name  implies,  is  for  "contingen- 
cies," from  which  payments  have  always  been  made  for 
the  quarter  salaries  to  ministers  for  the  expense  of  their 
return  Home,  these  payments  being  ver^  truly  *<  contin- 
gent expenses."     But  outfits  and  salaries  are  specific, 
(agreeably  to  our  law,)  and  cannot  be  paid  out  of  this  fund; 
nor  have  they  ever  been  so  paid.     It  is  true  that  former 
Presidents  have  borrowed  from  this  fund  for  outfits^  but 
knowing  that  it  was  irregular,  they  have  idways  applied 
for  appropriat-ons  to  replace  the  sums  thus  borrowed,  and 
they  have  never  been  refused,  which  serves  to  show  that 
tliisfund  1^  never  been  considered  applicable  to  the  pay- 
ment either  of  salary  or  outfit     If  the  word  **  France" 
be  stricken  from  the  bill,  the  President  will  conclude  (in- 
deed, he  cannot  otherwise  understand  it)  that  the  Senate 
do  not  consent  to  send  a  minister  to  France  in  the  recess. 
Nor  do  I  think  he^will  send  such  mission,  unless,  indeed, 
some  extraordinaiy  necessity  shall  occur,  such  as  a  war 
in  Europe.     Mr.  liives  has  asked  leave  to  come  home,  be- 
cause tiie  climate  of  Paris  is  injurious  to  his  health.     Per- 
mission to  return  has  been  accorded  to  him,  and  he  will 
probably  arrive  here  in  October.     No  minister  will  be  sent 
to  France,  if  the  present  motion  be  concurred  in,  until 
the  next  meeting  of  Congress,  and  not  tlien,  until  the  ap- 
propriation bill  for  1833  shall  have  passed,  and  become  a 
law,  which  will  probably  take  place  in  February  of  that 
year;  and  thus  the  Government  w*ill  be  without  a  minister 
in  France  from  September  until  May  or  June  following, 
which  may  be  injurious.     I  have  some  reason  to  believe 
that  the  President  does  not  accord  with  the  opinion  that  he 
has  a  right  to  draw  from  this  contingent  fund  for  outfits 
and  salaries  of  ministers.     The  President  may,  and  pro- 
bably does,  conader  these  disbursements  as  specific,  and 
not  contingent.    We  have  had  proof,  by  a  statement  oaade, 
that  Mr.  Randolph  received  no  outfit  until  the  appropri- 
ation bill  for  that  object  had  passed;  and  I  have  been  in- 
formed at  the  proper  department,  that  Mr.  Van  Buren 
did  not  receive  an  outfit.    I  mention  this^  in  order 'to  show 
what  appears  to  be  the  opinion  of  the  President  in  rela- 
tion to  this  matter.     In  this,  the  President  may  appear  to 
some  gentlemen  to  be  over  scrupulous.     He  is,  however, 
the  sole  judge  of  his  own  conduct.     I  know,  from  the 
course  pursued  by  him,  while  a  member  of  this  body,  that 
he  is  strongly  in  favor  of  specific  appropriations,  and  will, 
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I  think,  rigidly  adhere  to  tliem,  unless  the  case  be  urgent, 
such  as  cannot  be  dispensed  with,  without  detriment  to 
the  public  interest.  In  such  cases,  the  President  will  as- 
sume the  i^sponsibility,  and  submit  his  conduct  to  Con- 
gress at  the  next  session.  If  Mr.  Rives  should  return  late 
in  the  autumn,  I  feel  confident  that  the  President  will  not 
(unless  the  necessity  be  urgent)  appoint  a  successor  until 
Congress  shall  meet.  Under  all  these  circumstances,  there- 
fore, I  am  of  opinion  that  the  Senate  ought  to  appropri- 
ate the  sum  asked  for.  The  vacancy  ought,  from  all  that 
we  ^ave  heard,  to  be  considered  as  one  which  has  actual- 
ly occurred,  for  Mr.  Rives  has  received  permission  to  re- 
turn home.  The  present  case  is  exactly  similar  to  tliat  of 
Mr.  Rush,  who,  we  were  told,  had  been  recalled  to  take 
another  ofHce,  and  for  whom  an  appropriation  was  made. 
It  has  been  said  that  outfits  had  not  been  paid,  on  account 
of  the  insufficiency  of  the  contingent  fund.  Not  so.  1 
found  no  difficulty  in  obtaining  the  necessary  information 
from  the  Department  of  State.  This  department  did  not 
consider  that  tliere  was  any  secrecy  in  the  accounts,  (only 
of  $350,  which  had  been  paid  for  secret  service,)  and  1  ob- 
tained all  tlie  information  in  relation  to  this  subject  which  I 
desired.  It  will  be  recollected  that,  at  the  last  session  of 
Congress,  the  sum  asked  for  this  fund  was  $25,000,  and 
that  an  addition  of  $15,000  was  made  on  account  of  our 
treaty  with  Turkey,  making,  together,  the  sum  of  $40,000. 
This  appropriation  has  been  accoimted  for,  in  the  follow- 
ing manner,  by  a  statement  which  I  have  received  from  tlie 
State  Department,  viz. 
Expenditures  on  account  of  contingent  ex 

penses  of  foreign  intercourse  for  1831, 
Balance  remaining  in  the  hands  of  the  agent, 
Repaymcntto  the  treasury,        -        •        -» 


501,833 
250,916 


12 
56 


99,533  97 


$27,148  87 
8,789  48 
4,784  37 


$40,722  72 
The  $722  72  was  probably  an  unexpended  balance  from 
the  preceding  year.  From  this  statement,  it  appears  that 
there  was  a  balance  sufficient  to  have  paid  the  outfit  of  Mr. 
Vai\  Buren,  if  the  President  had  thought  such  application 
of  the  money  right  and  proper.  The  Secretary  of  State  of 
the  former  admmistration  did  not  think  himself  justified 
in  communicating  to  the  Committee  on  Retrenchment  the 
particular  items  of  expenditures.  It  is  true  that  he  of- 
fered to  do  so  confidentially.  The  committee  declined  to 
receive  information  in  this  manner.  They  communicated, 
iiowever,  the  amount  expended  by  Government  on  ac- 
count of  secret  service.  Perhaps  it  would  have  been  im- 
proper to  communicate  the  items — Thus: 
Expenditures  for  secret  service  for  1822,  *23,  and 

'24 $5,130 

Expenditures  for  secret  service  for  1825,  '26,  and 

'27 12,324 

The  fund  for  foreign  intercourse,  I  have  already  said, 
has  seldom  been  expended.  In  Mr.  Monroe's  administra- 
tion, agents  were  sent  to  many  of  the  newStatcs  in  South 
America,  to  ascertain  the  state  of  political  affairs,  to  acquire 
a  knowledge  of  the  resources  of  each  State — to  learn 
whether,  on  the  Governments  so  established,  reliance 
could  be  placed,  before  we  should  proceed  to  acknow- 
ledge tliem  as  independent  Powers.  The  agents  thus  sent 
were  paid  from  this  fund.  The  fund  has  been  applied  to 
the  payment  of  messengers  and  confidential  agencies. 
Several  gentlemen  have  carried  messages  which  could  not 
be  carried  safely  by  tlie  mail — such  as  Mr.  Pleasants  to 
Brazil,  and  Mr.  Cook  to  Cuba,  as  confidential  agent.  I 
will  now  submit  a  statement  which  I  have  received  from 
the  State  Department  on  this  subject,  which  shows  the  ex 


Expenditures  for  foreign    intercourse 

from  January  1,  1829,*  to  December 

31,  1830,     * 

Average  for  each  year,        -        -        - 
Showing  the  average  for  the  years  1829 

and  1830  to  be  less  than  the  average  of 

the  previous  years,  by    - 

These  statements,  it  will  be  seen,  come  up  to  the  31st 
December,  1830;  the  statement  for  last  year  has  not  yet 
been  published. 

The  total  amount  provided  by  the  bill  now  before  the  Sen- 
ate, (amendments  included, )  is  $322,400,  being  $28,050  53 
less  than  the  general  average  up  to  December  31,  1828. 

I  will  proceed,  Mr.  President,  to  consider  the  expendi- 
tures, which  a  Senator  has  said  **have  increased,  arc 
increasing,  and,  ought  to  be  dimin'shed."  This  remark 
may  be  correct,  and,  if  so,  it  maj  justly  be  atO^buted  to 
the  increase  of  our  country.  If,  however,  tliere  be  any 
material  increase  in  our  expenditures,  (which  I  doubt,)  it 
most  unquestionably  cannot  be  charged  to  the  Executive 
that  this  increase  has  taken  place.  The  President  asks 
only  for  the  amount  required  by  existing  laws,  such  as  the 
removal  of  the  Indians,  the  surveys  of  public  lands,  and 
perhaps  some  smaller  objects.  All  other  appropriations 
are  made  by  Congress,  over  which  the  Pre«dent  has  no 
control.  No  President  has  ever  vetoed  an  appropriation 
which  has  passed  both  Houses,  except  on  constitutional 
grounds.  During  the  present  session  larg^  appropriations 
have  been  made,  and  additional  sums  will  be  voted,  which, 
if  presented  in  time  for  the  consideration  of  the  President, 
I  presume  he  will  sign^  In  the  bill  before  us,  there  is  an 
item  of  $210,000  for  surveying  the  public  lands,  besides 
other  large  sums,  in  relation  to  the  public  domain,  whicli, 
taken  collectively,  constitute  a  large  sum,  and  add  great- 
ly to  the  civil  list.  We  have  passed  a  bill  for  the  SUte  of 
Virginia  of  $650,000— for  the  Stale  of  South  Carolina 
above  $100,000 — another  bill  to  allow  interest  to  certain 
States,  which,  if  it  passes  the  House  of  Representatives, 
will  amount  (I  think)  to  a  million  of  dollars.  Other  very 
large  appropriations  arc  reported.  Can  the  Executive 
stop  them  ?  If  he  cannot  stop  l^em,  why  unj.ustly  charge 
them  to  the  administration.^  My  observation  has  shown 
me,  that  on  all  subjects  of  expenditure  the  opinions  of 
gentlemen  mainly  depend  upon  the  fact  "whether  it  is 
your  bull  or  mine."  Our  greatest  economist  [Mr.  Foot] 
demurs  to  expenditures  generally,  and  yet  he  is  press ng 
with  great  zeal,  and  will  probably  succeed,  in  passing  a 

{>ension  bill,  which  will  cost  this  country  at  least  one  mil- 
ion  of  dollars  per  annum,  and  next  year  we  shall  perhaps 
be  told  by  that  worthy  gentleman  of  the  extravagant  ex- 
penditures of  the  present  administration.  Now,  s  r,  I  am 
as  much  disposed  to  restrict  and  lessen  the  expenditures 
of  the  Governnoent  as  any  Senator  on  this  floor,  but  I  can- 
not find  any  item  which  I  think  can  properly  be  reduced; 
and  I  will  thank  any  gentleman  to  point  out  to  me  any 
item  of  the  public  expenditures  which  will  admit  of  reduc- 
tion, and  I  assure  hhn  of  my  aid  in  advocating  the  reduction, 
if  any  can  be  obtained  without  injury  to  the  public  interest. 
The  diplomatic  expenditures  of  the  present  administra- 
tion have  been  particularly  censured;  and,  in  order  to  prove 


that  they  have  been  extravagant,  the  Senator  [Mr.  Foot] 
has  selected  two  years  in  Mr.  Adams's  administration,  when 
the  cxpenditures^gppened  to  be  the  most  limited,  and 
contrasted  them  \^i"two  years  of  General  Jackson's  ad- 
ministration, when  the' expenditures  were  the  largest,  and 
in  this  manner  has  proved  the  extravagance  of  which  he 
complsuns.  Now,  I  propose  a  single  query  to  that  Sena- 
penditures  for  foreign  intercourse  from  the  adoption  of  iter.  Is  this  comparison  a  fair  one?  That  Senator  pur- 
the  constitution.  'sued  the  same  course  last  year.     His  speech  was  publisheH 

Expenditures  for  foreign  intercourse  jin  a  Baltimore  paper,  and  for  a  little  time  had  its  effect, 

from  March  4,  1789,  to  December  I  had  replied  to  him,  but  had  not  published  my  remarks. 

31,  1828,  (40  years,)        -        -        -    $14,018,014  14 'A  friend  showed  mc  the  gentleman's  speech,  and  having 
Average  for  each  year,         -        -        -  350,450  53  the  notes  of  my  remarks  with  me,  I  published  the  speech 
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which  I  had  delivered  in  the  Senate,  and  nothing  more 
was  heard  of  the  comparison  of  expenditures,  nor  the  ex- 
travagance of  the  present  administration.  Suppose  I  were 
to  follow  what  I  consider  the  unfair  example  of  the  Sena- 
tor, and  contrast  the  expenditure  of  the  first  year  of  Mr. 
Adams's  administration  on  account  of  diplomatic  intercourse, 
$213,500,  with  the  expenditure  on  the  same  account  in  the 
first  year  of  General  Jackson's  administration,  $137,500, 
I  should  certainly  prove  a  great  extravagance  on  the  part 
of  Mr.  Adams's  administration,  according  to  the  mode  of 
comparison  adopted  by  the  Senator,  [Mr.  Foot.]  But, 
sir,  1  will  have  recourse  ta  no  such  expedients.  My  friends 
would  consider  me  dishonored  in  adopting  them,  and  I 
should  consider  myself  unworthy  if  I  had  recourse  to  them. 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Foot]  pursued  a 
roost  curious  course  the  other  day,  which  is  somewhat  in  the 
same  style.  His  speech  which  affords  tlie  details,  appears 
in  this  morning's  Intelligencer.  He  selects  the  two  years 
of  Mr,  Adams's  administration,  for  which  the  smallest  sums 
bad  been  appropriated,  and  has  added  the  appropriation 
of  the  first  year  (which  is  the  most  limited)  of  General 
iackscm's  administration,  to  wit,  1827,  1828,  and  1829, 
and  has  contrasted  them  .with  the  appropriations  for  1830, 
1831,  and  183^.  This  comparison  is  instituted  by  that 
Senator  for  the  purpose  (as  usual)  of  showing  the  great 
extravagance  of  the  present  administration.  If  this  lati- 
Uide  iii  the  selection  of  years  be  allowed  the  gentleman, 
he  can  no  doubt  prove  almost  any  thing  which  numbers 
will  prove.  But,  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  must  adhere 
to  facts,  and  to  plain  facts,  arranged  in  a  plain  manner. 
No  latitude  can  be  allowed.  The  only  true  and  correct 
way,  Mr.  President,  to  institute  any  thing  like  a  just  and 
fair  comparison  of  the  relative  appropriations  on  account  I 
of  diplomatic  intercourse  between  Uie  present  and  former 
administration,  is  to  contrast  the  four  years  of  Mr.  Adams's 
administration  with  the  four  years  of  the  present  admin- 
istratioD.  Had  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Foot] 
confined  himself  ^o  this  comparison,  I  should  not  have  had 
occasion  for  one  word  of  comment.  To  such  a  comparison 
there  cannot  be  urged  a  single  objection.  In  the  four  years 
of  Mr.  Adams's  administration,  there  was  appropriated  on 
account  of  diplomatic  intercourse,  the  sum  of  $731,000 
For  the  four  years  of  General  Jackson's 

administration,         •        •        -        |801,500 
Deduct  on  account  of  extraordinary 

expenses  for  presents  and  treaty 

with  Turkey,  ....    99,000 

$702,500 


the  fand  in  question  during  the  administrations  of  Mr. 
Adams  and  General  Jackson : 

1825 — For  the  contingent  expenses  of  foreign  inter- 


course, 

1826 — For  the  same, 
1827 — For  the  same, 
1828 — None  required. 


1829 — None  appropriated. 
1830--For  the  same,  -    . 

1831— For  the  same, 
1832— For  the  same,  (present  bill,) 


140,000 
40,000 
30,000 

$110,000 


$30,000 
25,000 
30,000 

$85,000 


Note. — Since  the  delivery  of  the  above  speech,  I  find 
that  the  total  amount  of  the  appropriations  for  tlie  three 
first  years  of  General  Jackson's  administration,  exclusive 
of  payment  for  the  public  debt,  amounted  to  the  sum 

of $41,950,092 

And  the  totalexpenditures  during  the  same 

years,  amounted  to  the  sum  of  39,808,732 


$2,141,360 
thus  showing  a  saving  of  upwards  of  two  millions  of  dol- 
lars. The  President  cannot  control  the  appropriations, 
but  he  can  control,  and  evidently  has  controlled,  the  na- 
tional expenses  to  this  large  amount;  this  is  the  result  of 
an  economical  administration  of  affairs. 

Mr.  MILLER  then  rose  to  address  the  Senate;  when. 

Oh  motion  of  Mr.  HOLMES,    - 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  Monday. 


which  clearly  shows  that  the  ordinary  expenses  of  General 
Jackson's  administration  on  account  of  diplomatic  inter- 
course are  $28,500  less  than  the  four  years  of  Mr.  Adams. 
There  were  also  two  other  extraordinary  appropriations 
charged  to  the  account  of  diplomatic  intercourse  of  the 
present  administration,  which  cannot  again  occur,  to  wit, 
t(22,500  for  the  mission  to  the  Netherlands,  and  $9,000 
for  the  mission  to  Naples;  both  of  which  were  indispen- 
sably necessary,  and  which  have  increased  the  expendi- 
tures on  account  of  diplomatic  intercourse,  in  the  present 
administration,  $31,500.  Add  to  this  the  $9,000  outfit  for 
»  minister  to  Engand,  which  the  economists  have  rendered 
necessary  by  their  rejection  of  Mr.  Van  Buren,  and  the 
total  amount  of  extraordinary  expenditures,  independent- 
ly of  that  of  Constantinople,  will  amount  to  $40,500.  It 
would  be  correct  and  proper  to  state  the  total  of  expen- 
ditures on  account  of  diplomatic  intercourse,  in  the  four 
years  of  General  Jackson's  administration,  at  $801,500; 
and,  af^r  deducting  all  those  extraordinary  expenses, 
there  would  remain  for  the  ordinary  expenses  of  the  four 
years  only  $662,000,  being  $69,000  less  than  the  appropri- 
ations for  the  four  years  of  Mr.  Adams's  administration. 
The  Appropriations  for  the  next  four  years  will  probably 
not  exceed  this  amoinit. 
1  will  now,  Mr.  President,  state  the  appropriation  for 


Moxhat,  April  23. 
VACCINATION. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HENDRICKS,  the  Senate  proceeded 
to  consider  the  motion  introduced  by  him  on  Friday  hist, 
to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  bill  to  extend  the  be- 
nefits  of  vaccination  among  the  Indians  was  ordered  to  a 
third  reading. 

The  HMtion  to  reconsider  was  carried  in  the  affirmati^'e 
— ^yeas  15,  nays  14. 

Some  conversation  took  place  as  to  the  precise  form  in 
which  the  bill  was  now  placed  before  the  Senate.  It  was 
finally  determined,  however,  that  an  amendment  previous- 
ly moved  by  Mr.  FRBLiNoRtrvsEK  was  in  order. 

This  amendment  provides  that  in  cases  where  a  physi- 
cian is  called,  he  snail,  if  it  t>e  considered  a  necessary 
precaution,  be  conducted  by  two  competent  persons  to 
the  Indians  who  are  either  infected,  or  deemed  to  be  in 
danger  of  infection,  at  six  dollars  per  day  each,  and  six 
men  at  twenty-five  dollars  the  month. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  asked  for  tiie  yea«  and  nays  on  this 
question,  and  they  were  ordered.  ' 

The  question  was  then  put,  and  decided  in  the  afBrma- 
tive,  by  the  following  vote: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Dallas,  Dudlev,  Ellis, 
Foot,  Forsyth,  Frelinghuysen,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  King,  Marcy,  Prentiss,  Robbins, 
Robinson,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague, 
Tipton,  Tomllnson,  Troup,Web8ter,Whitc,  Wilkins.— 30. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bibb,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton,  Hayne, 
Mangum,  Miller,  Moore,  Tazewell,  Tyler. — 10. 

On  motion, of  Mr.  GRUNDY,  the  bill  was  then  reeom- 
mitted  to  the  Committee  on  Inc^an  Affairs. 

The  bill  to  exempt  Portuguese  vessels  from  the  duties 
on  tonnage,  was  reaid  a  third  time,  and  passed. 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL. 

7*he  Senate  proceeded  to  take  up  the  bill  making  ap- 
propriations for  the  support  of  the  Government  for  the 
year  18lV2.     The  question  being  on  concurring  with  the 
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Committee  of  the  Whole  in  their  amendment,  striking 
out  the  appropriation  of  an  outfit  to  France. 

Mr.  MILLER,  of  South  Carolina,  said,  in  moving  to 
strike  out  so  much  of  the  appropriation  as  relates  to  the 
outfit  of  a  minister  to  France,  he  had  no  intention  or  deaire 
to  entrench  upon  the  powers  of  the  President  or  the 
House  of  Representatives. 

The  question  was  purely-  one  of  legislation,  over  which 
both  bodies  had  equal  rights.  The  House  of  Represen- 
tatives bad  as  much  right  tP  insist  on  this  appropriation, 
as  the  Senate  had  to  amend  the  bill  by  striking  it  out. 

What  we  are  now  to  decide  is,  whether  it  is  proper  to 
make  an  appropriation  for  a  minister  to  France,  to  be  ap- 
pointed during  the  recess.  The  Senate  had  stricken  out 
this  outfit,  ana  the  House  bad  restored  it.  Shall  we  recede, 
or  adhere  to  our  amendment^  It  is  an  ordinary  question 
of  legislation,  involving  none  of  the  privileges  of  the  Se- 
nate. The  House  of  Representatives  had  the  most  un- 
questionable right  to  determine  for  itself,  as  a  part  of  the 
legislative  power,  and  so  liad  the  President  and  Senate. 
Each  must  put  their  own  construction  on  the  constitution, 
and  exercise  their  discretion  and  best  judgment  on  such 
matters  as  come  within  the  scope  of  action  of  each  respect- 
ive branch.  The  Presid^t  had  the  right  to  put  his  con- 
struction on  the  constitution,  and  fill  up  a  mission  in  the 
recess.  The  House  of  Representatives,  in  the  exercise 
of  its  judgment,  might  provide  the  outfit,  assuming  that 
the  Executive  could  fill  up  a  vacancy,  such  as  this  one,  in 
the  recessf  and  the  Senate  had  an  equal  right  to  act  upon 
its  views  of  the  constitutional  powers  of  the  President,  as 
well  as  upon  the  expediency  of  providing  now  by  law  to 
fill  the  vacancy,  either  contingent  or  certain,  as  it  may- be, 
in  the  mission  to  France.  There  was  no  reason  for  alarm 
on  the  score  of  invasion  of  the  powers  of  the  Senate;  we 
had  a  double  check  upon  the  Preudent;  one  legislative, 
and  the  other  executive.  We  can  either  withhold  the 
appropriation,  or  refuse  to  sanction  the  mission,  or  con- 
firm the  minister.  The  powers  of  the  Senate  were  ample 
for  the  protection  of  its  constitutional  rights,  if  it  were 
true  to  the  States  and  itself.  While  he  disclaimed  any 
feeling  of  hostility  towards  the  Executive,  or  the  other 
branch  of  the  Legislature,  he  was  prepared  to  incur  any 
and  every  responsibility  incident  to  the  refusal  to  recede 
from  this  amendment.  This  appropriation  involved  some- 
thing of  principle  and  something  of  fiict.  In  the  first  place, 
has  the  President  power  to  fill  up  a  vacancv  which  may 
occur  during  the  recess  in  a  foreign  mission  r 

Mr.  M.  said  he  had  expressed  his  doubts  on  this  sub- 
ject, when  he  first  made  the^question  on  this  outfit,  and 
he  had  heard  nothing  to  remove  them.  Jt  had  been  said 
thia  waa  an  every  di^  practice  of  the  Government.  It 
may  be  so»  but  it  did  not  appear;  no  case  had  been  fur- 
nished, in  whiWi  the  President's  right  to  fill,  during  the 
recess,  had  been  recognised  by  prospective  legislation. 
Such  cases  might  be  found;  tliey  had  not  been  produced; 
and  if  they  were  produced,  he  did  not  consider  the  prac- 
tice of  the  Government  so  far  established  as  to  overtui:n  a 
plain  rule  laid  down  in  the  charter  we  had  sworn  to  sup- 
port. It  was  the  «(>itten  constitution,  not  the  practices 
of  the  Executive,  nor  the  abuses  of  our  predecessors, 
which  we  were  called  on  to  maintain.  There  is  a  very  obvi- 
ous  difference  between  confirming  a  minister  appointed 
during  the  recess,  and  authorizing, such  an  appointment  in 
advance.  The  one  case  only  concedes  to  a  co-ordinate 
branch  of  the  Government  a  fair  right  to  put  its  own  con- 
struction on  its  own  powers;  and  the  other  puts  the  construc- 
tion of  the  Senate  on  those  powers.  The  one  concedes 
the  rights  of  opinion  to  the  Executive;  the  other  substi- 
tutes the  opinion  of  the  Executive  for  our  own,  and  re* 
cognises  the  entire  right  of  the  President  to  fill  up  ap- 
pointments during  the  recess.  Has  the  President  this 
rights  Is  there  any  difference  between  a  vacancy  in  an 
existing  mission,  and  a  vacancy  in  a  mission  not  yet  insti- 


tuted? These  are  questions  to  be  solved  by  a. reference 
to  the  constitution.  **The  President  shall  nominate, 
and  by  and  with  the  consent  of  the  Senate  appoint  ambas- 
sadors, other  public  ministers*"  &c.  The  nomination 
confers  no  office  until  the  appointment  is  made;  the  ap- 
pointment is  not  made  until  tne  Senate  passes  on  the  no- 
mination. When  there  is  an  existing  le^l  office,  the 
appointing  power  is  under  a  moral  obligation  to  fill  the 
same.  If  a  judge  resigns  or  dies,  the  vacancy  must  be 
filled,  or  the  appointing  power  omits  to  do  its  duty.  It  is 
not  so  of  a  foreign  minister:  if  he  dies  or  resigns,  there  is 
no  legal  obligation  to  appoint  hia  successor.  The  mere 
volition  of  the  appointing  power  makes  the  office  and  tUe 
minister  in  the  same  breath. 

Public  ministers  are  not  subnsting  officers  of  the  Go- 
vernment, lliere  is  no  minister  to  France  until  he  is  ap- 
pointed; and  there  is  no  office  of  minister  separate  andapaK 
from  the  incumbent.  Hence  a  vacancy  cannot  be  predi- 
cated of  a  foreign  mission.  When  a  minister  is  recialled, 
there  is  an  end  of  the  office  as  well  as  the  mission.  The 
power  of  the  President  to  appoint  during  the  recess  can- 
not extend  to  a  minister,  because  there  is  no  vacancy  to 
fill  up.  Every  appointment  of  a  minister  is  an  original 
one,  and  not  the  filling  up  of  a  pre-existing  office.  It 
seems  to  be  adn^itted,  pretty  generally,  that  the  Prewdent 
cannot  originate  a  foreign  mission  without  the  advif:e  and 
consent  of  the  Senate.  Mr.  M.  said  he  was  not  able  to 
discover  any  difference  between  cases  where  a  minister 
has  heretofore  been  sent,  and  where  one  has  not.  The 
sending  a  minister  to  France  this  year  does  not  constitu- 
tionally imply  that  you  must  send  one  next  year;  the  re- 
call, or  resignation,  or  death  of  the  minister  detetxnines 
the  mission.  And,  unless  the  President  can  originate  a 
mission  in  the  recess,  he  cannot  appoint  where  there  has 
been  an  antecedent  mission. 

We  have  now  no  minister  at  the  court  of  Austria- 
There  may  be  just  as  much  necesnty  for  our  representa- 
tion at  Uiat  court,  on  the  Ist  of  October  next,  as  at  the 
French  court,  upon  the  termination  of  the  office   of  the 
present  minister  to  France.  The  right  to  originate  misuons 
at  each  of  these  courts,  is»  by  the  constitution,  the  same. 
But  if  it  were  proposed  to  grant  an  outfit  for  a  minister  to 
Austria,  to  be  appointed  during  the  recess,  it  would  not 
be  sustained.     How  is  it,  then,  that  we  propose  to  recog- 
nise the  right  of  the  President  to  originate  a  mission  to 
France  during  the  recess?    It  is  obvious  that  this  view  of 
the  question  involved  a  constitutional  power,  which  made 
the  objection  to  this  appropriation  a  substantial  one.     If 
he  believed  the  President  had  the  abstract  right  to  renew 
the  mission  to  France  during  the  recess,  he  would  not 
care  whether  the  appropriation  should  be  specific  or  con- 
tingent.    Assuming  that  the  President  had  the  power  to 
fill  up  the  mission  during  the  recess,  it  was  immaterial  out 
of  what  fund  the  outfit  was  paid.     It  then  became  one  of 
mere  expediency,  whether  we  should  be  represented  at 
the  French  court  during  the  time  which  would  elapse 
between  October  and  the  next  session  of  the  Senate.  This 
appropriation  affirms  three  propositions:  first,  the  consti- 
tutional power  of  the  President  to  fill  up  all  vacancies  that 
may  occur  during  the  recess;  secondly,  that  this  vacancy 
will  happen  during  the  recess;  and,  thirdly,  that  the  same 
should  be  filled  for  the  two  months  antecedent  to  our  next 
session.     Mr.  M.  said  he  doubted,  nay,  he  denied,  every 
one  of  these  propositions.     He  had  attempted  to  prove 
that  an  ambassador  was  not  a  subsisting  officer  of  the  Go- 
vernment; and  hence  there  could  be  no  vacancy  in  such 
office.     But,  suppose  he  erred  on  this  subject,  and  that  a 
foreign  misttion  is  such  an  office  as  may  be  filled  during 
the  recess,  then  a  question  offset  had  to  be  settled,  wh^ch 
is,  has  the  vacancy  happened,  or  is  it  to  happen?     If  the 
vacancy  has  already  happaied,  in  the  senM  of  that  term 
in  the  constitution,  no  one  would  contend  it  could  be  fill- 
ed during  the  recess.     During  the  debate  on  the  very 
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question,  whether  this  was  an  actual  or  contingent  vacan- 
cy, the  Secretary  of  State  sends  us  the  following  letter: 

DsFAmTifKirT  or  Stats, 

WmAington,  2laiJipril,  1832. 

Sib:  I  am  directed  by  the  President  to  inform  you  that 
there  is,  at  present,  no  vacancy  in  the  office  of  envoy  ex- 
traordinary and  minister  plenipotentiary  to  the  King  of 
the  French,  but  that  such  vacancy  will  occur  in  the  month 
of  October  next;  Mr.  Rives  having  requested  leave  to 
return  at  that  period,  and  his  request  having  been  acceded 
to  by  the  President. 

Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

EDWARD  LIVINGSTON. 
S.   Snitb,  Esquire, 

Chairman  Com.  on  Finance  of  the  Senate. 

In  this  letter,  it  is  not  said  tliat  the  vacancy  will  <<  hap- 
pen" in  the  month  of  October,  but  that  it  will  "occur." 

That  which  waa  before  uncertain,  becomes  now  certain. 
It  is  now  no  longer  doubtful  whether  any  vacancy  exists 
in  the  office  of  minister  to  France,  if  the  office  be  o*ie  in 
perpetuity.  The  incumbent  has  asked  leave  to  return  in 
October,  and  leave  has  been  given.  This  fact  is  made 
known  to  us  while  we  are  discussing  the  question }  it  be- 
comes, therefore,  a  part  of  the  res  geata^  and  determines 
the  period  at  wtdch  the  incumbent  will  go  out  of  office. 
It  is  now  a  perfect  certainty  that  a  vacancy  in  the  office  of 
minister  to  France  will  occur  in  October.  It  will  not  hap- 
pen during  the  recess;  it  lias  already  happened,  and  an 
outfit  is  to  be  provided  for  his  successor.  The  very  le- 
ffiaUtive  provision  for  an  outfit  would  be  conclusive  of  the 
net  of  a  vacancy.  How  can  a  vacancy  be  said  to  happen 
during  the  recess,  when  Congress  provides  an  outfit  now? 
If  we  pafs  this  appropriation,  it  will  be  a  solemn  legislative 
enactment,  declaring  that  a  vacancy  exists  in  the  office  of 
minister  to  France  in  October  next.  I1ien  the  President 
ought  to  make  the  nomination  at  the  present  session. 

That  which  is  known,  cannot  be  said  to  be  unknown. 
What  has  happened,  cannot  be  an  event  that  may  happen. 
If,  upon  the  faith  of  the  facts  stated  in  the  letter  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  an  appropriation  is  made  of  nine 
thousand  dollars,  at  the  request  of  the  appointing  power, 
will  that  power  hereafter  be  permitted  to  say  no  vacancy 
has  happened?  Is  the  public  treasure  to  be  locked  up  for 
outfits  tnat  may  not  be  wanted^  If  the  President,  to  make 
that  certain  which  was  before  contingent,  makes  a  com- 
munication to  the  Senate,  how  can  those  who  are  parties 
to  a  law  passed  on  the  assumption  of  such  a  state  of  facts, 
controvert  the  same?  The  power  to  make  the  vacancy  is 
with  the  President;  but  the  power  to  provide  the  outfit  is 
not.  The  President  makes  the  vacancy  to  get  the  money; 
yet  it  is  said  there  is  no  vacancy.  It  is  a  vacancy  during 
the  session  to  get  the  money,  and  a  vacancy  during  the 
recess  to  fill  the  office.  The  power  to  fill  offices  during 
the  recess  is  confined  to  accidental  and  unknown  vacan- 
cies. What  are  known  and  provided  for  takes  the  power 
from  the  President.  To  the  Deity  nothing  happens — with 
Him  there  are  no  casualties — every  thing  is  known  and 
provided  for;  but  Congress  has  not  the  power,  omnipotent 
as  it  may  be,  to  decree  that  which  has  not  happened,  but 
that  which  has  happened,  may  happen,  and  provide  for 
the  exigency.  The  Senate  ought,  in  its  legislative  cha- 
racter, to  take  care  that  no  detriment  comes  to  their 
executive  powers.  We  do  not  stand  in  need  of  light  from 
history  to  instruct  us  of  the  tendency  of  all  power  to 
concentrate  in  the  hands  of  a  su\gle  person.  We  have 
only  to  look  around  us,  and  the  influence  of  the  Execu- 
tive power  is  easily  perceived,  in  doors  as  well  as  out  of 
doors. 

It  cannot  be  doubted  but  that  the  Prendent  of  the 
United' States  is  constantly  absorbing  all  the  Executive 
power  of  the  Government.  The  Senate  will,  in  the  pro- 
cess of  time,  become  a  mere  circumstance — a  registering 


junto,  exercising  no  control  over  the  subjects  constitu- 
tionally confided  to  its  care.  We  ought  to  guard  against 
such  a  state  of  things. 

Mr.  M.  said  he  had  voted  for  the  outfit  for  minister  to 
Great  Britain,  under  the  belief  that  a  nomination  would  be 
made  during  the  session;  and  for  the  same  reason  would 
vote  for  the  present  outfit,  if  it  were  intended,  during  the 
present  session,  to  make  the  appointment.  The  contrary 
IS  implied  in  the  above  letter.  If  it  be  so  important  to  the 
country  that  no  chasm  shall  take  place  in  this  mission* 
that  we  should  now  grant  the  outfit,  is  it  not  equally  im- 
portant that  we  should  make  the  appointment  of  such  a 
minister  as  the  whole  appointing  poWer  may  approve  of? 

A  minister  in  a  chrysalis  state  ought  not,  but  in  extreme 
cases,  to  take  his  outfit  and  salary;  he  should  be  fledged 
fully  before  the  public  funds  are  dissipated  on  him.  If 
appropriations  for  outfits  and  salaries  are  regularly  and 
annually  granted,  no  minister  need  ever  be  sent  to  the 
Senate.  "The  President  shall  have  power  to  fill  up 
vacancies  that  may  happen  during  the  recess  of  the 
Senate,  by  granting  commissions  which  shall  expire  at  the 
end  of  their  next  sesnon.'* 

Appointments  made  during  the  recess,  it  may  be  fairly 
contended,  will  always  expire  during  the  recess.  Tha 
commission  will  expire  only  at  the  end  of  the  session. 
The  vacancy  does  not  occur  during  the  session,  and  must 
therefore  occur  during  the  recess.  If  the  vacancy  in 
such  cases  occur  during  Uie  recess,  let  a  pliant  Senate 
grant  the  outfit;  and  what  is  there  to  prevent  a  perpetual 
appointment  to  this  office  without  the  consent  of  the 
Senate?  If  even  the  minister  be  rejected,  the  rigtit  to 
appoint  him  again  would  result  from  the  principles  on 
which  the  appropriation  is  supported.  It  is  said  that  it 
would  be  obviously  improper  to  reappoint,  in  th^  recess, 
an  officer  who  had  been  rejected  by  the  Senate;  that  it 
would  be  a  plain  violation  of  the  constitution.  In  what 
would  the  violation  consist?.  It  is  no  violation  of  the  con* 
stitution  to  renominate  a  person  rejected  by  the  Senate, 
but  it  would  be  a  violation  of  the  constitution  to  appoint, 
after  the  rising  of  the  Senate,  a  person  to  office  which 
became  vacant  during  the  session,  although  the  term  of 
office  had  to  run  into  the  recess.  In  this  respect,  the 
outfits  for  the  minister  to  France  and  England  both  stood 
on  the  same  footing;  the  commissions  of  both  are  now 
determined,  and  yet  both  run  into  the  recess.  The  only 
reason  the  President  cannot  appoint  tlie  minister  to  Eng* 
land  during  the  recess  is,  that  he  cannot  bring  himself 
within  the  exception  provided  by  the  constitution.  He 
can  only  fill  vacancies  which  happen  during  the  recess.  * 
If  the  vacancy  becomes  certain  by  operation  of  law,  then 
he  must  nominate  to  the  Senate  at  the  session  next  ante* 
cedent  to  such  vacancy.  Thus,  for  instance,  if  a  marshal's 
commission  would  expire  on  the  rising  of  the  Senate,  or 
on  the  1st  day  of  next  October,  in  both  cases  the  nomi- 
nations should  be  made  to  the  Senate  during  its  present 
session.  Under  a  different  construction  of  the  constitution, 
an  officer  mifi^ht  be  kept  in  office  without  the  assent  of 
the  Senate  always,  and  a  mere  exception  to  the  rule,  as 
to  the  precedent  approval  of  the  Senate,  might  destroy 
the  rule  itself.  The  President  shall  appoint  to  office 
where  vacancies  happen  during  the  recess;  every  vacancy 
that  b  filled  in  the  recess,  must,  by  the  constitution,  be* 
come  vacant  during  the  recess,  where  the  same  is  not 
confirmed  bv  the  Senate.  If  tlie  Senate  reject  the  officer, 
or  the  President  omit  to  send  in  the  nomination  altogether, 
then  the  vacancy  will  again  occur  during  the  recess,  and 
may  be  so  continued  ad  infinitum. 

Sir,  the  true  way  to  prevent  such  inroads  upon  the 
spirit  of  the  constitution,  is  to  withhold  the  appropriations. 

The  only  remaining  objection  to  this  appropriation  is 
one  of  mere  expediency. 

Admitting  the  abstract  constitutional  power  of  the  Ex- 
ecutive to  appoint  during  the  recess  a  public  minister. 
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and  that  the  vacancy  in  this  mission  will  happen  dtiring 
the  recess,  then  is  it  proper  to  provide  an  outfit  for  a 
minister  to  France,  so  as  to  enable  the  President  to  send 
one  abroad  without  the  approbation  of  the  Senate,  only 
two  months  in  advance  of  its  session^  Mr.  M.  said  he 
rested  his  opposition  principally  upon  the  other  grounds; 
he  was,  nevertheless,  satisfied  that  there  existed  many 
strong  objections  to  this  provision,  on  this  latter  ground. 
It  would  be  better  that  there  should  be  a  short  interval  in 
our  diplomatic  intercourse  with  France,  than  that  a  min- 
ister should  be  sent  to  that  court,  who  might  be  rejected. 

It  was  a  great  mistake  to  suppose  our  representatives* 
abroad  were  only  the  President's  ministers.  Tjjey  were 
the  ministers  of  the  United  States,  and  appointed  by  the 
representatives  of  the  States,  and  paid  out  of  the  funds  of 
the  people.  It  ought  to  be  a  very  strong  case  that  would 
justify  the  appointment  of  ministers  but  a  few  weeks  be- 
fore the  meeting  of  the  Senate. 

The  refusal  to  confirm  such  appointments  increased  the 
expense,  and  had  more  the  appearance  of  a  removal  from 
office  than  the  refusal  to  appoint. 

This  subject  had  acquired  an  artificial  importance  by 
the  difference  between  the  Houses.  He  had  Keen  some- 
what instrumental  in  producing  the  difficulty,  and  felt, 
therefore,  bound  to  state  the  positions  on  which  he  rested 
his  vote. 

Mr.  TYLER  said  that  when  the  subject,  then  occupying 
the  Senate,  was  before  the  Committee  on  Finance,  he  had 
seen  no  good  reason  against  the  appropriation  of  an  outfit 
to  a  minister  to  France  upon  the  return  of  Mr.  Rives. 
Nor  had  the  discussion  which  had  taken  place  in  the  Se- 
nate, while  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  impressed  him  with 
different  views.  He  had,  accordingly,  voted  against  the 
motion  to  strike  it  out.  Then,  the  Senate  was  informed 
of  Mr.  Rives's  application  for  leave  to  return,  and  the  pro- 
bable necessity  which  might  exist  of  deputing  a  minister 
to  succeed  him.  This  came  to  us  in  an  official  form,  but 
nothing  was  positively  determined  in  relation  to  it,  by  the 
President.  The  letter  from  the  Secretaiy  of  State,  this 
morning  handed  in  at  the  table  by  the  chairman  of  the 
Fmance  Committee,  had  removed  all  doubt  upon  the  sub- 
ject, and  we  are  given  distinctly  to  understand  that  the 
President  has  acceded  to  Mr.  Rives's  request,  and  that  he 
has  permission  to  return  in  October.  We  have,  then,  no 
longer  the  case  of  a  contingency  presented  to  us.  It  is 
next  to  certain  that  a  vacancy  will  arise  in  the  mission  to 
Paris  before  the  next  meeting  of  Congress;  and  a  specific 
a-^propriation  ought  to  be  made,  to  meet  any  emergency 
M  hich  may  arise.  It  appeared  to  him  that  there  could  be 
but  two  grounds  on  which  the  appropriation  could  be  re- 
sisted: 

1.  That  it  was  improper  in  the  President  to  have  as- 
sented to  Mr.  Rives's  request. 

2.  That  the  United  States  required  no  representative 
at  Paris. 

Upon  neither  of  these  did  he  entertain  any  doubt.  On  the 
first,  if  there  was  nothing  more  in  the  case  than  the  fact  of 
the  minister's  having  been  absent  for  more  than  three 
years,  during  the  greater  part  of  which  time  he  had  been 
burdened  with  an  important  subject  of  negotiation,  he,  for 
one,  should  see  no  good  cause  to  object  to  his  return. 
But,  in  addition  to  this,  he  had  learned,  from  a  source  that 
claimed  his  unqualified  confidence,  that  Mr.  Rives's  health 
had  become  very  bad,  and  that,  in  all  probability-,  his  life 
might  be  hazarded  by  residing  another  winter  in  Paris. 
Mr.  T.  presumed,  therefore,  that  no  Senator,  under  the 
circumsunces,  would  object  to  the  President's  assent  to 
Mr.  R.'s  return.  He  anticipated  as  little  difference  of 
opinion  on  the  last  point,  viz.  the  propriety  of  appointing 
a  successor  to  Mr.  Rives.  The  present  unsettled  condi- 
tion of  Europe  called  for  the  measure.  A  war  had  long 
been  anticipated;  and  although,  at  present,  the  surface  of 
things  was  more  tranquil  th  n  it  had  been,  vet  no  one 


could  pretend  to  say  that  new  causes  of  disturbance  might 
not  arise.  For  himself,  he  had  no'  dout)t  that,  sooner  or 
later,  convulsions  would  occur.  It  did  not  seem  to  him 
probable  that,  with  the  lights  which  were  shed  abroad 
over  the  world,  and  which  were  piercing  the  most  hidden 
recesses  of  despotism,  Europe  could  long  remain  tranquil. 
This  called  for  great  vigilance  on  the  part  of  this  Govern- 
ment; for  we  were  taught,  by  the  past,  how  intimately 
and  closely  allied  tite  commercial  interests  of  the  United 
States  were  with  the  condition  of  Europe.  He  had,  then, 
no  difficulty  in  answering  both  thes3  inquiries  in  tlie  affir- 
mative. Whilst  he  admitted  the  propriety  of  the  Govern- 
ment being  represented  at  the  French  court,  he  was  not 
to  be  understood  as  saying  that,  without  the  existence  of 
the  strongest  emergency,  should  lie  consider  that  tlic 
President  would  appoint  a  successor,  to  leave  this  coun- 
try as  late  as  October.  He  presumed  the  reverse.  The 
President  would  not  be  so  far  wanting  in  comity  and  re- 
spect for  this  body,  as  to  despatch  a  minister  from  this 
country  af^er  October,  unless  the  delay  to  do  so  should  be 
attended  by  a  decided  sacrifice  of  public  interest.  He 
could  not  recognise  the  force  of  the  argument  which 
rested  on  the  supposition  that  the  President  would  do 
wrong.  He  was  bound  to  suppose,  on  the  contrary,  that 
the  President  would  do  right;  at  least,  he  would  not  con- 
demn him  in  advance.  Fairness  required  that  he  should 
not  be.  Mr.  T.  would  be  as  ready  to  condemn  for  a  ma- 
terial en-or,  no  matter  by  whom  committed,  as  any  otiier 
person.  He  had  felt  himself  constrained,  in  two  well 
known  instances,  to  differ  from  the  President;  and  he 
should  do  the  same,  whenever  his  judgment  should  so  di- 
rect him.  He  had  been  sent  there  to  sustain  truth,  not  to 
consecrate  eri*or.  The  public  interests  might  require  that 
a  minister  should  be  sent  during  the  summer,  so  as  to  be 
in  place  upon  the  withdra*^al  of  Mr.  Rives;  and  he  was 
willing  to  place  at  the  disposal  of  the  Preadent  a  sum  to 
enable*  him  to  do  so,  should  it  become  necessary. 

But  it  is  urged  that  the  President  can  resort  to  the  con- 
tingent fund.  Then  it  is  obvious  that  the  fuilure  to  make 
this  appropriation  does  not  cramp  Executive  discretion; 
and  that,  in  order  to  do  so,  that  fund  must  be  entirely 
withdrawn  from  the  appropriation  bill.  The  secret-ser- 
vice fund  is  not,  properly,  applicable  to  an  object  such  as 
this.  True,  it  has  teen  used  for  similar  purposes;  btit 
sums,  thus  withdrawn  from  it,  have  been  rcmnded  by 
Congress.  Bestides,  what  if  the  legitimate  and  ordinar)' 
demands  upon  that  fund  shoulc^  exhaust  it;  the  public  ser- 
vice must  either  go  neglected,  or  the  minister  incur  the 
expense  of  his  outfit  himself.  While  upon  this  subject, 
Mr.  T.  would  take  occasion  to  say  that  the  same  requisi- 
tions did  not  appear  to  him  to  exist,  to  the  same  extent, 
upon  that  fund  as  formerly.  There  was  no  necessity  for 
the  employment  of  special  messengers,  particularly  be- 
twee'n  this  country  and  London,  or  Paris,  as  formerly.  An 
important  document,  alone,  as  a  treaty,  would  require  to 
be  enti-usted  to  a  special  messenger;  but  not  so  with  the 
numerous  despatches  for  or  from  our  ministers.  The  line 
of  packets,  continually  plyine  to  and  fro,  rendered  the 
transmission  of  letters  as  safe  from  those  cities  to  the  Unit- 
ed States,  as  our  own  post  coaches,  within  our  borders. 

The  difference  between  himself  and  his  colleague  [Mr. 
Tazewell]  was  confined  to  this  point,  and  seemed  to 
him  to  be  wholly  immaterial:  he  thought  that  a  specific 
appropriation  was  best,  while  his  colleague  considcre<l 
the  appropriation  useless,  inasmuch  as  the  President  could 
meet  the  wants  of  the  public  service  out  of  the  contingent 
fund.  In  the  other  doctrine  contended  for  by  his  col- 
league, he  fully  concurred,  viz.  the  responsibility  of  the 
President  for  all  his  official  acts.  No  man,  however  high 
in  public  employment,  could  claim  to  be  irresponsible. 
He  was  responsible  to  his  constituents  for  all  his  acts;  and 
so  Vvas  the  President  for  his.  The  expression  of  the  Se- 
nator from  Georgi.i  [Mr.  Fohstth]  was  unguarded,  ai»J 
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not  sufficiently  qualified.  For  every  bill  the  President 
signs,  he  is  undoubtedly  answerable;  but,  in  regard  to  the 
numerous  private  bilU  which  are  passed,  he  may  well  ap- 
prove them,  and  rest  for  his  defence  on  the  examination 
given  to  them  by  the  two  Houses  of  Congress.  Let  him 
be  told,  however,  that  any  one  of  those  private  bills  has 
p&ssed  under  fraudulent  practices,  and  this  defence  would 
no  longer  avail.  So,  when  there  is  a  measure  of  public 
policy,  importantTiot  only  in  the  sum  involved,  but  in  the 
principle — the  huge  pension  bill  of  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut,  for  example — the  President  acts  under  the 
full  weight  of  his  responsibility.  He  ^trusted  that  this 
House  would  be  both  the  cradle  and  the  grave  of  that 
measure;  but,  should  it  reach  the  President,  he  enter- 
tained strong  hopes  that  he  would  see  cause  to  exert  his 
veto.  Mr.  T.  abstained  from  going  into  the  discission 
of  the  various  topics  introduced  into  this  debate.  At  a 
suitable  time  he  would  have  no  objection  to  looking  at 
them:  but  the  appropriation  bill  had  been  already  too  long 
delayed,  and  he  should,  therefore,  content  himself  with 
what  he  had  said. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  trusted,  he  said,  that  a  proposition 
would  be  made  to  amend  the  whole  clause,  so  as  to  ren- 
der the  appropriation  for  the  outfits,  both  of  minister  to 
London  and  the  minister  to  Paris,  conditional,  upon  the 
advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate  to  the  nominations.  He 
also  argued  that  no  specific  appropriation  was  necessary, 
provided  the  contingent  fund  was  large  enough  to  cover 
the  expense,  as  the  administration  had  shown  no  scruple 
in  using  the  contingent  fund;  and  he  cited  a  spreech  made 
in  the  Senate,  in  the  year  1830,  by  Mr.  Livingston,  to 
show  that  his  views  of  the  use  of  that  fund  would  not  pre- 
vent him  from  paying  the  outfit  of  a  minister  to  France 
from  it.  Mr.  C.  went  on  to  make  some  statements  of  the 
expenditures  of  the  present  administration,  compared  with 
those  of  the  one  preceding  it.  He  referred  to  a  statement, 
furnished  him  this  morning  by  a  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina,  [Mr.  Hatxe,]  from  which  it  appeared  that  the  ex- 
penditures of  the  last  year  were,  exclusive  of  the  sum  paid 
on  account  of  the  pub  life  debt,  thirteen  million  nine  hun- 
dred and  eighteen  thousand  seven  hundred  and  eight  dol- 
lars and  ninety-nine  cents,  bemg  six  hundred  and  twelve 
thousand  dolbrs  more  than  those  of  1828,  and  one  million 
two  hundred  and  seventy-five  thousand  six  hundred  and 
thirteen  dollars  beyond  those  of  1827. 

Mr.  SXHTH  stated  the  causes  which  led  to  the  increase 
of  expenditure  during  the  last  year.  The  Massachusetts 
militia  claim  had  been  paid,  which  exceeded  four  hun- 
dred thousand  dollars;  and  the  revolutionary  and  invalid 
pensions  had  been"^  increased. 

l^Ir.  WEBSTER  rose,  not,  he  said,  to  enter  into  the 
discussion,  but  to  ask  a  question  or  two  about  the  very 
novel  communication  laid  before  the  Senate  this  morn- 
ing by  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance.  It  was 
stated  to  be  a  communication  from  the  President  to  a  com- 
mitter, of  this  House.  He  doubted  whether  this  course 
liad  any  precedent.  The  Secretary  of  State  says  he  is 
directed  to  tell  the  Committee  on  Finance  so  and  so.  He 
wislied  to  know  whether  this  proceeded  from  any  appli- 
cation of  the  committee,  and,  also,  whether  it  was  ex- 
pected that  the  nomination  of  a  minister  to  France  would 
be  made  at  the  present  session. 

Mr.  SMITH  replied  that,  as  he  had  stated  before,  he 
found  the  paper  on  his  table  on  Saturday  last,  after  his 
return  home.  He  had  addressed  no  letter  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State.      He  believed  there  was  no  intention  of 


this  session,  the  appointment  of  a  minister  must  be  de- 
layed till  the  appropriation  bill  of  next  year  shall  pass — 
which  would  not  be,  probably,  till  February. 

Mr.  WEBSTEK  called  for  the  reading  of  the  letter; 
and  it  was  read,  as  follows:  **I  am  directed  by  the  Pre- 
sident to  inform  you,'*  &c. 

Mr.  CLAY  rose,  he  said,  to  express  his  sentiments  as 
to  this  extraordinary  paper,  and  the  extraordinary  man- 
ner in  which  it  had  been  introduced.  "When  the  subject 
was  last  under  debate,  it  was  argued,  against  the  appro- 
priation, that  it  was  for  a  contingency;  for  we  were  given 
to  understand  that  it  was  doubtful  whether  a  successor  to 
Mr.  Rives  would  be  sent  out  or  not.  We  were  tokl  that 
he  had  applied  for  liberty  to  return;  but  we  had  no  posi- 
tive information  whether  leave  would  be  given  or  not. 
After  the  bill  and  amendments  had  been  reported  to  the 
House,  it  was  well  known  that  the  subject  would  be 
again  taken  up.  There  was  no  call  for  Executive  inter- 
ference; but  this  information  is  sent  in  by  the  President 
while  the  subject  is  in  transitu,  from  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  to  the  House.  This  was  an  unconstitutional 
and  unexampled  interference  with  the  rights  of  the  Se- 
nate. In  this  doubtful  state  of  the  question,  the  Secretary 
of  State  is  directed  to  write  a  letter  to  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Finance,  which,  aflcr  his  return  from 
an  excursion,  he  finds  on  his  ta&le,  and  which  wholly 
changes  the  circumstances  of  the  case.  What  was  con- 
tingent, is  become  certain;  what  was  undecided,  Ls  now 
fixed.  In  order  to  suit  the  state  of  the  argument,  the 
President  had  determined  that  Mr.  Rives  should  return  in 
October,  and  had  announced  to  us  the  fact.  The  fact  had 
been  accommodated  to  the  state  of  the  question. 

Mr?  BIBB  said,  as  more  than  four  months  of  the  session 
had  gone  by,  and  as,  by  the  continued  delay  of  this  bill, 
many  officers  of  Government  were  without  the  means  of 
receiving  their  compensation,  ho  was  very  reluctant  to 
occupy  time  in  the  further  discussion  of  this  question. 
But  it  was  one  of  such  weight  as  to  require  some  explana- 
tion of  the  vote  which  he  intended  to  give;  for  though 
he  might  disagree  with  gentlemen  on  both  sides,  he  was 
obliged  to  vote  on  one  side.  In  the  present  state  of  af- 
fairs in  Europe,  the  United  States  ought  at  all  times  to  be 
represented  at  the  court  of  France.  He  was  not  willing 
that  any  interval  should  take  place  in  which  we  stiould  be 
without  a  minister.  The  return  of  Mr.  Rives  ought  to  be 
immediately  followed  by  the  selection  of  his  successor,  and 
for  the  payment  of  his  outfit  he  would  greatly  prefer  a 
specific  appropriation.  Government  tended  to  tyranny, 
in  consequence  of  the  multiplicity  of  subjects  embraced 
within  the  scope  of  their  power,  because  that  was  tyranny 
which  was  left  discretionary  and  undefined.  He  would 
leave  nothing  unnecessarily  to  Executive  discretion,  espe- 
cially in  relation  to  the  direction  of  the  public  funds.  He 
would  not  hold  that  it  was  nccessarv  for  the  President  to 
make  a  nomination  at  this  session;  fi}r,  at  this  time,  there 
was  no  vacancy.  He  saw  no  reason  why  the  President 
should  make  the  nomination  so  lung  before  the  month  of 
October.  With  respect  to  these  foreign  missions,  the 
Executive  authority  ought  not  to  be  unnecessarily  curtail- 
ed. Between  ^the  State  and  federal  powers  he  would 
always  keep  a  distinct  line;  and,  in  cases  where  the  line 
became  indistinct,  he  would  lean  in  favor  of  the  State 
power;  but  where  the  federal  power  was  clear,  he  would 
leave  it  uncontrolled.  He  did  not,  therefore,  demand  a 
nomination  from  the  President  before  the  occurrence  of 
the  vacancy.     If  any  President,  in  the  exercise  of  this 


nominating  a  minister  to  France  at  the^  present  session,   power,  should  dare  to  send  on  a  foreign  mission  an  indi 


vidual  who  had  been  rejected  by  the  Senate,  he,  for  one, 
would  not  hesitate  to  say  that  he  ought  to  be  impeached. 


Mr.  Rives  would  stay  till  October;  and,  if  another  was  ap 

pointed  at  this  session,  we  should  have  two  ministers  under 

pay^-one  here,  and  another  in  Paris.     He  did  not  believe  '  Thinking,  then,  as  he  did,  that  there  should  be  no  interim 

any  minister  would  be  sent  till  the  next  session  of  Con-  in  our  representation  at  Paris,  and  that  the  appropriation 

fress.     If  the  appropriation  was  now  made,  it  would  then  'should  be  specific,  he  was  in  favor  of  making  the  appro- 
e  ready;  but,  if^  the  appropriation  should  not  be  made  priation  now.     If  a  minister  was  sent  in  December  next, 
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there  would  then  be  no  appropriation  for  his  outfit,  unless 
it  was  made  now,  for  the  appropriation  bills  are  not,  as  we 
know,  passed  till  a  late  stage  or  the  session.  In  regard  to 
the  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  which  his  colleague 
had  remarked  upon,  he  was  free  to  declare  that  he  did  not 
consider  it  as  a  remarkable  interference  on  the  part  of 
the  President  and  Secretary  of  State;  on  the  contrary,  he 
viewed  it  an  entirely  correct  procedure,  both  in  regard  to 
its  object  and  form.  It  was  an  evidence  of  respect  for 
the  views  of  this  body;  for  it  will  be  recollected  that  the 
question  was  frequently  asked  whether  Mr.  Kives  would 
return  or  not,  and  how  soon.  Our  information  as  to  these 
points  was  indefinite.  It  was  known  to  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Finance,  on  whom  we  chiefly  relied  for 
the  information,  whether  leave  of  return  had  or  had  not 
been  granted  to  Mr.  Rives.  If  the  President,  knowing 
that  this  body  required  this  information,  hod  withheld  it, 
he  would  have  been  answerable  for  it.  The  determina- 
tion of  the  fact  belonged  to  the  President  exclusively.  He 
was  the  only  man  who  could  come  to  this  determination, 
and  make  it  known  to  this  body.  Is,  then,  the  communi- 
cation of  this  fact  to  this  body  any  offence }  Was  it  any 
interference  with  the  powers  of  this  House  ?  The  witlihold- 
ing  of  the  information  would  have  been  made  a  better 
cause  of  complaint  The  question  whether  the  communi- 
cation ought  properly  to  have  been  to  this  House,  or  to 
the  Committee  on  Finance,  is  a  mere  question  of  eti- 
quette, as  to  which  there  may  be  a  difference  of  opinion. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  expressed  his  gratification  at  bearing 
from  the  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky  the  opinion 
that  the  appointment  of  a  rejected  nominee  is  an  impeach- 
able offence;  and  he  went  on  to  speak  of  the  cases  of 
Wharton  Rector,  Stambaugh,  and  Gardiner,  as  cases  to 
which  the  Senator's  opinion  would  apply.  He  would  say 
to  a  President  who  had  exhibited  such  a  disposition  to  en- 
croach upon  the  constitutional  powers  of  the^Senate,  1 
will  vote  against  any  appropriation,  unless  it  be  stipulated 
that  the  appropriation  shall  not  uke  effect  till  afler  the 
minlster*s  regular  appointment  with  the  consent  and  ad- 
vice of  this  body. 

Mr.  HOLMES  spoke  against  the  appropriation. 

Mr.  KING  said  it  was  a  matter  of  very  little  importance 
whether  this  appropriation  was  made  specific,  or  taken 
from  the  contingent  fund.  He  did,  however,  believe  it 
to  be  the  proper  and  regular  course  to  use  the  contingent 
fund  for  other  objects,  which  were,  in  their  character, 
certxiin,  ascertained,  and  fixed.  It  was  asked—can  the 
President  appoint,  in  the  recess,  a  minister  to  a  vacancy 
now  eustlngr  But  how  can  it  be  said  that  a  vacancy  now 
exists?  Whether  the  President  would  send  a  minister  to 
France  after  tlie  return  of  Mr.  Rives,  and  before  the  next 
session,  was  to  be  determined  by  circumstances;  and  it  was 
proper  that  the  President  should  have  the  means  to  pay 
the  outfit,  in  case  it  became  necessary  to  make  the  appoint- 
ment. Mr.  K.  referred  to  the  letter  from  the  Secretary 
of  State,  which  had  been  commented  on  with  so  much  un- 
deserved severity.  He  could  not  imagine  how  the  Presi-, 
dent  or  the  Secretary  of  State  could  be  blamed  on  account 
of  a  disposition  to  present  the  whole  state  of  tlie  case.  He 
was  sorry  to  see  so  much  captious  opposition  to  the  aot 
ministration.  A  fair  opposition  he  would  always  be  glad 
to  see;  it  was  a  salutary  check  upon  men  in  power.  But 
to  alarm  the  fears  of  the  people  by  the  constant  cry  that 
tlie  Senate  was  in  danger,  and  the  rights  of  the  people  in 
danger,  could  sen-c  no  good  purpose.  The  case  of  Whar- 
ton Rector,  which  had  been  so  much  pressed,  had  been 
much  misunderstood  and  misstated.  This  individual  had 
not  been  appointed  an  Indian  a^ent  after  the  rejection  of 
his  nomination.  He  had  not  been  employed  in  a  salaried 
office.  It  was  true  that  he  had  been  employed  to  carry 
some  emigrating  Indians  over  tlie  river.  With  respect  to 
the  opinion  that  the  appointment  of  an  individual  whose 
nomination  has  been  once  rejected,  is  illegal,  it  must  be 


received  with  many  grains  of  allowance.  Its  propriety 
would  depend  much  upon  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
upon  the  mptive  of  the  officer,  and  the  fitness  of  the  indi- 
vidual, and  the  motive  of  his  rejection.  The  other  day, 
for  instancy  that  most  worthy  and  excellent  man,  Mr. 
Legfare,  had  well  ni^h  been  rejected,  for  the  reason  that 
many  thought  a  mission  to  Belgium  unneceasaty.  But  would 
any  one  undertake  to  say  that  his  appointment  to  office, 
by  the  President,  would  have  been  illegal?  He  did  not 
think  that,  gene^ly,  the  President  ought  to  select  indi- 
viduals who  were  in  this  situation,  for  office,  because  it 
created  ill  feeling  on  the  part  of  the  Senate.  He  cared 
little  whether  this  appropriation  was  given  or  not.  He 
did  not  think  that  the  President  would  appoint  a  minister 
to  France  before  the  meeting  of  Congress,  unless  some 
extraordinary  contingency  would  render  it  necessary.  In 
conclusion,  Mr.  K.  remarked  that  it  was  true  he  ddd  not 
approve  all  the  acts  of  the  late  administration,  but  he  gave 
it  a  fair  and  liberal  support.  He  gave  it  the  means,  and 
held  it  responsible  for  their  use. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said,  one  remark  fell  from  the  Senator 
from  Alabama,  which  ought  not  to  pass  without  notice, 
however  mild  might  have  been  tlie  tone  in  which  it  was 
uttered.     He  spoke  of  the  oppotition  as  factious. 

Mr.  KING.     I  said  captious. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  rose  merely  to  notice  tome  remarki 
which,  though  from  ordinary  persons  they  would  not  be 
viewed  as  entitled  to  the  least  weirht,  merited  notice  as 
coming  from  persons  standing  before  the  community  as 
the  gentlemen  do  from  whom  those  remarks  proceeded. 
The  Secretary  of  State,  by  direction  of  the  Preadcnt,  had 
announced  the  fact  that  Mr.  Rives  would  return  in  Octo- 
ber, and  tliis  is  said  to  be  an  extraordinary  interference  on 
the  part  of  tlie  President.  The  £act  was  communicated 
by  tiie  Secretary  of  State  to  the  chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Finance,  in  the  same  form,  and  in  the  precise  terns 
in  which,  as  the  organ  of  the  President,  he  usually  holds 
conramnication  with  the  committees.  Mr.  F.  here  read 
read  the  former  letter  addressed  two  months  ago  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance,  by  Mr.  Livingston,  on  this  subject, 
showing  that  it  was  expressed  in  the  same  terns  as  the 
Ibtter  communicated  to^y,  viz.  <'  I  am  directed  by  the 
President  to  inform  you,"  &c.  There  was  nothing  at  all 
peculiar  in  the  form  or  object  of  the  communication.  The 
Senator  from  Kentucky  says  the  President  has  no  right  to 
interpose  in  the  discussions  in  Uiis  body.  True;  but  this 
is  not  an  argument,  but  a  naked  fact — ^a  fact  wliich,  vhe- 
tlier  called  upon  or  not,  it  was  his  duty  to  communicate. 
The  information  was  not  essential  to  him,  for  it  did  not 
change  his  views.  But  other  gentlemen  bad  sud  that  they 
could  not  act  without  positive  information  whether  Mr. 
Rives  was  to  return  or  not. 

Afler  some  words  firom  Messrs.  SPRAGUE,  FOOT, 
CLAY,  SMITH,  and  FORSYTH, 

The  question  was  taken  on  concurring  in  tile  amend- 
ment made  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  determin- 
ed in  the  affirmative,  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chamber^  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Foot,  FreHnghuysen,  Hayne,  Holmes,  Johnston, 
Knight,  Miller,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Buggies, 
Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tomlinson,  Wag- 
Wman,  Webster. — 23. 

\NAYS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Dallas,  Dickcrson, 
Dkdley,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane, 
King,  Mang^m,  Marcy,  Moore,  Robinsop,  Smith,  Troup, 
Tyler,  White,  Wilkins ^21. 

So  the  appropriation  was  stricken  out. 

Mr.  POIND£XT£R  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by 
adding  a  provision  to  enable  tlie  President  of  the  United 
States  to  send  a  charge  to  Venezuela,  ^500. 

After  a  very  few  words  from  Mr.  MANGUM  and  Mr. 
HAYNE,  Mr.  FORSYTH  called  for  the  yeaa  and  nayu 
which  were  ordered. 
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The  question  was  then  taken^  and  decided  in  the  nega* 
tive,  aa  follows: 
/       YEAS — Messrs.  Benton,  Chambers,  Clayton,  Dallas, 
/    Holmes,  Man^m,  Poandexter,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Wag- 
gaman.— 10. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Bibb,  Clay,  Dickerson,  Dudley, 
Ellis,  Foot,  Forsyth^  Frelinehuysen,  Grundy,  Hayne, 
Hendricks,  Rill,  Johnston,  Kane,  King,  Marcy,  Miller, 
Moore,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Buggies,  Smith,  Sprague, 
Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tomlinaon,  Tyler,  Webster,  White, 
Wilkins 31. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  then  renewed  the  motion  he  made 
in  committee  to  strike  out  *'  Colombia,''  and  to  reduce 
the  appropriation  for  that  mission,  and  asked  for  the  yeas 
ami  nays  on  tlie  question,  which  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  then  put,  and  decided  in  the  nega- 
tive, as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Foot, 
/    Frelin^huysen,  Hayne,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Miller,  Foin- 
/     dexter,  Prentiss^  Bobbins,  Rugi^les,  Seymour,  Sprague, 
I      Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster. — 19. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Dallas,  Dickerson, 
Dudley,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Onmdy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane, 
Kinr,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Moore,  Bobbins,  Smith,  Taze- 
well, Tipton,  Tyler,  White,  Wilkins.--32. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


TuBSDAT,  April  24. 

Mr.  WHITE,  from  the  Committee;  on  Indian  Affiiirs, 
reported  the  bill  to  provide  for  extending  the  benefits  of 
vaccination  among  the  Indians,  with  an  amendment. 

The  amendment  restores  the  appropriation  from  6,000 
to  12,000  dollars,  the  last  being  the  sum  originally  re- 
ported in  the  biU. 

APPROPIUATION  BULL. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  then  moved  to  reconsider  tlie  vote  by 
which  the  Senate  had  refused  to  raise  the  appropriation 
for  th«  contingencies  of  the  judicial  department  from 
190,000  to  250,000  doUats. 

The  motion  being  agreed  to— yeas  24^ 

Mr.  FORSYTH  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  strik- 
ing out  190,000,  and  inserting  250,000,  and  sustained 
bis  motion  on  tlie  ground  that  the  money  would  be  requir- 
ed to  pay  actual  arrearages,  and  was  not  asked  for  any 
prospective  objects. 

Some  discussion  ensued  on  this  motion,  in  wliich 
Messrs.  TYLER,  FOOT,  SMITH,  MARCY,  FORSYTH, 
JOHNSTON,- and  CLAYTON,  took  part. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the 

S|aestion»  and,  being  taken,  tlie  question  was  decided  as 
ollows: 

,        YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley, 
;     £U)8»  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Kane,  King,  Knight,  Mangum, 

>       Marcy,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tipton,  White 16. 

\  NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  CUy- 
ton»  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hayne,  Hill,  Holmes,  Johnston, 
Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Ruggles, 
Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tomlinson,  Troup, 
Tyler,  Waggaman,  Webster — ^26. 
So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

WASHINGTON'S  STATUE. 

Mr.  KILLER  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  striking  out 
the  clause, 

••  To  enable  the  President  to  contract  for  a  statue  of 
^toT^  Washington,  to  be  placed  in  tlie  rotundo  in  the 
eapitol,  5,000  dollars." 

Mr.  M.  said  he  did  not  object  to  the  object  of  the  ap- 
propriation, but  he  would.deny  the  ri^ht  of  the  House  of 
^presentativcs  to  make  a  contract  without  the  assent  of 
t|ie  Senate,  and  then  demand  from  the  Senate  an  appro- 
lunation  to  carty  it  into  effect*    If  the  iufcgect  of  the  re- 
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solution  of  the  House,  authorizing  the  President  to  eiiv> 
ploy  Mr.  Greenough,  had  been  the  decoration  of  the  Hall 
of  Representatives,  he  would  not  have  objected  to  the 
appropriation,  as  it  would  have  been  within  the  exclusive 
province  of  the  House)  but  it  related  to  the  rotundo, 
which  was  certainly  as  much  within  the  jurisdiction  and 
control  of  the  Senate  as  of  the  House. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  accorded  with  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  fully  in  his  conclusions,  though  he  arrived 
at  them  by  a  somewhat  different  process.  He  denied 
the  riglit  of  the  President  lb  make  a  contract,  involving 
an  expenditure  of  numey,  upon  the  authority  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  alone.  He  was  also  opposed 
to  the  appropriation,  because  it,  in  effect,  asserted  that  the 
Senate  had  no  right  to  interfere  in  the  nuuiagement  and 
decorations  of  the  capitol. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  that  no  contract  had  been  made  with 
Mr.  Greenough.  The  President  had  merely  written  to 
him,  adviaing  him  of  the  resolution,  and  asking  whefber 
he  would  undertake  the  task.  No  appropriation  would 
probably  be  wanted  before  next  year,  and  no  inconve- 
nience could  arise  from  its  being  struck  out. 

Mr.  MARCY  said  that  he  had  been  informed  by  a  mem* 
ber  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  that  there  was  no  intention,  on  the 
part  of  the  House,  to  usurp  exclusive  power  over  the 
capitol.  They  had  intended  to  pass  a  joint  resolution; 
but,  throu^  inadvertence,  it  was  suffered  to  take  the 
form  of  a  simple  resolution. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  said  there  would  be  no  difficulty 
in  striking  out  the  appropriation,  and  introducing  and 
passing  a  joint  resolution  to  effect  the  object  in  view, 
which  all  approved. 

After  a  few  words  from  Messrs.  FORSYTH,  CHAM* 
BERS,  JOHNSTON,  and  MILLER,  the  motion  to  strike 
out  was  agreed  to.  The  bill  was  then  ordered  to  a  third 
reading. 

VACCINATION  BILL. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WHITE,  the  previous  orders  were 
postponed,  and  the  Senate  took  up  the  bill  for  the  vac- 
cination of  the  Indians. 

The  amendment,  striking  out  6,000  dollars,  and  insert- 
ing 12,000  dollars,  was  agreed  to. 

Some  discussion  of  the  bill  took  plac^,  in  which  the 
objections  before  urged  were  repeated,  and  in  which 
Messrs.  MILLER,  BUCKNER.  and  MANGUM,  took 
part.  The  question  on  the  third  reading  of  the  bill  was 
finally  taken  by  yeas  and  nays,  and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Chambers,  DiJlas,  Dud- 
ley, Ellis,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Grundpr,  Hendricks, 
Hill,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  King,  Knight,  Poindex- 
ter, Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Seymour, 
Silsbee,  Smitii,  Sprague,  Tomlinson,  Webster,  White, 
Wilkins.— 31. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Buckner,  Dickerson,  Hayne,  «Man-  * 
gum.  Miller,  Moore,  TazeweU,  Tipton,  Tyler,  Wagga- 
man.— 10. 

APPORTIONMENT  BILL. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  the  pMvioua  orders 
were  then  postponed,  and  the  Senate  took  ttp  the  i^kpor- 
tionment  bill. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  having  obtained  the  floor. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

WxDXMSAT,  ArajL  25. 
APPORTIONMENT  BILL. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  the  Senate,  in  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  unflni^d  business  of 
yesterday,  being  the  apportionment  bill. 

Mr.  W.  did  not  propose,  at  this  late  period  of  the  session, 
to  enter  into  any  lengthened  discoation  of  this  Important 
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•ubject.  Two  gentfenieii  were  absent,  who  were  decid- 
edly in  favor  of  ue  plan  proposed  by  Uie  committee,  and 
he  believed  a  majority  of  the  Senate  was  also  in  favor  of 
the  principle  of  the  amendment.  He,  therefore»  relied 
on  the  candor  of  gentlemen  of  opposite  sentiments  not  to 
prevent,  by  indirect  motion,  the  entire  expression  of  the 
Senate  on  the  subject.  Mr.  W.  briefly  explained  the 
prindples  which  had  gfuided  the  committee,  and  the  gene- 
ral scope  and  policy  of  the  bill,  and  laid  down  a  course 
to  be  pursued,  by  which  no  advantage  would  be  gained  by 
one  party,  or  lost  by  the  other.  With  respect  to  the  num-  i 
her  of  representatives  for  the  House,  he  was  instructed 
by  the  committee  to  move  to  fill  the  blank  with  241.  The 
tables,  printed  by  the  order  of  the  Senate,  would  show  the 
sianner  in  which  it  was  proposed  to  distribute  the  repre- 
sentatives among  the  States.  Mr.  W.,  after  a  full  expla- 
nation, expressed  the  hope  that  some  time  to-day  the  vote 
would  be  taken,  when  the  Senate  was  fuller  than  at  pre- 
■erff;  and  suggested  that  it  would  be  better  to  take  it  first 
on  striking  out  and  inserting  the  amendment,  without  fill- 
ing the  blanks.  This  would  settle  tlie  principle;  and,  if 
a  majoritv  proved  to  be  in  favor  of  it,  the  blanks  could 
then  be  filled  according  to  the  sense  of  the  Senate,  after 
that  vote  had  been  decided.  ^ 

Mr.  DAIA.AS  said,  after  much  reflection  upon  this 
subject,  Mr.  President,  aided  by  the  very  able  report 
made  to  the  Senate  by  the  select  committee,  I  have  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  question  of  preference  between 
the  bill,  assent  to  us  by  the  House  of  Representatives,  and 
the  projet  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  cannot  be 
satisnctorily  determined  by  a  comparison  of  minute  cal- 
culations, but  must  be  governed  by  broad  and  general 
principles.  The  unequS  results  of  the  two  plans  may 
be  strongly  and  variously  illustrated  by  an  endless  series 
of  estimates.  No  mode  of  proceeding  will  produce  such 
an  apporUonment  of  representatives,  as  will  be  at  all 
times  perfectly  equal;  but  it  is  impossible,  as  1  apprehend, 
to  attain  any  firm  conviction  by  balancing  one  set  of  arith- 
metical details  against  another. 

At  the  basis  of  my  reasoning,  in  relation  to  the  matter, 
1  have  felt  powerfully  influenced  by  the  suggestion  that 
the  structure  of  the  other  House  of'Congpress  should  be 
confided  almost  exclusively  to  the  wisdom,  virtue,  and 
magnanimity  o?  those  who  now  compose  it.  If  the  mode 
which  they  recommend  and  adopt,  conform  to  the  consti- 
tution, the  Senate  should  not  mterfere  to  alter  or  em- 
barrass it.  The  subject  peculiarly  belongs  to  them. 
Gentlemen  will  recollect  that  over  the  organization  of 
this  body  tlie  representative  chamber  can  exercise  no 
possible  control,  and  it  would  seem  both  fair  and  gracious 
tliat  we  should  abstain,  as  fiu*  as  possible,  from  meddling 
with  the  sources  whence  they  deduce  their  numbers,  and 
the  process  bv  which  they  regulate  them.  That  is  the 
popular  branch  of  tlie  National  Lcg^lature—this  is  the 
feaerativc  one.  Each  should  move  in  unison  with  the 
principle  upon  which  it  is  founded,  and  guardedly  refrain 
as  well  fh>m  counteracting  the  just  and  appropriate  ac- 
tions of  the  other^  as  from  sanctioning  the  least  encroach- 
ment upon  itself.  An  opinion  expressed  by  a  distinguished 
■wmber  of  ^e  conventioii  of  Massachusetts,  when  de- 
liberating as  to  the  adoption  of  the  constitution,  although 
it  applied  in  strictness  to  a  clause  not  now  in  question, 
bears  out  the  idea  which  1  am  dearous  to  enforce,  and  I 
therefore  quote  it: 

Mr.  Cabot  said,  '*!  consider  the  democratic  branch  of 
the  National  Government,  the  braaeh  chosen  immediately 
by  the  people,  as  intended  to  be  a  check  on  the  federal 
branch,  which  latter  is  not  an  immediate  representation 
of  the  people  of-America«  and  is  not  chosen  by  them; 
but  is  a  representative  of  the  sovereignty  of  the  individual 
States  and  its  members,  delegated  by  the  several  State 
X4egialature8;  and  if  the  State  Legislaturea  (or,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent^  their  delegatea  herv)  are  suffered  to  regulate  conclu- 


sively the  elections  of  the  democratic  braneh,  they  may, 
by  such  interference,  first  weaken,  and  at  last  destroy, 
that  check;  tliey  may  at  fint  diminish,  and  finally  annihi- 
late, that  control  of  the  Cieneral  Government  which  the 
people  ought  always  to  have  through  their  immediate  re- 
presentatives."   If,  .sir,  the  Senate  resist  the  matured 
project  of  the  House  of  Representatives;  if  this  body  wiD 
not  abide  by  tlie  selected  number,  nor  by  the  process  of 
their  selection,  nor  their  distribution  among  the  respective 
members  of  the  confederacy,  is  there  not  at  once  a  dan- 
gerous interference  by  the  federative,  against  the  populsr 
principle  ?   Do  we  not  '*  at  first  weaken,*'  and  nuty  we  not 
<'at  last  destroy,"  the  control  which  the  people  ought  to 
exert  over  the  Government  through  their  direct  agents^ 
If  we  assume  to  regulate  this  business  arbitrarily  now, 
although  our  work  may  not  be  unjust  in  principle  or  pro- 
duct, the  time  may  come  when  the  precedent  will  be 
invoked  to  justify  a  fatal  retrenchment  of  the  popular 
representation;  when  the  doctrine  of  mere  fiederatioii  may 
struggle  successfully  against  its  anti^onist,  and  deem  it 
patriotic  to  reduce  the  power  or  the  influence  of  the  peo- 
ple, in  legislation,  to  its  mini^wm.     I  cannot,  sir,  be  even 
remotely  accessory  to  such  a  result. 

The  bill  sent  to  us  from  the  House  comes  recommended 
to  our  partiality  by  very  strong  considerations.  The 
rule  of  apportionment  it  prescribes  was,  in  the  first  place, 
coeval  with  the  formation  of  our  Government.  U  was 
enunciated  by  the  earliest  Congress  afler  the  adoption  of 
the  constitution — by  men  who  had  participated  actively  in 
all  parts  of  the  country,  in  discussing,  approving,  amend- 
ing, and  perfecting  that  invaluable  instrument  ^d  in 
adapting  it  carefully  to  the  wishes  and  views  of  the  Ame- 
rican people.  This  rule  has  been  repeated  and  enforced 
at  every  returning  census,  has  been  carried  into  practi- 
cal operation  for  forty  years,  and  has  been  universally 
acquiesced  in  as  abundantly  bnpartial  and  equal.  Sir,  I 
do  sincerely  and  solemnly  desire  to  find  something  per- 
manent in  our  Governmentt  and  especially  desire  to  M 
this  quality  of  permanency  and  fixedness  in  a  rule  on 
which  depend  the  quantum  and  equality  of  populsr  re- 
presentation. Nor  can  1  forbear  to  express  mj  regret 
and  surprise  that  an  attempt  to  unsettle  and  overthrow 
what  has  been  so  long  established  and  so  universally  con- 
formed to,  sliould  emanate  from  the  precise  quarter 
whence  it  does  come. 

Sir,  the  rule  of  the  bill  was  not  only  settled  long  igi>> 
but  it  was  reflectingly  settled  by  «ur  best  and  wisest 
statesmen.  General  Washington  deliberated  much:  be 
deliberated  in  association  with  Jefferson  and  Hamilton; 
and  their  joint,,  and  laborious,  and  enfightened,  and  pure 
deliberations  terminated  in  th<?  formal  adoption  of  a  pro- 
cess, as  the  only  constitutional  one  which  has  ever  since 
been  applied  to  apportionment  Metaphysical  refine- 
ments cannot  give  us  a  safer  or  sounder  rule  than  tlie  one 
furnished  bv  such  men,  under  such  circumstances,  for 
the  practical  conduct  of  our  institutions.  I  am  unwilling 
to  abandon  their  rule,  unless  conclusively  satisfied,  not 
merely  that  it  is  not  in  itself  perfect-^for  perfection  I  an- 
ticipate from  no  human  effort — but  unless  coHchtsvely 
satisfied  that  it  is  positively  unconstitutional,  or  vicious  in 
tendency. 

Another  recommendation  in  the  bill,  Hr.  Preadent^  i» 
powerful  with  me.  Its  rule  has  become  fiimiliar  to,  and 
is  clearly  understood  by,  the  great  mass  of  the  people. 
Its  application,  its  results,  its  imperfections,  are  all  known 
and  appreciated.  Now,  sh*,  I  am  not  averse  to  vise  and 
salutary  innovations,  suggested  merely  by  learned  and 
ingenious  men:  no  doubt  our  system  maybe  grsduallT 
improved  by  them;  but  there  are  some  subjects  on  which 
I  can  sanction  no  change  wliich  ia  not  preceded  by  the 
expression  of  popular  sentiment.  If  the  American  peo- 
ple have  fbrioity  years  witnessed  the  operation  oftbe 
rule  of  apportionment  once  more  adopted  by  their  direct 
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representatives;  if^  asl  believe,  tbey  fuUy  comprehend 
its  character  and  effect;  and  if,  as  we  all  know,  they  have 
cheerfully  and  everv  where  acquiesced  in  it — I  cannot,  I 
will  not,  a^ee  to  take  from  the  people  a  rule  with  which 
they  are  thus  contei]|,  merely  to  introduce  another  more 
scientific  and  plaustole»  devised  by  a  strong  and  ingeni- 
ous understanding.  The  subject  is  too  deeply  interesting 
to  them,  to  the  exercise  of  their  legitimate  control  over 
the  Government,  to  their  rights,  tlieir  convenience,  and 
dieir  power.  When  they  ajk  a  rule  dilTerent  from  the  one 
upon  which  they  have  acted,  then,  and  not  till  then,  shall 
I  feel  disposed  to  prescribe  it. 

What,  sir,  is  the  rule  of  apportionment  incorporated  in 
the  bill  ?  To  my  mind,  it  is  a  practical  construction  of  the 
constitutional  phrase  '<  apportion."  Fix  the  number  of 
people  wliich  sliall  constitute  a  constituency,  and  then  al- 
lot to  each  State  one  representative  as  often  as  its  popula- 
tion contains  that  number  or  constituency.  In  other,  and 
more  common  language,  determine  your  ratio,  and  apply 
it  to  the  respective  States.  The  word  ** ratio"  is  assailed, 
but  it  was  used,  and  used  with  this  meaning,  on  this  wery 
subject,  in  almost  every  State  convention  to  which  the 
constitution  was  submitted  for  approval,  it  is  the  *  *  one 
common  divisor"  deemed  essentisl  by  Washington,  in  his 
message  to  Congress  of  1792.  The  fixing  upon  this  con- 
stituency, this  ratio,  this  common  divisor,  is  the  first  de- 
finitive legislative  act  in  providing  for  the  apportionment 
of  represenUtives.  The  structure  of  every  Uw  upon  the 
subject  attests  this.  The  number  of  the  representative 
body  is  a  result,  rather  than  a  basis,  of  the  process;  and 
hence,  heretofore,  that  number  has  never  been  expressly 
mentioned  in  the  acts  of  Congress. 

But,  sir,  we  are  told  that  this  rule  eventuates  in  frac- 
tions, or  remainders,  or  residuums!  I  deny  their  exist- 
ence. The  constitution  recognises  nothing  less  than  a 
constituency  for  a  distinct  representation.  Any  number 
of  people  less  than  the  agreed  constituency  is,  qiioad  hoc^ 
nothing.  Fractions  cannot  be  legally  known  to  exist. 
They  are  nonentities— analogous,  perhaps,  in  some  de- 
gree, to  an  association  of  individuals,  not  yet  entitled  to 
recognition  or  lawful  powers  by  an  incorporating  charter. 
Not,  sir,  that  these  ideal  fractions  are  unrepresented  in 
your  Government-- every  individual  citizen  in  the  whole 
country  is  now,  and  always  has  been,  fairiy  represented  in 
the  popular  branch  of  Congress.  Any  one  State  may 
have  more  or  less  representatives — ^may  have  seven,  or 
six,  or  five;  but  liave  what  number  she  may,  Uiat  num- 
ber will  fully  represent  all  her  population. 

I  am'attached,  then,  Mr.  President,  to  the  rule  of  the 
bilL  on  account  of  its  venerable  age,  on  account  of  its  pa- 
ternity, and  on  account  of  its  simplicity.  And  in  relation 
to  the  last  characteristic  by  which  my  preference  is  ex- 
cited. I  beg  leave  to  adopt  the  principle  of  Mr.  Jefiersoo, 
when  he  says  thus:  **Laws  ought  to  be  made  for  men 
of  ordinary  understanding,  and  would  therefore  be  con- 
strued by  the  ordinary  rules  of  common  sense.  Their 
meaning  ought  not  to  be  sought  for  in  metaphysical  sub- 
tleties* which  may  make  any  thing  mean  ^ytry  thing  or 
nothing,  at  pleasure."  The  old  rule  invokes  for  its  com- 
prehension nothing  more  than  sound  common  sense;  tbttt 
of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  however  plausible^ 
profouiKL  or  scientific^  has  exacted  from  his  industry  and 
skill  very  many  calculations  and  many  more  explanations, 
before  it  could  be  understood  by  those  whom  I  address, 
and  will  certainly  never  be  embraced  by  the  ordinary 
understanding  of  the  great  mass  of  our  fellow-citizens. 

The  objection  to  any  longer  adherence  to  the  esta- 
blished rule  of  apportionment  is,  simply,  as  I  understand 
the  argument,  sir,  that  it  is  unconstitutional,  because, 
first,  it  works  inequality,  and,  secondly,  it  does  not  «  ap- 
portion representatives  among  the  several  States  accord- 
ing to  their  respective  numbers." 


Does  the  rule  itself  work  inequality?  Applying  it  to 
unequal  and  unequally  varying  numbers,  the  results  are 
almost  necessarily  unequal.  These  results,  however,  are 
not  consequences  of  the  rule,  but  of  the  circumstances 
which  accompany  the  objects  to  which  it  is  applied,  and 
by  which  the  fairness  and  equality  of  the  rule  are  con- 
trolled and  aifected.  It  neither  increases  nor  diminishes 
those  suppotttitious  creatures  denominated  fractions.  AU 
the  constituencies  of  the  rule  itself  are  perfecUy  equal; 
and  in  this  respect  it  is  preferable  far  to  the  substitute 
proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  by  wluch 
unef|ual  constituencies  are  to  be  equally  represented. 

It  IS  not  pretended  that  the  rule  is  perfect  in  its  effects 
— all  agree  that  such  a  rule  is  undiscoverable;  but  it  is 
pretended,  nay,  it  is  confidently  befieved,  that  its  results 
are,  and  will  be,  in  no  degree,  more  unequal,  more  unfair, 
as  regards  the  distribution  of  political  power  among  the 
several  States,  than  the  one  proffered  in  its  place,  or  any 
other  that  can  be  devised.  It  was  urged  vehemently  and 
persuasively  that  the  old  rule  had  worked  injuriously  to 
the  smaller  States;  and  much  ingenuity  was  expended  to 
make  this  manifest  by  combining  and  shifting  and  inter- 
locking what  are  termed  fractions.  I  put  against  this 
theoretic  notion  the  positive  and  incontrovertible  lan- 
guage of  experience;  and  I  ascertain  it  tiius:  Take  five  of 
Sie  Targe  States,  and  five  of  the  small  States,  and  let  us 
see  what  has  been  the  aggregate  of  the  fractions  of  each 
class  of  States,  at  the  period  of  each  apportionment;  by 
adding  up  these  aggregfates,  we  shall  have  the  amounts  of 
fractions  which  fell,  throughout  the  forty  years  past,  upon 
the  five  large  and  five  small  States  respectively,  and  the 
difference  will  enable  us  to  determine  whether,  by  frac- 
tions, the  larger  or  smaller  States  have  suffered  most. 
The  following  is  the  result: 


1790, 


1800 
1810 
1820 
1830 

1790 


Virginia,  Pennsylvania,  Massachusetts,  North  Caro' 
lina,  and  New  York,  had  an  aggregate  of  frac- 


tions 
do 
do 
do 
do 


do 
do 
do 
do 


do 
do 
do 
do 


Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  New 
Hampshire,    Delaware,    and 
Georgia,  had  an  aggregate  of 
1800      do  do  do 

1810      do  do  do 

1820      do  do  do 

1830      do  do  do 


48,583 

101,660 

50.442 

73,635 

102,483 


59,178 
79,909 
20,593 
75,079 
103,108 


376,803 


333,775 

Difference  against  the  large  States,  43,028 

Whatever,  then,  sb,  may  be  the  apparent  injury  in- 
flicted at  any  one  period  upon  the  smaller  States,  Uie  ope- 
ration of  the  existing  rule  of  apportionment  has,  upon  the 
whole,  throughout  the  entire  term  of  its  trial,  been  ad- 
vantageous to  them,  and  comparatively  injurious  to  the 
large  States. 

Let  us,  however,  see  whether  the  project  of  the  amend- 
ment be  exempt  ftt>m  the  imputation  of  a  tendency  to  in- 
equality or  disproportion.  The  question  is  easily  solved 
by  the  favorite  rule  of  three.  The  amendment,  as  carried 
out  in  the  calculations  of  the  select  committee,  awards  to 
the  State  of  Delaware  two  representatires,  and  to  the 
State  of  Missouri  three.  If  Delaware,  in  the  first  place, 
be  allowed  two  members  for  a  population  of  seventy-five 
thousand  four  hundred  and  thirty-two^  what  number  of 
members  should  be  aHowed  to  other  States  for  their 
popuktion  respectively^  An  Answer  to  this  inquiry  will 
at  once  ascertain  the  equality  or  fiumess  of  the  amend- 
ment.    I  give  it  thus: 
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1.  New  York  for  1,918,555 

2.  Pennsylvania  1,348,072 

3.  Virginia  1,023,503 

4.  Ohio  935,882 

5.  North  Carolina  639,747 

6.  Kentucky  621,832 

7.  Tennessee  625,263 

8.  Massachusetts  610,407 

9.  South  Carolina  455,025 

10.  Georgia  429,811 

11.  Maryland  405,843 

12.  Maine  399,435 

13.  Indiana  343,030 

14.  New  Jersey  319,922 

15.  Connecticut  297,664 

16.  Vermont  280,657 

17.  New  Hampshire    269,326 

18.  Alabama  262,508 

19.  Louisiana  171,904 

20.  Illinois  157*147 


Should  be 
allowed 

50 

35 

27 

24 

17 

16 

16 

16 

12 

11 

10 

10 

9 

8 

7 

7 

7 

6 

4 

4 

296 
234 


She  l«  allowed 
only 

39 
27 
21 
19 
13 
13 
13 
13 

9 

9 

8 

8 

7 

6 

6 

6 

6 

5 
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Thus  it  is  conclusively  shown*  that  if  Dekware  be  en- 
titled to  two  representativea  of  her  population,  the  other 
enumerated  States  are  entitled  to  two  hundred  and  ninety- 
six,  in  the  proportions  I  have  mentioned.  But  the  amend- 
ment, in  fact,  allows  to  these  twenty  States  only  two  hun- 
dred and  thirty-fotir  members^and  tlie  rule  thus  obviously 
works  to  their  injury,  leading  to  a  loss  by  them,  wlien  com- 
pared with  Delaware,  of  no  less  than  sixty-two  members! 

Take  again,  sir,  for  further  illustration,  the  case  of 
Missouri.  If  the  amendment  allows  her  three  members 
for  a  population  of  one  hundred  and  thirty  thousand  four 
hundred  and  nineteen,  what  number  of  members  should 
be  allowed  to  the  other  States,  according  to  their  respect- 
ive population? 

Woiild  be  eotttled  to        She  b  altowed  oiily 
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And  thits  it  appears  that  the  rule  of  the  amendment 
which  gives  to  Missouri  three  members,  instead  of  allow- 
ing to  the  tliirteen  other  States  enumerated  their  pro- 
portionate numbers,  in  fact,  relatively  injures  them  to  the 
extent  of  twenty-two  representatives! 

These  illustrations,  sir,  might  be  carried  much  further. 
They  are  enough,  however,  to  prove  tiiat  the  amendment 
IS  no  better  than  the  original  bill,  on  the  score  of  equality 
and  proportion.     I  do  not  wish  to  establish  more. 

But  it  is  urged  that  the  bill  is  unconstitutional,  because, 
in  the  next  place,  it  does  not,  as  the  instrument  expressly 
directs,  "  apportion  representatives  among  the  several 
States  according  to  tlicir  respective  numbers."    To  my 


1.  New  York 

44 

3.  Pennsylvania 

31 

3.  Virginia 

23 

4.  Ohio 

21 

5.  North  Carolina 

14 

6.  Kentucky 

14 

7.  Tennessee 

14 

8.  Massachusetts 

14 

9.  South  Carolina 

10 

10.  Maryland 

9 

11.  Maine 
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12.  New  Jersey 
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mind,  it  does  apportion  with  peculiar  directness  snd  sim- 
plicity.   It  **  assigns,**  or  *•  allots"  to  each  State  one  re- 
presentative  for  every  constituency,  ratio,  or  common 
divisor,  its  population  may  include.     So  many  constitu- 
encies, so  many  representatives.  Tlii%  however,  is  thought 
too  regardless  of  fractions;  the  spirit  of  the  constitution, 
as  distinguished  from  its  mere  words,  is  invoked,  and  the 
new  process  is  represented  as  more  compatible  with 
that  spirit  than  is  the  old  one.     The  constitution,  then, 
means  what  it  does  not  express;  or,  at  all  events,  an  explana- 
tory phrase  »  ingeniously  superadded  to  its  provisions  to 
eke  out  a  meaning  not  otherwise  perceptible.     This 
liberal  mode  of  treating  that  sacred  charter  will  hardly  be 
agreeable  to  all  whom  I  addi^ess;  it  cannot  suit  those  who 
object  to  free  and  broad  constructions;  it  certainly  pur- 
ports to  be  as  latitudinarian  as  any  treatment  ever  hereto^ 
fore  bestovved  upon  any  of  its  clauses.     Firat,  we  are  told, 
that  «*  to  apportion  the  representatives,"  8tc.  means  to 
apportion  them  ••  as  near  as  may  be** — a  qualifying  phrase, 
totally  destructive  of  the  absolute  and  imperative  charac- 
ter or  the  constitutional  rule,  leaving  mueh,  if  not  erery 
thing,  to  discretion  and  varying  opinion,  and  wholly  incon- 
sistent with  the  entirety  of  a  constituency.    I  can  find  no 
such  words,  Mr.  President,  in  the  constitution  itself,  and 
I  do  not  think  them  necessary  to  a  full  and  perfect  com- 
prehension, or  rather  expression,  of  a  distinct  meaning.  I 
cannot,  therefore,  consent  to  engrafl  them. 

Ag^in:  the  amendment  exacts,  as  the  primary  term  of  its 
process  of  calculation,  the  aggregate  population  of  all  the 
States.  Does  this  form  any  part,  i nferentially  or  otherwise, 
by  implication  or  otherwise,  of  the  constitutional  direction^ 
[t  is  a  palpable  feature  of  that  consolidation  which  the  instru- 
ment repudiates  in  every  article.  This  solid  popular  mass  is 
unknown,  unrecognised,  by  the  true  principles  of  the  confe- 
deracy. It  could  never  have  been  within  the  contemplation 
of  those  by  whom  the  Union  was  formed ;  and  that  it  b  ^ecu^ 
red  to,  in  furtherance  of  the  amendment,  is  afresh  proof  to 
mv  mind  that  the  amendment  itself  cannot  be  reconciled 
with  the  constitution.  And,  again,  sir:  why  is  the  second 
term  of  the  calculation,  by  which  alone  the  results  of  the 
amendment  can  be  produced,  stated  to  be  the  agreed 
number  of  the  representative  body }  I  have  already  ad- 
verted to  the  fact  that  the  number  of  the  House  is  a  re- 
sult merely  of  prior  data;  tliat  it  is  the  consequence  of 
your  own  calculation;  that  it  is  not  a  basis  for  any  process 
and  is  never  expressed  in  any  act  as  a  legislative  choice. 
All  these  devices,  and  interpolations,  and  fictions,  are  un- 
necessary to  the  bill,  and  inconsistent  with  the  constitution: 
they  are  essential,  however,  to  the  being  and  movement 
of  the  amendment:  hence  I  infer  that  this  novel  project 
ought  to  be  discountenanced. 

In  conclusion,  Mr.  President,  I  must  confess  myself  not 
satisfied  witli  the  effort  which  has  been  made  to  reconcile 
the  amendment  (by  which  a  representative  is  accorded  to 
every  fraction  which  exceeds  a  moiety  of  the  ratio,  47,700) 
to  tliat  clause  of  the  constitution  wherein  it  is  declared 
that  ••the  number  of  representatives  shall  not  exceed 
one  for  every  thirty  thousand.**  I  believe  that  «*  thirty 
thousand"  was  designed  to  indicate  the  minimum  consti- 
tuency—and yet  the  amendment  will  make  constituencies 
by  the  wholesale,  each  of  which  will  be  less  than  25,000. 
Nor,  sir,  is  it  a  reply  at  all  satisfactory  to  this  suggestion, 
that,  not  withstanding  these  inadequate  or  inferior  constitu- 
encies, the  number  of  representatives  in  each  State  will 
not  exceed  one  for  every  thirty  thousand.  The  uncon- 
ititutional  result  is  merely  concealed,  not  avoided  or  even 
evaded.  After  applying  the  ratio  of  4r,roa  to  the  popu- 
lation of  each  State,  so  much  of  that  popuhition  as  is  made 
to  yield  representatives  is  definitively  disposted  of:  it  i%  «• 
respects  the  process  of  apportionment,  as  it  were,  out  of 
the  State:  and  the  residue,  or  finiction,  now  the  only  po- 
pulation, if  less  than  30,000,  cannot  be  allowed  any  co«|- 
stituent  power  whatever.     A  double  ratio,  at  war  w>tn 
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Washington's  "one  common  divisor,"  may  be  called  for 
by  the  sjrstem  of  fractional  representation,  but  does  not 
conform  to  the  simplicity,  directness,  and  true  import  of 
the  constitution. 

These  remarks,  it  will  be  perceived,  Mr.  President, 
have  been  dictated  by  no  anxiety  as  to  the  quantum  of  re- 
presentation which  mi|^t  fall  to  the  share  of  Pennsylvania. 
She  cannot  be  presumed  much  alive  to  the  question 
whether  she  shall  have  one  more,  or  one  less,  in  her  dele- 
gation to  the  other  branch  of  the  Legislature.  But  Sena- 
tors will  recollect  that  her  people  are  steadily  struggling, 
in  their  own  peculiar  way — mark,  sir,  in  their  own  pecu- 
liar way^to  preserve  the  established  institutions,  princi- 
ples, and  systems  of  the  country.  I  regard  the  nnide  of 
apportionment  introduced  under  the  auspices  of  Wash- 
ington and  Jefferson,  forty  years  ag^,  and  uniformly  ac- 
quiesced in  by  the  whole  American  people,  as  a  matter 
nirly  embraced  within  the  great  policy  or  stability,  order, 
and  permanent  government,  for  which  my  native  State  has 
contended,  is  contending,  and  always  will  contend. 

Mr.  CLAYTON,  of  Delaware,  next  rose.  Although, 
said  he,  I  came  here  this  day  without  any  expectation  of 
being  involved  in  a  <tebate  on  this  biy,  yet  I  make  no  apolo- 
gy to  the  Senate  for  insufficient  preparation  to  discuss  it. 
At  every  stage  through  which  it  nas  yet  advanced,  I  have 
jealously  watched  its  progress.  Under  a  deep  and  abid- 
ing sense  of  the  wrongs  which  it  proposes  to  mflict  upon 
the  people  of  the  State  which  I  have  the  honor,  in  part, 
to  represent,  I  have  steadily  resisted  it,  as  it  has  advanced 
from  day  to  day;  and,  having  succeeded,  by  a  motion  to 
recommit  it,  in  arresting  its  progress,  until  a  report  against 
it  has  been  made,  I  now  believe  the  vote  upon  its  passage 
in  this  body  will  exhibit  to  our  country  one  of  the  most  sig- 
nal triumphs  of  reason  over  that  blind  devotion  to  prece- 
dent, which  has  marked  most  of  the  acts  distributing 
political  power  among  the  States,  since  tiie  origin  of  this 
Government, 

The  honorable  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  [Mr.  Dal- 
1.AS,]  who  has  just  taken  his  seat,  infwmed  us  that  this  was 
not  a  question  which  could  be  satislactorily  adjusted  by  a 
recurrence  to  minute  details.  He  seemed  to  consider 
that  injustice  was  not  to  be  regparded,  provided  it  arose 
from  inattention  to  minor  interests  in  this  country;  and, 
although  he  afterwards  found  it  necessary  to  repudiate  the 
doctrine  of  the  report  of  the  committee,  which,  while  it 
admits  that  some  inequality,  under  any  rule  of  apportion- 
ment, must  always  exist,  still  claims  it  as  a  necessary  impli- 
cation from  the  language  of  the  constitution,  that  repre- 
sentatjves  shall  be  apportioned  amongthe  several  States 
'*  as  near  as  may  be"  according  to  their  representative 
population;  yet  m  the  outset  he  toldu«  that  exact  mathe- 
matical justice  could  never  be  attained,  and  tiiat  it  was  in 
vain  to  search  after  it,  bv  recurring  to  minute  calculations. 
On  the  other  hand,  while  I  agree  with  that  part  of  bis  ar- 
^ment  which  is  suicidal  to  another  branch  of  it,  because 
It  really  interpolates  in  the  constitution  the  words  **  as  near 
as  may  be,*'  to  which  he  afterwards  objected — while,  1  say, 
1  agree  with  so  much  of  his  remarks  as  informed  us,  in 
substance,  that  the  only  way  to  apportion  representatives 
among  the  States  was  that  which  approximated  most  near- 
ly to  perfect  justice,  1  by  no  means  concur  with  him,  that, 
to  attain  this  most  desirable  result,  we  must  eitlier  over- 
look minor  interests,  or  refuse  to  recur  to  the  noost  minute 
details.  There  can  be  no  accurate  reasoning  on  this  or 
any  other  mathematical  proposition,  without  recurring  to 
minute  details.  There  can  be  no  satisfactory  adjustment 
of  the  questions  before  us,  without  it.  The  bill  and  the 
amendment  to  it  are  conflicting  propositions,  differently 
distribating  political  power  among  the  States,  founded  on 
different  bases,  proceeding  on  different  modes  of  mathe- 
matical calculatioM,  each  claiming  to  divide  the  represen- 
tation of  the  people  as  near  as  may  be  according  to  exact 
justice,  but  mather  pretending  to  avoid  all  iiiequality>  or 


to  apportion  according  to  numbers  precisely.  The  only 
questions  ought  to  be,  which  of  the  two  approaches  near* 
est  to  exact  right?  or  what  plan  can  be  devised  that  will 
form  the  best  possible  approximation  to  an  apportionment 
among  the  several  States,  accordingto  the  respective  fedenu 
tive  population  of  each?  These  questions  affect  deeply  the 
rights  of  the  citizen— they  involve  considerations  going  to 
the  very  dearest  interests  and  privileges  of  every  freeman 
in  the  whole  country;  and,  so  far  from  agpveing  with  the 
honorable  gentleman  to  overlook  minute  details  in  the  de- 
cision of  such  a  question,  I  hold  this  to  be  a  subject  in  re- 
gard to  which  it  is  the  duty  of  every  member  to  cavil  witii 
htm  on  the  '<  ninth  part  of  a  hair." 

1  except,  no  less  decidedly,  to  another  position  taken 
by  the  honorable  member,  in  the  course  of  his  interesting 
argument  to-day.  He  would  always  permit  the  House 
of  Representatives  to  orgfanize  themselves,  so  long  as  he 
might  think  their  organization  not  absolutely  unconstitu- 
tional. He  likes  the  bill  on  account  of  its  paternity,  and 
seeks  for  no  reason  to  account  for  the  mode  of  forming, 
for  ten  years  to  come,  one  of  the  most  sacred  institutions 
of  our  country,  but  the  will  of  those  who  proposed  this 
measure.  Stat  pro  ratUme  voluntas.  In  his  view,  their 
pleasure  should  oe  our  law,  so  long  as  they  do  not  violate 
the  very  charter  under  which  they  hold  their  seats.  He 
will  agree  to  go  with  us  into  the  argument  no  further  than 
the  question  of  unconstitutionality  is  involved  in  it;  and, 
having  determined  that  (with  great  deference,  let  me  tell 
him)  by  the  aid  of  some  most  lame  and  impotent  conclu- 
sions in  favor  of  the  bill,  the  number  of  the  House,  its 
basis,  and  its  whole  strtteture,  are  matters,  bethinks,  with 
whicli  we  have  nothing  to  do.  Why  not?  Because,  says  he,  if 
we  shoidd  refuse  to  adopt  the  plans  proposed  by  the  popu- 
lar branch,  it  would  ultimately  gpve  the  Senate  an  uncon- 
stitutional restnunt  over  the  House.  To  sustain  himself 
in  this  Strang^  opinion,  the  honorable  member  read  to  us 
an  extract  from  the  speech  of  George  Cabot,  delivered  in 
1788,  in  the  convention  of  Massachusetts,  on  the  fourtli 
section  of  the  first  article  of  the  constitution,  that  '*if  the 
State  Legislatures  are  suffered  to  regulate  conclusively  the 
elections  of  the  democratic  branch  of  Congress,  they  may, 
by  such  an  interference,  first  weaken,  and  at  last  destroy, 
the  check  of  the  democratic  on  the  federative  branch — ^they 
may  at  first  diminish»  and  finally  annihilate,  that  control 
of  the  General  Government  which  the  people  ought  al- 
ways to  have,  through  their  immediate  repiesentatiyes. 
As  one  of  the  people,  therefore,  I  repeat,  that,  in  my  mind, 
the  fourth  section  is  to  be  as  hig^lv  prized  as  any  in  the 
constitution."  Now,  be  it  observed  that  the  fourth  sec- 
tion, which  Mr.  Cabot  was  here  considering,  is  this:  '*  The 
times,  places,  and  manner  of  holding  elections  for  Sena- 
tors and  Representatives,  shall  be  prescribed,  in  each  State, 
by  the  Legislature  thereof;  but  the  Congress  may,  at  any 
time,  by  law,  make  or  alter  such  regulations,  except  as  to 
the  places  of  choosing  Senators."  This  section,  giving 
Congress  the  power  to  alter  the  Stale  laws  prescribing  the 
time,  places,  and  manner  of  holding  elections  for  repre- 
sentatives, Mr.  Cabot  said  he  prized  as  highly  as  any  part 
of  the  constitution,  because  Xht  House  was  to  form  a  check 
upon,  and  a  control  over,  the  Senate,  which  represented 
the  sovereignty'  of  the  individual  States,  and  the  members 
of  which  were  delegated  by  the  State  Legislatures.  With- 
out this  clause,  he  apprehended  that  the  State  Legislatures 
(not  the  Senators  here)  might  pass  laws  **  regulating  con- 
clusively the  elections  of  representatives,"  first  to  weaken, 
and  at  last  to  destroy,  that  check — at  first  to  diminish,  and 
at  last  to  annihilate)  that  control.  Mr.  (  abot  did  not  ap- 
prehend danger  tYom  the  Senate,  but  the  State  Legiala^ 
lures.  He  saw  that  the  power  of  making  laws  to  regulate 
the  elections  was  transfen*ed  to  the  State  Legislatures,  sub- 
ject to  the  control  of  Congress,  and  not  to  the  Senate.  H« 
therefore  said  not  a  word  about  the  riglit  of  the  Senate  to 
check  any  legislation  of  the  House.    Nothing  was  further 
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from  hifl  thoughts  than  to  restrain  the  Senate  in  the  exer- 
cise of  this  constitutional  duty,  though  the  honorable  Se- 
nator so  interprets  his  language.  Mr.  Cabot's  fears  of 
unjust  restnunt  were  not  from  the  Senate,  when  passing 
apportionment  laws,  but  from  the  State  Legislatures,  when 

Eassing  election  laws:  yet,  notwithstanding  this  his  plain 
rnguage  and  sole  allusion,  the  honorable  member  dedu- 
ces from  Mr.  Cabot  the  doctrine  that,  if  the  Senate  throw 
any  sort  of  embarrassment  in  the  way  in  which  the  House 
shall  select  the  sources  from  which  it  draws  its  own  mem- 
bers, it  does  weaken  and  destroy  the  democratic  branch  of 
the  National  Legislature.  Is  this  logical  reasoning?  Is  it 
not  an  evident  misapprehension  of  the  true  meaning  of  the 
single  member  of  that  conyention,  to  whose  views  the 
gentleman  has  referred  us?  Is  the  position  sound,  were  it 
eyen  sustained  bv  the  whole  of  that  convention,  that  the 
House  alone  shall  select  the  sources  from  which  it  draws 
its  own  members?  The  Senate  constitutes  the  only  barrier 
for  the  protection  of  the  rights  of  the  States;  and  if,  by 
such  doctrine,  that  barrier  be  beaten  down,  how  are  the 
least  populous  to  protect  themselves  agunst  the  encroaoh- 
ments  of  the  larger  States,  upon  the  constitutional  right 
of  representation  guarantied  to  the  smaller?  The  princi- 
ple of  the  bill  sent  us  from  the  House,  as  I  will  by  and  by 
show,  always  has  ffiven  (and,  I  might  add,  if  it  be  persist- 
ed in,  always  will  give)  the  larger  States  the  advantage 
in  representation,  by  throwing  the  oppressive  fractions, 
for  which  no  representative  is  allowed,  on  tiie  smaller 
members  of  the  Union. 

In  a  former  debate  here  on  this  bill,  the  gentleman  from 
Nofth  Carolina  [Mr.  Mafovm]  admitted  ttiisi  but  told  us 
that  it  was  inevitable— because,  said  he,  those  who  have 
the  trumps  will  always  win  the  tricks.  I  replied  then,  and 
I  repeat  now,  that,  by  our  rule,  there  can  be  no  tricks  to 
betaken;  that  justice  could  be  so  done  by  the  amendment, 
as  to  remove  the  temptation,  on  the  part  either  of  small 
or  lar|[e  States,  to  make  or  to  take  fricks;  and  that,  if  now 
the  principal  States  in  the  House  should  combine  to  op- 
press the  smaller,  by  adhering  to  an  unjust  rule,  it  would 
be  not  so  much  tlie  subject  of  compuint  with  us,  that 
tiiose  who  had  the  trumps  had  got  the  tricks,  as  that  they 
had  first  stocked  the  canls  to  get  the  trumps.  Pursuing 
the  same  train  of  thought,  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Makct]  told  us  that,  for  our  losses  in  the  House,  we 
were  compensated  by  an  e<;^ual  representation  in  the  Se- 
nate; and  he  considered  this  equality  of  representation 
here  aa  **  a  dispensation  of  Providence,"  to  which  the 
larger  States  had,  in  pure  bhristian  resignation,  submitted. 
We  told  him  that  this  sore  affliction  to  him,  and  others 
here,  must  be  borne,  as  a  ^spensation  of  justice,  and  a 
compliance  with  the  bond  whicb'  our  fore&thers  signed 
with  theirs— that,  at  the  formation  of  the  constitution,  one 
of  the  delegates  from  Delaware  (Mr.  Bradford)  had  an- 
nounced this  as  a  itmt  qua  fion,  without  which  there  could 
be  no  Union,  and  had  declared  that,  sooner  than  give  up 
the  federative  principle,  by  doing  which  we  should  be 
made  your  "hewers  of  wood  and  drawers  of  water,"  un- 
der one  grand  consolidated  Government,  the  smaller  States 
would  seek  a«  foreign  alliance.  Knowing  these  things  at 
that  time,  you  signed  the  bond  with  us,  and  you  cannot 
now  pretend  that  you  did  not  understand  it. 

The  doctrines  advanced  to  deprive  us  of  equal  demo- 
cratic representation  in  the  House,  because  we  are  equally 
represented  in  our  sovereign  capacities,  as  independent 
States,  on  this  floor,  is  at  war  witn  the  whole  spirit  of  the 
constitution,  is  the  very  principle  of  consolidation  in  its 
roost  odious  aspect,  was  never  acceded  to  at  any  period  of 
our  national  existence  by  any  of  the  States,  and  was  not  ad- 
vanced after  it  was  once  answered  by  any  gentleman  who 
has  entered  into  this  discussion.  But  I  now  advert  to  it, 
because  it  proceeded  upon  the  admission  of  the  inequality 
of  representation  between  the  States,  whicb  is  always 
produced  by  the  operation  of  the  principle  in  ^e  bill. 


It  has  not  been  denied  that  such  apportionment  are  too 
often  the  results  of  the  combination  or  some  of  the  larger 
States  to  secure  to  themselves  the  greatest  possible  sWe 
of  political  power  in  the  House,  which  is  easily  effected 
by  fixing  upon  an  arbitrary  ratio,  bearing  no  proportion 
to  the  number  of  members  in  the  House.  It  cannot  be 
denied  that  similar  results  may  always  be  expected,  should 
this  rule  continue  in  operation.  Why,  then,  should  that 
House  alone  «  select  the  sources  from  which  it  is  to  draw 
iu  own  representation?"  and  why  should  the  intervention 
of  the  Senators  here,  in  behalf  of  the  smaller  States,  and 
in  just  defence  of  the  equal  rights  of  all,  be  denounced  as 
"destroying  the  democratic  branch,"  by  the  very  act  of  ^ 
exercising  the  salutary  restraint  upon  legislation,  which 
the  constitution  has  imposed  upon  us  as  a  duty?  In  tlie 
other  House,  Delaware,  Vermont,  and  Missouri  have  in 
all  but  seven  members,  and  the  bill  from  that  House  has, 
as  I  propose  to  prove,  deprived  each  of  them  of  one  re- 
presentative, transferring  two  of  their  representatives  to 
Pennsylvania  and  New  York.  Is  that  House,  in  which 
New  York  and  Peimsylvania  have  sixty  representatives,  to 
decide  upon  the  Question,  the  only  tribunal  to  which  they 
can  appeal  for  redres^of  this  injury,  if  it  has  been  inflict- 
ed ?  Suppose,  to  carry  out  the  idea  of  allowing  the  House 
the  exclusive.right  of  selecting  the  sources  from  which  its 
members  shall  be  drawn,  that  a  bill  should  pass  there,  dis- 
franchising the  people  of  those  three  States,  and  denying 
them  any  representation,  under  the  pretence  of  rebellion, 
refusal  to  pay  taxes,  or  to  obey  the  laws:  no  man  vnll 
pretend  that  then-  Senators  should  keep  silence,  and  Suf- 
fer the  bill  to  pass  here,  lest  they  should  improperly  weak- 
en or  destroy  the  democratic  check  upon  this  body.  On 
the  contrary,  I  apprehend  no  roan  would  more  promptly 
come  to  their  assistance  in  such  a  oaae,  than  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  himself.  The  honorable  gentleman 
from  Virginia,  [Mr.  TiaiwaLL,]  if  I  understood  him,  on 
a  former  occasion,  carried  the  doctrine  to  the  same  length. 
He  insisted  that  the  Senate  should  not  dictate  to  the  House, 
nor  alter  the  aggregate  number  of  representatives  fixed 
by  the  House,  because,  said  he,  they  arc  the  best  judges 
of  their  own  convenience,  wtuch  ought  certainly  to  be  con- 
sulted by  us,  with  great  respect  for  them.  He  even  told 
us,  in  effect,  that  the  large  States  always  would  control 
this  question  as  to  the  number  of  members.  It  has  been 
asserted,  too,  that  in  no  case  sliould  the  Senate  alter  the 
number  of  representatives  proposed  by  the  House,  be- 
cause such  an  alteration  would  be  un|>arltamentary  aira 
unusual;  and  although,  on  a  former  occasion,  I  met  this  ob- 
jection by  reasoning  which  I  do  not  now  purpose  to  re- 
peat, yet  1  must  recall  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the 
records  of  Congress,  which  I  then  exhibited,  to  prove  that 
the  Senate  has,  at  least,  in  one  of  the  four  apportionments 
which  have  been  made,  changed  not  only  the  number 
of  the  House,  but  even  the  ratio  proposed  by  the  House. 

On  the  2d  day  of  December,  1811,  m  this  'body,  lu^ 
Bayiud  moved  to  strike  out  the  ratio  of  37,000,  as  fixed 
by  the  bill  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  it  ws« 
determined  in  the  affirmative— yeas  18,  nays  16.  MJ"* 
Smith,  of  Maryland,  moved  to  insert  40,000,  in  lieu  of  the 
number  stricken  out,  which  motion  was  negatived--ycas 
13,  nays  21.  Mr,  Bayard  then  moved  to  msert  35,000  in 
the  blank  of  tiie  bill,  and  it  was  deterauned  in  ti^  aftir. 
mative-^yeas  22,  nays  12.  Yeas — Mesurs.  Bayard,  Bwd- 
ley.  Brent,  Crawford,  Cutis,  Dana,  Gorman,  Giles,  GU- 
man,  Goodrich,  Gregg,  Horsey,  Howell,  Hunter,  Leib, 
Uoyd,  Reed,  Robinson,  Smith,  of  Maryland,  SmiUi,  ot 
New  York,  Tait,  Varnum.  Naya— Messrs.  Anderson, 
Bibb,  Campbell,  of  Ohio^  Campbell,  of  Tennessee,  Con- 
diet,  Franklin,  Gaillard,  Lambert,  Pope,  Taylor,  Turner, 
Worthington.  The.  effect  of  the  Senate's  amendment, 
,then,  was  to  change  the  ratio  from  37^000  to  35,000,  and 
to  increase  tiie  whole  number  of  representatives  eleven 
membera-^that  is,  from  170  to  181  mermbers. 
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The  bill,  as  thus  amended,  paaied  the  Senate  on  the  3d 
of  December.  On  the  5tb,  the  vote  in  the  House  on  this 
amendment  stood — yeas  65,  nays  64.  The  Speaker  vot- 
ings in  the  negative,  the  motion  to  concur  was  lost  A 
conference  was  then  ordered,  and  Messrs.  Randolph,  La- 
coclc,  and  Condict  were  appointed  managers  on  the  part 
of  the  House.  On  the  6th  of  December,  the  Senate  in- 
sisted on  their  amendment— yeas  21,  nays  IS.  A  confer- 
ence was  agreed  to,  and  Messrs.  Bayard,  Leib,  and  Var- 
nnm  were  appointed  managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 
On  the  10th  December,  Mr.  Bayard  reported  that  the  ma- 
nagers could  not  agree,  and  recommended  that  the  Senate 
adhere  to  their  amendment.  On  the  11th  December,  the 
Senate  determined  to  adhere---^eas  18,  nays  16.  In  the 
House,  after  an  unsuccessful  effort  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Ran- 
dolph ttf  prevail  on  it  to  adhere  to  its  rormer  vote,  the 
amendment  was  carried,  and  the  bill,  thus  adding  eleven 
members  to  the  number  of  representatives,  was  passed  by 
Congress,  and  approved  by  the  President.  It  appears, 
therefore,  that  we  have  precedent  in  point  for  the  in- 
crease of  the  number  from  240  to  251$  and  although 
that  nomber  does  not  form,  as  the  gentleman  from  Virgi- 
nia supposed,  jny  exact  heau  ideal  of  the  number  to  con- 
stitute a  House,  yet  it  is  free  froni  all  the  strong  -objec- 
tions which  exist  against  the  number  240.  Entertaining 
as  much  respect  for  my  fellow-laborers  in  the  other  branch 
of  Congress  as  man  can,  still  I  insist  that  the  argument  of 
the  honorable  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  which  denies 
to  this  Senate  the  power  to  check  the  legislation  of  the 
co-ordinate  branch  on  this  subject,  would  prostrate  its  au- 
thority, is  repugnant  to  tlie  rights  of  the  States  represent- 
ed here,  might  lead  to  an  effectual  and  most  dangerous 
consolidation  of  the  Government,  and  is  unwarranted  by 
the  past  usages  of  Congress.  Repudiating  and  protesting 
against  it,  as  wholly  inconsistent  with  my  duty  as  one  of  the 
representatives  of  a  State  whose  citiaens,  by  the  iniqui- 
tous operation  of  the  principle  of  the  bill,  ab  urbe  conditti, 
have  not  been  so  fully  represented  in  the  other  branch  of 
the  National  Legislature  as  the  very  slaves  of  Georgia,  I 
proceed,  in  further  answer  to  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania, to  demonstrate  the  injustice  and  unconstitution- 
alicy  of  this  biU|  as  well  as  the  propriety  and  necesfity  of 
adopting  this  amendment 

I'he  bill  assumes  the  number  of  the  House  to  be  240, 
and  at  the  same  time  arbitrarily  assumes  the  ratio  of  re- 
presentation to  be  47,700.  There  is  no  proportion  be- 
tween the  two  numbers,  either  when  compared  with  the 
aggregate  federal  population  of  the  Union,  or  with  the 
respective  federal  numbers  of  the  several  States.  It  is 
therefore  unequal  and  unjust  in  its  operation.  It  neither 
apportions  representation  among  the  several  States,  ac- 
cording to  exact  mathematical  justice,  nor  according  to 
the  only  practical  rule  of  distributing  it  by  the  nearest  ap- 
proximation to  exact  justice.  It  is  therefore  unconstitu- 
tional. 

Take  the  ratio  in  the  bill  if  you  desire  to  yield  to  the 
wishes  of  the  House  on  that  subject.  State  the  propor- 
tion—as 47,700,  the  number  established  in  the  bill  to  form 
a  constituency  for  each  member,  is  to  one  representative, 
so  is  each  State's  share  of  federal  population  to  its  share 
of  the  House.     This  gives  the  following  results: 

StaUmeni,  akawing  the  number  of  repregeniaiive$,  under 
the  Jifth  censut,  of  the  several  States,  at  the  ratio  of 

47.700. 

No.  Fnetion.  Ko.  FractMO. 

Midne,                8  17,833    Pennsylvania,  28  12,472 

N.  Hamp^ire,  5  30,826*  Delaware,            I  27,732* 

Massachusetts,  12  38,007*  Maryknd,  8  24,243* 

Rhode  Island,    2       1,799    Virginia,  21  21,803 

Connecticut,      6  11,465    N.  Carolina,  13  19,647  * 

Terroont,           6  42,147*  S.  Carolhia,  9  25,725* 

New  York,       40        5,101     Georgia,  9  511 

New  Jersey,      6  33,722*  Kentucky,  13  1,732 


Tennessee, 
Ohio, 
Indiana, 
Misnssippi, 


13      5,163  IlUnds,  3 

19  29,582*  Louisiana,  3 

7       9,130  Missouri,  2 

2  14,958  Alabama,  5 


14>047 
28,804* 
35,019* 
24,008* 


475,478 
•  Fractioni  above  a  moketj. 

Here,  then,  are  eleven  States  with  fractions  above  one- 
half  the  ratio.  Are  those  States  represented  by  the  bill 
according  to  their  exact  mathematical  right  .>  Are  they 
so  represented  as  to  approximate  as  near  as  may  be  to 
their  exact  share  of  the  House? 

On  obvious  principles,  it  would  seem  that  the  nearest 
approach  to  justice,  which  can  be  made,  is  to  give  to  each 
of  those  which  have  remainders  exceeding  hiuf  the  ratio 
an  additional  member.  But  it  is  objected,  this  would  make 
the  House  consist  of  251  members,  instead  of  240,  tho 
number  proposed  by  the  bill. 

Then  the  question  recurs,  why  should  the  number  of 
Uie  House  be240,  rather  than  251,  when  the  ratio  is  47,700 ? 
The  aggregate  population  of  the  whole  Union  in  fcxleral 
numbers  is  estimated  at  11,928,731.  If  to  ascertain  what 
number  of  people  each  member  in  a  House  of  240  should 
represent,  we  state  the  proportion--as  240  represents* 
tivesare  to  1,  so  is  11,928,731  to  49,700— we  find  that 
the  ratio  assumed  by  the  House  is  2,000  below  the  true 
ratio  of  representation,  or  the  number  of  people  who 
should  form  a  constituency  for  each  member.  So,  if  to 
ascertain  what  number  of  members  the  House  should  con- 
sist of  when  the  ratio  is  fixed  at  47,700,  we  sUte  the  pro- 
portion, as  47,700  is  to  1,  so  U  11,928,731  to  250  A^Vg, 
we  find  that  the  number  of  the  House  assumed  by  the 
bill  is  more  than  ten  and  not  quite  eleven  members  below 
the  true  number  which  that  ratio  requires.  Some  States 
then  have  lost  those  members.  Which  of  the  States  are 
entitled  to  them?  Does  that  nearest  possible  approxima- 
tion to  exact  right,  which  we  all  agree  the  spirit  of  the 
constitution  requires,  demand  of  us  to  give  those  members 
(which  the  unjust  rule  established  by  the  bill  hss  taken 
away  from  the  House)  to  the  States  having  remunders 
above  half  the  ratio,  or  to  the  thirteen  States  having  remain- 
ders under  it?  All  the  remainders,  added  together,  make 
475,47ft— of  these,  338,700  belong  to  eleven  States, 
which  complain  that  you  have  deprived  them  of  represen- 
tatives by  diminishing  the  number  of  the  House  eleven 
members  below  that  number  which  bears  a  nearer  propor- 
tion to  the  assumed  ratio  than  240.  The  remainders  of 
the  other  thirteen  States,  added  together,  make  only 
136,738:  The  eleven  then  have  the  best  claim  to  these 
members.  But  the  bill  gives  those  members  to  none  of 
the  States.  Is  it  more  equitable  to  refuse  them  to  all,  or 
to  give  them  to  those  who  can  show  the  best  title  to  them  ^ 
Conscious  of  iheir  want  of  all  claim  to  them,  most  of  the 
thirteen  States  answer,  let  none  of  us  have  them-— destroy 
them!  The  other  eleven  States,  clinging  to  them  as  the 
true  mother  to  her  offspring,  deprecate  their  destruction, 
and  demand  them  from  your  justice. 

But  the  House  of  240  members  bears  no  Just  proportion 
to  the  ratio  of  47,700,  when  compared  not  otJy  with  the 
Aggregate  population  of  the  Union,  but  with  the  separate 
population  of  the  several  States. 

To  prove  this,  I  will  here  meet  that  part  of  the  argu- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  in  which  he 
undertook  to  exhibit  the  ineauality  or  the  amendment,  by 
the  examples  of  the  States  or  Pennsylvania  and  Delaware, 
and  of  New  York  and  Delaware.  If,  says  he,  Delaware 
be  allowed  two  members,  (as  she  will  be,  if  the  House 
consists  of  251  members,)  then  Pennsylvania  ought  to 
have  35;  but  the  amendment,  when  the  House  is  251, 
gives  Pennsylvania  but  28.  So,  he  argues  the  inequality 
produced  by  our  amendment,  between  Delaware  and  Penn- 
sylvania, is  the  difference  between  28  and  35,  or  seven 
representatives.     But  the  gentleman  looked  only  at  one 
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•tde  of  the  picture.  Reverse  it,  and  give  Delaw&re  but 
one,  as  the  bill  he  advocates  does,  and  then  Pennsylvania 
is  entitled  to  but  17!  Because  75,432,  the  federative  po- 
pulation of  Delaware,  b  to  1,  as  1,348,072,  the  federa- 
tive population  of  Pennsylvania,  is  to  17.  Therefore  Uie 
inequality  produced  by  the  bill  which  makes  the  House 
240,  and  gives  Pennsylvania  28,  while  it  gives  Delaware 
but  1,  is  the  dtfierence  between  17  and  28,  or  11  repre- 
sentatives. The  inequality  produced  by  the  bill,  therefore, 
unfortunately  fortbe  gentleman's  argument,  is  greater  tlian 
that  produced  by  the  amendment  in  tlie  case  stated,  by 
the  exact  difference  between  eleven  representatives  and 
seven  representatives.  In  other  wordsi  the  amendment 
approaches  nearer  to  the  esact  mathematical  rights  of 
each  of  these  States,  (which  never  can  be  exactly  adjust- 
ed, because  of  the  necessity  of  comparing  each  of  them 
with  the  other  States.)  by  tour  times  the  whole  represen- 
tation now  allowed  to  Delaware. 

The  genileman's  other  reference  to  New  York  and  De- 
laware is  equally  unfortunate  for  him,  and  equally  illus- 
trates the  superior  justice  of  the  amendment.  He  urged 
upon  us  tlie  complaint,  that  if  Delaware  be  allowed  two 
representatives.  New  York  should  have  fifty — because, 
said  he,  as  75,433  is  to  2,  so  is  1,918,553  (the  federative 
population  of  New  York)  to  50.  But  to  the  other  «de  of 
the  question,  he  forbore  to  look.  Did  it  occur  to  him  that 
by  the  same  rule,  if  Delaware  be  allowed  but  one.  New 
York  should  have  but  25?  Such  is  tlie  mathematical  trutli. 
Yet  the  bill  gives  New  York  forty — ^that  is,  fifteen  more 
than  she  should  have  when  Delaware  has  but  one,  while 
the  amendment  only  gives  her*  ten  less  than  she  should 
have,  when  Delaware  has  two.  The  inequality  produced 
by  the  bill,  in  the  case  stated,  is  thercKire  greater  than 
that  effected  by  the  amendment,  by  five  times  the  whole 
representation  allowed  to  the  people  of  the  State  of  Dela- 
ware. Now  these  are  but  a  few  of  the  <<  minute  details" 
to  which  the  gentleman  referred^  but  in  this  very  case  the 
people  of  New  York«  who  desire  no  injustice  against  us, 
I  trust  would  acknowledge  the  right  of  a  citizen  of  Dela- 
ware to  complain  that  the  oppression  of  tlie  bill  on  him 
was  such,  that  by  its  operation  the  vote  of  tJie  representa- 
tive of  75,432  people  \\\  Delaware  is  neutralized  by  the 
represenUtJve  of  any  47,827  people  in  New  York! !  Does 
not  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyh'ania  himself  perceive  tliat, 
by  the  bill  he  advocates,  a  representative  is  allowed  to 
every  48,133  of  the  population  of  his  own  State,  while  we 
are  idlowed  but  one  for  75,432  people  in  mine? 

Keeping  steadily  in  view  the  main  point  to  be  decided, 
whether  the  number  of  the  House  should  be  confined. to 
240  members,  while  the  ratio  is  47,700,  I  will  request  the 
gentleman  to  compare  by  his  own  rule  the  claim  of  Dela- 
ware to  two  members  with  that  of  any  other  State  in  the 
Union  which  shall  stand  up  here  and  say  she  ought  to 
have  but  one.  If  Delaware  should  have  but  one,  Virginia 
should  have  but  thirteen — that  is,  eight  less  than  the  num- 
ber given  by  the  bill,  which  allows  but  240  members.  If 
Delaware  shall  have  two,  as  she  will  have  if  251  members 
be  allowed,  Virginia  should  have  27^thatis,  six  more  than 
the  number  given  by  the  amendment.  And,  so  each  of 
the  following  States  should  have  the  numbers  I  will  men 
tion,  on  the  supposition  that  Delaware  has  but  one: 


Illinois,        2, 


1  less.    Miswuriy       1, 


Add  one  for  Delaware, 


147 
1 


llcas. 
92  less. 


number  given  by  the  bill  for  the  House. 


148 
92  less  than  the 

340 


Here,  then,  is  the  inequality  produced  by  the  bill.  Let 
us  now  see  tlie  statement  which  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
svlvania  said  would  show  the  <*  monstrous  inequality"  of 
the  amendment: 

If,  says  he,  Delaware  have  two,  then 
Maine  should  have  10,  that  is  North  Carolina*  16,  that  is 

3  more  than  is  given  her  3  more. 

by  the  amendment  *S.  Carolina,  13,  "  2 

*N.  Hamp.  7,'tbatislmore.    Georgia, 


•Vermont,  7, 
•Massa.      16, 

R.  Island,  3, 
Conn.  7, 

N.  York,  50, 
•N.  Jersey,  8, 
PennX  35, 
•MaryPd,  10, 
Virginia,     37, 


«( 


1 

3 
0 
1 

10 
1 
7 
1 
6 


tt 
« 


•Alabama, 

Mississippi, 

•Louisiana, 

Tennessee, 

Kentucky, 

•Ohio, 

Indiana, 

Illinois, 

•Missouri, 


Add  for  Delaware, 


C( 

«l 


(( 
(( 
i« 
«l 
(I 


306 
55  more' 


Maine  5,  that  is,  3  less  than 
[her  number  in  the  bill. 
New  Hampshire,  3,    3  less. 
Vermont,  3,     3 

Massachusetts,  8,  4 
Rliode  Island,  1,  1 
Connecticut,  3,  3 
New  York,  25,  15 
Pennsylvania,  17,  11 
New  Jersey,  4,  2 
Maryland,  5,     3 


Virginia,       13,  that  is,  8  less. 


(( 

C( 
(C 

it 
>( 
l< 
l( 


N.  Carolina,  8, 
S.  Carolina,  6» 
Georgia,  5, 
Alabama,  3, 
Mississippi,  1, 
Louiuana,  2, 
Tennessee,  8, 
Kentucky,  8, 
Ohio,  12, 

Indiana,       4, 


5, 

3 
4 
2 
1 
1 
5 
5 
7 
3 


C( 

•  c 
<( 
l( 

ffC 

l( 
<c 
i( 
<( 
l( 


351tbeHouie. 

We  see,  then,  that  55  (not  63,  the  number  mentioned 
by  the  gentleman)  is  the  number  ^  representatives  that 
should  be  added  to  the  House  of  351  if  Delaware  be  en- 
titled to  two,  in  order  that  she  may  have  no  more  than  her 
exact  right.  But  it  has  been  shown  tliat  92  is  the  number 
that  sliould  be  taken  from  the  House  of  340  if  Delaware 
be  entitled  to  but  one,  in  order  that  she  may  have  no  lets 
than  her  exact  right.  The  inequality  effected  by  the  bill 
is,  therefore,  greatei^an  that  **  monstrous  inequality" 
produced  by  the  amendment,  by  the  difference  between 
93  and  55^  that  is,  37  representatives,  or  37  times  the 
whole  representation  allowed  to  the  State  by  the  bill. 

There  are  otlier  States,  to  each  of  which  gross  injustice 
is  done  by  the  arbitrary  assumption  of  a  House  of  240 
members,  while  the  ratio  stands  at  47,700 — for  instance, 
Vermont,  New.  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  Maryland,  South 
Carolina,  Ohio,  Missouri,  Louisiana,  and  Massachusetts. 
Take  the  population  of  each  of  these  States  in  turn,  and 
severally  compare  their  rights  with  those  of  all  the  other 
States.  It  will  be  found,  by  the  same  process  wliich  the 
gentleman  fi*om  Pennsylvania  has  apphcd  to  Delaware, 
U)at,  by  destroying  the  proportion  between  the  ratio  of 
47,700  and  the  number  of  the  House,  which  is  reduced 
to  340,  much  greater  inequality  is  produced  between  tbe 
representation  of  each  of  those  States,  and  that  of  every 
other  State,  than  is  effected  by  the  amendment.  Thus,  if 
Vermont,  with  a  population  of  280,657,  be  entitled  to 
only  5  members,  (as  sne  is,  by  reducing  the  House  to  240, 
while  the  ratio  stands  at  47,700,)  then  New  York  sliould 
have  hut  34?  yet  the  bill  gives  her  40.  If,  on  the  other 
hand,  to  demonstrate  the  degree  of  inequality  produced 
by  a  House  of  250,  or  251,  agreeably  to  the  principles  of 
the  amendment,  Vermont  be  allowed  6  members,  then 
New  York,  with  a  population  of  1,918,553,  should  have 
barely  41 —and  the  amendment  gives  her  40.  In  this  case, 
therefore,  the  inequality  which  is  produced  by  a  House  of 
only  240  members,  while  the  ratio  stands  hnmoveable  at 
47,700,  is  to  the  inequality  produced  by  a  House  of  251 
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memberiy  as  six  to  one;  or,  in  other  words,  more  thsn  the 
whole  representation  of 'Vermont.  So,  too,  take  Mis- 
sottri,  with  her  population  of  130,419,  having  only  two 
members,  in  coriJBequence  of  this  unjust  reduction  of  the 
number  of  the  House,  while  the  ratio  stands  fixed  at  47,700. 
Her  population  bears  the  same  proportion  to  two  members 
that  New  York's  bears  to  29;  that  is,  11  leai  than  New 
York's  number  in  the  bill.  On  the  other  hand,  if  Mis- 
souri be  allowed  three,  as  she  will  be  if  the  House  be  in- 
creased to  251,  while  the  ratio  remains  the  same,  her 
population  will  bear  the  same  proportion  to  3  aa^New 
York's  will  to  44;  that  is,  four  more  than  is  ^ven  her  by 
the  anaendment  In  this  case,  therefore,  the  mequality  of 
the  bill  is  greater  than  that  of  the  amendment,  as  11  is 
greater  than  4.  In  other  words,  the  difference  is  seven 
members,  which  is  more  than  thrice  the  whole  represen- 
tation allowed  Missouri  in  the  bill. 

By  the  nme  mode  of  proof,  it  will  be  found  (as  in  the 
case  of  Delaware)  that  both  Vermont  and  Missouri  have 
more  right  to  another  member,  than  any  other  State  in 
the  Unioa  has  to  confine  them  to  the  number  fixed  in  the 
bill,  by  arbitrarily  determining  that  the  number  of  the 
House  shall  bear  no  proportion  to  the  ratio  assumed.  By 
the  same  reasoning,  each  of  the  States  of  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  Maryland,  South  Carolina,  Louisiana,  Mas- 
sachusetts, Alabama,  and  Ohio,  will  furnish  a  striking  ex- 
ample to  show  that  the  House  should  not  be  fixed  at  240, 
while  the  ratio  remains  at  47,700.  1  leave  others  to  work 
out  the  process  in  each  case. 

I  connder  it  as  mathematically  certain  that  the  appor- 
tionment in  the  bill  is  &be,  and  that  the  error  consists  in 
refusing  to  spply  the  rules  of  proportion  to  the  number 
of  the  House,  and  the  divisor  assumed.  It  is  certain  that 
this  number  of  240  produces,  in  every  instance,  greater 
inequali^,  while  this  ratio  stands,  than  a  House  of  251 
members,  composed  on  the  principles  stated  in  the  report; 
and  that  this  inequality  will  be  demonstrated  by  every 
view  which  can  be  taken  of  the  subject. 

And  here  suffer  me  to  remark  that  it  is  a  matter  of  lit- 
tle importance  whether  the  number  be  250  or  251,  while 
you  arbitrarily  refuse  to  change  the  ratio,  under  the  pre- 
tence that  the  other  House  ought  to  fix  it.  The  exact  ratio 
fbr  a  House  of  251  is  47,524;  the  exact  ratio  for  a  House 
(»f  250  is  47,715.  By  fastening  upon  us,  under  a  pretext, 
a.n  arbitrary  ratio,  you  furnish  room. for  those  who  either 
do  not  understand,  or  will  liot  examine  the  subject,  to 
cavil  about  the  want  of  exact  proportion  between  the  ratio 
and  the  number  of  the  House;  and  you  throw  a  mist  across 
the  vision  of  those  whose  duty  and  inclination  it  may  be 
to  investigate  the  topic  hereafter.  But  that  may  be  dis- 
pelled by  the  consideration,  that  the  difficulty,  in  this  re- 
spect, of  which  some  seek  to  avail  themselves,  arises  en- 
tirely out  of  that  inflexible  determination  which,  instead 
of  seeking  a  number  of  the  House  that  can  be  produced 
with  perfect  accuracy  by  the  aid  of  major  fractions,  per- 
sists m  embarrassing  the  question,  by  adhering  to  the 
number  of  representatives  which  can  be  produced  by  the 
ratio  of  47,700.  The  result  of  applying  that  ratio  to  the 
population  of  each  State,  and  Ulowing  for  major  fractions, 
IS  a  House  of  251,  which^  we  have  seen,  is  a  fraction 
above  the  number  produced  by  dividing  the  population  of 
the  Union  by  47,700,  and  is  the  precise  number  produced 
hy  the  application  of  47tS2^  to  the  population  of  the 
Unioa.  With  what  countenance  can  any  one,  however, 
|»retend  that  this  House  of  251  is  not  a  nearer  approach 
to  exact  justice,  in  every  respect,  than  the  House  of  240? 
It  will  often  happen,  in  the  application  of  the  rule,  that 
the  House  produce<l  by  it  will  either  exceed,  or  fiill  short 
of,  (by  one,)  that  precise  number  which  bears  an  exact 
mathematical  proportion  to  the  ratio^  or  the  population  of 
the  Union.  Those  who  are  scrupulous  about  the  result  of 
so  minute  a  detail,  may  at  all  times  easily  relieve  them- 
aelyes  by  suffering  the  ratio  to  be  changed^  and,  conse- 
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quently,  the  number  of  the  House  increased  one  or  two 
members.  I.ook  at  the  operation  of  a  House  of  256,  or 
246,  or  241,  to  illustrate  this.  By  the  printed  statements 
which  are  before  us,  it  will  be  seen  that  the  veriest 
caviller  could  find  no  such  objection  to  the  rule,  when 
applied  to  either  of  those  numbers.  The  same  is  true  of 
many  other  numbers.  But  if  you  say  the  ratio  shall  be 
47,700  exactly,  then  you  must  have  a  number  for  the 
House  above  250,  and  below  251;  and,  as  you  cannot 
divide  a  representative,  you  must  give  some  one  State  a 
little  more,  or  a  little  less,  than  her  exact  mathematical 
rig^t.  Such  is  the  situation  of  Alabama,  when  the  House 
is  250,  or  251.  But  would  any  man,  merely  because  he 
had  fixed  a  ratio  which  prevented  him  firom  doing  her 
exact  justice,  refose  her  a  representative,  to  which,  aAer 
the  other  ten,  she  is  better  entitled  than  any  other  State, 
or,  cavilling  on  that  isolated  point,  make  an  argument  out 
of  it,  to  overthrow  the  rights  of  the  other  ten,  which  are 
each  clearly  entitled  to  an  additional  representative^  As 
a  more  beautiful  illustration  of  the  rule,  I  would  prefer, 
in  the  outset,  any  one  of  the  numbers  256,  246,  or  241, 
to  either  240,  or  251;  but  there  is  no  valid  objection  to 
any  number  which  may  be  demanded  as  the  proper  number 
of  the  House. 

But  the  objection  is  made,  notwithstanding  the  manifest 
superiority  of  the  amendment  over  the  bill,  in  their  re- 
spective approaches  to  perfect  justice,  that  **  fractions" 
are  represented  by  the  amendment.  It  is  said  that  to  re- 
present fractions  is  contrary  to  all  former  usage.  If  by 
this  it  be  intended  that  the  amendment  proposes  to  give 
to  any  one  State  a  representation  which  is  not  the  nearest 
possible  approximation  to  her  exact  noathematical  right, 
whether  that  approximation  is  to  be  determined  by  re- 
ference to  the  aggregate  population  of  all  the  Stat^  or 
to  tlie  separate  population  orevery  State,  we  have  already 
seen  that  the  position  has  been  disproved.  If  by  it  any 
thing  less  than  that  position  is  intended,  I  answer,  that  it  is 
of  no  value  as  an  objection;  because  the  constitution  has 
prescribed  no  process  to  attain  the  results  which  it  directs. 
Its  language  refers  only  to  the  end,  and  not  to  the  particu- 
lar means  by  which  that  end  is  to  be  attained.  **  Repre- 
sentatives and  direct  taxes  shall  be  apportioned  among  the 
several  States  according  to  their  respective  numb&s.'* 
The  object  is  apportionment  aocording  to  numbers;  and 
the  numbers  to  oe  used  in  the  process  are  those  of  the 
respective  States.  The  process  in  which  they  are  to  be 
employed,  is  not  specifiea.  Apportioning  is  any  mode  of 
distribution  which  will  best  do  justice  to  all  the  States* 
whether  by  a  fixed  ratio  of  47,700,  or  by  a  compound 
ratio  of  two,  or  twenty  given  numbers.  The  first  aim 
should  be  perfect  justice.  When  that  fiuls,  (as  it  always 
will,)  the  next  thing  to  it  must  be  sought  for,  and  it  is 
perfectly  immaterial  by  what  rule  it  is  to  oe  had— whether 
with  or  without  fractions. 

The  constitution  here  speaks  of  representatives  and 
direct  taxes,  eodem  fiatu;  and  although,  as  I  have  said,  it 
prescribes  no  rule  for  the  apportionment  of  either,  yet  it 
does  direct  an  apportionment  of  both  to  be  made  in  some 
way,  according  to  "  the  respective  numbers  of  the  States.'* 
There  never  was  an  apportionment  of  direct  taxes  under 
this  clause,  which  proceeded  on  that  principle  of  discard- 
ing fractions  which  is  contained  in  the  bill.  Sueh  an  ap- 
portionment of  the  tax  would  be  unconstitutional.  Thus 
New  York's  population  being  1,918,553,  wants  about 
70,000  people  of  being  one-sixth  of  the  aggregate  popu- 
lation of  tne  Union,  which  is  11,928,731.  Could  you 
constitutionally  apportion  a  direct  tax  at  this  time,  so  as  to 
compel  her  to  pay  one-sixth  of  it^  No  man  will  pretend 
it.  Should  you  attempt  it,  she  would  probably  soon  ^ve 
you  a  practical  illustration  of  the  doctnne  of  nullifieation. 
With  a  strong  arm,  in  a  righteous  cause,  she  would  defy 
such  an  attempt  to  oppress  her;  and  you  have  no  tribunid 
of  justice,  which  would  uphold  yon  in  the  attempt    You 
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could  not,  in  such  a  struggle,  "look  a  citizen  of  New  York 
in  the  face,  and  maintain  that  your  claim  on  her  was 
honest.  But  the  bill  gives  her  one  full  sixth  part  of  the 
whole  representation;  for,  while  it  assigns  her  40  mem- 
bers, which  is  her  full  share  of  a  House  of  251  represen- 
tatives, it  cuts  off  eleven  representatives  from  other  States, 
and  thus  reduces  the  whole  number  to  240,  under  the 
pretext  of  refusing  to  represent  fractions.  Taxation  and 
representation,  then,  do  not  go  together.  To  meet  this 
argument,  it  lias  been  said  that  a  representative  is  not 
divisible,  but  that  taxes  are.  That  does  not  answer  the 
objection.  The  representation  and  taxation  must  be 
made  on  some  principle  which  can  be  equally  applied  to 
both.  If  the  former  cannot  be  made  to  bend  to  any  rule, 
by  which  the  latter  has  been  apportioned,  then  the  latter 
must  be  made  to  bend  to  the  rule  used  for  the  former.  It 
would  be  very  easy  to  apportion  a  tax  on  the  principle  of 
the  bill,  and  direct  that  New  York  should  pay  one-sixth 
of  it,  and  that  each  of  the  other  States  sliould  pay  ac- 
cording to  their  representation  in  this  bill.  But  we  all 
agree  that  such  a  tiling  never  has  been  done,  that  it 
would  be  unconstitutional,  and  intolerable.  Why  so?  You 
answer,  because  that  would  be  apportioning  the  tax  ac- 
cording to  the  representation,  and  not  according  to  the 
numbers  of  the  several  States.  This  is  the  why  and 
wherefore;  and  there  is  no  other  reason  for  the  uncon- 
'stitutionality  of  such  a  bill.  Why,  then,  is  this  bUl  con- 
stitutional ^  Is  not  the  clause  which  directs  the  tax  to 
be  assessed  according  to  numbers,  equally  explicit,  that 
representatives  shall  be  apportioned  on  the  same  prin- 
ciple }  If,  therefore,  the  one  be  unconstitutional,  so  is  the 
other. 

Here,  then,  is  our  answer  to  the  remark  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Peimsylvania,  that  "  to  represent  fractions  is 
contrary  to  the  usag^  of  the  Government."  The  Govern- 
ment has  known  no  other  usage,  in  apportioning  direct 
taxes  according  to  numbers,  than  to  levy  them  on  the  frac- 
tions, as  the  gentieman  is  pleased  to  call  them,  as  well  as 
on  the  masses  produced  by  cutting  up  the  States  with  the 
mid  of  fixed  ratios;  and  now  to  depart  from  that  principle 
in  the  case  of  representatives,  is  contrary  to  a  usage  quite 
as  long  established  as  any  to  which  he  has  referred  us. 

But  again:  there  never  was  an  apportionment  of  repre- 
sentatives which  did  not  in  fact  (though  not  to  n&mint) 
give  representatives  for  fractions.  To  prove  this»  I  call 
the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  statements  which  I  sub- 
mitted on  a  former  occasion,  and  which  they  have  ordered 
to  be  printed  for  their  use. 

No.  1. 

The  bill  of  1792,  which  Washington  did  approve,  had 
a  ratio;  yet,  in  point  of  fact,  fractions  were  represented 
by  it.  The  following  statement  shows  the  representation 
given  by  that  bill;  the  fractions  represented  being  marked 
thus  •.  The  population  of  the  Union,  which  was  3,615,- 
920,  was,  to  105,  the  number  of  the  House,  as  each  State's 
population  to  the  answer  here  given : 
--       -         ^'        '  ^*  Virginia,       20.30^ 

N.  Carolina,  10.26 
S.  Carolina,    5.98^ 
Georgia,         2.05 

98. 
•  7  fractions. 


New  Hampshire, 

Vermont, 

Massachusetts, 

Rhode  Island, 

Connecticut, 

New  York, 

New  Jersey, 

Pennsylvania, 

Delaware, 

Maryland, 

Virginia, 


5.29 

4.44 

•16.54 

•1.98 

7.21 
•16.63 

•5.93 

•17.32 

1.78 

•8.80 
•21.51 


5    North  Carolina, 
4    South  Carolina, 

17  Georgia, 
2    Kentucky, 
7    Tennessee, 

17 
6 

18  •  fractions, 
1 
9 

22 


12.23 
8.26 
•3.99 
•5.89 
•2.88 

131. 
10 

141. 


12 
8 
4 
6 
3 

141 


New  Hampshire, 
Vermont, 
Massachusetts, 
Rhode  Island, 

,  4.11 
2.20 

13.76* 
1.98* 

Connecticut, 
New  York, 

6.88» 
9.62* 

New  Jersey, 

Pennsylvania, 

Dehiware, 

5.20 

12.57^ 

1.61 

Maryland, 

8.08 

105. 


President  Jefferson  approved  this  bill. 

No.  3. 

The  act  of  1811  was  the  bill  which  the  Senate  amended, 
by  changing  the  ratio  assumed  by  the  House,  and  increas- 
ing the  number  of  members  proposed  by  tiie  House. 
The  number  of  the  House  was  181;  the  population  of  the 
Union,  6,654,255.  Each  State's  proportion  was  as  fol- 
lows, the  fractions  represented  being  marked  • : 


New  Hampshire, 

Vermont, 

Mas.sachu8etts, 

Rhode  Island, 

Connecticut, 

New  York, 

New  Jersey, 

Pennsylvania^ 

Delaware, 

Maryland, 

Virginia, 

,  •5.83 

•5.92 

20.69 

2.09 

7.12 

•25.92 

6.56 

•22.26 

•1.93 

9.13 

•22.23 

6 
6 

20 
2 
7 

27 
6 

23 
2 
9 

23 

N.  Carolina 

S.  Carolina, 

Kentucky, 

Tennessee, 

Ohio, 

Georgia, 

,  13.54          13 

9.15            9 

10.18          10 

6.63            6 

6.27            6 

•5.73            6 

173.             181 
•  8  fractions. 

181. 

This  bill  was  approved  by  President  Madison. 

The  bill  of  1822  also  gave  representation  for  the  frsc^ 
tions  marked  •.  The  House  was  212,  (Alabama  was  after- 
wards, by  special  act,  entitled  to  another,)  the  population 
of  the  Union  being  8,969,814.  Each  State's  share  of  the 
House  was  as  follows: 

Maine, 

New  Hampshire, 

Vermont, 

Massachusetts, 

Rhode  Island, 

Connecticut, 

New  York, 

New  Jersey, 

Pennsylvania, 

Delaware, 

Maryland, 

Virginia, 

North  Carolina, 

South  Carolina, 


7.05 

7 

Georgia,         •6.64 

7 

•5.77 

6 

Alabama,         2.61 

2 

5.57 

5 

Mississippi,      1.47 

1 

•12.36 

13 

Louisiana^      •2.97 

3 

1.96 

2 

Tennessee,      9.23 

9 

6.50 

6 

Kentucky,     12,13 

12 

•32.35 

34 

Ohio,           -13.74 

14 

6.'48 

6 

Indiana,           3.47 

3 

•24.80 

26 

Illinois,            1.29 

•    1 

1.67 

1 

Missouri,         1.47 

1 

•8.60 
•21.14 

9 

22 

202. 

213 

13.16 

13 

•10  fractions. 

9.43 

9 

212. 


No.  2. 

The  act  of  1802  gave  representation  for  the  fractions 
which  are  marked  •.  As  4,897,278,  the  whole  popula- 
tion, is  to  141,  the  number  of  the  House,  so  is  each  State's 
share  of  population,  at  that  time,  to  the  following  results: 


President  Monroe  approved  this  bill. 

And  now,  to  meet  the  objection  of  those  who  can  give 
no  other  answer  to  the  amendment  tlian  this  unmeaning 
cry,  that  **  it  proposes  to  give  representation  fur  frac- 
.tions,"  I  submit  a  statement  to  prove  that  tiie  very  biU 
they  advocate  proposes  to  give  representation  fur  frac- 
tions, as  well  as  all  the  laws  that  have  preceded  it. 

A  statement  of  the  representation  of  each  State,  according  to 
t/ie  rule  of  proportion — as  11,928,731,  the  tvkole  popula- 
tion in  federal  numbers,  is  to  240,  so  is  each  Stairs  share 
of  population  to  her  share  of  the  House. 

8.036  Maine, 

5.418  New  Hampshire, 

5.646  Vermont, 

12.281  Massachusetts, 

•  1,955  Rhode  Island, 

•  5.998  Connecticut, 
•38.599  New  York, 

6.434    New  Jersey, 


•27.122    Pennsylvania, 
Delaware, 
Maryland, 
Virginia, 
North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina* 
Georgia, 
Alabama, 


1.517 

8.165 

•20.592 

•12.8 

9.15 

•8.9 

5.2 
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3.21 

3.4 

•12.5 

•12.10 

•18.7 

•6,9 


MmiaBippi, 

Louisiana, 

Tennessee, 

Kentucky, 

Oliio, 

Indiana, 


3.1        Illinois, 
2.6        Missouri, 


228. 

•12  fractions. 


240. 


And  to  exhibit  the  data  from  which  all  these  calculations 
have  been  made,  I  refer  to  another  statement  on  file, 
which  I  formerly  submitted  to  the  Senate,  and  which  they 
have  ordered  to  be  printed  for  their  use,  showing  the  re- 
presentative number  of  the  people  of  the  United  States 
at  each  census,  the  ratio  of  representation,  and  the  frac- 
tions remaining  for  each  State  by  the  operation  of  the  dif- 
ferent ratios. 

If  gentlemen  will  examine  these  statements,  with  a 
view  to  ascertain  the  fractions  which  have  actually  been 
represented  by  the  bills  which  have  passed,  they  will  per- 
ceive tliat  tliese  fractions  have  been  roost  unjustly  repre- 
sented. Thus,  in  every  bill  which  has  met  with  the  Execu- 
tive sanction  from  1792  to  this  day,  snuiUer  fractions  have 
been,  in  effect,  represented,  while  larger  ones  have  been 
entirely  overlooked  or  disregarded. 

Take  a  single  instance  among  the  many  which  present 
themselves: 

Georgia's  unrepresented  fraction  in  1792  was  .05 


represented 

do 

in  1600 

.99 

represented 

do 

in  1810 

.73 

represented 

do 

in  1820 

.64 

represented 

do 

in  1830 

.90 

3.31 
For  whiah  3.31  she  has  been  allowed  four  representa- 
tives. 
Delaware's  unrepresented  fraction  in  1792  was  .61 


unrepresented 

do 

in  1800 

.78 

unrepresented 

do 

in  1810 

.93 

represented 

do 

in  1820 

.67 

unrepresented 

do 

in  1830 

.52 

3.51 

For  which  3.51  she  has  been  allowed  but  one  represen- 
tative in  40  years.  During  at  least  30  of  these  40  years, 
the  free  white  citizens  of  Delaware  have  not  been  so  fblly 
represented  in  the  other  House  as  the  slaves  of  Georgia, 
tn  consequence  of  this  unjust  mode  of  apportionment. 
Thus,  the  federative  population  of  Delaware  was — 

in  1792,     55,540 

in  1800,     61,812 

in  1820,     70,943 

in  1830,     75,432 


263,727--three-fifths  of  which  be- 
ing  158,237,  would,  if  they  had  been  slaves  in  Georgia, 
have  been  represented. 
But  the  representation  allowed  them  has  been — 

in  the  year  1792,  one  for  33,000 

in  the  year  1802,  one  for  33,000 

in  the  year  1820,  one  for  40,000 

and  it  is  proposed  to  give,  in  1832,  one  for  47,700 


153,700 
158,2.37 


-less 


4,537- 
^an  three-fifths. 

In  1810  two  representatives  were  allowed  for  71,004. 

So,  too,  by  reference  to  the  statement,  it  appears  that 
New  York  has,  by  this  bill,  40  representatives,  when  she 
is  entitled  to  but  S8.59,  while  Delaware  has  but  one, 
when  she  is  entitled,  by  that  rule,  to  1.517;  Vermont  has 
five,  when  she  is  entitled  to  5.646;  and  Missouri  has  but 
two,  when  she  is  entitled  to  2.6.     If  the  rule  adopted  to 


obtain  these  results  be  the  correct  one,  then  it  not  only 
appears  that  the  fractions  have  been  always  represented, 
but  always  most  unjustly  represented,  and  Uie  bill  pro- 
poses to  continue  this  injustice. 

What  is  thb  rule,  and  why  is  it  the  true  ^ne?  It  states 
the  proportion — ^as  the  population  of  the  Union  is  to  the 
proposed  number  of  the  House,  so  is  each  State's  popu- 
lation to  its  share  of  the  House.  By  the  rule  as  thus 
stated,  the  number  of  the  House  is  assumed,  not  sought 
for  by  calculation.  In  another  shape,  the  rule  is,  as  the 
ratio  or  number  requisite  for  the  constituency  for  one  mem- 
ber, is  to  one  member,  so  is  the  population  of  each  State 
to  its  share  of  the  House,  and  so  is  the  population  of  the 
whole  Union  to  the  whole  number  or  representatives. 
By  this  statement  of  the  rule,  the  ratio  is  assumed — not 
the  number  of  the  House.  The  rule  may  be  stated  sim- 
ply thus:  assume  a  ratio,  divide  the  population  of  each 
State  by  it,  divide  the  remainders  by  one-lialf  the  ratio, 
and  add  to  the  whole  numbers  one  for  each  of  the  re- 
mainders exceeding  half  the  ratio.  Thus,  if  47,700  be 
assumed  as  the  ratio,  it  gives  240  whole  numbers,  when 
applied  as  a  divisor  to  the  population  of  each  State,  and 
leaves  11  remainders  exceeding  half  of  47,700.  It  ap- 
pears, then,  that  the  results  proposed  by  the  amendment 
are  attained  by  a  rule  which  is  never  subject  to  the  ob- 
jection made  here  by  my  honorable  friend  from  New  Jer- 
sey, [Mr.  FRiiivoHUTSEir,]  and  repeated  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania.  That  objection  was,  that  the 
amendment  exacted^  as  the  primary  term  of  its  process  of 
calcuhition,  the  aggregate  population  of  all  the  States.  The 
gentleman,  [Mr.  Dallas,]  therefore,  denounced  it  as  a 
palpable  feature  of  that  consolidation  which  the  instrument 
repudiates  in  every  aKicIe,  and  it  furnished  to  his  mind  a 
proof  that  the  amendment  could  not  be  reconciled  to  the 
constitution.  As  auxiliary  to  this,  we  were  told  by  him, 
also,  that  the  amendment  was  proved  to  be  wrong,  be- 
csuse  the  agreed  number  of  the  representative  body  was 
the  second  term  of  the  calculation,  and  that  <<  without 
it  the  results  of  the  amendment  could  not  be  produced." 
There  never  was  a  greater  error,  and  the  gentleman  must 
by  this  time  perceive  it.  All  the  results  of  the  amend- 
ment are  produced  by  simply  assuming  any  given  ratio, 
and  dividing  the  population  of  each  State  by  that  ratio. 
So  that,  without  using  either  of  the  terms  to  which  he 
objects,  on  the  strange  supposition  that  they  are  tainted 
with  consolidation,  nay,  without  even  knowing  what  the 
population  of  the  Union,  or  the  whole  number  of  the 
House,  is,  the  rule  sustains  the  whole  amendment.  The 
truth  is,  that  this  objection  originated  in  a  misunderstand- 
ing of  the  text  of  the  biographer  of  Washington,  whose 
observations  on  the  veto  message  of  April  5th,  1792, 
were  read  to  us  by  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey;  and 
other  gentlemen,  seeing  tliat,  in  general,  the  very  same 
result  migiit  be  produced  by  using  the  terms  objected  to, 
thought  there  miglit  be  something  wrong  in  the  process 
on  that  account.  These  terms  were  used  as  fair  standards 
in  the  absence  of  others  to  demonstrate  the  injustice  done 
to  the  6tates{  and,  though  it  was  known  there  was  a  little 
sound  in  the  suggestion,  that,  because  the  population  of 
the  Union  was  one  of  the  terms  used  in  a  rule  to  ascer- 
tain what  divisor  should  be  assumed  when  the  number  of 
the  House  w^as  fixed,  yet  it  was  supposed  that  all  would 
agree  that  it  was  without  substance,  when  they  saw  the 
object  for  which  it  was  used.  If  the  whole  number  of 
the  House  be  fixed  merely  to  comply  with  a  whim,  we 
then  say,  you  ought  not  to  assume  an  arbitrary  ratio,  but 
search  for  one  by  some  mathematical  process.  There- 
fore, we  say,  if,  for  a  population  of  11,928,731,  240  be 
fixed  upon  as  tlie  number  of  the  House  for  the  whole 
Union,  the  proper  ratio  or  constituency  for  each  mem- 
ber ought  to  be  l-240th  of  11,928,731,  or  49,700,  and 
not  47,700.  We  used  this  process  to  prove  that  the  ra- 
tio was  wrong,  and  thus    demonstrate  its  injustice  by 
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shovinr  that  the  bill  was  made  up  by  an  arbitrary  assump- 
tion of  both  ends  of  the  proportion.  We  said,  also,  that,  if 
47,700  were  a  proper  ratio,  and  must  be  adhered  to,  be- 
cause that  was  the  beau  ideal  of  a  constituency  for  every 
member,  then,  because  that  was  nearly  1-251  of 
11,928,731,  tlie  House  ought  to  be  251,  rather  than  240. 
But  we  gmiB  all  our  results  without  the  use  of  either  of 
these  terms,  and  by  the  very  same  process  which  is  used 
in  the  bill,  save  that  we  represent  what  the  gentleman 
calls  midor  fractions,  and  he  refuses  to  do  so. 

The  tact  is,  that  the  consolidatins:  process  is  the  rery 
one  used  in  the  bill.  Totally  disrejputling  the  riglits  of 
the  States  which  may  be  injured  by  it,  it  fastens  upon  an 
arbitrary  number,  to  which,  as  the  bed  of  Procrustes,  it 
orders  that  every  member  of  the  confederacy  shall  be 
bound  down  and  proportioned  exactly.  All  that  is  too 
long  is  to  be  cut  olF,  if  it  do  not  precisely  suit  the  tjrran- 
nical  standard  which  is  adopted;  all  that  is  too  short  and 
cannot  be  stretched  out  long  enough  by  the  aid  of  new 
returns  of  population,  must  die  the  death.  It  thus  cuU  off 
475,000  of  the  people  of  this  Union  from  all  representa- 
tion, and  then  consolidates  the  readue  into  one  mass,  which 
is  divided  by  47,700,  to  ascertain  the  whole  number  of 
representatives.  It  is  the  result  of  the  most  latitudinariin 
of  all  the  constitutional  doctrines  that  have  been  broached: 
for  it  .cannot  profess  to  represent  the  States  according 
to  their  numbers,  either  exactly,  or  as  near  as  may  be; 
and  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  by  denying  that 
construction  which  admits  representation  on  the  most 
equitable  terms,  seemed  to  me  virtually  to  acknowledge 
that  it  did  not  profess  to  do  so.  It  is  inconsistent  with 
the  best  received  doctrines  of  State  rights,  and  essen- 
tially affects  the  interests  of  those  States,  the  popula- 
tion of  which  falls  below  half  a  million,  which  are,  in  nine 
cases  out  of  ten,  made  the  victims  of  this  consoUdating 
principle. 

To  refute  this  last  position,  the  gentleman  firom  Penn- 
sylvania undertook  to  make  a  statement  exhibiting  the  un- 
represented fractions  of  five  large  States,  and  five  small 
ones.  He  selected  those  two  of  the  smaller  States  which 
have  several  times  accidentally  had  representatives  for 
fractions^  and  joined  them  to  three  of  those  States  upon 
which  injustice  has  always  been  practised.  Still,  at  this 
disadvanta^  his  calculation  was  wrong,  by  the  verv  mode 
of  ascertaming  these  fractions  to  which  he  referred. 
Those  of  Delaware,  from  1790  to  this  date, 

have  been 111,031 

Those  of  Vermont 122,608 

Those  of  New  Jersey, 122,246 


ing  no  prop<^tion  to  the  given  numbers  of  the  House. 
Thus  it  appears,  by  applying  the  true  ratio  to  the  bill,  that 
New  York  has  one  representative  for  a  fraction  of  5-10, 
and  Pennsylvania  one  for  a  fraction  of  1-10— while  Ver- 
mont, Delaware,  and  Missouri,  each  with  larger  fractions, 
have  no  representative  for  them.  And,,  what  is  still  worse. 
New  York,  by  the  aid  of  this  false  ratio,  has  not  only  one 
representative  for  5-10,  but  another  representative  for 
nothing— that  is,  one  mathematical  or  metaphysical  repre- 
sentative, without  a  man,  woman,  or  child  in  the  State  to 
form  a  constituency  for  him. 

Further  to  illustrate  the  general  position,  that  the  effect 
of  the  principle  in  the  bill  is  to  accumulate  representation 
on  the  larger,  at  the  expense  of  the  smaller  States,  take 
the  aggregate  population  of  any  ^ven  number  of  the  for- 
mer, and  compare  its  representation  with  that  allowed  to 
the  rest.     Thus — 

New  York  contMns  -  -        1,918,553 

Pennsylvania        -  -  -        1,348,072 

Virginia  -  -  -        1,023,503 

Ohio  -  -  .  935,884 

Kentucky  -  -  -  621,832 

Aggregate  of  five  States  -  -        5,847,844 

Aggregate  of  the  other  nineteen  States  6,080,786 


Excess  of  the  nineteen  States 


232,942 


Those  of  Pennsylvania  and  New  York  com- 
bined, only 


355,885 
78,733 


277,152 
So  that  Vermont,  New  Jersey,  and  Delaware,  have  had, 
in  the  period  he  referred  to,  277,152  more  of  unrepre- 
sented population  than  New  York  and  PennsylHnia  com- 
buied,  although  the  latter  have  four  times  the  whole 
population  of  the  three  former.  Delaware  alone  has  had 
32,298  more  of  these  unrepresented  fractions  in  the  forty 
years^  than  all  New  York  and  Pennsylvania,  during  the 
same  time,  whose  joint  population  exceeds  hers  more 
than  three  millions,  being  more  than  43  times  as  great  as 
hers.  But  even  this  ine^uaUty  thus  presented,  gross  as 
it  iqipears,  is  not  so  manifest  as  in  the  statement  before 
presented,  from  which  it  is  clear  that  these  SUtes  have 
constantly  had  representatives  for  fractions  less  than 
those  of  Delaware,  Vermont,  and  others,  which  fractions 
are  produced  by  the  operation  of  the  true  ratios  in  each 
case,  while  the  fractions  to  which  the  attention  of  the  gen- 
tleman has  alone  been  directed,  have  been  those  produced 
by  the  operation  of  false  ratios  alone— that  is,  ratios  bear- 


The  proportion  of  a  House  of  240  members,  for  the 

five  laree  States,  is 118 

For  the  nineteen  SUtes 122 

But  the  bill  from  the  House  gives  the  five  Urge  States    121 

And  the  nineteen  States 119 

But  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  says  that  the 
constitution  requires  what  he  terms  Washington's  **  one 
common  .  divisor"— one  ratio  forming  a  constituency, 
which  he  thinks  mean^  an  "  entirety."  His  reference  to 
the  veto  mesaaee  of  Washington  in  1792,  is  unfortunate, 
as  the  report  of  the  committee  has  shown.  Washington 
required  no  '*  one  common  divisor,"  in  this  sense,  to  make 
a  constitutional  bill.  But  he  did  require  either  that,  or 
some  **  proportion;"  and  not  seeing  that  proportion  in 
the  bill  of  1792,  he  assigned  it,  as  a  court  often  does  in  a 
judicial  decision,  as  an  objection  concurrent  with,  and 
strongly  illustrative  of  the  main  position  in  the  case.  Fol- 
lowing out  this  idea  of  an  *'  entirety,"  we  have  been  told 
that  it  was  impossible  to  determine  legally,  mathematiotl- 
ly,  or  metaphysically,  what  fractions  were.  The  gentle- 
man could  hardly  conceive  of  their  existence.  Perhaps 
metaphysics  have  already  had  too  much  to  do  with  this 
question;  but  I  will  take'  the  trouble  to  deny  the  doctrine 
of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  that  it  is  impossible 
to  determine  what  fractions  are,  legally  and  maUiemati- 
cally.  Whatever  metaphysical  subtlety  arising  out  of  this 
notion  of  «  entireties,"  may  be  invented  to  prove  that 

47.699  freemen  in  any  of  these  States  are  not  better  en- 
titled to  be  represented  in  the  other  House,  than  any  other 

47.700  in  the  Union  have  to  deprive  them  of  their  repre- 
sentation there,  it  is  certain  that,  mathematically,  they 
approach  so  near  to  the  entirety,  that  justice  demands  of 
us  to  consider  them  such,  rather  than  to  throw  them  alto- 
gether out  of  the  number  of  people  represented,  and  thus 
reduce  them  to  a  nonentity.  Legally,  they  are  compelled 
to  bear  arms  for  the  country,  to  obey  all  its  laws,  to  pay 
their  full  share  of  all  taxes.  Constitutionally,  Uiey  are, 
by  the  second  section  of  the  fourth  article,  no  matter 
in  what  States  they  may  reside,  *<  entiUed  to  all  the  privi- 
leges and  immunities  of  citizens  in  the  several  States." 
\Vhile  the  constitution  guaranties  to  them  equality  of 
rights  as  near  as  may  be,  it  is  worth  while  to  consider  that 
the  right  of  being  represented  in  that  body,  where  their 
best  interests  as  citizens  are  discussed  and  decided,  is  one 
of  the  most  important.     They  could  hardly  name  a  more 
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valuable  immunity  than  exemption  from  tiiat  slavish  con- 
dition  in  which  the  ri^t  of  representation,  as  near  as  may 
be,  according  to  taxation,  is  oenied  to  them.  Now,  one 
man  in  New  York  will,  under  the  provisions  of  this  bill, 
give  a  vote  at  the  polls,  which  is  to  have  nearly  as  much 
influence  in  electin|^  a  member  of  the  other  House,  as  the 
votes  of  two  men  in  Delaware.  Happily,  however,  the 
idea  of  representing^  nothing  but  an  entirety— that  is,  no- 
thing less  than  the  ratio,  however  imposing  it  may  at  first 
appear,  is  not  to  be  found  in  the  constitution. 

The  gentleman  thinks  he  can  discover  something  like  it 
larking  there,  in  the  fact  that  the  constitution  itself, 
which  apportioned  representatives  for  1789,  fixed  a  mini- 
mum of  representation,  by  the  provision  that  '*  the  num- 
ber of  representatives  shall  not  exceed  one  for  every 
thirty  thousand."  He  supposes  that  as  the  framers  of 
the  constitution  fixe^  a  ratio  below  which  we  riiould  never 
go,  ttierefore  we  must  always  estabii^  some  fixed  ratio, 
and  disregard  the  consequences.  In  making  that  provi- 
sion, the  convention  did  not  intend  to  do  any  thing  more 
than  to  provide  against  a  too  numerous  representation  of 
the  people,  the  evils  of  which  were  so  awfully  visible  in 
the  very  first  movements  of  revolutionary  France.  They 
might  not  have  concurred  with  Sir  James  Mcintosh,  that 
an  assembly  of  a  hundred  Newtons  would  constitute  a 
mob;  but  they  certainly  considered  it  necesaar^,  for  obvi- 
ous causes,  to  limit  the  number  of  representatives  to  the 
real  wants  of  the  nation.  How  could  this  be  done,  other- 
wise than  as  they  provided?  At  the  time,  there  had  been 
no  census  or  "  actual  enumeration"  of  the  people,  to 
enable  them  to  say  what  should  be  the  representation  of 
the  States,  or  what  numbers  they  dioula  prescribe  for 
each  or  all  of  them,  as  the  maximum  or  highest  number 
that  ought  to  »t  in  the  House  at  that  time.  Nor  would  it 
have  been  wise  to  have  limited  the  number  of  representa- 
tives which  should  ever  sit  in  council  on  the  affairs  of  the 
country,  even  then  increasing  in  a  proportion  before  un- 
known in  the  annals  of  the  world.  Adapting,  therefore, 
the  representation  to  the  population  forever,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  guarding  against  the  possible  organization  of 
the  legislative  power,  on  such  principles  as  have  stood 
amon^  the  main  causes  of  the  ruin  of  most  other  republics, 
they  simply  directed  that  the  number  of  representatives 
should  not  "  exceed  one  for  every  thirty  thousand."  They 
fixed  this  minimum  ratio  merety  because  they  could  ac- 
complish their  object  then  by  no  other  means{  but  nothing 
was  further  from  their  thoughts  than  to  direct  represen- 
tation to  be  ascertained  by  the  operation  of  arbitrary  ra- 
tios, which  neither  exactly  nor  nearly  apportion  it  to  num- 
bers, nor  secure  the  privilegpes  of  citizens  in  all  the  States 
alike.  The  same  clause  is  misunderstood  in  another  sense. 
It  does  not  mean  that  fractions  below  30,000,  according 
to  the  understanding  of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania, 
shall  not  be  represented;  but,  while  it  provides  that  each 
State,  under  all  circumstances,  shall  have  one  representa- 
tive, it  does  also  ordain  that  the  whole  population  of  that 
State,  taken  together,  shall  not  have  more  representatives 
than  at  the  rate  of  one  for  every  thirty  thousand.  The 
amendment  expressly  provides  the  same  thing,  in  UUidem 
verbis^  with  the  constitution,  and  is  a  literal  compliance 
with  it  in  every  sense.  Delaware,  for,  example,  has  two 
representatives,  and  that  is  not  exceeding  one  for  every 
thirty  thousand,  but  only  two  for  75,434. 

But  the  bUI  of  1792,  which  President  Washin^n  dis- 
approved on  the  5th  of  April  in  that  year,  did  give  Dela- 
ware two  representatives  for  55,000  people.  In  about  ten 
lines,  it  violated  the  constitution  in  eight  different  in- 
stances, by  giving  to  eight  different  States  a  representa- 
tion which,  in  each  case,  did  exceed  one  for  every  thirty 
thousand.  Nothing  like  this  is  proposed  by  the  amendment. 
All  the  argument  which  the  honorable  gentleman  has 
drawn  from  this  veto  of  Washington,  is  so  folly  answered 
in  the  report  of  the  select  committee  which  introduced 


the  amendment,  that  I  will  only  add  to  what  has  been 
said  on  that  subject,  that  it  is  inconceivable  to  me  that  the 
President  should  have  intended  to  make,  what  is  called 
here  ^e  representation  of  fractions,  his  objection  to  that 
bill,  when  I  see  that  he  has  not  said  a  word  about  frac- 
tions. If  he  had  thought  so,  how  easy  would  it  have  been 
to  have  stated  it  as  the  point  of  his  objection;  and  if  he 
had  said  so,  how  inconsistent  would  the  conduct  of  the 
father  of  his  countiy  have  appeared,  when,  as  we  have 
already  seen,  the  very  bill  which  he  soon  after  signed,  did, 
in  &ct,  also  give  representatives  for  fractions.  Feeling  as 
much  veneration  and  respect  for  all  his  opinions,  as  any 
man,  I  would  rescue  him  from  the  imputation  of  incon- 
sistency, rather  than  adopt  a  construction  of  his  message 
which  would  have  the  shghtest  tendency  to  fix  it  upon 
him.  Yet,  if  even  he  had  g^ven  an  opinion  hostile  to  the 
constitution,  I  should  have  been  constrained  to  adhere  to 
the  latter.  Happily,  1  am  relieved  from  any  such  em- 
barrassment. 

The  gentiemai)  from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Tabbwxll,]  though 
he  did  not  contend  for  such  a  construction  of  that  clause, 
rested  a  part  of  his  objection  to  the  amendment  on  ano- 
ther—" Each  State  shall  have  at  least  one  representa- 
tive." The  whole  sentence  together  reads  thus:  "The 
number  of  representatives  shall  not  exceed  one  for  eve^ 
thirty  thousand,  but  each  State  shall  have  at  least  one 
representative."  It  was  apprehended  at  the  time  that 
some  one  of  the  States  possibly  might,  either  then  or  at 
some  future  period,  have  less  than  thirty  thousand  people. 
In  that  event  only,  says  the  genUeman,  did  they  provide 
for  representation  of  a  fraction.  The  answer  \a,  mat,  by 
this  provision,  they  did  order  a  certain  fraction  to  be  re- 
presented; and  by  no  provision  have  they  directed  that 
fractions  shall  not  be  represented,  except  in  the  single 
case  when,  by  doing  so,  a  representation  is  given  of  mor 
than  one  for  every  thir^  thousand,  which  is  not  the  case 
of  any  State  as  providea  for  in  the  amendment. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  also,  objects  to  the 
rule  adopted  in  the  amendment,  because,  as  he  says,  it  is 
complex,  and  not  obvious  to  the  mind.  It  has  been  stated, 
over  and  over  again,  to  be  nothing  more  than  the  common 
rule  of  three,  or  of  practice,  as  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia haa  called  it,  or  of  fellowship,  as  others  call  it.  I 
thought  it  could  not  puxzle  a  Philadelphia  lawyer  to  work 
it  out,  although  the  honorable  gentleman  denounced  it  so 
strongly  for  its  mathematical  intricacy.  In  truth,  it  is  much 
more  obvious  to  the  common  mind,  as  a  principle  of  jus- 
tice, than  the  rule  of  arbitrary  ratios;  and  I  willingly  risk 
its  success  on  the  unbiassed  judgment  of  the  people, 
whose  sense  of  right  will  induce  them  to  adopt  it  in  pre- 
ference to  that  system  which,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  is,  to 
a  great  extent,  anti-republican,  unjust,  and  most  unequal; 
and  which  has  been  denounced,  in  a  recent  letter  from  a 
gentleman  in  New  York,  who  stands  among  the  most  dis- 
tinguished jurists  this  country  has  produced,  as  unconsti- 
tutional, and  absolutely  intolerable  in  its  operation. 

Sir,  the  gentieman  from  Pennsylvania  has  said  that  the 
mode  of  apportionment  proposed  by  the  bill  has  been 
submitted  to  without  a  murmur  for  forty  years;  that  it 
lias  now  become  like  those  settled  institutions  of  the  coun- 
try, to  all  of  which  the  citizens  of  Penniylvania  are  so 
much  attached,  and  for  the  preservation  and  maintenance 
of  which,  in  their  own  very  •*  peculiar  way,"  they  are 
contending,  have  contended,  and  always  will  contend. 
But,  sir,  let  me  tell  him,  it  yet  remains  to  be  shown  that 
her  patriotic  people  have  ever,  knowingly,  sanctioned  de- 
liberate injustice  or  downright  usurpation,  no  matter 
through  how  many  ages  it  may  have  withstood  resistance, 
and  defied  the  claims  of  justice.  If  the  people  of  this 
country  should  now  generally  examine  this  subject,  they 
would  no  more  tolerate  the  principles  of  this  bill,  than 
they  did  the  long-continued  tyranny  of  the  English  mon- 
archs,  which,  in  1776,  was,  at  least  as  much  as  this,  one  of 
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the  *•  settled  institutions  of  the  country."  Ami,  so  farj 
from  its  being  true  tliat  those  who  have  been  oppressed  by 
this  contrivance  have  submitted  without  a  murmur,  I  be- 
lieve that,  at  each  succeedinf^  apportionment,  the  com- 
plaints of  the  injured  States  have  been  uttered,  not  in 
threats  or  denunciations,  but  in  the  tone  of  firm,  manly, 
and  respectful  opposition.  We  will  g-o  no  further  now, 
sir,  than  those  who  went  before  us.  But  it  shall  be  our 
task  to  lay  before  our  country  the  justice  of  our  claim,  re- 
lying with  perfect  confidence  upon  the  honesty  and  good 
fikith  of  our  countrymen  to  right  us,  when  they  shall  learn 
we  Iwve  been  wronged. 

My  friend,  the  eloquent  and  able  Senator  from  Ohio, 
[Mr.  EwivQ,]  despising  the  petty  advantage  which  might 
be  grained  by  a  large  State  over  a  small  one  by  the  trick- 
cry  of  this  bill,  has,  by  his  steady  opposition  to  it,  endear- 
ed to  us  more  than  ever  the  magnanimous  people  of  tliat 
great  and  greatly  growing  member  of  our  confederacy, 
whom  he  so  nonorably  re|)resent8,  while  he  has  strengthen- 
cd  our  confidence  in  the  justice  of  our  countrymen.  Hith- 
erto, our  complaints  have. been  heard  in  vain  {.indeed,  the 
inducement  to  make  tiiem  was  never  befoi*e  so  great. 
Through  all  the  earlier  stages  of  our  Union  tlie  cause  of 
complaint  was  much  leas,  because  the  difference  in  the 
population  of  the  respective  States  was  comparatively  in- 
considerable. But  as  that  difierence  has  increased,  so 
has  the  injustice;  and  the  complaint  of  those  who  have 
been  wronged  by  its  mcreasi ng  operation.  In  time  this 
evil  will  become  so  intolerable,  that  it  must  be  changed, 
or  the  rights  of  the  smaller  States  must  be  subi^tantially 
abandoned.  In  the  perfect  conviction  that  tliis  change 
must  come,  and  in  the  belief  tliat  the  old  mode  of  appor- 
tionment will,  at  some  future  period  of  our  history,  be  de- 
nounced as  one  of  the  strangest  illusions  that  ever  misled 
our  countrymen,  a  defeat,  at  this  moment,  would  neither 
increase  my  confidence  in  the  justice  of  former  decisions 
on  this  subject,  nnr  diminish  my  hopes  of  a  correct  deter- 
mination hereaAer. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said,  that  although  he  would  not  op- 
pose the  amendment  which  proposed  a  House  of  Hepre* 
sentatives  of  256,  as  that  had  advantages  that  recommend- 
ed it,  yet  he  preferred  to  take  the  bill  as  sent  to  them, 
and  apply  to  it  the  principle  of  giving  representatives  for 
the  aggregate  fraction  to  the  States  having  the  larger  frac- 
tions, as  it  was  making  the  least  alteration  in  the  bill  that 
could  be  made  with  justice  to  the  States  Xed  without  their 
proper  share  of  representatives;  and  which  is  carrying 
OMt,  in  practice,  the  basis  of  the  calculation  upon  which 
tlie  bill  originated  in  the  House  of  Representatives,  which 
was  for  a  House  of  250.  Although,  in  the  process  of  the 
calculation,  by  rejecting  fractions,  they  reduced  it  down  to 
240,  the  first  basis  was  adopted  on  just  principles,  and 
sliould  have  been  adhered  to;  but  it  was  Changed  from 
250  to  240,  and  it  is  found  that  a  part  of  the  States  have 
tlieir  share  of  a  House  of  250,  and  a  part  of  240.  It  can- 
not for  a  moment  be  pretended,  said  Mr.  D.,  that  this 
is  an  apportionment  of  representatives  among  the  States 
according  to  their  numbers  respectively;  whatever  may 
be  right,  this  must  be  wrong.  It  is  not  enough  that  the 
calculation  should  begin  upon  just  principles,  it  must  end 
upon  just  principles. 

The  common  divisor  of  47,700  g^ven  in  tlie  bill  proves 
that  a  House  of  250  representatives  was  the  basis  of  the 
calculation :  strictly  the  common  divisor  should  be  47,715 — 
as  47,715  :  1  ::  11,928,935  :  250.  If  this  common  di- 
visor was  precisely  an  aliquot  part  of  the  population  of 
each  State  respectively,  as  if  Maine  consisted  of  381,720, 
New  Hampshire  of  8u6,290,  Massachusetts  of  620,295, 
being  eight  times,  six  times,  and  tliirteen  times  the  amount  j 
of  the  divisor,  respectively,  and  so  of  the  rest,  there  would 
be  no  difficulty  in  the  case,  the  process  of  the  calculation 
would<end  in  giving  a  House  of  250.  It  so  happens,  how- 
ever, that,  in  the  calculation,  the  fractions  in  the  aggre- 


gate amount  to  477,335,  which,  divided  by  47,715,  gives 
10  as  the  representatives  of  these  fractions  rejected  by  the 
bill.  If-this  aggregate  unrepresented  fruction  be  taken 
from  11,928,935,  it  leaves  11,451,600  as  the  represented 
population  of  the  United  States;  but  this  represented 
population  by  the  ratio  assumed  can  have  no  more  than 
240  representatives;  yet  several  of  the  States  have  their 
full  proportion  of  a  House  of  250.  All  they  can  have,  how- 
ever, over  and  above  their  proper  proportion  of  240,  must 
be  in  consequence  of  the  fractions;  and  it  will  be  found  that 
eleven  representatives  under  the  bill  rest  upon  frictions. 
To  test  this,  take  the  aggregate  fraction  from  the  whole 
population,  and  there  will  be  left  11,451,600,  which,  di- 
vided by  47,715,  will  g^ve  240  as  a  new  basis  of  calcula- 
tion; then,  as  the  whole  population,  11,928,935  :  240  : : 
1,918,553,  the  population  of  New  York,  to 38  and  a  frac- 
tion— New  York,  therefore,  can  have  no  more  than  38 
representatives  in  a  House  of  240;  but  by  the  bill  she  has 
forty  representatives — thirty-eiglit  as  her  share  of  the  re- 
presented population  of  11,451,600,  and  two  as  her  share 
of  the  aggregate  fraction,  or  unrepresented  population  of 
477,335.  Nine  other  States  have  each  one  representative 
resting  upon  this  aggregate  fraction. 

Take  240  as  the  basis  of  calculation;  then,  as  the  whole 
population,  11.928,935,  is  to  the  whole  representation,  240, 
so  IS  the  whole  population  of  any  Sta^e  to  its  share  of 
representatives — divide  the  two  first  terms  by  240,  and 
we  have  two  equivalent  terms,  49,707  and  1.  It  will 
then  be  as  49,707  is  to  1,  so  is  the  population  of  any  State 
to  its  share  of  representatives.  This  rule  applied  to  the 
States  having  more  than  their  share  of  a  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  240  will  give  the  following  results: 
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Making  the  representatives  of  thesQ^tates  amount  to  no 
more  than  141,  while  by  the  bill  they  have  152 — ^that  is, 
141  as  their  share  of  the  representatives  of  the  represent- 
ed population  of  11,451,600,  and  eleven  in  consequence 
of  the  fractions  amounting  in  the  aggregate  to  477,335. 
This  calculation  would  g^ve  them  their  proper  share  of  a 
House  of  240,  while  the  bill  gives  them  their  proper  hhare 
of  a  House  of  250,  which  in  fact  is  to  consist  of  but  2-10. 

If  these  eleven  representatives  be  taken  from  the  House 
of  240,  it  will  reduce  it  to  229.  If  this  number  be  taken 
as  a  new  basis  of  calculation,  it  will,  by  the  process  of  re- 
jecting afl  the  fractions,  reduce  the  House  to  218  or  219. 
And  if  this  system  be  followed  up,  it  w^ill  end  in  giving 
to  each  State  one  representative,  as  secured  by  the  consti- 
tution. 

It  is  therefore  impossible,  by  any  process  of  calculation 
in  which  tlie  fractions  are  rejected,  to  form  a  House  of 
Representatives  on  just  principles,  or  to  form  a  House, 
some  of  the  representatives  of  which  shall  not  rest  direct- 
ly  or  indirectly  upon  fractions,  unless,  indeed,  the  common 
divisor  should  be  an  aliquot  part  of  the  population  of  every 
State.  The  House  must  consist  of  the  number  assumed 
as  the  basis  of  calculation;  that  can  only  be  in  this  case  by 
retaining  the  ten  representatives  of  the  aggregate  fraction 
as  absolutely  necessary  to  make  up  the  House  of  250, 
without  which  eleven  representatives  under  tlie  bill  are 
lef>,  without  the  slightest  pretensions  in  justice  to  their 
places.  But  how  arc  these  ten  representatives  of  the  ag- 
gregate fraction  to  be  distributed^  Georgia,  no  doubt, 
would  recommend  that  we  should  raffle  for  them,  as  that 
is  the  mode  in  which  she  disposes  of  her  surplus  lands;  Ken- 
tucky would  probably  recommend  that  the^  should  be 
disposed  of  by  lottery,  as  this  is  her  mode  of  electing  her 
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Governor  from  a  number  of  candidates  having  the  high- 
est, and  an  equal  number  of  votes;  in  which  case,  the 
question  is  decided  by  lot,  as  the  Leg'islature  may  direct — 
tlie  legislators  no  duubt  being  the  managers  oi  the  lotte- 
ry. Neither  raffle  nor  lottery,  however,  would  be  a  just 
rule  in  distributing  these  representatives,  as  the  fractions 
of  the  States  are  unequal.  To  give  them  to  the  States 
having  the  largest  portions  of  this  aggregate  fraction 
would  be  the  nearest  possible  'approach  to  justice,  and  to 
the  principles  of  the  constitution;  and  the  rule  would  ap- 
ply with  equal  justice  to  the  large  as  well  as  the  small 
Sutes. 

The  Senator  irom  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Dallas]  says 
that  the  constitution  does  not  warrant  us  in  taking  into 
the  calculation  the  aggregate  population  of  the  United 
States;  that  the  constitution  says  nothing  about  this  ag- 
gregate population;  that  it  is  the  duty  or^Congress  to  as- 
certain the  proper  number  of  representatives  of  which 
their  House  shall  consist,  to  fix  the  raUo,  and  by  a  com- 
mon divisor  to  apportion  the  representatives  among  the 
several  States  according  to  their  federal  numbers.  He 
considers  a  recurrence  to  the  aggregate  population  of  the 
United  States,  in  the  calculation,  as  a  palpable  attempt  at 
consolidation — a  dangerous  infringement  of  the  constitu- 
tion. He,  in,  effect,  denies  the  principle  that,  as  the 
whole  population  of  the  United  States  is  to  the  whole 
number  of  representatives,  so  must  be  the  whole  popula- 
tion of  any  State  to  its  sliare  of  such  representatives.  He 
is  the  first  Senator  who  has  disputed  or  doubted  this 
principle:  hitherto  it  has  been  considered  as  incontestably 
ju»t. 

The  number  of  which  the  House  shall  consist  may  be 
fixed  by  any  arbitrary  rule,  but  in  that  case  the  common 
divisor  caimot  be  arbitrary.  If  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives had  said  that  their  body  should  consist  of  240  mem- 
bers, and  that  70,000  should  be  the  common  divisor  by 
which  they  should  be  apportioned  among  the  States,  tlie 
absurdity  of  tlie  thing  would  have  been  but  apparent 
from  the  first  attempt  at  apportionment.  They  sent  us 
47,700  as  a  common  divisor,  and  the  first  step  in  the  pro- 
ct'S!i  of  calculation  shows  this  to  be  a  proper  divisor  for  a 
House  of  250,  and  not  for  one  of  240.  The  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  is  in  favor  of  applying  the  common  divisor 
of  47,700,  as  sent  to  us  by  the  House  of  Representatives. 
But  how  was  this  obtained?  By  dividing  the  whole  popu- 
lation by  250;  then  your  common  divisor  is  the  two  hun- 
dred and  fiftieth  part  of  the  whole  population. 

As  the  whole  population  is  to  the  whole  representation, 
so  is  tlie  poptilatioii  of  any  State  to  its  share  of  the  repre- 
sentation. This  is  strictly  the  principle  upon  which  the 
share  of  any  State  is  ascertained,  in  tliis  case  we  multi- 
ply the  second  and  third  terms  together,  and  divide  by 
tlie  first;  but  as  the  first  and  second  terms  are  to  be  re- 
peated for  every  operation,  we  find  it  convenient  to  atlopt 
equivalent  terms,  that  may  be  more  easily  managed,  and 
tins  is  done  by  dividmg  them  by  the  same  number;  if  we 
divide  tkem  botJi  by  '250,  we  obtain  two  equivalent  terms, 
47,715  and  1,  the  first  representing  the  whole  popula- 
tion, and  the  second  the  whole  representation — the  one  a 
common  divisor,  the  other  a  common  multiplier.  It  will 
then  be  as  47,715  is  to  1,  so  is  the  whole  population  of 
any  State  to  its  sliare  of  tike  representation;  as  multiply- 
ing by  one  makes  no  alteration,  it  is  dispensed  with,  and, 
by  dividing  the  third  term  by  the  first,  we  obtain  the 
fourth  proportional — such  is  the  )>roccsB  of  calculation  for 
every  btale;  and  the  common  divisor  represents  the  whole 
population,  and  unity  tiie  whole  representation,  in  every 
case.  In  these  calculations  we  cannot  lose  sight  for  a 
moment  of  tlie  aggregate  population  of  tlie  United  States; 
and,  although  the  coiisutution  says  nothing  of  this  aggre- 
gate poptdation,  it  is  impossible  to  proceed  a  single  step 
in  Uie  apportionment,  without  regarding  it  as  the  hrst  ele- 
ment in  the  calculation.     In  resisting  this  nsw  doctrine 


of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  I  have  been  induced 
to  repeat  a  part  of  what  I  have  before  said  upon  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  apportionment. 

When  this  subject  was  last  under  consideration,  the 
Senator  from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Tazxwbll,]  devising  and  in- 
tending to  support  the  unjust  provisions  of  the  bill  by 
metaphysical  subtleties  and  the  abstruse  principles  of 
mathematics,  warned  the  Senate  to  beware  of  any  attempts 
on  the  part  of  those  opposed  to  the  bill  to  carry  their 
points  by  similar  subtleties  and  abstrusities;  and  he  did 
distinctly  insinuate  his  suspicions  that  I  should  resort  to 
the  differential  calculus  for  that  purpose. 

Now,  I  am  entirely  innocent  of  any  such  designs,  and, 
if  1  had  them.  I  want  the  science  to  make  any  application 
of  this  calculus  to  the  subject  of  this  apportionment.  In 
fiict,  I  know  very  little  of  the  differential  calculus,  and 
less  of  the  integral. 

Fortunately  for  us,  a  knowledge  of  this  calculus  is  by 
no  means  necessary  to  our  purpose;  common  arithmetic, 
addition,  subtraction,  multiplication,  and  division,  are  suf- 
ficient to  enable  us  to  prove,  beyond  all  doubt,  that  the 
bill  deprives  a  part  of  the  States  of  ten  representatives, 
which  fairly  belong  to  them;  or  that  it  gives  to  other 
States  eleven  representatives  to  which  they  have  no  just 
claim.  But,  sir,  it  is  the  Senator  from  Virginia  who  is 
endeavoring  to  avail  •himself  of  the  principles  of  this  cal- 
culus, to  sustain  the  unjust  principles  of  this  bill,  by 
making  use  of  ten  fractional  representatives,  which  he 
seems  to  consider  as  infinitesimal,  evanescent  quantities, 
until  the  favored  States  obtain  their  full  proportion  of  a 
House  of  250;  and  then  causing  them  to  vanish  from  the 
equation,  as  being  no  longer  necessary  to  his  purpose. 
The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  considers  these  fractions 
as  ideal;  of  course,  their  representatives  must  be  ideal, 
and  can  the  more  easily  be  made  to  vanish;  but  ideal,  or 
evanescent  as  they  may  be,  tliey  must  stand  up  to  be 
counted  as  a  part  of  a  House  of  250  before  they  vanish, 
and  leave  a  House  of  but  240. 

The  learned  Bisliop  Berkley  had  but  a  mean  opinion  of 
infinitely  small  and  evanescent  quantities,  by  means  of 
which  Newton  and  Leibnitz  extended  the  bounds  of  sci- 
ence, and  opened  a  new  world  to  the  mathematician  and 
philosopher:  and  in  derision  he  called  them  the  ghosts  of 
departed  ratios.  Had  he  called  them  the  ratios  of  depart- 
ed magnitudes,  he  would  have  come  much  nearer  to  the 
truth. 

The  beauty  of  the  analysis  of  infinitely  small  quantities 
is,  that,  as  ratios,  they  may  be  all-powerfiil;  as  magnitudes 
under  certain  cii-cumstances,  of  no  account;  so  tliat,  after 
giving  the  most  important  results  as  ratios,  if  in  the  pro- 
cess of  calculation  they  are  found  inconvenient  or  unac- 
commodating as  magnitudes,  they  are  made  to  vanish 
from  the  equation,  and  that  without  impairing  the  truth 
of  the  solutions  obtained.  So  tlie  Senator  from  Virginia, 
not  willing  to  give  these  ten  fractional  representatives 
to  the  injured  States,  rejects  tlicm.  These  quasi-repre- 
sentatives,  these  infinitesimal,  evanescent  representatives, 
these  ideal  representatives,  these  ghosts  of  representatives, 
after  being  counted  in  order  tp  give  tlie  favored  States  their 
full  proportion  of  a  House  of  250,  are  dismissed  the  service. 
But  here  the  parallel  ends;  the  principles  of  the  differential 
calculus  do  not  serve  the  purposes  of  tiie  Senator;  fur,  by 
causing  these  ten  representatives  to  disappear,  he  destroys 
his  whole  equation;  when  tliese  ten  gtiusts  of  representa- 
tives vanish,  they  carry  off  with  them  eleven  others,  which 
were  created  by  their  aid,  and  wliich  cannot  exist  with- 
out their  support 

If  the  Senator  from  Virginia  will  consider  the  whole 

population    and    the   whole  representation  as  constant 

quantities,  which  tliey  are,  and  the  population  of  the 

atates  respectively   as  the  increasing  ur  decreasing,  the 

I  variable  or  flowing  quantities,  and  give  to  those  having 

I  the  larger  fractions  those  ten  representatives,  as  the  pro« 
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per  corrections  to  theie  fiowinr  quantities,  or  fluents,  he 
will  occupy  the  whole  space,  fill  up  the  area,  and  obt^n  a 
complete  House  of  250,  if  not  upon  the  principles  of  the 
integral  calculus,  at  least  «pon  the  principles  of  arith- 
metic, upon  the  principles  of  justice,  and  upon  the  prin* 
ciples  or  the  constitution. 

As  to  constituting  a  House  of  251, 1  have  but  an  obser- 
vation or  two  to  make:  the  basis  of  calculation  adopted  in 
passing  the  bill  was  250;  by  applying  a  common  divisor, 
and  rejecting  the  fractions,  it  was  reduced  to  240;  by 
giving  the  ten  rejected  representatives  to  the  States  hav- 
ing the  larger  fractions,  the  original  basis  of  the  calculation 
is  restored:  but  it  turns  out  that  eleven  of  the  States  have 
fractions  greater  than  a  moiety  of  the  common  divisor. 
The  probability  was,  that  there  should  have  been  as  many 
fractions  above  as  under  the  common  divisor;  this  is 
the  case  in  the  calculation  for  a  House  of  256;  as  many 
are  gained  as  lost  by  fractions,  which  gives  this  number  a 
decided  advantage,  and  which  I  should  prefer,  but  that  is 
too  large.  As  the  number  251  is  adding  but  a  single  mem- 
ber  to  the  House  of  250,  proposed  as  the  original  basis  of 
the  calculation,  it'can  create  no  inconvenience,  and  I  trust 
will  meet  with  no  serious  opposition.* 

Mr.  HILL  said,  althougn  the  passage  of  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  committee  would  be  advantageous 
to  tiie  State  which  I  have  the  honor  in  part  to  represent, 
and  will  give  her  an  additional  member  in  the  House  of 
Representatives,  my  oath  to  support  the  constitution  of 
the  United  States  forbids  my  vote  for  this  bill.  It  is  for 
me  a  sufficient  objection  that  the  proposition  involves  an 
arbitrary  principle — that  it  applies  a  different  rule  to  one 
State  iirom  that  applied  to  another  State — that,  in  the 
language  of  Washington's  veto  of  1792,  it  furnishes  «  no 
proportion  or  divisor,  which,  applied  to  the  respective 
numbers  of  the  States,  will  yield  the  number  and  allot- 
ment of  representatives  proposed  by  the  bill." 

In  three  lines,  Washington  has  presented  a  more  con- 
clusive argument  against  the  amendment,  than  has  been 
furnished  in  the  whole  course  of  a  long  and  protracted 
debate  on  the  other  nde;  and  his  foundation  has  not  been 
shaken  even  by  the  elaborate,  and  ingenious,  and  plausi- 
ble report  of  the  conunittec. 

I  have  often  remarked  that  professional  advocates^  it  is 
to  be-  presumed  from  the  best  motives  in  the  world,  ac- 
quire the  habit  of  laboring  most  intensely  on  the  weakest 
points;  that  they  leave  those,  whose  opinions  are  to  be 
affected  by  their  arguments,  to  be  a  long  time  in  arriving 
at  a  plain  conclusion,  which  good  common  sense  would 
lay  hold  of  at  the  first  blush.  This  habit  of  laboring  the 
weaker  points  probably  results  from  the  fact  that  the  ad- 
vocate en^ged  in  a  suit  where  his  client  has  not  a  single 
strong  pomt,  is  ofWn  forced  by  the  strong  law  of  neces- 
sity to  substitute  fallacy  for  fact.  An  excellent  argument 
may  be  made,  if  the  premises  are  only  granted;  and  some 
there  are  who  will  not  only  assume  true  for  false  premises, 
but  will  likewise  assume  that  these  premises  are  admit- 
ted. 

Permit  me  to  aay,  sir,  that  a  single  hour's  discussion  in 
one  of  our  common  juries  of  intelligent  farmers  would 
have  brought  any  twelve  sensible  men  to  unite  on  the 
question  whether  fractions  ought  or  ou^ht  not  to  be  re- 
presented in  the  House  of  Representatives.  And  they 
would  have  arrived  at  this  result  by  the  simplest  process 
that  can  be  imagined.  They  would  have  first  asked  them- 
selves the  question,  whether  all  the  sovereign  States  of 
the  Union  did  not  unite  in  a  Qompaet  of  Government  for 
certain  specified  objects,  on  equal  terms.     This  question 

•  If  no  mor«!  than  ten  reprecenutirct  be  given  to  the  Sutet  having 
the  larger  rractioni,  Alabama  euuid  not  rvceive  one;  giving  her  one 
must  tie  contiiierea  a»  a  eoneeMion,  which  cunid  not  have  wen  made 
had  it  been  onpoaed.  Adding  one  representative  to  a  Hontc  of  S50  ia 
changing  the  misit  of  ealcalation»  making  a  new  common  diviior  neeea- 
aary,  which  would  give  reaults  different  from  thuae  obtained  for  a 
House  of  350. 


answered  in  the  affirmative,  the  next  would  be,  whether, 
in  apportioning  representatives  among  the  States  <*ac* 
cording  to  their  respective  numbers,"  equality  among  the 
States  did  not  require  that  one  common  divisor  sbouki  be 
applied  to  each  and  every  State;  and  that,  whether  the 
representative  population  was  more  or  less,  each  State 
would  be  alike  liable  to  lose  or  gain  by  the  large  or  small 
fraction  falline  within  that  State.  Could  they,  by  any  fair 
construction,  do  otherwise'than  answer  these  questions  affir- 
matively^. Any  other  construction — any  project  which 
shall  a{H>ly  more  than  a  single  divisor  to  fix  the  apportion- 
ment of  representatives,  is  arbitrary;  and  if  it  shall  not,  in 
this  instance,  operate  to  do  iniustice,  as  a  general  rule,  it 
must  be  bad.  If  the  Senate  shall  adopt  an  arbitrary  prin< 
ciple,  under  tiie  pretext  of  making  representation  more 
equal,  and  of  this  equality  there  is  strong  reason  to  doubt, 
for  if  you  will  calculate  how  much  the  representation  will 
be  increased  if  you  give  to  all  the  other  States  the  same 
ratio  that  the  bill  of  the  committee  gives  to  the  State  of 
Delaware,  you  will  perceive  a  great  inequality  in  thb 
bill — if,  I  say,  the  Senate  shall  adopt  an  arbitrary  princi- 
ple, under  the  pretext  that  representation  will  be  made 
more  equal  as  to  the  relative  population  of  the  States,  at 
what  point  shall  we  stop?  If  we  give  Delaware  two 
representatives  for  her  7i,4ir  representative  population, 
while  we  give  another  Sta^e  only  one  representative  for 
every  50,000,  may  we  not  hereafter  take  different  num- 
bers for  a  divisor,  so  as  to  raise  or  depress  the  representa- 
tion of  any  State  agreeably  to  the  wishes  of  a  majority  of 
Congress? 

The  most  ingenious  and  refined  subtlety  may  be  cxiver- 
ed  by  a  veil  so  light  as  scarcely  to  be  perceptiblei  so  does 
the  report  of  your  committee  cover  the  arbitral  princi- 
ple which  lurks  in  the  bill.  The  merest  &llacy  may  as- 
sume the  appearance  of  an  established  fact;  but  it  cannot 
be  done  in  few  words;  it  must  be  spread  over  a  broad  sur- 
face— hidden  in  the  close  columns  of  a  newspaper,  and, 
making  a  solid  page  of  brevier,  it  cannot  be  easily  detect- 
ed by  the  general  reader.  But  the  simple  truth  of  a  plain 
proposition  needs  littie  labor  or  elucidation.  The  argu- 
ment in  this  case  is  embraced  in  a  nutshell. 

The  constitution  says,  <*  Representatives  shall  be  appor- 
tioned among  the  several  SUtes  according  to  their  re- 
spective numbers.''  By  the  rule  adopted  in  your  report, 
to  the  State  of  Delaware  you  give  two  representatives 
for  a  representative  population  of  75,417.  Apply  the 
same  rule  to  the  State  of  New  York,  and,  .for  her  repre- 
sentative population  of  1,918,553,  she  must  have  fi% 
represenUtives,  with  a  fraction  of  6,750  without  a  xe- 
presenUtiv^.  Apply  it  to  Pennsylvania,  or  any  other 
State,  and  the  result  has  the  same  inequality.  It  does 
not,  in  fact,  apportion  the  representatives  among  the 
several  States  '^  according  to  their  respective  numbers," 
nor  can  it  so  apportion  them,  when  the  same  divisor  is 
not  applied  to  all  of  the  States.-  Apply  the  same  rule  to 
the  population  of  the  whole  Union  as  this  bill  applies  to 
the  State  of  Delaware,'  and  we  shall  have  a  House  of 
Representatives  consisting  of  316  members,  with  a  frac- 
tion remainmg  of  21,358. 

If  the  divisor  adopted  in  the  bill  which  has  passed  the 
House  of  Representatives  be  not  tiie  best  that  ooold  have 
been  chosen;  if  it  operates  injuriously,  by  leaving  large 
fractions  to  some  of  the  small  States;  why  have  not  all 
the  Senators,  representing  smidl  States,  favored  some 
proposition,  on  the  long-established  and  true  principles 
of  apportionment,  which  will  make  the  bill  more  just 
and  equal?  My  proposition  to  take  ^44,000  as  a  divisor, 
would  have  given  to  all  of  the  old  "states  their  present 
number  of  representatives;  it  would  have  added  one  to 
Vermont,  ana  would  not  have  increased  the  House  of 
Representatives  beyond  what  the  present  bill  proposes. 
Yet  that  proposition  was  voted  down,  and  voted  down,  too, 
I  believe,  by  Senators  from  some  of  the  small  States.    1 
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shftU  liave  discharged  mv  duty  to  my  State  when  I  vote 
fov  any  proposition  which  shall  ^ive  her  the  present  re- 
presentation on  tlie  only  fair  principle,  or  which,  if  her 
representation  be  reduced*  shall  gfive  her  a  snoall  fraction. 
But  I  can  never  consent  that  the  number  of  her  repre- 
sentatives shall  be  increased  by  so  palpable  a  violation  of 
the  constitution  as  the  application  of  one  rule  to  her  and 
another  rule  to  tlie  other  States. 

The  question  bein^  then  taken,  the  amendment  was 

agreed  to,  as  follows: 

J       YEAS.^Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Buckner,  Chambers, 

/    Clayton,  Dickerson,  Ewing,  Foot,  Hayne,  Holmes,  Jphn- 

/      ston.  Knight,  Miller,  Moore,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Seymour, 

Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Waggaman,  Webster. — 22. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Brown,  Clay,  Dallas,  Dudley,  Ellis, 
Prelinghuysen,  Forsytli,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane, 
King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Robinson,  Tazewell,  Tipton, 
Tomlinson,  Troup,  Tyler,  White,  Wilkin8.--22. 

The  numbers  being  equal,  the  VICE  PRESIDENT 
stated  that,  after  having  paid  the  utmost  attention  to  the 
debate,  he  bad  come  to  the  conclusion  tliat  the  bill,  as  it 
came  from  the  House,  was  unconstitutional,  and  he  should 
therefore  feel  constrained,  under  a  sense  of  the  deep  re- 
sponsibility of  his  situation,  to  give  his  vote  in  favor  of 
the  amendment.  The  amendment  was  therefore  decided 
in  the  affirmative  by  the  casting  vote  of  the  Cliair. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  remarked  that  the  vote  was  decisive 
of  the  opinion  of  the  Senate  in  regard  to  the  amendment. 
A  Senator  from  Delaware,  who  was  absent,  [Mr.  Nav- 
DAiK,]  was  in  favor  of  the  amendment,  and  he  was  au- 
thoriaed  to  say  that  a  Senator  from  Mississippi,  [Mr. 
PoiaosxTKB,]  not  in  his  seat  when  the  question  was 
taken,  would  have  voted  for  tlie  amendment. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  he  was  in  favor  of  fixing  the  number 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  if  possible,  at  240,  be- 
cause it  was  the  number  which  the  House  had  adopted.  But 
as  241  wotiM  give  more  equality,  and  save  the  State  of 
Kentucky  from  a  large  fraction,  he  would  move  to  fill  the 
blank  with  that  number.  The  effect  of  the  application  of 
this  number  to  the  amendment  would  be  to  take  one  mem- 
ber from  Nea-  York  and  give  it  to  Vermont,  and  to  trans- 
fer one  member  from  Pennsylvania  to  Delaware. 
Mr.  BELL  movedto  fill  the  blank  with  the  number  246. 
Mr.  WEBSTER  was  indifferent  as  to  the  number  which 
should  be  adopted  here.  If  the  House  see  fit  to  adopt 
the  principle  of  the  amendment,  he  was  perfectly  willing 
to  take  any  number  which  they  might  prefer.  He  him- 
self preferred  251,  but  he  would  go  down  to  241,  or  as 
high  as  254,  if  the  gentlemen  from  Virginia  wish  it.  I 
know  254  would  give  another  representative  to  Vir- 
pnia,  and  he  would  vote  for  that  number  if  the  Sena- 
tors from  Virginia  proposed  it.     He  should  move  251. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  he  should  feel  embarrassed  in  his 
vote,  if  the  question  was  first  taken  on  the  highest  num- 
ber proposed.  He  proposed  the  number  nearest  to  that 
which  the  Houae  had  proposed,  and  hoped'  the  question 
would  be  first  taken  on  the  lowest  number. 

Mr.  MOORE  objected  to  this  suggestion,  and  spoke  in 
favor  of  the  highest  number.  He  would  prefer  the  bill 
from  tlie  House  to  the  amendment,  if  241  was  adopted,  for 
that  number  would  throw  a  large  fraction  upon  Alabama. 
Mr.  CHAMBERS  was  willing,  he  said,  that  the  number 
should  be  fixed  by  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  moved  to  fill  the  blank  with  256,  which 
would,  he  said,  save  all  the  old  States  from  any  positive 
losses,  and  would  not  be  too  large  a  House. 

After  some  fiirtber  conversation,  the  question  was  taken 
on  the  highest  number,  256,  and  decided  in  the  negative, 
as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  BeU,  Benton,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dicker- 
son,  Frelingfauysen,  Hill,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Moore,  Poin- 
dexter,  Prentias,  Bobbins,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague, 
Wsggunao,  Webster,  WUkiiif.^19. 

Vol.  Vm.— 55 


NAYS. — Messrs.   Brown,    Chambers,    Dudley,   Ellis,  \  ' 
Foot,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Kane,  King, '  Knight,   y 
Mangum,   Marcy,    Miller,  Robinson,  Smith,   Tazewell, 
Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Trcmp,  T)ier.— 21. 

The  question  was  taken  on  filling  the  blank  with  351, 
and  agreed  to— yeas  27,  nays  14. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEB'sTER,  the  blanks  were  then 
fiUed  so  as  to  give  each  State  the  number  of  representa- 
tives to  which  it  will  be  entitled  in  a  House  of  251  mem- 
bers, as  follows: 

Maine,  8;  New  Hamosliire,  6;  Vermont,  6{  Massachu- 
setts, 13;  Rhode  Island,  2|  Connecticut,  6{  New  York, 
40(  New  Jersey,  7;  Pennsylvania,  28;  Delaware,  2;  Mary- 
land, 9;  Virginia,  21;  North  Carolina,  13;  South  Carolina, 
10;  Georgia,  9;  Kentucky,  13;  Tennessee,  13;  Ohio,  20{ 
Louisiana,  4;  Indiana,  7;  Alabama,  6;  Missouri,  3;  Mis- 
sissippi, 2;  Illinois,  3. 
The  amendments  were  then  reported,  and  concurred  in. 
The  question  then  beigg  on  ordering  the  amendments 
to  be  engrossed,  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third  time,  it 
was  taken,  and  decided  in  the  afllrmative,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Buckner,  Chamben^ 
Clayton,  Dickerson,  Ewing,  Foot,  Hayne,  Holmes,  John- 
ston, Knight,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindezter,  Prentiss,  Rob- 
bins,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Waggmman, 
Webster.— 23. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Brown,  Clajr,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Preling- 
huysen, Grundy,  Hendricks^  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum, 
Marcy,  Robinson,  Tazewell,  Tiptoo,  Tomlinson,  Troup, 
Tyler,  White,  Wilkins.— 20. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  introduced,  on  leave,  a  joint  reso- 
lution for  the  employment  of  H.  Greenough  to  execute 
a  statue  of  Washington,  in  marble,  to  be  pbced  in  the 
rotundo. 


Thuksbat,  ArmiL  26. 
APPORTIONMENT  BILL. 

The  apportionment  bill  was  read  a  third  time;  and  the 
question  being  on  its  passage, 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  stated  that  he  had  been  tndneed 
to  vote  for  this  bill,  because  he  considered  it  to  be  pre- 
ferable to  that  which  came  from  the  House.  He  looked 
on  the  Senate  bill  as  preserving  the  federative  principle* 
and  as  more  nearly  approaching  to  equity  than  the  biU 
fi*om  the  House.  Still,  although  he  had  thus  voted,  be 
entertained  some  doubts  as  to  the  propriety  of  the  amend- 
ment of  the  committee,  and  he  begged  to  be  distinctly 
understood  as  not  pledging  himself  to  any  particular 
course,  in  case  the  House  would  refuse  to  sanction  the 
principle,  and  should  return  the  bill  to  the  Senate.  He 
reserved  to  himself  the  privilege  of  voting,  aAer  deeper 
reflection,  as  the  convictions  of  his  mind  should  direct 
liim,  without  being  in  any  way  trammelled  by  the  vote 
which  he  had  given,  and  was  now  about  to  give. 

The  question  on  the  passage  of  the  bill  was  then  put» 
and  decided  in  the  affirmative,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chamben^  Clayton, 
Dickerson,    Ewing,    Foot,   Hayne,   Holmes,   Johnston,' 
Knight,   Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Robbinsb 
Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Webster. — ^20. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Brown,  Dallas,  Dudley,  BUis,  Hen- 
dricks, Hill,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Robinson*  Runlei^ 
Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Troup,  Tyler,  White» 
Wilkins.— 18. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  the  oonsidenrtion  of  exe- 
cutive btinness,  ana,  when  the  doors  were  reopened. 

Adjourned. 

Fbivat,  ArmiL  27. 

A  resolution  offered  yesterday  by  Mr.  FBmuveHVTSBi'* 
instructing  the  Committee  on  the  Libxmryto  purchase,  for 
the  Scnete  chamber,  Rembrandt  Peale's  original  painting 
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of  the  portrait  of  General  Washing^n,  was  taken  up,  and 
read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  KING  expressed  a  wish  that  the  resolution  should 
be  modified  so  as  to  make  it  an  instruction  to  the  commit- 
tee  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  making  the  pur- 
chase, and  to  report  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN  stated  that  the  instruction  to 
purchase  was  not  absolute,  but  left  it  to  the  committee  to 
judge  of  the  state  of  the  painting,  and  the  reasonableness 
of  the  price.  He  stated  that  the  subject  was,  some  years 
ago,  before  Congress;  that  the  House  had  passed  a  reso- 
lution, which  was  not  acted  on  in  the  Senate,  Ibr  want  of 
time.  He  thought  it  desirable  now  for  the  Senate  to  pur 
chase  it. 

Mr.  SMITH.     Where  will  you  put  it.> 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN  replied  that  there  would  be 
no  g^eat  difficulty  in  finding  a  place  for  a  picture  four  feet 
by  two.  He  then  read  the  flattering  testimoniab  borne 
to  the  spirit  and  accuracy  of  th«  likeness,  by  Judges  Mar- 
shall, Washington,  Tilghman,  Peters,  and  others,  who 
were  intimately  acquainted  with  General  Washing^n.  He 
hoped  that  there  would  be  no  serious  opposition,  and  mo- 
dified his  resolution  so  as  to  make  it  merely  an  inquiry 
into  the  expediency  of  purchasing. 

Mr.  SBOTH  concurred  in  every  thing  which  had  been 
said  as  to  the  excellence  of  the  likeness.  He  had  voted 
for  the  resolution  formerly.  But  he  knew  of  no  place  in 
the  Senate  chamber  where  the  picture  could  be  placed. 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN.  If  the  honorable  Senator 
will  give  me  his  vote,  I  will  find  a  place  for  the  picture. 

Mr.  HAYNE  added  his  tribute  to  the  worth  of  the 
portrait. 

The  resolution,  as  modified,  was  then  agreed  to. 

STATUE  OF  WASHINGTON. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  POINDEXTER,  the  joint  resolution 
introduced  by  him,  authorizing  the  President  to  employ 
a  suitable  person  to  execute  a  full  length  pedestrian 
statue  of  General  Washington,  in  marble,  was  read  a 
second  time. 

Mr.  SMITH  considered  that  the  cost  of  the  statue 
wofuld  far  exceed  the  appropriation  of  5,000  dollars.  The 
State  of  North  Carolina  nad  imported  a  statue  of  General 
Washington,  which  cost  10,000  doUan;  and  an  agreement 
had  been  made  with  Mr.  Persico,  for  two  colossal  statues, 
which  were  to  cost  16,000  dollars- 

After  a  few  words  from  Messrs.  POINDEXTER, 
WEBSTER,  and  KING,  the  resolution  was,  on  motion  of 
Mr.  POINDEXTER,  referred  Xa  the  Committee  on  the 
Library. 

REVOLUTIONARY  PENSION  BILL. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  FOOT,  the  Senate  then  proceeded 
to  consider  the  bill  supplementary  to  an  act  for  the  relief 
of  the  surviving  ofiicera  and  soldiers  of  the  revolution. 

A  motion  had  been  made  to  amend  the  bill  by  extend- 
ing its  provisions  to  the  officera  and  soldiers  who  had 
served  in  the  West  under  Wayne,  Clarke,  Harmar,  Ham- 
tramck,  and  St.  Clair;  and  the  question  pending  was  on 
a  motion  by  Mr.  Whits  to  amend  the  amendment  by 
enlarging  its  provisions  so  as  to  embrace  any  tribe  of  In- 
dians who  were  in  the  service  of  the  United  States  before 
the  year  1792. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  now  moved  to  recommit  the  bill,  witii 
instructions  to  report  a  bill  providing  for  the  payment  of 
all  the  pensions  given  by  this  bill,  in  lands,  &c. 

Messro.  FOOT,  GRUNDY,  BELL,  MANGUM,  HILL, 
an^^^i'TE,  addressed  the  committee,  recapitulating  ar- 
guments which  luid  been  before  given  in  favor  of,  and 
against  the  bill. 

Mr.  HOLMES  spoke  to  the  immediate  proposition  to 
give  lands  instead  of  money  to  the  pensionen.  He  re- 
minded the  supportera  of  the  proposition  that  nearly  all 
tiiese  individuals  must  be  at  least  seventy  yeara  of  age.  At 


that  advanced  period  of  life,  would  Congress  consent  to 
send  the  old  soldier,  hobbling  with  his  cane,  from  Maine 
to  Missouri,  to  cultivate  his  little  tract  of  unimproved  ter- 
ritory? He  must  either  do  this,  or  fall  into  the  grup  of 
the  speculator,  who  would  wring  his  little  recompeme 
from  him,  and  give  him  scarcely  a  quarter  of  its  value. 
He  thought  that  at  least  a  little  change  should  be  given 
them  to  pay  their  toll  at  the  gfate  through  which  they  would 
soon  have  to  pass,  or  to  bribe 

**  The  (rim  feriTmaii  thmt  poett  tell  of." 
Fie  further  drew  a  distinction  between  the  dangers  of  the 
revolutionary  war,  and  those  of  Indian  warfare.  la  the 
former,  the  soldiers  fought  with  a  halter  round  their 
necks;  if  successful,  they  are  engaged  in  revolution;  if 
unsuccessful,  it  was  rebellion.  In  one  case,  ignominiouf 
death  awaited  defeat;  while  in  the  wara  with  the  Indians 
there  might  be  death,  but  it  was  death  without  dishonor. 

Mr.  EWING  opposed  the  proposition  of  tiie  Senator 
from  Illinois,  ch'.eny  for  the  reason  that  it  would  not  ex- 
tend to  the  objects  of  their  mumficence  the  benefits  which 
Congress  desi^pned  b^  the  bill  to  bestow  upon  them}  that 
a  large  part  of  the  gift,  if  made  in  land  instead  of  money, 
must  fall  by  the  way,  and  never  reach  its  proper  desti- 
nation. 

Sir,  said  Mr.  E.,  the  surviving  ofiicera  and  soldieraof 
the  revolution,  who  are  intended  to  be  embraced  by  this 
bill,  are,  all  of  them,  very  fiir  m  the  decline  of  life.  Those 
who  arc  poor,  and  need  this  bounty,  cannot,  if  it  be  giTca 
to  them  m  land,  remove  to  and  improve  it.  Those  who 
are  not  bowed  down  with  poverty,  but  have  some  of  the 
comforts  of  life  about  them  where  they  are,  will  not  re- 
move. They  will  not,  and  they  oiight  not,  in  their  ex- 
treme old  age,  to  abandon  the  homes  which  have  become 
endeared  to  them,  and  their  descendants  who  are  around 
them,  and  seek  a  burial  place  in  a  distant  land.^  Conse- 
quently, if  land  instead  of  money  b  e  given,  it  will  not  be 
occupied  or  retained  by  the  soldier,  but  set  to  sale  at 
whatever  price  it  may  command.  It  cannot  bring  the 
minimum  price  of  the  public  lands  ^hich  are  constantly  in 
the  market — to  get  purohasere,  the^r  must  seH  for  less  than 
that  price;  thus,  the  nominal  value  of  the  gift  would  pa9 
from  the  treasury  of  the  nation,  and  less  than  that  value 
reach  its  proper  destination — the  difference  falling  into 
the  bands  of  speculaton.  I,  therefore,  said  Mr.  E-i  oP" 
pose  the  motion  to  recommit  with  these  instructions. 

But  the  merits  of  this  bill,  and  of  the  amendments  which 
have  been  proposed,  to  IncKide  the  soldiera  and  rangers 
who  fought  in  the  Indian  wars  prior  to  1795,  are,  on  this 
motion,  brought  into  discussion.  I  have  already  made 
known  my  purpose  to  support  this  bill;  and  there  is  no 
one  more  deeply  impressed  than  I  with  the  debt  of  gn^ 
titude  which  we  owe  to  all  who,  in  any  manner,  contributed 
to  the  achievement  of  our  independence:  but  I  do  not  at 
all  detract  from  their  merits,  when  I  say  that  the  courage 
and  enterprise  of  those  who  fought  our  early  b**^*^ 
against  the  savages  of  the  WesI,  were  as  great— their  task 
as  arduous,  and  the  dangen  they  encountered  as  immi- 
nent. They  fought  against  mighty  odds— a  feeble  band 
agiiinst  an  overwheming  force.  The  chances  of  battle 
were  great  against  them;  and  if  captured,  a  death,  "°f» j|^ 
is  true,  of  ignominy,  but  of  torture,  awaited  them:  and  he 
who  left  his  home  to  fight  in  its  defence,  looked  back 
upon  it  with  trepidation;  for  though  he  left  it  in  safety  to- 
day, he  might  return  to-mon'ow  and  find  it  in  ashes-— tts 
inmates  massacred  or  Jed  into  captivity. 

But,  among  those  who  fought  tiie  battles  of  the  West, 
do  I  esteem  the  solitary  rangen  as  iirat,  for  the  mem 
and  importance  of  their  services,  and  most  of  ril  entitled 
to  the  gratitude  of  the  frontier  inhabitants.  They  went 
forth,  not  s^ainst  a  known  and  open,  but  a  lurking  and 
secret  foe,  in  a  country  occupied  by  an  enemy—*  ^^^^ 
rous,  brave,  and  subtle  enemy.  They  marched,  not  hke 
the  soldier,  to  the  field  of  battle,  shoulder  to  shoulder, 
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with  their  companions  in  arms,  fired  by  a  common  Bpirit, 
and  firm  in  the  confidence  of  mutual  support;  but  each 
alone,  in  the  midst  of  dangers,  self-dependent  and  self- 
sustained,  resting  upon  his  own  inherent  courage  and  his 
native  energies.  1,-  perhaps,  appreciate  them  the  more 
because  my  lot  was  cast,  in  very  early  life,  in  a  situation 
in  which  I,  or  rather  those  about  me,  Icnew  and  felt  the 
benefit  of  their  protection. 

The  earliest  scenes  of  which  my  memory  retains  a  trace, 
were  in  a  small  garrison  on  the  frontier,  just  before  the 
close  of  the  war  which  terminated  with  the  victory  of 
Wayne,  and  the  treaty  of  Grenville.  There  was  a  line  of 
petty  forts,  conunencing  at  Marietta,  and  extending  up 
the  Muskingum  river  to  a  place  called  the  round  bottom. 
A  band  of  Indians  eluded  the  vigilance  of  the  rangers,  who 
were  too  few  in  numbers  for  the  protection  of  the  exten- 
sive line  of  frontier  which  they  had  to  guard.  The  last 
named  station  was  surprised  and  cut  ofi'.  All  but  three 
persons  were  massacred.  One  only  escaped,  and  that  one 
alarmed  the  neighboring  garrisons,  one  of  which  was  sur- 
rounded, but,  being  on  its  g^ard,  was  not  actually  assail- 
ed. I  remember  something  of  the  general  agitation,  the 
pervading  feeling  of  excitation  in  whicli  even  the  child, 
unconscious  of  danger,  instinciively  participated.  I  re- 
member, too,  the  joy  which  the  regular  but  unfrequent 
return  of  the  adventurous  spy  brought  to  the  hearts  and 
homes  of  those  whom  he  guarded.  And,  sir,  many  a 
peril  was  braved,  and  many  a  deed  of  daring  was  achieved, 
by  these  adventurous  men,  unseen  of  all  but  the  actor, 
and  unnoticed  in  the  annals  of  the  times — deeds  worthy  to 
add  wreaths  to  the  brow  of  the  proudest  hero  of  ancient 
or  modern  days.     One  I  will  narrate: 

A  young  ranger  upon  a  scout  had  exhausted  his  rations, 
and,  being  distant  Irocn  a  place  where  he  could  obtain  a  sup- 
ply, went  to  a  spring-lick  where  deer  resort,  and  placed 
himself  behind  a  blind  near  by,  watching  for  game.  In  a 
short  time,  four  Indians,  armed  with  their  rifles,  came  within 
pistol  sl)ot,  and  stopped,  without  having  discovered  him. 
His  resolution  was  instantly  taken:  he  fired,  and  brought 
down  his  man,  and  sprang  from  his  ambush  and  fled.  The 
three  remaining  Indians  fired,  but,  in  the  hurry  and  agi- 
tation of  the  moment,  fired  without  aim,  and  missed  their 
mark.  One  of  them,  with  a  readiness  of  thought  pecu- 
liar to  his  race,  snatched  up  the  rifle  of  his  fallen  comrade, 
took  better  aim,  and  fired.  The  ball  passed  between  the 
body  and  arm  of  the  rangier,  and  shivered  his  powder- 
horn  to  splinters,  but  he  escaped  untouched,  outran  his 
pursuen^  and  reached  the  settlement  in  safety.  The  au- 
thor of  this  bold  deed  does  not,  it  is  true,  like  many  of 
his  companions  in  arms,  desire  the  bounty,  or  need  even 
the  justice  of  his  country.  Brave  and  adventurous  in 
youth,  honored  in  age,  he  is  now  the  Governor  of  Ohio. 

Mr.  BIBB  gpave  a  description  of  the  dangers  of  the  In- 
dian warfare,  and  was  succeeded  by  l^Ir.  BUCKNEB. 

Mr.  HAYNE  then  obtained  the  floor,  and  commenced 
a.  speech,  in  which  he  took  a  view  not  only  of  the  present 
bill,  but  of  the  pension  system  generally.  Ue  went  into 
a  history  of  the  system  in  this  country,  and  contended 
that,  from  a  correct  and  proper  beginning,  it  had  spread 
Itself  into  an  unconstitutional  and  dangerous  extent.  Af- 
ter speaking  for  some  time,  he  g^ve  way  for  a  motion  to 
adjourn;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  Monday. 

MoirnAT,  Apbil  30. 
SECOND  AUDITOR  AND  COMPTROLLER. 

Mr.  SMITH,  from  the  Committee  on  Finance,  to  which 
was  referred  the  resolution  of  the  30th  of  March  last, 
instructing  an  inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  expediency  of 
abolishing  the  omces  of  Second  Auditor  and  Second 
Comptroller,  made  a  report,  which  was  ordered  to  be 
printed. 


[This  repoK  states  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  commit- 
tee, the  abolition  of  these  ofl[ices  would  be  inexpedient, 
and  productive  of  injury  to  the  public  service.] 

After  transacting  some  minor  business,  the  Senate  went 
into  the  consideration  of  executive  business,  and  conti- 
nued with  dosed  doors  until  the  adjournment. 

TuisDAT,  Mat  1. 

TARIFF. 

Mr.  DICKERSON,  from  the  Committee  on  Manufac- 
tures, reported  a  bill  to  regulate  the  duties  on  imports; 
which  was  read,  and  ordered  to  a  second  reading. 

PUBLIC  LANDS. 

Mr.  KING  called  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
reported  by  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  to  appro- 
priate, for  a  limited  time,  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands, 
and  the  report  accompanying  it,  which  had  been  laid  on 
the  table  some  days  ap^'o.  He  wished  the  Senate  would 
now  take  up  this  bill  w  the  purpose  of  referring  it  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands.  With  this  view,  he  moved 
to  postpone  the  previous  orders  of  the  day,  for  the  pur- 
pose or  taking  up  this  bilk 

Mr.  CLAY  made  a  few  remarks  on  the  anomalous  cha- 
racter of  this  proceeding.  It  appeared  to  liim  to  be  an 
extraordinary  course.  It  had  been  usual,  when  any  mea- 
sure of  importance  was  reported  by  a  committee,  to  give 
the  chairman  of  such  committee  an  opportunity  to  give  the 
views  of  the  committee,  and  such  explanations  as  were 
necessary  ibr  a  full  understanding  of  the  measure.  Now, 
here  was  one  of  the  majority  by  whom  the  bill  was  laid  on 
the  table,  moving  to  t^e  it  up,  not  for  the  purpose  of 
explanation  and  exposition,  but  to  refer  it  to  another  com- 
mittee, before  any  elucidation  of  the  details  of  the  bill 
could  be  made.  He  referred  to  the  singular  history  of 
this  affair.  When  it  was  moved  to  refer  the  subject  to 
the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  the  members  of  that 
committee  had  protested,  solemnly  protested*  against  such 
reference,  and  liad  earnestly  requested  that  it  might  be 
sent  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  as  the  proper 
committee.  No,  said  the  f^ntlemen  on  the  other  side; 
you  must  take  the  subject  mto  your  hands;  you  must  de- 
liberate upon  It,  and  present  a  project  to  Congress  and 
the  country.  Reluctantly  they  consented  to  assume  this 
duty.  The  labor  was  great,  but  thev  encountered  it. 
Possessing  but  a  partial  knowledge  of  the  subject,  they 
did  not  feel  disposed  to  go  into  Uiis  laborious  investiga- 
tion. But  it  was  given  to  them  by  the  Senate.  They 
took  it  in  hand,  and  went  on  with  it  as  well  as  they  could; 
spurred  and  hurried  on  from  time  to  time,  picking  up 
their  information  in  the  best  possible  manner,  they  made 
their  way,  and  determined,  at  last,  to  make  the  report 
which  had  gone  forth  to  the  world.  Now,  a  motion  was 
made  to  wrest  the  subject  frpm  those  hands,  to  which  it 
had  been  committed  by  the  vote  of  a  majority  of  the  Se- 
nate, and,  without  the  presentment  of  a  single  objection 
to  the  details  of  the  measure,  or  any  counter  project,  to 
send  it  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Landa.  The  Senate 
had,  unquestionably,  the  power  to  send  the  subject  to  any 
connmittee;  and  he  would  bow  with  all  deference  to  the 
decision  of  the  Senate.  But  if  the  course  now  indicated 
were  taken,  and  the  subject,  unheard,  and  without  any 
explanation  from  the  committee,  were  sent  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Lands,  it  would  be  a  course  without 
precedent,  as  far  as  his  experience  would  enable  him  to 
judge.  Still,  the  Senate  had  the  power  to  give  this  direc- 
tion, and  he  would  bow  to  the  decision  of  that  body. 

Mr.  KING  made  an  observation  or  two  in  defence  of  his 
motion.  He  said  that  he  had  merely  proposed  to  take  up 
what  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  complained  had  not 
been  done  before.  If  the  Senate  should  ag^ee  to  take 
up  the  bill,  he  then  intended  to  move  its  reference  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  l4indi.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky 
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had  himseir  admitted  that  the  Committee  on  Manufactures 
did  not  possess  the  knowledge  requisite  to  enable  them 
to  act  on  this  subject.  Why,  then,  did  the  Senator  shrink 
from  this  reference?  The  subject  had  been  originally 
brought  forward,  and  refen*ed  to  the  Committee  on  Ma- 
nuiactures,  as  a  branch  of  the  inqutir  relative  to  the  pub> 
lie  revenue.  It  had  not  been  thought  proper  to  separate 
this  from  the  other  parts  of  the  subject.  At  the  time  the 
reference  was  made,  he  felt  that  they  were  sending  the 
subject  to  those  who  felt  but  little  interest  in  the  disposi- 
tion of  these  lands,  and  the  reference  would  not  have  been 
made  on  anv  other  ground  than  that  it  was  part  of  the 
general  subject  of  inquiry.  The,  report  would  be  found 
defective  on  most  points.  It  was  calculated  to  deceive, 
not  intentionally,  he  admitted,  but  because  the  subject 
was  not  understood;  it  was  the  result  of  the  limited  know- 
ledge of  the  subject  possessed  b^  the  committee.  He 
asked  if  it  was  proper,  aAer  the  circulation  of  thousands 
of  these  reports,  mil  of  erroneous  statements  and  princi- 
ples, that  resistance  should  be  made  to  an  eflbrt  to  correct 
these  errors  in  the  public  jud|pient.  He  hoped  that  there 
was  no  objection  to  the  pubhcation  of  a  counter  report; 
and  he  pledged  himself,  if  he  could  not  show  the  fiillacy 
of  the  sentiments  in  this  report,  to  abide  the  penalty  of 
fiulure.  He  stated,  that  when  the  subject  should  again 
come  up,  there  would  be  sufficient  time  to  go  into  the 
necessary  explanations  and  views  which  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  desired  to  present  to  the  Senate. 

The  motion  to  postpone  the  other  orders  was  then  car- 
ried in  the  affirmative. 

The  bill  was  then  read  a  second  time  by  its  title. 

Mr.  KING  then  moved  to  ref( 
the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 


Mr.  KING  then  moved  to  refer  the  bill  and  report  to 


bill 


Mr.  MILLER  demanded  a  diviaon  of  the  question. 
He  did  not  see  any  benefit  which  could  resuh  from  a  re- 
ference of  the  report. 

Mr.  KINO  withdrew  so  much  of  the  motion  as  had  re- 
ference to  the  report. 

The  motion  then  being  to  refer  the  bill  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Public  Ijinds, 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  expressed  his  surprise  at  the  novel 
proposition  to  refer  the  report  and  proceedings  of  one 
committee  to  tlie  consideration  of  another.  There  was 
no  superiority  acknowledged  in  the  one  committee  over 
another.  The  chairman  of  the  Public  Land  Committee 
[Mr.  Rtito]  could  not  seriously  ask  the  Senate  to  act  upon 
the  assumption  that  his  committee  was  more  intelligent^  or 
more  capable  of  understanding  this  question.  Although 
in  no  spirit  of  reproach  to  that  committee,  he  avowed  h  ta 
decided  conviction  that  no  report  ever  made  in  the  Senate 
Was  more  fully  evincive  of  large,  liberal,  and  intdligent 
views,  than  the  one  made  by  the  Committee  on  Manufac- 
tures. The  argfument  of  the  more  intimate  acquaintance 
of  the  Land  Committee  with  the  geneml  subject  would 
have  applied  with  great  force  on  the  first  commitment. 
The  committee  to  whom  it  was  sent  had  resisted  its  refer- 
ence to  them  on  that  ground.  But  the  Senate  would  take 
no  denial — they  must,  they  should  examine  the  subject, 
and  acquaint  themselves  with  it.  They  had  done  so,  and 
they  had  mastered  it.  The  Senate  have  their  labors  be« 
fore  tliem,  proving  that  the  committee  has  pursued  the 
subject  in  all  Its  connexions  and  relations  to  tlie  great 
interests  of  the  country,  and  all  the  States,  both  new  and 
dd. 

It  is  now  said  by  the  chairman  of  the  Land  Committee, 
that  other  views  of  this  subject  may  be  had  by  recommit- 
ting it  to  his  committee.  How  is  it  ascertained  that  the 
Senate  are  not  satisfied  witli  the  views  taken  ^  Have  the 
Senate  passed  any  opinion.^  They  have  not  heard  the  ar- 
guments to  be  urged  Ibr  and  against  it.  All  tiiat  the  Sena- 
tor from  Alabama  has  to  say  on  the  subject  can  be  given 
on  the  floor  in  the  usual  mode.  But  if  tliis  practice  is  to 
be  commeneedi  must  it  not  be  carried  oot^    When  the 


report  from  the  Land  Committee  shall  be  produced,  the 
chairman  of  some  other  committee  may  rise  in  his  place, 
and  tell  us  he  can  give  us  new  views  by  sending  it  to  his 
committee.  He  will  liave  the  same  claim  to  your  favor 
that  the  chaimnan  of  the  Land  Committee  now  has. 
Where,  then,  is  the  thing  to  end? 

He  took  exception  to  the  remark  of  the  chairman  of 
the  Land  Comn'ittee,  when  he  said  this  second  reference 
was  necessary  to  a  full  and  fair  examination.     He  asked  if 
this  report  n  not  fair.     The  chairman  of  the  Land  Com- 
mittee, and  those  who  voted  with  him,  would  take  no  ex- 
cuse from  the  Committee  on  Manufactures — they  would 
have  them  examine  the  subject,  and  now  they  were  told 
it  must  be  before  another  committee,  to  ensure  a  fiiT  ex- 
amination. And  how,  Mr.  C.  asked,  was  this  &ir  examina- 
tion to  be  ensured?     Why,  by  sending  it  to  a  commit- 
tee of  five,  of  whom  four  were  of  the  new  States. 
The  fairness  intended,  then,  was  neither  more  nor  leai 
than  to  increase  the  advantage  to  the  new  States.    Nov 
this  was,  in  his  estinuition,  precisely  the  last  thing  the  Se- 
nate should  do.     The  most  objectionable  feature  in  the 
project  reported,  was  the  unjust  inequality  in  the  distri- 
bution.    What  claim  had  the  new  States  to  receive  a  tenth 
of  the  property  belonging  to  all  the  States  equally,  and 
then  come  in  to  share  an  equal  proportion  of  tne  remain- 
ing nine-tenths?    The  public  lands  belonged  to  all  the 
States;  it  was  common  treasure;  and  yet  you  propose  to 
divide  this  common  fund,  by  first  giving  a  clear  tenth  of 
the  whole  to  the  new  States,  and  then  allowing  them  a 
full  share  of  the  residue.     There  is  no  shadow  of  right  in 
this;  and  if  the  new  States  pressed  this  matter,  the  other 
States  must  in  their  turn  demand  the  extent  of  their  juft 
claims.     He  was  aware  it  was  offered  in  a  spirit  of  com- 
promise, and  in  deference  to  the  extravagant  notions  which 
some  of  our  brethren  in  the  new  States  had  encouraged. 
In  any  question  touching  tlie  honest  prejudices  of  the 
people  of  the  country,  he  was  prep-ared  to  tnakc  conces- 
sions to  such  prejudices.     Considerations  of  pecuniary 
profit  ought  to  yield  to  the  higher  considerations  of  har- 
mony and  tranquillity.     But  in  all  naatters  of  compromise 
there  were  two  parties,  and  each  nnust  advance  toward  a 
naiddle  g^und.     The  proposition  in  the  report  had  gone 
far,  very  far,  to  meet  tlie  prejudices,  and  pay  tribute  to 
the  excited  expectations  of  the  new   States,  and  it  might 
be  well  worthy  their  consideration  wheUier  it  would  be 
prudent  to  reject  the  tender,  and  throw  the  question  back 
to  the  positive  rights  of  the  parties. 

Mr.  FOOT,  in  order  to  make  way  for  other  important 
bills — ^the  appropriation  bill — ^the  pension  bill— which 
were  waiting  for  the  action  of  the  Senate,  moved  to  lay 
the  bill  on  the  table;  which  was  agreed  to  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Brown,  Chambers,  Dallas,  Dick- 
erson,   Dudley,   Ewing,   Foot,    Forsyth,   Frelingiiuyso^j 
Hayne,  Hill,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Miller,  Prentiss,  Robbii^ 
Buggies,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tomlinson,  Troup* 
Tyler,  Wilkins— 25. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Clav,  Clayton,  Ellis,  Grundy, 
Hendricks,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Moora,  Bobm- 
son,  Tipton,  White. — 14. 

So  the  motion  was  laid  on  the  table. 


GENEBAL  APPBOPBIATION  BILL. 

The  message  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  stating 
its  concurrence  in  some,  and  disagreement  to  others  of  the 
Senate's  admendments  to  the  general  appropriation  bill, 
was  taken  up$  and  several  of  the  amendments  having  been 
disposed  of,  by  receding  in  some  cases,  and  insisting  on 
the  amendments  in  others,  the  disag^emeiit  of  the  House 
to  the  Senate's  amendment  striking  out  the  appropriation 
for  the  outfit  of  a  minister  to  France  came  up. 

Mr.  SMITH  moved  to  recede  from  the  amendment. 

A  debate  ensued,  in  which  tlie  motion  was  supported  by 
Messrs.  SMITH,  FORSYTH,  TYLEB,  and  MANGUM. 
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snd  WM  oppoied  by  MeMrt.  CLAYTON,  TAZEWELL 
HOLMES,  CHAMBERS,  and  MILLER. 

The  question  being  taken  on  the  motion  to  recede,  was 
deckled  asfbllours: 

YEAS.— -Mevrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Dallas,  Dick- 
eraon,  Dtidley,  Ellis,  Fors)'th,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill, 
Kane,  King",  Manf^m,  Marcy,  Moore,  Robinhon,  Smith, 
Tipton,  Troup,  Tyler,  White,  Williams.— 23. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bel],  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  CTay^' 
ton,  Ewing*,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hayne,  Holmes,  John- 
ston, Miller,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Sib- 
bee,  Spragtie,  Tazewell,  Tomlinson,  Waj^gaman. — ^31. 

So  the  Senate  agreed  to  recede  from  their  amendment 

Adjourned. 


WsDVKsOAT,  Mat  2. 
CODE  OF  LAWS  FOR  THE  DISTRICT. 

The  resolution  offered  yesterday  by  Mr.  Chaxbibs, 
from  the  Committee  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  referring* 
it  to  B  committee,,  consisting  of  two  members  of  the  Se- 
nate, and  one  member  of  me  House  of  Representatives, 
to  prepare  a  system  of  laws  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
being  taken  up, 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  made  a  brief  explanation  of  the 
views  of  the  committee.  It  was  proper  to  say  that  the  se- 
lection of  but  one  member  of  the  House  to  be  on  the  com- 
mittee was  made  at  the  express  desire  of  members  of  the 
committee  of  the  House,  and  therefore  sliould  not  be 
deemed  disrespectful  to  the  House.  He  reminded  the 
Senate  of  the  peculiar  situation  of  the  District,  and  the 
rreat  difficulty  of  preparing  a  just  and  equitable  system, 
mvolving,  as  it  must,  so  many  considerations^  such  a  vari- 
ety of  facts,  and  requiring  such  a  minute  knowledge  of 
the  existing  laws.  It  was  not  to  be  expected  that  any 
member  of  Congress,  during  the  session,  could  be  pre- 
pared with  such  a  system  as  would  be  satisfactory.  Ezpe- 
nence  had  shown  the  necessity  for  such  a  svstem.  A  code 
had  been  prepared,  but  it  was  not  generally  understood, 
or  had  not  been  sufficiently  examined,  and  a  reinvestiga- 
tion  of  the  subject  was  indispensable.  The  District  at 
this  moment  was  governed  partly  by  the  Maryland,  partly 
by  the  Virginia  system,  without  the  advantage  or  such 
improvements  as  the  altered  state  of  society  seemed  to 
demand. 

The  resolution  was  then  agreed  to. 

TONNAGE,  &c. 

Mr.  HOLMES  rose  to  make  a  new  call  for  information 
from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  although  he  express- 
ed himself,  judging  from  the  past,  that  the  effort  would 
be  a  fruitless  one.  He  referred  especially  to  the  neglect 
which  had  occurred  in  the  furnishing  of  that  commercial 
information  which  1s  indispensable  to  enable  Congress  to 
come  to  an  accurate  understanding  of  our  condition  as  re- 
gBrda  our  commercial  intercourse,  the  state  of  our  tonnage 
and  our  trade.  In  introducing  his  remarks,  he  touched 
tipon  the  inacctiracy  of  some  of  the  official  information  laid 
before  Congress;  in  paKicular,  to  the  errors  in  the  period- 
ical statement  of  public  officers,  salaries^  &c.  He  ob- 
•erved  by  this  book,  that  our  minister  to  Colombia  had 
but  4,500  doUars  a  year,  while  his  secretary  had  9,000 
dollars  B  year!  And  he  did  not  know  that  it  would  not 
be  B  proper  motion  to  send  back  the  work  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  State,  with  directions  to  revise  and  correct  it, 
sind  print  an  accurate  statement  before  the  next  session 
of  CongressL 

He  then  referred  to  a  call  made  at  the  last  sesuon  on  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  furnish  to  tliis  House,  by 
the  first  Monday  in  December,  a  full  statement  of  our 
exports  and  imports,  tonnage,  &c.  The  existing  law  re- 
quired the  collectors  of  the  diff'erent  ports  to  furnish  re- 
ttims  on  their  parts,  qttarterly,  to  tlie  department^  and  if 
this  bad  been  faithfully  complied  with,  b«  saw  no  difficulty 


which  could  have  existed  in  the  communication  of  those 
facts  to  Congress  by  the  time  specified  in  the  resolution. 
Congress  could  then  have  acted  understandingly  on  the 
great  subjects  which  have  been  thrown  before  them.  It 
was  notorious  that  these  returns  had  been  made  to  Con- 
gress with  great  irregularity^  and  Mr.  H.  referred  to  the 
journals  to  show  at  what  periods  of  the  different  sessions 
they  had  come  in.  The  present  administration  had  now 
disclaimed  any  expectation  of  doing  any  thing  better  than 
their  predecessors;  but  on  this  point  they  had  fallen  much 
below  those  who  had  been  in  power  before  them.  Their 
omissions  were  rare,  but  the  omissions  now  were  almost 
annual.  An  account  of  our  exports  and  imports  was  never 
more  necessary  than  at  this  moment.  Statistical  informa- 
tion in  reference  to  our  commerce  was  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance, to  enable  Congress  to  understand  the  subject  of 
the  operation  of  the  colonial  trade;  and  the  difference  be- 
tween our  exports  and  imports  required  to  be  well  known 
before  the  Senate  riiould  be  called  upon  to  legislate  on 
the  bill  to  recharter  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  tlie 
intimate  bearing  of  these,  subjects  ou  each  other  being 
very  obvious. 

It  was  desirable  to  anderstai)d  if,  during  the  last  year  or 
two,  there  had  not  been  a  dangerous,  a  ruinous  excess  of 
our  imports  over  our  exports^  and  whether,  if  such  was 
the  case,  the  refusal  to  recharter  the  bank  would  not  be  a 
measure  of  most  destructive  operation  ob  oar  national 
prosperity.  He  then  proceeded  to  show  what  was  the 
difference  between  our  imports  and  exports,  in  reference 
to  our  trade  with  Great  Britain,  and  the  European  and 
other  ports  belonging  to  her,  as  that  was  the  oidy  infor- 
mation which  was  before  the  Senate.  In  1831,  he  stated 
that  the  imports  were  forty-four  millions  and  a  fraction, 
and  the  exports  tlurty-three  millions  and  a  fraction,  leav* 
ing  an  excess  of  imports  of  about  ten  millions.  The  ex* 
cess  of  imports,  in  the  last  two  years,  he  stated  at  upwards 
of  thirteen  miUtons.  This  statement  he  adduced  as  evi* 
dence  to  show  the  importance  of  a  more  extended  know- 
ledge of  the  subject.  He  thought  it*  important  that  Con- 
gress should  understand  how  the  proportion  of  our  imports 
to  our  exports  stood  with  other  countries  as  well  as  Great 
Britain.  There  was  not  a  shrewd  and  intelligent  mer- 
chant in  the  country  who  did  not  foresee  and  dread  the 
consequence  of  this  disparity  between  our  exports  and 
imports. 

He  had  determined,  notwithstan^ng  the  ill  success  of  his 
former  efforts,  to  make  a  new  attempt  to  obtain  this  infor- 
mation. He  had  been  told  that  some  of  the  collectors, 
regardless  of  the  requisitions  of  the  law,  had  failed  to 
make  their  quarterly  returns  to  the  department;  and  that 
to  this  circumstance  the  failure  was  attributable.  He 
thought,  however,  that  if  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
was  able,  from  the  materials  in  his  possession,  to  make 
out  the  statistical  view  which  he  had  presented  on  the  sub- 
ject of  our  trade  with  Great  Britain,  he  might  also  have 
communicated  the  residue  of  the  information  which  was 
desired.  The  fault  lay  entirely,  he  presumed,  with  those 
who  administered  the  laws.  If  the  collectors  did  not  send 
their  returns  within  five  days  after  the  expiration  of  the 
time,  a  peremptory  direction  might  be  sent  |rom  the  de- 
partment, which  would  ensure  obedience. 

Mr.  H.  concluded  his  remarks  with  offering  b  resolu- 
tion, calling  on  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  inform 
the  Senate  what  collectors  had  failed  in  the  peHbrmanee 
of  the  duties  imposed  upon  them  by  law;  what  steps  had 
been  taken  to  compel  obedience,  &c. 


PENSION  BILL. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  considerBtlon  of  the  un- 
finished bumness,  being  the  bill  supplementary  to  an  act 
for  the  relief  of  the  surviving  officers  and  sokliers  of  the 
revolution. 

Mr.  HAYNS  then  contintiod,  and  conohidod  the  ob•c^• 
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vationB  on  the  character  and  tendency  of  the  bill^  which 
he  commenced  on  Friday. 

APPROPRIATION  BILL. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  SMITH,  the  Senate  took  up  the  mes- 
aare  from  the  House,  accompanying  the  general  appro- 
priation bill,  and  receded  Irom  those  amendments  to  which 
the  House  had  disagreed  and  insisted. 

TONNAGE,  &c. 

The  CHAIR  laid  before  tlie  Senate  a  cdmmunication 
from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  containing  accounts 
of  the  exports  and  imports,  tonnage,  &c. 

[This  was  the  report  to  which  Mr.  Holxbs  had  refer- 
red in  the  earlier  part  of  the  day.] 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HOLMES,  1,500  extra  copies  of  this 
report  were  ordered  to  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the  Se- 
nate. 


Thuasoat,  Mat  3. 

Mr.  HAYNE  offered  a  resolution,  of  which  he  asked 
the  present  consideration,  Erecting  the  Secretary  of  the 
Senate  to  cause  to  be  prepared,  for  the  use  of  the  Senate, 
a  comparative  statement  showing  the  rates  of  duties  im- 
posed by  existing  laws  on  the  articles  embraced  in  the 
draught  of  a  bill  submitted  to  the  Senate  by  tlie  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  and  also  by  the  bill  repotted  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Manufactures. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  inquired  what  time  would  probably 
be  consumed  in  the  preparation  of  the  statement. 

Mr.  HAYNE  replied,  not  more  than  two  or  three  days. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  then  took  up  the  report  made  some  days 
mnce,  by  the  Committee  on  Finance,  on  the  subject  of 
the  abolition  of  the  offices  of  Second  Auditor  and  Second 
Comptroller.  It  will  be  recollected  that  the  report  stated 
that  It  would  be  inexpedient  and  injurious  to  the  public 
interests  to  abolish  these  offices.  The  motion  to  discharge 
the  committee  from  the  further  consideration  of  the  sub- 
ject was  agreed  to. 

The  resolution  offered  yesterday  by  Mr.  Holkss,  di- 
recting the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  communicate  to 
the  Senate  what  collectors  had  failed  to  make  quarterly 
returns  of  the  tonnage,  imports  and  exports,  &c.  accoixl- 
ing  to  the  requisitions  of  the  law,  &c.,  coming  up  for  con- 
sideration, 

Mr.  HOLMES  stated  that,  since  he  had  offered  the  re- 
solution, the  information  to  which  it  referred  had  been 
received  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasuiy.  He  had 
not  been  able  to  examine  it  to  satisfy  himself^  that  it  con- 
tained all  the  information  called  for;  and  as  it  had  gone  to 
the  printer,  he  could  not  at  that  moment  come  to  any  con- 
clusion on  the  subject.  He  would  therefore  move  to  lay 
the  resolution  on  the  table,  until  he  should  be  able  to  de- 
cide whether  he  should  call  it  up  again  or  not. 

The  resolution  was  then  laid  on  the  table. 

NEWSPAPER  POSTAGE. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  GRUNDY,  the  Senate  tlien  proceeded 
to  take  up  the  bill  to  estabhsh  certain  post  roads,  and 
discontinue  otliers. 

After  the  various  amendments  to  the  bill  had  been  gone 
through, 

Mr.  BIBB  moved  further  to  amend  the  bill,  by  inserting 
an  additional  section,  as  follows:  • 

jind  be  it  further  enacted^  That,  from  and  after  the  1st 
day  of  July  next,  no  postaee  shall  be  charged  on  news- 
papers, and  that  so  much  of  any  act  or  acts  of  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  as  imposed  a  tax  of  postage  on 
newspapers  shall  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  repealed 
from  and  after  the  day  aforesaid. 

Mr.  BIBB  then  rose,  and  addressed  the  Senate  in  sup- 
port 'of  the  proposition  he  had  laid  before  them,  demon- 
stratiog  the  vast  importance  and  utility  of  the  measure 


contemplated,  and  the  perfect  ability  of  the  Post  Office 
Department  to  sustain  itself  in  case  of  its  being  carried  into 
effect.  He  was  not  one  of  those  disposed  either  to  in- 
crease the  expense  of  that  department,  or  to  diminish  its 
usefulness.  He  was  for  makmg  the  post  office  sustain 
itself  from  its  own  resources,  without  being  a  charge  to 
the  treasury,  while,  at  the  same  time,  its  accommodations 
to  the  pub  he,  being  carried  to  a  liberal  extent,  should  bear 
as  lightly  in  the  sliape  of  a  tax  as  the  nature  of  the  case 
would  admit.  The  amendment  he  had  just  offered,  he 
would  undertake  to  say,  would  do  more  good,  and  diffuse 
valuable  information  over  the  United  States  to  a  greater 
extent  than  any  proposition  that  had  ever  been  laid  before 
Congress,  respecting  this  department  of  the  Government 
If  it  were  true  that  the  foundations  of  this  Government 
rested  on  public  opinion,  tlie  free  circulation  of  cheap 
newspaper  information  throughout  the  whole  Union  was 
an  object  of  the  last  importance.  He  considered  the  vital 
principles  of  the  Government  materially  concerned  in  the 
success  of  the  proposition,  which  looked  to  the  dissemi- 
nation of  correct  information  in  so  cheap  a  form  ss  tobrin^ 
it  within  the  reach  of  every  individual  in  the  community. 
If  you  will  look  at  the  papers  printed  in  this  city,  said  Mr. 
B.,  and  the  curtailed  information  which  the  nature  of  the 
case  compels  them  to  circulate,  you  will  at  once  see  the 
importance  of  the  plan  proposed.  They  publish,  said 
Mr.  B.,  an  abstract  of  the  proceedings  of  Congress  in  their 
daily  papers,  and  the  cotmtry  papers  are  frequently  struck 
off  containing  no  part  of  those  proceedings.  He  was  in- 
formed that  the  cost  of  the  postage  on  a  daily  newspaper 
amounted  to  five  dolUrs  per  annum.  Now  this,  added  to 
the  price  of  the  paper,  diminished  the  circulation  to  a  very 
great  extent.  There  was  another  disadvantage  attending 
the  present  system.  It  was  a  melancholy  fact  that  the 
presses  of  this  country  were  pensioned  to  a  certain  extent, 
and,  without  Government  patronage^,  daily  papers  could 
not  be  supported  at.the  seat  of  Government.  This  showed 
the  necessity  of  adopting  the  plan  proposed;  that,  by  a 
free  and  cheap  circulation  of  newspaper  intelligence,  an 
impartial  and  independent  press  mi^^ht  be  fostered  and 
established  on  so  firm  a  basis  as  to  be  wholly  free  from  the 
influence  of  the  Government.  He  spoke  with  no  disre- 
spect to  the  present  Executive,  nor  did  he  apply  his  re- 
marks to  times  present  more  than  to  times  past.  The 
evil  had  existed  and  would  exist,  and  was  consequent  upon 
the  preference  of  the  public  for  country  papers  instead  of 
daily,  because  of  the  vast  expense  of  postage  on  tlie  latter. 
Mr.  B.  next  went  on  to  show  the  abihty  of  the  Post 
Office  Department  to  sustain,  from  its  own  resources,  the 
measure  proposed. 

If  you  look,  said  he,  at  the  documents  from  the  Post 
Office  Department  on  the  file  of  the  Senate,  you  will  find 
that  it  had  a  surplus  fund  up  to  30th  June,  1831,  of 
$210,412.  The  following  calculation,  then,  may  be  safely 
relied  on: 

Increased  surplus  of  revenue  above  expenditures,  from 
1st  July,  1831,  to  1st  July,  1832,  according  to  the  re- 
port of  |75,000  for  the  half  year,      -        -     ^150,000 
Progressive  increase  of  receipts,  as  per  re- 


port, 


140,228 


Leaving  a  surplus  on  the  Ist  of  July,  1832,  of    $507,630 

This  is  surplus  which  will  be  at  the  disposal  of  the  de- 
partment on  the  1st  of  July,  1832,  when  the  proposition 
under  consideration  is  to  take  effect.  But  the  routes  pro- 
posed by  this  bill  do  not  take  effect  until  ist  Januaiy, 
1833. 

The  (question  then  recurs,  said  Mr.  B.,  what  will  be  the 
diminution  of  the  revenue  of  the  post  office  by  taking  off  the 
tax  on  newspapers?  From  the  report  of  the  Postmaster  Ge- 
neral, it  appears  that  the  whole  of  the  tax  annually  levied 
on  the  transmission  of  newspapers  amounts  to  ^about  two 
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hundred  thousand  dollars,  only  one  half  of  which  accrues  to 
the  treasury  of  the  post  office,  the  other  half  being  retained 
by  the  deputy  postmasters  for  their  fees.  Now,  if  he  [Mr. 
B.]  had  not  egrcgiously  erred,  and  the  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral had  not  err6d,  then  there  will  be,  when  this  amend- 
ment goes  into  operation,  a  fund  of  half  a  million  of  dollars 
at  the  disposal  of  the  department,  leaving,  after  subtract- 
ing the  tax  of  $100,000  on  newspapers,  400,00a  dollars 
of  the  surplus  fund  yet  undisposed  of  to  maintain  the  in- 
creased expense  of  the  new  post  routes  by  this  bill,  and 
enable  the  Postmaster  General  to  extend  the  facilities  of 
the  public  accommodation.  There  was  no  danger  of 
trenching  on  the  post  office  fund — there  would  not  be  the 
possible  necessity  of  dispensing  with  a  single  route,  or 
keeping  down  the  useftilness  of  the  department  in  the 
slightest  degree.  No  gentleman,  he  presumed,  would  deny 
that  the  cheapening  the  price  of  newspapers,  and  facili- 
tating jtheir  circulation,  was  a  great  object,  conducing  more 
to  public  utility  than  any  other  proposed  in  the  bill.  Is  it 
of  no  importance  that,  living  in  a  republican  Government, 
with  a  constitution,  one  great  article  of  which  guaranties 
the  freedom  of  the  press,  we  should  execute  that  ar- 
ticle by  doing  every  thing  in  our  power  to  ikvor  a  free 
and  independent  press?  It  was  true  tlie  liberty  of  the 
press  might  be  abused,  but  in  this,  as  in  all  other  human 
afiairs,  we  must  Uke  the  bitter  with  the  sweet,  and  not 
throw  away  the  good  because  bad  may  accompany  it.  I 
am  one  of  those,  said  Mr.  B.,  who  will  take  the  freedom 
of  the  press,  with  all  its  licentiousness,  rather  than  suffier 
the  people  to  want  for  information,  for  I  believe  that  it  is 
only  when  not  correctly  informed  that  the  people  were 
liable  to  err. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  regretted  very  much  that  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky  bad  made  his  proposition  at  this  time.  The 
subject  had  been  before  the  Post  Office  Committee;  had 
been  much  canvassed,  and  they  had  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  no  proposition  should  be  made  to  the  Senate  on 
the  subject  until  it  should  be  ascertained  what  amount  of 
expenditure  would  be  produced  by  the  bill  before  them. 
It  had  been  the  intention  of  the  committee  to  present  this 
subject  to  the  Senate  %t  a  proper  time;  and  it  was  the 
opinion  of  some  of  its  members  that  newspaper  postage 
ought  to  be  reduced,  while  others  of  the  committee,  whose 
opmions  were  entitled  to  some  weight,  thought  there 
should  be  a  reduction  of  the  postage  on  letters  also.  But 
was  it  right  to  encumber  this  General  Post  Office  bill,  so 
voluminous  in  its  details,  with  a  separate  and  distinct  pro- 
position? Was  not  the  plan  of  the  gentleman  from  Ken- 
tucky of  sufficient  importance  to  be  brought  forward  in 
a  bill  by  itself  ?  There  was  one  thing  that  both  he  and 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  concurred  in.  They  both 
thouglit  that  the  Post  Office  Department  ought  to  sustain 
itself  from  its  own  resources.  Now,  said  Mr.  G.,  if  you 
take  off  the  revenue  derived  from  the  postage  of  newspa- 
pers, the  bankruptcy  of  the  department  would  be  hazard- 
ed; for,  taking  into  consideration  the  expenses  created  by 
the  new  routes  established  by  the  present  bill,  there 
would  probably  be  no  surplus  income  as  at  present.  This 
proposition  could  not  cost  less  than  from  one  hundred 
thousand  to  two  hundred  thousand  dollars.  If  you  put  it 
at  the  lowest  rate,  and  make  it  a  horse  mail  once  a  week, 
it  will  not  cost  less  than  one  hundred  thousand  dollars;  but 
was  it  expected  that  those  accommodated  by  this  amend- 
ment would  be  satisfied  with  a  horse  mail  once  a  week? 
Mr.  G.  did  not  now  intend  to  give  any  opinion  with  regard 
to  the  propf^ety  of  taking  the  postage  entirely  off  from 
newspapers.  He  knew  the  importance  of  inculcating 
cheaply  valuable  information  through  the  country,  and  the 
measure  proposed  might,  in  time,  be  safely  adopted,  but 
now,  he  believed,  it  was  premature  to  attempt  it.  It  was 
said  that  in  England  newspapers  are  transmitted  free  by  the 
Government ;  but  let  it  be  remembered  that  every  printer  of 
a  newspaper  first  puts  down  his  money  in  the  shape  of  a  tax 


on  his  paper,  and  in  this  way  the  Government  is  indemnified 
for  the  cost  of  transporting  them  by  mail.    The  gentleman 
was  mistaken  in  supposing  there  would  be  so  larg^  a  sur- 
plus fund  as  sixty-two  thousand  dollars  coming  into  the 
department  the  next  year;  for,  at  first,  in  consequence  of 
the  extraordinary  expenditure  created  by  the  new  routes, 
nearly  the  whole  of  it  would  be  expended.     According  to 
the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  said 
Mr.  G.,  we  shall  subtract  from  the  revenue  of  the  depart- 
ment the  sum  of  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  by  taking 
off  the  postage  flrom  newspapers;  and  by  the  new  routes 
established  by  the  bill,  we  have  imposed  on  it  an  addition- 
al expense  of  one  hundred  thousand  dollars.  Here,  then» 
is  at  once  a  difference  of  two  hundred  thousand  dollars,  and 
the  income  of  the  department  is  but  sixty-two  thousand 
dollars  over  the  present  expenses.     There  was  another 
view  of  the  subject.     The  principal  part  of  these  accom- 
modations were  extended  to  the  new  States,  (and  he  be- 
lieved it  was  the  first  bill  that  ever  passed  Congress  in 
which  the  West  had  the  advantage.)    New  England  had 
but  a  small  increase  of  post  routes,  and  there  was  but  lit- 
tle additional  accommodation  to  the  South,  both  these  sec- 
tions of  country  having  been  already  provided  for.     Then, 
these  new  routes,  being  principally  in  the  West,  would  be 
unproductive,  because  ^ere  was  but  little  money  in  the 
part  of  the  country  through  which  they  are  to  run.     He 
hoped,  under  all  the  circumstances,  the  Senate  would  not 
prematurely  adopt  this  amendment;  that  they  would  per- 
mit tlie  subject  to  be  first  considered  by  the  committee, 
and  examined  as  to  how  and  when  it  could  safely  be  earn-  . 
ed  into  effect.     He  would  tell  gentlemen  distinctly,  that, 
if  the  proportion  was  adopted  now,  the  department  would 
not  be  able  to  sustain  itself  for  the  next  year.     Mr.  G. 
then  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  question;  which 
were  ordered. 

Mr.  FOOT,  foreseeing  that  this  proposition  would  lead 
to  discussion,  and  being  desirous  to  take  up  the  pension 
bill,  moved  to  lay  this  bill  on  the  table,  but  tne  motion  was 
rejected — yeas  15,  nays  16. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  next  addressed  the  Senate  in  support 
of  the  amendment.  He  con^dered  the  proposition  as  one 
of  great  importance,  calculated  to  produce  the  most  bene- 
ficial results;  and  he  tendered  his  thanks  to  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  for  having  made  it.  In  the  few  remarks 
he  was  about  to  make  in  support  of  the  proportion,  he 
should  say  but  little  in  reference  to  that  part  of  the  dis- 
cussion between  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  and  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee,  whicli  related  to  tlie  ability  of 
the  department  to  sustain  itself  from  its  own  resources, 
after  the  postage  on  newspapers  should  be  abolished,  be- 
cause he  did  not  deem  that  a  matter  of  sufficient  import- 
ance. Both  gentlemen  had  said  that  the  General  Post 
Office  ought  to  sustain  itself  from  its  own  resources,  without 
becoming  in  any  degree  a  charge  on  the  treasury.  Now, 
this  was  the  language  of  the  Postmaster  General  Irimself, 
in  his  communication  to  the  other  House,  and  it  appeared 
to  be  the  sentiment  throughout  tiie  country  tliat  this 
should  be  the  case.  But  it  was  not  true  that  the  Post 
Office  Department  had  sustained  itself  since  Mr.  Barry 
came  into  office.  That  it  was  not  so,  was  susceptible  of 
mathematical  demonstration.  There  was  in  that  depart- 
ment when  Mr.  McLean  went  out  of  office,  a  surplus  fund 
of  two  hundred  and  eighty-nine  thousand  dollars,  which 
was  now  reduced,  as  appeared  by  the  report,  to  two  bun- 
dred  and  ten  thousand  dollars;  and  this,  said  Mr.  C,  would 
have  been  all  gone,  had  it  not  been  for  the  assistance  ren- 
dered the  department  by  the  treasury;  for,  if  you  will 
look  at^our  appropriation  bills,  you  will  find  that  the 
sums  appropriated  for  the  salaries  of  the  officers  of  the  de- 
partment from  year  to  year  would  have  absorbed  more 
than  that  sum.  It  did  not  appear,  then,  from  the  docu 
ments,  that  the  post  office  had  sustained  itself  from 
its  own  resources.     The  danger  that  this  diminution  of  the 
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tax  on  the  literatttre  of  the  country^  proposed  by  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky,  will  become  a  charge  on  the 
treasury,  is  urg^  as  a  stronfr  objection,  without  any  force. 
We  are  engaged  now,  said  Mr.  C,  in  plans  for  the  re- 
duction of  tberevenue  down  to  tlie  wants  of  the  Govern- 
ment. We  all  agree  that  the  revenue  at  present  is  more 
than  is  necessary;  and  we  all  agree  that  it  ought  to  be  re- 
duced. Now  it  seems  to  be  a  question  of  peculiar  pro- 
priety, while  we  are  considering  on  what  objects  of  gene- 
ral use  the  taxes  can  most  advantageously  be  reduced, 
that  we  should  take  into  consideration  the  tax  on  news- 
papers, from  which  the  people  derive  their  principal 
miormation  relative  to  the  progress  of  public  afiairs. 
It  is  a  matter  of  no  importance  to  me,  while  you  draw 
money  from  me  for  support  of  the  Government^  whether 
you  d[raw  it  in  the  form  of  a  tax  on  newspapers,  or  any 
other  ailicle;  but  to  the  great  mass  of  the  people  it  is 
otherwise.  This  was  a  tax,  said  Mr.  C,  which  fell  un- 
justly on  the  poor  roan  as  well  as  the  rich;  for,  in  effect, 
the  tax  on  newspapers  was  a  tax  of  fifty  per  cent,  on  the 
value  of  the  article.  It  operated  more  unjustly  than  the 
stamp  duty  in  England  on  newspapers,  to  which  the  Sena- 
tor from  Tennessee  referred,  and  which  was  so  celebrated 
as  one  of  tfie  six  acts  that  rendered  the  Castlereagh  ad- 
ministration so  unpopular.  In  England  there  was  a  cer- 
tain duty  on  newspapers,  and  a  certain  duty  on  every  ad- 
vertisement inserted  in  them.  He  had  a  copy  of  the  Lon- 
don Courier,  containing  a  statement  made  by  order  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  from  which  the  wlM>le  amount  of  the 
duties  could  be  correctly  ascertained. 

[Bir.  C.  here  read  the  statement,  by  which  it  appeared 
that  the  whole  amount  of  dAties  levied  in  England  on 
newspapers,  pamphlets,  and  advertisements,  was  two  mil- 
lion nine  hundred  and  forty-seven  thousand  eight  hun- 
dred and  eighty-eight  dollars.] 

This,  said  Mr.  C,  is  tlie  whole  amount  of  the  tax  on  the 
press,  imposed  by  one  of  the  celebrated  six  acts  of  the 
Castlereagh  administration,  that  had  been  denounced  in 
the  British  House  of  Commons  as  one  of  the  most  tyran- 
nical, roost  oppresttve,  and  most  destructive  to  the  liber- 
ties of  the  press,  since  tbe^  act  for  the  censorship  of  the 
press,  which  was  abolished  in  1694.  It  was,  bv  Mr.  Hume, 
m  the  House  of  Commons,  lately  denounced  as  not  less 
tyrannical  than  those  ordinances  for  which  Charles  X  was 
hurled  from  his  throne.  You  see,  said  Mr.  C,  the  amount 
of  tax;  and  is  it  not  atrange  that  a  people  groaning  under 
so  intolerable  a  load  of  Uxation,  should  have  complained 
of  a  tax  of  only  three  millions,  comparatively  so  trifling, 
considering  the  number  and  amount  of  tlie  burdens  im- 
posed on  them?  Mr.  C.  observe^  that,  of  the  whole  sum 
of  nearly  three  millions  of  dollars  raised  in  England,  only 
about  five  hundred  thousand  pounds  were  obtained  by  the 
stamp  tax  on  newspapers  alone;  and  to  show  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee  what  little  merit  there  was  in  the  example 
whicli  had  been  referred  to  by  that  gcntieman,  he  invited 
his  attention  to  the  odium  with  which  that  example  had 
ever  been  regarded,  small  as  the  tax  appeared  when  com- 
pared with  other  taxes  there,  and  to  the  bitter  hostility 
with  which  it  was  constantly  assailed  in  England  by  every 
real  friend  to  the  freedom  of  the  press  in  tliat  country. 

[Mr.  C.  then  proceeded  to  comment  on  the  injustice 
and  inequality  or  the  tax  in  this  country,  in  proportion  to 
the  value  of  the  article,  giving  his  objections  to  the  im- 
position of  a  tax,  only  one  half  of  which  went  into  the 
revenue,  while  the  other  half  went  to  compensate  the 
deputy  postmasters  for  collecting  it.  It  was  onerous  on 
the  literature  of  the  country,  he  sud,  if  we  consider  the 
amount  of  the  tax,  deemed  so  trifling  by  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee;  but,  as  regarded  the  principle,  he  would  much 
prefer  the  British  plan  of  taxation.] 

It  had  been  recently  proposed  in  England  to  adopt  our 
system,  and  tax  the  postage  on  each  newspaper;  but  the 
measure,  which  was  really  advocated  by  no  party,  was 


opposed  by  those  who  stood  up  for  the  liberty  of  the 
press,  as  oppressive  and  impolitic,  and  was  finally  re- 
jected. [Mr.  C.  then  read  m>m  one  of  the  English  re- 
views an  article  on  the  subject,  in  which  the  writer,  after 
exposing  the  oppression  and  injustice  of  the  existing  tax, 
ends  by  recommending  an  ad  valorem  duty  on  every  news- 
paper issued  from  the  press.}  This,  said  Mr.  C,  was  eonfl* 
dered  there  as  the  roost  equitable  system  of  taxation;  but 
the  venr  one  to  which  we  adhere,  and  which  never  wu 
justified,  except  fin*  the  exigencies  of  war,  is  viewed  in 
England  as  the  most  obnoxious  of  all. 

Mr.  C.  held  it  as  essentially  necessary  for  the  preserva* 
tion  of  a  free  press  that  it  should  be  free  from  the  shackles 
of  Executive  influence  and  Executive  patronage.  Place, 
said  he,  by  the  adoption  of  the  amendment  before  you, 
the  whole  Jpi'ess  of  the  country  on  the  same  footing,  and 
the  most  effectual  measures  are  taken  to  remedy  and  pre- 
vent the  evil.  It  could  not  be  denied  that  a  pensioned 
press  was  supported  throughout  the  country,  and  pledged 
to  sustain  the  party  in  power.  Such  were  the  declara- 
tions of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  who  belonged  to 
that  party.  He  would  take  them  on  his  assertions,  and 
put  it  to  the  Senate  whether  it  was  not  time  to  arrest  the 
abuse.  He  would  not  consume  the  time  of  tiie  Senate  by 
reading  the  celebrated  report  of  the  Retrenchment  Com- 
mittee, in  which  the  subndizing  of  the  press  is  so  strongly 
reprobated,  but  he  would  merely  ask  gentiemen's  atten* 
tion  to  it,  and  call  upon  them  lo  adopt  the  amendment  as 
the  most  effectual  mode  of  suppreasinf  the  abuses  the  re- 
port complained  of.  The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  had 
siud,  that,  owiag  to  the  heavy  tax  on  the  postage  of  news- 
papers, a  press  could  not  be  sustained  here,  at  the  seat  of 
Government,  without  the  patronage  of  the  Government 
This,  indeed,  was  a  melancholy  truth,  and  it  was  equally 
true  that  a  press  always  would  be  sustained  here  by  that 
very  patronage.  In  the  recess  of  Congress,  tiiose  who 
have  the  franking  privilege  will,  at  all  times,  as  they  alwayi 
have,  exercise  it  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  themseWcs 
in  power.  It  is  not  to  be  doubted,  that«  Ust  summer, 
thoussnds  and  tens  of  thousands  of  the  Globe  were  frank- 
ed all  over  the  country;  and  did  not  that  g^ve  to  that  paper 
an  advantage  over  allothers?  Nine  thousand  postmasteis 
are  now  scattered  throughout  the  Union,  eaco  of  whom 
has  the  privilege  of  sending  without  charge  any  news^ 
papers  which  sustain  in  power  those  at  whose  will  and 
pleasure  these  post  offices  are  held.  How  many  secreta- 
ries, auditors,  comptrollers,  and  officers  in  the  post  office 
here,  exercise  this  franking  privilege,  every  year,  to  keep 
themselves  in  powers  In  England,  the  crown  is  exempt 
from  taxation;  but  the  privilege  is  odious  there.  Destroy 
the  monopoly  which  is  here  enjoyed  by  the  pensioned 
press,  by  putting  all  the  papers  of  the  country  on  an  equal 
footing,  and  you  will  do  more  to  remedy  the  evil  than  you 
can  do  in  any  other  way.  Mr.  C.  had  before  referred  to 
the  unpopularity  of  Lord  Castlereagh's  administration; 
and  he  knew  no  better  cause  for  hia  loi^dship's  cutting  bii 
own  throat,  than  the  just  odium  consequent  upon  the 
celebrated  •*sixacts"of  1819,  of  which  thattotaxtiie  press 
is  one;  and  he  would  now  refer  to  what  was  said  in  Parlis- 
ment,  in  debate,  by  Mr.  Banks,  one  of  its  supporters. 

As  a  specimen  of  the  mode  of  argument  by  which 
that  bill  was  sustained,  I  rive  you  hia  words: 

'<  It  was  the  duty  of  Parliament— a  presnng  and  impera- 
tive duty — to  lay  the  axe  at  the  root  of  the  evil,  to  sup- 
press the  press— he  meant  the  abuse  of  the  press— sn 
abuse  which,  if  not  suppressed,  would,  ere  long,  over- 
throw every  establishment  in  the  country.  One  great 
source  of  the  evil  was  the  extent  to  which  the  gener^ 
education  of  the  lower  classes  had  been  carried,  ana 
which  certainly  tended  to  the  establishment  of  a  state  of 
society  not  contemplated  in  former  timea.  To  enlarge 
the  understanding  of  the  people— to  give  them  capaci- 
ties for  the  reception  of  knowledge,  waa  worse  than  uie- 
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less,  unless  especial  care  was  taken  what  kind  of  know- 
ledge was  communicated  to  them." 

Proceeding  to  point  but  erroneous  knowledge  as  the 
evil  resulting  from  the  liberty  of  the  press,  he  says: 

«  This  is  the  mischief,  and  it  behooves  the  Legislature 
to  take  great  care  what  issues  from  the  press,  at  a  period 
when  the  people  at  large  were  so  capable  of  comprehend- 
ing the  information,  salutary  or  pernicious,  that  was  im- 
parted to  them.  The  existing  situation  of  things  had 
never  before  been  known  in  any  age  or  countiy." 

Now,  said  Mr.  C,  there  was  notliing'  parallel  to  this  in 
this  country,  and  the  only  question  was,  on  what  princi- 
ple the  tax  on  newspapers,  so  heavy  at  it  was,  could  be 
justified,  unless  it  was  for  the  exigencies  incident  to  a  state 
of  war,  in  which  case,  he  admitted,  extraordinary  taxes  must 
be  levied.     All  agreed  that  our  revenue  is  more  than  is 
wanted;  and  will  you,  said  he,  establish  the  principle  that 
it  is  right  to  draw  revenue  froja  such  a  aource,  unless  for 
the  emergencies  of  the  Government^    Look  to  the  princi- 
ple involved,  said  he,  for  tlie  day  may  come  when  more 
danglers  win  result  from  it  than  from  the  celebrated  stamp 
tax  before  referred  to.  Let  us  look  at  things  as  they  exist, 
and  see  the  connexion  between  the  post  office  and  the 
press,  afid  how  that  department  possesses  the  power  tQ 
control  and  corrupt  it.     Without  calling  the. attention  of 
the  Senate  to  any  particular  case,  it  was  sufficient  for  his 
purpose  to  point  out  in  what  way  the  department  pos- 
sessed this  power.     First,  by  appointing  priitters  to  omce. 
This  u-as  not  now  imfashionable,  though  contrary  to  the 
principles  of  the  JefFersonian  school.     He  found,  in  look- 
ing into  the  memoirs  of  tliat  great  man,  that,  on  the  14th 
May,  1801,  in  a  letter  to  Mr.  MacOn,  he  says:  ^*  A  very 
early  recomifiendation  had  been  given  to  the  Postmaster 
General  to  employ  no  printer  in  any  of  his  offices;"  and 
be  elsewhere  mrects  that  no  printer  shall  have  any  con- 
nexion with  the  post  office — '*  not  even  so  muph  as  to  carry 
the  mail."  That  was  the  Jeffersonian  creed.   The  depart- 
ment then  had  this  power  of  appointing  printers  to  office. 
Other  gentlemen  could  tell  now  many  printers  had  re- 
ceived appointments;  he  could  not,  and  he  did  not  wish 
to  meddle  with  the  question;  it  was  enough  that  the  de- 
partment had  the  power.   Secondly,  the  department  could 
give  great  advantages  to  its  friends  over  its  foes  in  a  variety 
of  ways»  The  chief  of  the  department  makes  all  mail  con- 
tracts, af^er  publicly  advertising  the  contracts  to  the  low- 
est bidder.    Now,  if  you  will  look  at  the  report  of  the 
committee  of  the  Senate  of  the  last  session,  you  will 
find  that  there  were  no  less  tlian  eighty-thcee  contracts, 
in  which  the  worst  bids  for  the  Government  were  ac- 
cepted. 

It  might  be  worth  while  for.  one  anxious  to  learn  how 
the  department  possetted  the  power  to  do  mischief,  to 
look  at  the  reports  pf  the  select  committee  of  the  Senate 
last  year,  stating  the  facts  they^  obtained  before  they  re- 
vsted  in  their  inquiry,  under  the  pretext  that  they  could 
disclose  impeachable  matter,  and  inquire  why  A  or  B 
were  preferred  to  C  or  D.  In  a  g^eat  majority  of  cases, 
says  the  department,  the  *'  lowest  bids  wefe  refused,  be- 
cause the  parties  making  them  were  not  suffioiently 
known,  or  sufficiently  recommended."  But  I  will  put  it 
to  the  Senate,  if  there  is  a  better  mode  of  fiivoring  nvor- 
ites  than  this.  An  allegation  of  tliat  kind  is  one  that  can 
always  easily  be  made,and  hardly  be  put  down.  A  man  may 
have  fifty  letters  from  the  most  respectable  persons,,  ap!l 
yet  be  told  that  he  is  not  sufficiently  known  or  recom- 
mended. The  department  may  also  grant  extra  pay  to 
favorite  contractors.  Mr.  C  then  referred  to  another 
mode  in  which  the  department  was  liable  to  commit 
abuses.  There  was  no  detail  given,  nor  ever  had  been, 
of  the  incidental  expenses  of  that  department.  You  have, 
said  he,  their  *' contingent  expenses,"  for  which  you 
make  annual  appropriations;  but  their  "incidental  ex- 
penses" were  not  defrayed  out  of  appropriations,  but  out 


of  the  funds  of  the  department,  and  were  never  known. 
But  last  year,  the  committee  did  get  some  information  with 
respect  to  them.  They  heard  that  they  varied  from  thirty 
thousand  to  one  hundred  thousand  dollars.  Mr.  C.  then 
read  from  the  report  showing  what  the  incidental  expenses 
of  the  department  were;  and  went  on  to  show  how  the 
department  had  it  in  its  power  to  make  an  improper  use 
of  this  fund.  By  looking  at  this  statement,  it  would  be 
found  that  thousands  were  paid  away  to  agents  employed 
by  the  department  in  riding  through  the  Union,  for  what 
purpose  he  knew  not,  nor  had  the  committee  any  informa- 
tion on  the  subject.  But  there  was  another  way  in  which 
some  of  this  money  had  been  expended.  He  recollected 
seeing  it  stated,  last  summer,  that  a  printer  named  Sha- 
drach  Penn  had  been  sending  two  or  three  bushels  of  docu- 
ments through  the  Western  country,  in  defence  of  the 
Post  Office  Departmenti  and,  on  looking  at  the  report, 
he  found  that  the  man  had  not  been  working  for  notningj 
he  had  been'paid^  out  of  this  incidental  fund,  about  twelve 
thousand  dollara;  and  for  what?  They  say  for  printing 
blanks  for  the  department>«may  be  so.  It  might  all  be 
right;  for  he  did  not  pretend  to  say  that  the  matter  was 
not  susceptible  of  satisfactory  explanation;  though  it  is  said 
this  man  edits  a  paper  in  LouisviUe,  Kentucky,  strongly 
supporting  the  hand  that  feeds  him:  he  had  merely  called 
the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  this  and  the  like  cases,  to 
show  tliat  this  department  possessed  the  power  to  subsi- 
dize and  pension  the  press  more  than  any  other  depart- 
ment in  the  Government.  While  there  were  constant 
struggles  in  our  leg^lative  halls  to  control  and  prevent  the 
expenditures  of  money,  the  Post  Office  Department  had 
the  power  to  make  these  incidental  expenditures  without 
control,  and  withput  being  mibj^ct  to  any  check  whatever. 
Mr.  D.  then  entered  into  various^arguments  in  support  of 
the  amendment,  shoiring  the  benefits  that  would  result 
from  the  free  and  cheap  ctrculatibn  of  intelligence,  and 
the  abuses  that  would  be  corrected  by  taking  away  the 
power  of  giving  a  fiivored  paper  the  advantage  in  its  cir- 
culation. By  adopting  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky,  all  the  papers  would  be  put  on  one  foot- 
ing, and  the  press  which  is  acting  on  principle  will  be  as 
fairly  sustained  as  the  press  that  is  pensioned.  He  had 
referred  to  Mr.  Jeflerson;  and  so  long  as  his  doctrines 
were  considered  as*  orthodox,  they  would  sustain  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  in  the  measure  he  had  pro- 
posed. There  were  party  considerations  which  he  would 
not  enter  into;  but  there  were  others,  not  connected  with 
party^  that  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the 
Senate.  Mr.  C.  here  enlarged  on  the  unequal  operation 
of  the  tax  on  newspapjcrs^  favorinf^  large  cities,  to  the  pre* 
judice  of  the  smaller  towns  and  villages;  and  showed  that 
the  fiirmers,  the  yeomanry  of  the  country,  were  the  peo- 
ple, above  all  others,  that  the  Legislature  ought  to  be  the 
most  anxious  to  enlighten.  He  referred  to  tlie  message 
of  President  Washington,  strongly  recommending  a  mea- 
sure similar  to  the  one  under  consideration;  and  reviewed 
the  calculatioito  and  estimates  made  by  Messrs.  Bibb  and 
Gbubst,  in  order  to  show  that  the  funds  of  the  depart- 
ment ought  to  be  sufficient  to  sustain  it,  though  he  ad- 
mitted that  it  had  been  so  administered  as  to  sink  the 
available  funds  gready  below  Uieir  amount  on  the  4th  of 
AlArch,  1829,  and  below  wh^t  they  would  be  undef  a  dif- 
ferent management  of  those  fiinds.  At  present,  the  de- 
partment was  a  charge  on  the  treasury,. ind  it  would  be  so 
while  appropriations  to  the  amount  of  eighty  thousand 
dollars  were  to  be  had  for  the  asking,  as  was  the  case  last 
year.  Under  these  circumstances,  Uie  pretext  for  defeat- 
ing this  most  salutary  measure  was  not  to  be  regarded  as 
of  any  weight.  The  only  question  ought  to  be  whether  the 
press  of  the  country  was  a  proper  subject  of  taxation  in 
this  form,  and  at  this  period,  when  an  extensive  reduction 
of  the  revenue  was  determined  upon.  General  Washing- 
ton, even  while  earnestly  recommending  measures  for  the 
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increase  of  the  revenue^  bad  pressed  upon  Congress  the 
abolition  of  the  postag'e. 

Mr.  FOOT  then  submitted  the  following  amendment: 

And  tiiat  the  following  rates  of  postage  shall  be  charged 
upon  a  single  letter  or  sheet,  not  exceeding  40  miles  8  cti. 

Over  40,  not  exceeding  90  10 

80,  do  150  12i 

150,  do  300  17 

300,  do  500  20 

500,  25 

in  lieu  of  the  present  rates  of  postage,  being  the  same  rates 
of  postage  as  existed  by  law  prior  to  tlie  year  1816. 

Mr.  F.  said  b^  would  make  but  one  remark  in  re- 
lation to  the  proposition  he  had  submitted.  It  would  be 
recollected  that  the  rates  of  postage  on  letters  were 
raised  to  the  present  amount.  It  was  his  object  to  re- 
duce them  now  to  what  they  stood  at  that  time.  The 
present  rates,  he  said,  were  war  rates;  for  they  bad  been 
raised  to  their  present  heieht  to  help  out  the  expenses 
growing  out  of  toe  war;  and  as  there  was  now  no  reason 
for  retaining  this  high  tax,  be  thought  a  part  of  it  ought 
to  be  taken  off.  The  tax  on  letters,  he  said«^  operated  as 
heavily  as  the  tax  on  newspapers.  It  was  peculiarly 
severe  on  the  people  in  the  section  of  the  country  he 
came  from,  who  corresponded  to  a  considerable  ex^tent 
with  their  relatives,  so  many  of  whom  had  emigrated  to 
the  Western  country. 

FxiDATf  Mat  4. 
FRENCH  COLLEGE. 

Mr.  BENTON  moved  to  postpone  the  previous  orders, 
and  take  up  the  bill  to  grant  a  township  of  land  to  the 
French  college  at  St.  Louis;  which  was  agreed  to.  ] 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  o^ject^d  to  the  bill,  because  it 
went  to  sustain  a  French  establishment;  and  it  bad  been 
the  policy  of  Mr.  Jefferson,  and  it  was  a  wise  policy,  to 
endeavor  to  amalgamate  the  French  population  in  lan- 
guage, habits^  and  laws,  with  the  population  of  American 
origm.  He  did  not  therefore  see  the  propriety  of  grant- 
ing lands  to  a  foreign  establishment*  by  means  of  which 
that  policy  would  be  thwarted. 

On  bis  motion,  the  bill  was  then  laid  on  the  table. 

TARIFF  AND  PUBLIC  LANDS. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  gave  notice  that  the  Committee  on 
Manufactures  having  reported  on  all  the  great  subjects 
referred  to  them,  and  having  given  full  time  for  the  Se- 
nate to  examine  their  several  reports,  he  should  ask  the 
Senate,  on  Tuesday  next,  to  enter  into  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  to  divide  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands,  or 
the  other  bills,  whichever  the  Senate  might  deem  most 
advisable. 

Mr.  KINO  asked  if  the  Senator  fVom  New  Jersey  pro- 
posed to  take  up  the  bill  relative  to  the  public  lands  with 
a  view  to  refer  it  to  the  Committee  on  Public  X^nds. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  it  was  not  his  intention  to  make 
such  a  motion.  He  would  be  happy  to  have  the  views  of 
the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  upon  the  subject,  and  he 
hoped  that  the  members  of  that  committee  would  favor  the 
Senate  with  them  in  some  form. 

Mr.  KING  replied  that,  in  such  a  case,  he  should  em- 
brace the  first  opportunity  to  move  that  the  bill  be  taken 
up,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  in 
order  that  a  fair  report  might  be  made  on  the  subject. 
He  hoped  such  an  opportunity  would  offer  before  Tuesday. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  that  there  had  been  many  important 
duties  confided  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures.  They 
were  duties  of  an  arduous  character,  not  sought  for  by  the 
committee,  and  entered  upon  by  them  with  great  reluc- 
tance. At  the  order  of  the  Senate,  however,  they  had 
ffone  into  the  considemtion  of  the  several  subjects,  and 
had  reported  bills  nn  three  important  points.  Above  five, 
nearly  six  months  liad  now  elapsed  of  the  session,  and  noj 


one  of  the  subjects  which  had  so  generally  and  deeply 
agitated  the  country  had  yet  been  disposed  of;  indeed,  there 
seemed  to  be  nothing-  like  even  an  approximation  to  a  con- 
clusion. The  committee  having  discharged  their  onerous 
duties,  and  relieved  themselves  of  their  responsibility,  he 
was  glad  to  hear  the  chairman  express  his  willingpiiess  to 
take  up  any  one  of  the'  bills  for  discusnon.  He  hoped 
that  one  of  them  wouki  be  taken  up,  discussed,  and  gone 
tlirough,  in  order  to  quiet,  as  far  as  possible,  as  far  as  a 
decision  of  that  body  could  quiet,  the  disturbed  feeling  of 
the  country.  He,  was  willing  to  take  up  either  of  the 
subjects.  So  was  the  chairman,  and  so  was  every  mem- 
ber of  the  committee:  and  it  had  been  stated  that  if  there 
was  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  the  lands  bill 
would  be  taken  up.  Nothing  had  as  yet  been  done  in  the 
way  of  examination  of  that  bill.  The  Senate,  in  its  cor- 
porate capacity,  had  not  acted  on  it,  or  even  looked  into 
It  Yet  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  took  fire  at  the  sug- 
eestion  of  the  chairman,  and  stated  his  desire  to  have  t 
fair  report  on  the  subiect.  What  was  this  but  to  impute 
unfairness  to  what  bad  not  been  examined?  To  whom  was 
the  report  unfair  *  In  what  was  it  unfair  >  Was  it  unfair 
to  the  new  Sutes?  Was  it  unfair  to  tbe  old  States?  To 
whom  wai  it  unfair?  It  was  always  easier  to  make  thin 
to  substantiate  accusation.  He  wished  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama would  point  out  where  the  report  was  unfair.  If  he 
could  do  that,  then  there  would  be  just  reason  for  com- 
plaint. But  against  this  indiscriminating  warfare  on  a 
measure  which  had  been  reported  on  tbe  responsibility 
of  a  committee  of  the  Senate,  he  mast  enter  his  solemn 
protest. 

He  wished  to  see  the  bill  reUtive  to  the  tariff  reported 
by  the  Committee  on  Manufacturer,  by  the  side  of  the 
draught  communicated  by  the  Executive  Department  He 
desired,  he  ardently  wished,  and,  w«rc  it  proper  to  say 
so,  he  would  challenge  a  comparison  between  tbe  two 
projects.  In  reference  to  the  lands  bill,  he  did  not  see 
tha^  for  the  purpose  of  having  the  views  of  the  Committee 
on  Public  Lands,  it  was  necessary  to  refer  it  to  them  in  a 
formal  manner.  He  had  no  recollection  of  such  a  course  in 
parliamentary  history,  where  a  bin  reported  by  a  standing 
committee  was  thus  taken  out  of  their  hands,  and  referrtd 
to  a  different  eommittee— and  for  what*  That  the  otlier 
committee  might  present  different  iqid  opposite  views  of 
the  subject  What  then  would  foHowr  If  this  second 
committee  presented  other  views,  the  subject  migltt  be 
sent  to  a  third  committee.  What  did  gentlemen  intend 
to  do?  What  course  did  they  mean  to  pursue  as  to  tbe 
disposal  of  this  great  national  property?  The  Committee 
on  Public  Lan&  were  fully  competent  to  present  their 
views  on  tbe  subject.  Did  they  wish  to  reduce  Uie  price 
of  public  lands?  Let  them  propose  it.  Did  they  wish  to 
surrender  them  to  the  Statesr  Let  them  propose  it.  These 
propositions  would  be  in  no  way  incompatible  with  tbe  con- 
sideration of  the  report  If  they  desired  to  amend  the  bill, 
let  them  prepare  their  amendment,  and  lay  it  on  the  table; 
let  be  printed  and  seen.  If  they  had  an  argumentative  re- 
port, let  it  be  prepared,  exhibited,  and  circulated.  He 
was  willing  to  vote  for  the  printing  of  10,000,  20,000,  any 
number  of  such  a  document,  when  it  should  be  presented. 
But  he  could  not  sit  still  in  his  place,  and  hear  the  reitera- 
tion, again  and  again,  that  tlie  Committee  on  Manufactures 
had  presented  an  unfair  report. 

Mr.  KING  moved  that  the  Senate  now  take  up  thebill, 
in  order  to  refer  it  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  but 
tiie  motion  was  negatived — yeas  17,  nays  21. 

POSTAGES  AND  THE  POST  OFFICE. 

The  Senate  then  again  took  up  the  bill  to  cstablisli  cer- 
tain post  roads  and  discontinue  others. 

Mr.  FOOT  then  witlidrew  his  amendment  concerning 
the  reduction  of  letter  postage,  as  he  did  not  wish  to  em- 
barrass the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
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Ifr.  GRUNDY  resumed  his  oppositioa  to  the  amend- 
ment; and  spoke  for  nearly  txiro  hours,  to  show  the  inabi- 
lity of  the  department  to  meet  the  loss  of  revenue  which 
must  be  the  consequence  of  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment. He  stated  that  he  bad  underrated  the  additional 
expenditure  which  would  be  caused  to  the  department  by 
the  passage  of  this  bill.  He  had  observed,  yesterday, 
that  the  amount  might  be  taken  at  not  less  than  a  horse 
maH  once  a  week  for  each  of  the  20,000  miles,  and  that, 
estimating*  the  expense  of  this  mail  at  five  dollars  a  mile, 
the  aggregate  would  be  100,000  dollars  added  to  the  an- 
nual expenditure.  In  reference  to  the  report  of  the  de- 
partment, be  found  that  a  horse^  mail  had  always  cost 
eleven  dollars  instead  of  five  dollars  a  mile,  consequently 
the  additional  expenditure  caused  by  the  bill  would  be 
220^000  instead  of  lt>0,000  dollars.  He  thought  that  the 
proposition  was  of  too  much  importance  to  be  ei>graf\ed 
t)n  this  bill,  and  that  it  should  be  presented  in  a  distinct 
form  and  a  separate  bill.  He  repeated  bis  objections  to 
an  abolition  of  the  postage  on  foreign  papers,  as  it  would 
destroy  those  village  Journals  which  are  supported  by  the 
domestic  industry  of  the  State,  and  would  bring  bank- 
ruptcy on  the  department. 

Mr.  HOLMES  said  he  felt  some  commiseration  for  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee,  [Mr.  Ghc^tdt,]  for  he  appeared 
to  argue  all  along  as  if  he  was  conscious  that  he  was  on 
the  Avrong  side.  I  never  knew  him,  'toid  Mr.  H.,  labor  so 
tiard  to  make  out  even  a  plausible  case,  lie  went  round 
and  round  the  subject,  as  though  afraid  to  touch  it,  and 
in  this  he  proved  his  prudence,  for,  in  truth,  Ihe  wider 
he  was  from  it,  tlie  better  his  speech.  But,  after  all,  said 
Mr.  H.,  it  was  a  very  good  speech,  and  ouspht  to  be  pre- 
served, from  motives  of  economy — for  it  will  fit  any  other 
subject  as  well  as  this,  to  say  the  least.  Now,  sir,  to 
liave  such  a  speech  on  hand,  when  time  presses,  or  ideas 
arc  scarce,  is  a  stock  in  trade,  a  reserved  fund,  which  may 
«erve  to  save  a  man  fram  bankruptcy.  And  should  we 
baye  it  ag^in,  before  the  session  closes,  in  some  form  or 
other,  it  will  not  be  matter  OJT  sifrprise.  The  object  of 
the  Senator  appearing  to  be  not  so  much  to  prove  that 
the  repeal  of  the  postage  on  newspapers  would  be  impro- 
per, as  to  sustain  the  Post  Office  Department  against  cer- 
tain charges  under  which  it  has  labored  since  an  examina- 
tion of  last  session.  > 

The  Senator  even  upbraids  us  for  attempting  to  dimin- 
ish the  fbnds  of  a  department,  which  last  winter  we  stated 
to  be  on  the  verge  of  bankniptcy.  It  may  be  that  this 
departipent  lias  profited  by  tlie  scrutiny  of  last  winter,  and 
has  consequently  indulged  in  leas  prodigality.  It  may  be 
that  new  ncilities  have  produced  additional  income.  But 
be  its  management  what  it  may$  let  its  funds  be  inade- 
quate to  its  purposes,  still,  if  this  tax  on  newspapers  is  un- 
equal, unjust,  and  impolitic,  repeal  it,  I  say,  and  supply 
the  deficiency  from  the  treasury. 

But  is  not  this  reproach  upon  us,  even  if  just,  a  two- 
edg^d  sword,  cutting  the  advocates  as  well  as  the  oppos- 
crs  of  this  department?  The  Senator  states  that  the  mi- 
nority of  the  Committee  of  Inquiry  (the  Senator  from 
Delaware,  and  myself)  insisted  that  the  funds  of  the  de- 
parthient  were  inadequate,  and  had  been  wantonly  wasted. 
We  reply  that  the  majority  of  the  committee,  and  espe- 
cially the  Senator  from  Tennessee,  insisted,  and  strenuously 
arged,  that  they  V^ere  ample  and  superabundant,  and  he 
is  now  afraid  to  dispense  with  $106,000,  lest  this  ver^ 
flourishing  department  should  become  bankrupt  If  this 
sum  cannot  be  dispensed  with,  when  there  was  a  surplus 
fund,  on  Mr.  McLean's  leaving  the  office,  of  more  than 
three  hundred  thousand  dollars,  there  has  been  gross  pro- 
digality somewhere.  Besides,  while  boasting  of  the  flou- 
rishing tendition  of  the  Post  Office  Department,  last  winter, ; 
you  contrived,  nevertheless,  to  slip  into  the  genend  ap- ! 
propriation  bill  for  its  benefit  about  |20,000  over  and 
abore  the  ordinary  allowance.     With  all  these  facilities,  ^ 


and  the  income  of  new  routes,  and  the  surplus  on  hand,  it 
seems  strange,  indeed,  that  this  paltry  sum  cannot  be  spar- 
ed. Indeed*  you  admit  a  surplus  now  of  $210,000;  and  pray, 
why  not  spare  half  of  this?  It  is  said  that  the  new  routes  pro- 
posed by  this  bill  will  cost  $60,000.  Be  it  so,  and  you  vrill 
then  have  a  surplus  quite  sufficlenL  But  your  new  routes 
will  pot  commence  until  January,  1833,  and  no  expense 
consequently  for  the  fii'st  six  months — and  will  these  new 
routes  yield  no  profits?  Sir,  take  the  Senator's  own  pre- 
mises, and  the  newspaper  postage  is  totally  unnecessary. 

But  the  Senator  iissumes  that  to  repeal  the  postage  is 
to  tax  the  people — a  very  extraordinary  proposition,  and 
one  which  would  extort  a  smile  from  a  very  grave  sort  of 
a  man.  From  what  sort  of  premises,  or  by  what  kind  of 
calculation,  he  comes  to  this  conclusion,  I  am  utterly  at  a 
loss  to  perceive.  Every  man  who  pays  one  cent  on  each 
paper  coming  from  any  place  within  the  State,  or  within 
one  hundred  miles,  knows  full  well  that  fur  two  papers  each 
week  he  pays  a  tax  of  $1  04  per  year,  and  lor  more  re- 
mote papers  $1  56  per  year.  Now,  if  this  transportation 
costs^  nothing,  why  does  he  not  gain  annually  $1  04  in  the 
one  case,  and  $X  S6  in  the  oth^r?  Will  the  editors  of 
newspapefs  charge  these  sums  to  their  customers,  and 
pocket  this  gain  to  themselves?  Not  so.  Repeal  the 
postage,  and  more  papers  will  be  taken,  the  dentand  will 
increase  with  the  racility,  a  competition  among  printers 
will  keep  down  the  prices,  they  can  afford  to  sell  cheaper 
because  they  sell  more;  and  whoever  takes  a  newspaper 
will  save  the  whole  amount  of  the  postage.  Now,  among 
people  in  the  country,  this  is  no  small  affair.  A  farmer 
can  pay  for  his  paper  in  wood,  lumber,  and  provisions, 
which  he  can  well  spare,  without  feeling  it  But  the  post- 
age is  cash,  and  .many  can  more  easily  pay  two  dollars  for 
their  paper  than  one  dollar  for  the  postage.  I  appeal  to 
every  man  who  takes  a  village  or  country  paper,  for  the 
truth  of  what  I  have  stated. 

But  the  Senator  contends  that  if  you  repeal  this  postage 
you  encourage  papers .  from  abroad,  or  foreign  pa* 
pers,  as  he  terms  them,  at  the  expense  and  discourage- 
ment of  those  in  our  own  ricinity.  Now,  how  is  this?  In 
my  view,  the  postage  on  the  former  is  now  less  than  that 
on  the  latter.  You  take  a  semi-weekly  paper  from  sbroad, 
from  Washington,  for  example^  and  it  costs  you  five  dol- 
lars— ^you  would  not  take  one  which  would  costless — the 
postage  is  $1  56  per  year.  Tou  take  one  within  your  own 
State,  which  would  cost  you  $2  50,  or  near  home,  and  its 
postage  is  $1  04;  sC  that  the  domestic  paper  pays  now  the 
highest  tax,  and  in  the  same  proportion  would  be  relieved 
by  the  repeal. 

Apprehendinjf  that  a  repeal  of  the  postage  would  en- 
courage the  foreign  at  the  expense  of  the  domestic  news- 
paper, the  Senator  would  retain  it,  as  a  protection  to  the 
domestic  product.  Very  well!  His  conclusion  would 
be  sound  were  his  premises  true;  and  we  congratulate  the 
friends  of  the  •*  American  system,"  that  the  Senator  has 
come  over.  It  is  certainly  a  great  acquisition  to  their 
strength,  and  indicates,  moreover,  that  the  administration 
with  whom  that  Senator  stands  well,  is  also  inclining  this 
way.  This  is,  indeed,  a  strong  indication;  for,  if  the  Se- 
nator would  discriminate>in  favor  of  |l  State  against  other 
States  or  Territories,  he  woold  much  more  aid  and  en- 
courage domestic  against  foreign  productions.  This  is  a 
change,  as  interesting  as  it  is  sudden  and  unexpected.  I 
have  before  n)e  his  speech  on  the  tariff,  in  which  be  speaks 
of  his  own  opinions  and  those  of  the  President,  and  indi- 
cates that  these  opinions  are  different,  llie  President  is 
for  «« a  judicious  tariff."  Now,  a  mdicious  tariff  is  sup- 
posed to  mean  whatever  shall  suit  the  time  or  place.  That 
which  would  be  "judicious"  north  of  "Mason  and  Dix- 
on's line,"  would  be  very  "injudicious"  to  the  south  of 
it,  and  so  vice  vena.  Indeed,  the  President's  notion  of  "  a 
judicious  tarifif"  seems  to  be  that  he  should  be  as  equivo- 
cal and  mysterious  on  the  subject  as  poanble,  until  after 
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the  next  election.    We  hope,  however,  that  the  Senator's  to  personal  partialities  and  local  interests— South  CaroU 


conversion  is  sincere,  and  will  be  permanent.  With  his 
talents  and  his  influence  with  tlie people  and  the  Executive, 
his  change  is  certainly  matter  or  much  congratulation. 

Still  we  must  be  allowed  to  express  our  belief  that  in 
the  present  case  he  makes  a  very  bad  application  of  the 
protective  system.  It  seems  to  me  it  has  been  proved 
that  the  repeal  would  be  most  favorable  to  the  local  or 
villa^  papers,  i  confess  that  the  objection  was  more 
puenle '  and  less  statesmanlike  than  any  I  had  ever  heard 
from  that  Senator;  that  tlie  premises  were  untrue,  and,  if 
true,  the  conclusion  would  have  been  totally  unsound. 
Newspaper  information  should  be  selected  or  manufactur- 
ed at  nome,  by  the  neighborhood  editors,  and, served  up 
to  the  neighbors  as  shall  suit  their  tastes  or  appetites! 
One,  and  a  principal  object  of  a  newspaper,  I  had 
thought,  is  to  convey  news.  News  must  from  its  nature 
be  foreign,  or  come  from  abroad.  Does  the  Senator  mean 
that  this  also  should  be  of  domestic  growth  or  manufac- 
ture, lest  the  foreirn  should  pervert  or  corrupt  the  minds 
of  the  people?  liie  idea  that  news  should  not  come  to 
the  people  from  abroad,  or,  if  it  does,  that  it  should  be  first 
fiishioned,  fitted,  and  pruned  by  a  village  editor,  before 
it  would  be  safe  for  the  people  to  see  it,  is  a  caprice  so 
bordering  on  the  ridiculous^  that  I  can  hardly  treat  it 
seriously. 

And  as  to  the  political  mattersusually  discussed  in  news- 
papers, is  it  inssted  that  these  shall  be  locals  Would  the 
Senator  circulate  local  or  State  politic&only^  Would  he 
inculcate  a  clannish  spirit,  magnifying  State  rights  and  in- 
stitutions, and  excluoing  every  thing  federal  or  national? 
Why  should  not  his  constituents  have  an  equal  chance  to 
learn  the  national  doctrines  emanating  from  this  city,  as 
the  local  interests  and  principles  of  their  own  State  >  While 
our  Government  remains  what  it  is,  instruction  upon  both 
these  points  is  essential  to  preserve  the  balance  and  per- 
petuate the  Union.  But  if  his  fear  of  distant  newspapers 
were  well  grounded,  why  not  repeal  the  postage  on  the 
domestic,  or  those  in  the  vicinity,  and  let  the  rest  remain^ 
This  would  be  acting  up  to  the  argument — ^here  the  pro- 
fession and  practice  would  concur.  But  nothing  of  this 
is  proposed,  and  fake  alarm  is  sounded  that  the  sm^ill  edi- 
tors are  in  danger,  when  the  vety  protection  which  they 
,want  is  denied  them.  Bu\  do  not  these  editors  understand 
their  own  interests^  Do  they  believe  that  to  repeal  the 
postage  is  taxing  them?  Sir,  among  the  local  editors,  so 
ikr  as  I  can  learn,  there  is  but  one  opinion,  and  that  is  in 
favor  of  the  repeal.  They  know  full  well  that  in  no  sense, 
ahape,  or  form,  can^this  tax  benefit  them.  Still  this  is  but 
a  small  branch  of  the  subject  It  is  not  the  interests  of 
editors  which  we  are  to  consult  chiefly.  Newspapers 
should  be,  and  without  pensions  and  patronage  would  be, 
valuable,  easy,  and  reasonable  means  of  instruction,  cal- 
culated to  teach  the  people  their  rights,  and  how  to  pre- 
serve them.  Introduce  a  fiur  and  active  competition  in 
the  profession,  and  among  the  different  partisans,  allow- 
ing no  advantage  to  no  one  which  is  withheld  from  the 
others,  and  the  sources  and  channels  of  information 
will  becohie  purified  by  a  wholesome  and  salutary  action 
and  reaction. 

This  would  be  especially  exemplifled  In  the  competition 
between .  distant  and  neighborhood  pftpers.  That  both 
have  different  ofllcea  to  perform,  we  have  shown.  There 
will  and  should  be  localpartialitiesand  interests  to  be  sustain- 
ed; and  it  is  no  less  true  that  it  is  the  essence  of  our  Govern- 
ment that  these  must  yield,  in  a  measiu«,  to  motives  of 
general  policy.  Without  such  views,  inculcated  by  such 
means,  each  State  Would  very  soon  become  clannish,  and 
regardless  of  all  interest  but  her  own,  and  nullification  as 
now  professed  in  some  of  the  States  would  be  practised 
in  all.  Confine  each  State  to  its  own  roads  and  its  own  poli- 
tics, and  your  'Union  would  exhibit  the  most  ridiculous 
absurdity  of  clashing  and  discordant  views^  each  clinging 


na,  Calhoun  and  cotton — Tennessee,  Jackson,  cotton  and 
wool — Missouri,  lead  and  Johnson — Kentucky,  Clay  sod 
cotton  bagging — Virginia,  Barbour  and  tobacco— Penn- 
sylvania, iron  and  Wilkins — ^New  York,  "spoils of  victo- 
ry*' of  every  sort — Massachusetts  and  other  New  England 
States,  Clay,  cotton  factories,  and  cpdfish^and  so  on,  and 
so  forth.     Sir,  without  concert,  the  wheels  would  stopf 
and  without  information,  general  as  well  as  local,  you  never 
could  act  in  concert     We  have  a  striking  ilkistratJoD 
before  us,  in  the  splendid  convention  now  held  in  this  city, 
of  young  men,  their .  country's  fondest,  brightest  hopes. 
It  is  to  effect  this  very  concert  on  a  great  national  object, 
that  thVy  have  assembled  from  all  parts  of  this  vast  coun- 
try, to  Interchange  sentiments,  mingle  feelings,  surrender 
attachments,  sacrifice  prejudices,  and  compromise  con- 
flicting^ interests,  for  the  general  good.     May  the  rcsuh 
of  their  labors  prove  the  lai»ting  honor,  Hberty,  and  unioQ 
of  oufvcountn*. 

Is  it  not  possible,  sir,  tliat  this  aversion  to  distant  news- 
papers, so  sensitively  expressed  by  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee, may  arise  from  a  morbid  sensibility  ?  May  he  not, 
at  this  time,  be  a  little  hallucinated?  It  may  be  that,  at 
this  time,  newspapers  at  home  may  serve  him  better  tlMo 
those  from  abroad.  An  election,  interesting  to  him  as  weB 
as  to  us  all,  is  soon  to  be  held  in  his  State,  in  which  it  may 
be  apprehended  that  a  certain  '<  malign  influence"  here 
may  operate  to  counteract  a  wholesome  local  influence 
there,  to  the  prejudice  of  the  pubKe  interest  and  welfare. 
If  be  can  be  governed  at  all  by  such  apprehensions,  it  nay 
account,  in  some  measure,  for  bis  stnLn|^  antipathy  todis- 
tant  newspapers,  and  his  ytry  extraordinary  fear  (against 
all  reason^  that  the  repeal  of  the  postage  will  be  exclu- 
sively prejudicial  to  those  that  are  local. 

The  Senator  supposes  another  danger  growing  out  of 
this  repeal;  and  what  is  it?  l^he  United  States'  Bank  might 
profit  oy  it  to  influence  the  press!  Though  this  bank  is 
made  the  **  bugbear,"  the  *'raw  head  andoloody  bone^' 
for  almost  every  thingi  vet  it  would  require  an  extraordi- 
nary stretch  of  a  very  elastic  imagination  to  conceive  hov 
a  repeal  of  the  postage  on  newspapers  would  give  to  any 
bank  an  influence  over  the  press.  It  would  seem  to  me 
that  the  cheaper  you  make  newspapers,  the  mater  their 
diffusion,  and  consequently  the  less  danger  of  their  being 
bought  up  and  perverted,  and  thus  bestowed  on  the  people 
to  corrupt  them.  A  bank,  to  corrupt  public  opinion  by  the 
press,  must  be  able  to  control  the  circulation  and  the  eon* 
tents.  If  other  ^pers,  free  from  a  corrupt  influence,  are 
easily  and  cheaply  obtained,  most  assuredly  the  polluted 
papers  would  be  in  less  denoand  and  circulation. 

if  you  would  put  it  in  the  power  of  a  bank  or  the  Go- 
vernment to  circulate  their  own  inforraatiion  for  their  own 
purposes,  make  newspapers  generally  as  scarce  and  udif* 
ficult  of  attainment  as  possible.  If  you  would  give  to 
the  public  information  to  pervert  or  corrupt  their  minds, 
let  all  other  information  on  the  same  suoject  be  sup- 
pressed. .       . 

Now,  should  a  banking  corporation,  with  a  capital  oj 
$35,000,000,  design  to  operate  upon  public,  oninion,  snd 
to  Uiis  end  purchase  the  principal  presses  of  the  country, 
would  a  cent  or  a  cent  and  a  half  postage  on  each  p&P^ 
deter  them  ?  No  such  corrupt  design  would  be  imagined, 
but  to  accomplish  some  great  purposes.  Would  this  post- 
age, the  merest  trifle  to  them,  be  a  stumbling-block  m  the 
way  of  tlieir  design?  The  argument  of  the  Senator  is 
this— -make  newspapers  dear,  to  prevent  the  wealthy  "»« 

{)urchasing  them  up  to  corrupt  the  people^  mine  is  dircci- 
y  the  reverse — ^make  them  cheap,  and  the  poor  can  get 
them  for  themselves  untainted— make  them  dear,  and  xnt 
wealthy  might  then  buy  them  to  corrupt  the  po<"'».^J.® 
could  not  get  them  any  other  way.  The  whole  of  tw* 
insinuation  m  regard  to  tlic  bank  is  the  merest  iUunon— 
the  supposition  of  danger  is  pitiful,  and  the  remedy  wmore 
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pitiful  still.  Tax  newf|Mpcn  with  poitage,  to  ttve  the 
press  from  oorruption!  This  is  the  grave  reasoning  of  a 
grave  and  reverend  Sienator!  Alasj  vnat  next?  8ir»  when 
Uie  President's  scheme  absll  have  been  accoropUshed,  and 
bis  object  realized,  and  this  bank  shall  be  broken  down 
by  insinuations  and  surmises  thrown  out  sgainst  it,  here 
and  elsewhere,  and  there  shall  be  erected  on  its  r^ins  one 
established  on  the  pub^  revenues,  the  stock  taken  under 
the  fiivorable  direction  of  the  administration,  and  the  offi- 
cers be  of  £xetfutFve -appointment,  and  subject  to  Execu- 
tive control,  we  may  then  begin  to  a|>prehend  an  influ- 
ence, not  over  the  press  merely,  but  operating  upon  every 
free  institution  of  the  country*,  fiir^  when  this  Bank  of 
the  United  States  is  brought  into  view,  whether  abruptly 
or  not,  it  is  not  amiss  to  glance  ftt  the  whole  designi  and 
to  reflect  that  some  such  institution  is  indispensable,  and 
to  look  «t  the  montfter  proposed  as  a  substitute.  DMtroy 
the  bank,  and  erect  this  substitute  on  its  ruins,  and  the 
corruption  of  the  press*  an(^  every  thing  else,  will  be  no 
slow  processr-it  will  spread  like  a  gangrene,  and  destroy 
like  a  pestilence. 

But  it  is  objected  that  the  department  cannot  afford  to 
&pense  with  this  postage,  unless  you  draw  from  the  trea- 
sury. But  you  draw  from  the  treasury  at  ai^  rate.  From 
sixty  to  eighty  thousand  dollars  are  annually  appropriated 
for  this  department!  yet  you  object  to  drawing  from  the 
treasury.  If,  indeed,  you  draw  more  from  the  treasury 
than  heretofore,  let  it  be  ?emcmbered  that,  under  former 
administrations  of  this  department,  large  sums  were  paid 
incoT  the  treasury,  which  now  may  be  justly  withdrawn, 
even  upon  the  hypothesis  that  the  department  ought  to 
maintain  itself. 

But,  sir,  what  is  meant?  Wlutt  is  the j*eason  that  **thc 
Post  Office  Department  should  maintain  itself?"  Suppose 
no  tax  were  necessary  for  any  other  purpose  of  Clevern- 
ment)  suppose  our  accruing  funds  were  more  than  suffi- 
cient for  all  other  disbursements:  will  it  be  said  that  the 
people  shall  be  taxed  to  maintain  this?  b  this  a  tax  so 
desirable,  so  benefical  to  hjm  who  pays,  that  he  must  pay 
it  fur  his  own  good,  whether  he  want  it  or  not?  This 
department  is  established  for  the  public  benefiti  and,  be- 
cause Government  could  not  well  afford  to  confer  this 
benefit  without  opposing  some  obligation  on  those  wlio 
realized  it,  they  demanded  certain  rates  .of  postage  on 
letters,  newspi^ers,  and  pamphlets.  This  demandr-« 
tax,  in  part,  on  instruction  and  intelligence— should  cease 
with  the*  necessity.  The  moment  we  can  dispense  with 
this  tax,  characterized,  as  it  is,  a  tax  upon  intellect,  it 
should  be  repealed.. 

But,  sir,  whatever  may  be  my  own  opinion  of  the  con- 
dition of  the  department,  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Se- 
nate to  the  results  arising  from  their  own  statement: 
The  surplus  on  the  ist  iuly,  1830,  was  $210,412  S9 

The  receipts  of  the  depsrtment  for  tlie  nx 
months  next  before  the  Ist  July,  1831, 
were  $75,675,  at  which  rate  there  should 
be  added  to  the  surplus  on  the  1st  July, 

1832, 150,951  82 

To  this  should  be  add^d  the  average  increase 
of  the  receipts,  as  stated  in  the  report,  be- 
ing at  the  rate  of  -  -  -     150,000  00 


Malung  the  surplus  fund  on  the  1st  July, 

1832,       .....     511,364  11 

But  the  new  routes  will  not  be  put  into  ope- 
ration until  the  Ist  January,  1833,  and, 
therefore,  there  should  be  added  the  in- 
crease of  postage  for  six  rooaths^ 

^5,000  00 

And  the  receipts  beyond  pre- 
sent expenoiture,  75,475  91 


From  which  is  to  be  deducted 
the  amount  of  postage  on 
newspapers,  proposed  to  be 
repealed,  being  at  the  rate 
of  106,000  doUars  per  an- 
num for  six  months,  being       53,0S0  00 

And  there  will  be  the  further  sum  of      -    #97,475  91 
to  be  carried  to  the  surplus  fund  on  1st  Ja- 
nuary, 1833.  

Making  the  surplus  fund,  on  that  day,        -    j608,840  02 
The  estimate  for  average  increase  of  post- 

age  is       -  .  . 

For  receipts,  beyond  present  expenditure. 


150,000  00 
151,951  82 


Making  the  surplus  fond  on  Ist  January, 
lte4,        ....'. 

But  from  this  is  to  be  deduct- 
ed the  amount  of  newspa- 
per postage  repealed, 

And  the  excess  of  expendi- 
ture, beyond  the  receipts, 
on  the  new  routes. 


910,791  84 


106,000  00 
60,000  00 


166,000  00 


744>791  84 


Leaving  the  surplus  fund,  on  the  1st  Janua- 
ry, 1834,  .... 

For  the  year  1835,  the  increase  on  postage 
will  be      .....     300,00000 

The  present  receipts  exceed  the  expendi- 
tures by  the  sum  of         -  -  -     150,952  82 

Making  the  surplus  fund  on  the  1st  Janua- 
ry, 1835,  -  -  -  1,195,744  66 

Deduct  postage  repealed  on  newspaper*, 
for  the  year  1834,  say     -       106,000  00 

And  allow  all  that  Mr.  Gauir- 
OT  claims,  on  account  of 
new  routes,  -  -         60,000  00 

166,000  00 


Being  the  sum  of 


150,475  91 


Leaves  a  surplus  on  1st  January,  1835,  of   1,029,744  66 

But,  sir,  a  strong  objection  to  tfiis  tax  is  its  inequality. 
The  remotest  citizen,  who  has  less  means,  and  therefore 
needs  most  instruction,  pays,  while  the  inhabitant  of  a 
city  is  totally  exempt.  In  the  great  cities,  where  most  of 
the  newspapers  are  printed,  the  readers  pay  nothing;  but 
if  the  paper  is  sent  out  by  mail,  even  the  short  distance  of 
three  or  four  hmIcs,  a  cent  is  demanded  for  every  paper; 
making  an  annual  tax  for  a  semi^weekly,  of  one  dollar  and 
four  cents;  for  a  daily,  of  three  dolbrs  and  twelve  cents. 
There  are,  I  believe,  twelve  daily  papers  published  in  the 
city  of  New  York,  and  others,  weekly,  semi-wedkly,  and 
tri-weekly;  all,  perhaps,  equal  to  twen^  daily  papers.  Sup- 
pose each  to  issue  Ave  hundred,  and  the  postage  which 
these  would  pay,  if  sent  out  the  most  trifling  distance  by 
mail,  and  from  which,  if  read  in  the  city,  they  are  wholly 
exempt,  would  amount  to  the  annual  sum  of  thirty-one 
thousand  two  hundred  dollars.  The  same  may  be  said  of 
all  the  newspapers  read  in  every  large  city  in  the  Union; 
so  that,  if  the  one  cent  tax,  which  the  country  people  are 
compelled  to  pay,  were  exacted  of  rendents  m  cities,  it 
would  amount  to  more  than  the  whole  now  paid  in  for  po«t- 
age  on  newspapers.  Look  at  this  simple,  plain,  but  im- 
pressive state  of  the  case,  and  I  ask  what  the  most  press- 
mg  exigency  can  justify  a  tax  on  instruction,  so  manifestly 
unequsi  and  unjust  ? 

Besides,^  it  is  cruelly  unequal  upon  those  who  pay  it. 
A^ single  newspaper,  great  or  small,  pays  a  cent  any  where 
within  the  State,  let  the  distance  be  much  or  little.  Call 
you  this  *'  the  price  of  transportation?"^  And  why,  pray, 
dees  the  man  who  lives  within  four  nules  of  the  city  of 
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New  York  pay  bis  cent,  while  an  inhabitant  of  Ogdens- 
burg,  on  the  St.  Lawrence,  a  distance  of  three  hundred 
miles,  pays  no  more  ? 

But  this  is  not  all.  The  editors  of  the  city  papers  get 
those  from  the  country  free,  but  take  special  care  not  to 
send  theirs  in  exchange,  without  they  are  paid  in  advance 
for  the  diiference.  Look  at  this  postage  tax  ih  any  point 
of  view,  it  is  most -offensive,  oppressive,  and  odious.  The 
fireedom  of  the  press  has  a  constitutional  guaranty,  and 
was  deemed  essential  to  the  preservation  of  the  liberties 
of  the  people.  Instruction— free,  unprotected,  unem- 
barrassed instruction,  is  what  we  ask,  and  what  the  people 
have  a  right  to  expect,  because  they  have  fiirnished  you 
with  the  means  to  give  it.  Then,  why  not  let  them  have 
It?    We  ask,  ay,  in  their  name,  we  demand,  why? 

Protection  of  things  is  very  different  from  protection  of 
principles.  These  kst  should  be  formed  and  established 
oy  a  fuU,  free,  and  unrestrained  development  of  the  fa- 
culties of  the  human  mind.  The  whole  energy  of  the  soul 
should  be  put  in  operation  by  a  fiur  competition^  >  Give 
the  combatants  scope,  and  truth  at  last  will  triumph.  It 
b  protection  which  has  establislied  a  State  religion,  despo- 
tic Government^  and  all  the  engines  which  have  oppressed 
and  enslaved  mankind.  Privileges  to  one  sect  or  doc- 
trine, is  a  tax  or  burden  upon  all  others.  Give  to  one 
competitor  an  advantage  oyer  the  rest^  and  you  establish 
him,  right  or  wrong.  This  is  the  way  by  which  error,  in 
all  sges,  has  been  built  up  and  perpetuated;  and  though  a 
privileged  or  protected  press  may  effect  its  purpose 
slowly,  secretly,  and  imperceptibly,  still  these  opierations 
are  more  dangerous  as  they  are  unperceived. 

That  an  administration,  contrivmg  to  perpetuate  its 
power,  should  seize  upon  the  press  as  its  most  efficient 
means,  no  one  would  duubt:  that  its  power  over  the  press 
would  be  acquired  slowly  and  imperceptibly,  is  equally 
clear:  that  facilities  granted  it  should  have  the  apparent 
sanction  of  equity  and  law,  would  be  perfectly  consistent 
with  the  design,  and  well  calculated  to  accomplish  it.  Now, 
should  this,  or  any  future  administration,  meditate  a  corrup- 
tion of  tlie  press,  look  at  the  means  already  within  its  reach. 

The  franking  privilege  has  been  so  extended,  that 
nearly  all  the  newspapers  of  the  party  in  power  may  be 
transmitted  free  of  postage,  while  those  which  are  not  of 
the  orthodox  faith  pay  almost  the  whole  tax!  Now,  sir,  is 
this  equal  and  fairf  Let  any  administration  and  its  adher- 
ents enjoy  the  f ranking  privilege  exclusively,  and  hold, 
moreover,  the  Post  Office  Department,  with  all  its  facili- 
ties, and  what  prevents  a  perpetuity  of  the  power,  how- 
ever tyrannical/ 

The  franking^  privileg^,  as  now  enjoyed,  is  extended, 
witliout  limitation  of  weight  or  bulk,  to  the  President, 
Vice  President,  all  the  heads  of  departments,  the  Post- 
master GepenJ,  and  the  twb  assistants,  the  Treasurer, 
Register,  Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office,  two  Comp- 
trollers, and  five  Auditors,  Secretary  of  the  Senate,  and 
Speaker  and  Clerk  of  tlie  House  of  Representatives.  Add 
to  all  this,  that  there  are  about  nine  thousand  deputy 
postmasters  (all  of  the  true  fiiith)  who  have  the  right  to 
receive  and  transmit  letters  and  papers,  of  half  an  ounce 
weight,  free  of  postage,  and  you  have  still  an  imperfect 
spectacle  of  the  Executive  patronage  through  the  press. 
For,  notice  the  further  fact,  that  every  postmaster  has  a 
right  to  receive  free  of  postage  newspapers  equal  to  one 
daily  paper.  Tt^us,  nine  thousand  postmasters  would  cir- 
culate, annually,  two  million  eight  hundred  and  s^ven 
thoiuuind  newspapers  free  of  postage. 

The  additional  patronage  which  the  administration  ac- 
quires in  its  employment  of  the  press  in  its  service,  should 
nuniish  a  strong  inducement  to  guard  the  franking  privi- 
lege, or  to  let  all  in  on  equal  terms.  The  custom-house 
—now  many  presses  does  this  employ?  The  immense 
patronage  here,  and  the  consequent  influence  over  tlie 
press,  has  an  effect  on  the  public  mind  highly  prejudicial 


to  freedom  of  thinking  and  acting.  What  is  the  Go- 
vernment patronage  worth  to  "the  Courier  and  Enquirer," 
in  the  city  of  NeW  York?  Sir,  what  it  obtains  from  the 
United  States,  and  the  additional  currency  it  acquires  by 
its  national  character,  cannot  be  worth  leas  than  twenty 
thousand  dollars  annually. 

The  printing  for  the  Post  Office  Depkrtmetit  is  no  trifle. 
Shadrach  Penn,  at  Louisville,  has  had  twenty-two  thousand 
six  hundred  dollars,  according  to  the  admission  of  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee.  This  is  "  for  the  West.*'  The 
"  Morning  Pest,"  at  Boston,  under  tlie  special  protection 
of  the  postmaster  there;  and  the  New  Hampshire  Patriot, 
at  Concord,  under  the  protection  of-— I  do  not  exactly  know 
whom,  nor  to  what  amount*  **the  payi"  the  Crovemment 
paper  here,  countenanced  and  encouraged  in  the  grossest 
abuse  and  vulgarity,  and  you  have  an  epitome  of  the  Exe- 
cutive influence,  by  means  of  this  compound  engine,  the 
post  office  and  the  press.  And  what  oo  the  people  ask 
of  you,  the  privileged  class?  Nothing  more  than  that  they 
may  obtain  unpennoned  papers  on  the  same  terms  you 
obtain  your  pensioned  ones. 

Suppose  these  Executive  engines  all  to  be  brought  to 
bear  upon  th6  great  interests  and  permanent  fundamental 
institutions  of  the  country.  Imagine  that  whatever  re- 
mained of  freedom  of  thought  and  action,  in  politics,  mo- 
rality, and  religion,  should  be  supposed  to  stand  in  the 
way'of  ambtion  and  tyranny,  what  but  a  corrupted  press, 
passing  through  the  channels  of  a  corrupted  post  office, 
would  be  necessary  to  bf^ak  down  all  opposition,  and 
sweep  away  every  incumbrance?  Suppose  this  Senate 
should  become  obstreperous,  and  refuse,  or  neglect,  to 
obey  the  Executive  will;  suppose  that,  in  the  perrormance 
of  its  Executive  duties,  it  should  deem  it  necessary  (in  or- 
der to.  fulfil  the  design  of  the  constitution)  to  resist  the 
encroachments  of  the  President,  in  appointments  to,  and 
removals  from,  office,  and  the  members  should  become 
obdtirate  and  unyielding,  regardless  of  rewards,  and  fear- 
less of  ^punishments-^let  a  pensioned  press  open  upon 
them  its  whole  artillery,  and  their  independence  might  be 
in  danger^magine  a  flagitious  design  (and  every  such 
derig^  would  be  flagitious  and  traitorous)  to  demoltdi  this 
great  political  bulwark,  the  Senate— what  more  effectual 
means  than  a  protected,  pensioned,  corrupted  i^ress?  If 
Executive  threats  be  inflicted  on  them  in  vain;  if  Execu- 
tive patronage  be  lavished  without  effect;  if  the  popular 
branch  is  made  to  prescribe  your  Executive  duties,  and 
you  still,  and  in  spite  of  all  this,  hold  fast  to  your  inte- 
grify,  yet,  when  there  is  superadded  an  Executive  press, 
sustained  by  the  treasury,  and  aided  by  the  post  office,  and 
how  long  will  even  this  chief  corner-stone  of  the  fabric  sus- 
tain the  shock?  Sir,  there  is  too  much  reason  to  fear  that, 
in  such  case,  even  tiiis  Senate  would  surrender  its  indepen- 
dence, and  with  it  the  rights  and  liberties  of  their  country. 

IF  the  Senate,  in  the  exercise  of  their  constitutional 
power,  should  reject  a  favorite  minister,  either  for  the 
hom.e  or  foreign  service,  and  this  appmntment  should  be 
necessary  to  preserve  or  perpetuate  a  succession  of  the 
ruling  dynasty,  what  better  machinery  than  that  the  offi- 
cial paper,  and  all  its  satellites,  should  open  a  steady  and 
well  directed  fire  agunst  the  Senate^  either  to  compel  it 
to  retract,  or  to  warn  it  of  the  danger  of  throwing  itself  in 
the  way  of  the  design  and  purpose  of  an  kmbitioua  chief- 
tain ?  A  subsidized  press  would  be  a  wonderful  weapon— 
the  very  thing  to  chastise  a  disloyal  Senate. 

The  machinery  would  be>  made  to  operate  in  different 
ways.  The  official  would  be  aiithoriaed  and  directed  to 
designate  the  most  refractory  members;  give  them  to  un- 
derstand that  they  are  thwarting  the  public  will,  and  di- 
rect tiiem  to  resign.  You  know,  sir,  that  an  experiment 
of  this  kind  has  been  already  niade,  and  the  official,  speak- 
ing, no  doubt,  "  by  authority,"  has  given  several  of  us  to 
understand  that  we  have  no  business  here,  and  tliat  our 
presence  would  be  very  cheerfully  dispensed  with  by  the 
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President.  There  can  be  no  question  that  this  **  by  au- 
thority'* gentleman  speaks  the  feelings  of  *<  th^  palace." 
Indeed,  we  should  think,  without  these  indications,  that 
the  President  would  part  with  few  of  us  without  much  re- 
gret, provided  he  himself  could  make  the  selection.  The 
humble  individual  who  now  has  the  honor  to  address  you, 
has  been  more  than  once  honored  with  a  hint  of  that  sort 
from  that  source.  Now,  ur,  I  will  embrace  this  oppor- 
tunity to  return  to  the  Presiident  my  respectful  compli- 
ments, and  inform  him  that  1  have  hiis  proposition — ^tbat  I 
should  resign-^under  profound  consideration.  But  as 
there  are  several  important  matters,  legislative  and  exe- 
cutive, not  yet  acted  on,  in  which  he  may  feel  a  deep  in- 
terest, and  which  may  require  the  aid  and  assistance  of  all 
his  friends,  I  shall  postpone  the  proposition  of  resignation 
until  I  shall  have  rendered  him  all  the  service  in  my  power 
upon  these,  and  then  sliall  resume  it,  and  give  It  all  the 
respectful  attention  which  is  due  to  the  high  source  from 
whence  it  proceeds. 

From  the  same  source,  the  official  and  its  satellites,  an 
attempt  might  be  made  to  undermine  the  Senate,  by  dis-' 
robing  it  of  its  executive  powers,  and  limiting  the  tenure 
of  the  office.     The  post  office  and  the  press  mielitbe 
made  to  combine  theu*  corrupt  and  corrupting  influence 
to  impress  upon  the  public  tliat  this  tribunal  is  an  aristo- 
cracy, throwing  its  influence  against  the  people  and  their 
President.     Might  not  demagogues  and  pensioned  parti- 
sans, through  such  a  press  as  we  now  have,  patronized 
and  subsidized  as  it  now  is,  excite  a  popular  odium  against 
the  Senate?  and  might  not  the  people,  forgetting  that  it 
was  established  to  save.  the.  small  States  from  the  eflfect  of 
the  popular  will,  combine  to  break  it  down^  and  thus  de- 
stroy ti)e  powers  of  the  States,  and  establish  a  consolidated 
Government,  which  would  very  soon  end  in  a  despotism? 
And  is  this  all  hypothetical?  Is  it  not  rather  a  reality  ?  The 
Senator  from  Tennessee  is  in  an  error,  if  he  supposes  that 
the  editor  of  the  New  York  Enquirer  was  the  first  who  pro- 
posed to  prune  tlie  Senate.  Much  as  I  reprobate  any  propo* 
iition,  from  any  quarter,  to  rob  this  Senate  of  the*  powers 
granted  to  it  by  the  constitution,  I  would  scarcely  join  him 
m  considering  such  a  proposition  very  seriously,  when  com- 
ing from  such  a  source.  The  editor  of  that  paperxould  not, 
I  think,  excite  an^  alarm  on  any  subject.     He  is  pretty 
well  known  in  this  city,  being  the  same  valorous  gentle- 
man who  came  all  the  way  on  from  New  York  to  Wash- 
ington to  fight «  and  when  he  got  here  he  thought  he  4uLd 
-»"  better  not*' — and  so  he — went  back  again !     Had  that 
been  the  only  paper  which  had  proposed  to  demolish  the 
Senate,  the  proposition  would  not  have  cost  me  a  single 
tiiought-    No,  sir,  it  was  '*  the  official"  here-^the  organ 
of  tlie  administration — the  *'  by  authority"  which,  imme- 
diately after  the  rejection  of  the  minister  to  England,  pro- 
posed to  take  from  the  Senate  all  executive  power,  and 
reduce  their  term  to  two  instead  of  six  years-     Suppose, 
further,  that  individual  members,  from  their  unyielding, 
uncompromising  spirit,  should  become,  peculiarly  oiTen* 
sive  to  the  President.  Let  his  editors,  in  their  own  States, 
taking  their  cue  from  his  organ  here,  enlist  all  the  minions 
of  power  Iknd  slaves  of  party  to  assail  and  break  them 
down — and  let  this  machinery  be  put  in  operation  while 
these  Senators  are  here  performing  thei;*  duties,  and  in  no 
condition  to  defend  tliemselves,  is  it  probable  that  the 
fairest  and  most  honest  could  stand  the  shock?    Neither 
is  this  hypothetical.    I  ask  honorable  Senators  who  hear 
me,  if  they  have  not  been  thus  singled  out  and  assailed 
under  precisely  the  same  circumstances. 

Not  an  individual  who  voted  to  reiect  tlie  minister  to 
England,  but  has  been  wantonly  assailed  bv  every  pension- 
ed press  in  the  Union.  They  have  called,  thev  have  ad- 
rertiaed  for  "  public  indignation,"  and  so  louoly  and  in- 
cessantly, that  some  of  their  editors  have  refused  to  pub- 
lish any  more  advertisementa  for  * 'public  indignation,"  ""^ 
lest  they  eoul^  .be  paid  for  it. 


un- 


Imagine,  once  more,  tliat  another  permanent  institution 
— ^tbe  Supreme  Court,  should  become  obnoxious — that  it 
had  deciaed  in  favor  of  personal  liberty,  and  to  snatch  the 
victim  from  Executive  vengeance,  and  thereby  ^ould 
place  the  President  in  this  dilemma,  to  liberate  the  citizen 
incarcerated,  or  refuse  to  execute  the  laws,  and  thus  vio- 
late his  oath  of  office;  what  could  screen  him  from  public 
detestation  but  a  corrupt  and  subsidized  press?    And  is 
this,  toS,  a  supposition,  an  imagination,  a  dream?  No  such 
thingi  it  is  a  sad  reality.^    In  a  late  case,  when  a  conflict 
existed  between  the  United  States  and  Georgia,  and  where 
the  Supreme  Court  decided  that  a  citizen  waa  deprived  of 
his  liberty  by  that  State,  against  the  laws  and  constitution 
of  the  United  States,  the  neglect  and  refusal  of  the  Presi- 
dent to  liberate  him.  was  justified  by  a^^Hng  the  court 
through  a  v^nal  and  corrupt  press.     The  New  Hamp- 
shire Patriot,  once  edited  by  a  member  of  this  Senate, 
publishes  '*  a  letter  from  Washington,"  stating  that  this 
decision  originated  in  political  machinery;  that  two  hon- 
orable Senators  had  entered  into  a  conspiracy  with  a  Mar- 
shall, a  Story,  and  others,  that  this  decision  should  be 
made  for  party  effect;  and,  nnce  that  time»  the  venerable 
and  unequalled  judges  of  that  high  court  have  beensimul- 
taneojusly  denounc^  tliroughout  the  Union,  in  the  ad-  , 
ministration  papers,  as  dotards  and  political  intriguers. 
The  public  mind,  thus  perverted  and  corrupted  by  news- 
papers bearing  an  official  impress— even  thia  permanent 
tribunal,  the  aheet^inchor  of  tne  constitution,  the  people's 
last  hope*  loses  all  its  efficacy,  and  becomes  worse  than 
useless.  A  law,  or  treaty,  or  even  the  constitution  itself^  is 
expounded  by  the  only  earthly  tribunal  diat  has  tlie  right 
to  expound  it;  and  yet  the  President  refiises  to  execute 
the  principle,  thus  sanctioned,  under  the  panoply  of  a  pri- 
vileged, corrupted  press.     Sir,  jrour.  President  here  as- 
sumes, nay,  usurps,  both  legislative  and  judicial  powers. 
He  repeals  a  law,  and  reverses  a  judicial  decinon  by  re- 
fusing to  execute  the  law  as  adiudicated.     The  President 
and  his  press  huve  interpolated  a  new  principle  into  our 
system  of  jGc^ernment,  that  he  is  the  ultimate  legislative 
and  judicial  tribunal  upon  all  pre-existing  lawa^  treaties 
and  construction  of  the  constitution,  and,  by  his  aovereign 
will,  he  can  annul  them  all  at  a  breath. 

Sir,  to  eniLble  us  to  guard,  in  some  measure,  against  po- 
litical heresies  like  these,  let  us  have  this  small  protect 
tion,  this  opportunity  to  circulate  our  truths  in  the  same 
channels  with,  your  errors,  and  upon  the  same  terms. 
You  will  have  infinitely  the  advantage  of  us,  after  all.  But 
yield  this  little — give  us  these  weapons,  small  as  they  are, 
and  with  our  five  smooth  stones  irojn  the  brook  in  our 
ahepherd'a  bag^  and  our  sling  in  our  hand,  we  will  ven- 
ture to  go  forth  and  pneet  yo}iT  man  of  Gath,  though  *<  hia 
stature  be  six  cubits  and  a  span,  and  the  staff  of  hia  spear 
be  like  a  weaver's  beam." 

But  a  union  of  the  post  office  and  the  press,  to  make,  it 
efficient,  must  be  nuiintained  at  no  small  expense.  Not 
wealth  alone,  but  honor,  too,  most  constitute  its  reward. 
It  is  not  to  be  pacified  with  promises  merely,  nor  will  it 
long  be  made  (o  subsist  upon  *'  liope  deferred."  It  must 
be  seen  and  well  understood  that  here  is  ^e  high  road  to 
office.  'I'he  editor  and  postmaster,  who  has  long  been 
faithful,  expects  his  pay,  and  is  not  to  be  disappointed.  If 
the  Senate  reject  him  once,  try  him  again — wait,  watch, 
and  the  moment  there  is  a  prospect,  renominate  him,  or 
circumvent  the  Senate  by  appointing  him  in  the  recess. 
At  any  rate,  reward  him.  Patronage  thus  extended,  not 
only  in  money,  but  in  office,  too,  wiU  secure  a  corps  edito- 
rial, ready  at  a  moment  to  execute  any  purpose  which 
ambition  or  tyrani^«  or  both,  may  desire. 

When  these  indications,  nay,  proofs,  of  the  corruption 
of  every  source  and  avenue  of  information  were  seen,  tlie 
people  turned  their  eyes  to  the  Senate  for  correction  and 
r^ress.  We  have  taken  our  stand,  time  after  time,  but 
we  have  been  often,  too  often,  vanquiahed.     Still,  1  trust. 
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we  are  not  Mibdued.  There  is  a  recuperative  energy 
here,  which  may  yet  withstand  the  combined  efforts  of 
both  the  executive  and  the  popular  branch.  The  people, 
uninfluenced  by  Executive  fawning,  and  the  press  un- 
pledged and  unprivileged,  are  standing  forth  to  sustain 
the  Senate.  Give  us  (we  ask  it  not  for  our  own  sakes, 
but  in  behalf  of  the  States  for  whom  we  speak)  some 
chance — an  equal  one  we  do  not  expect.  Tax  not  our 
communications  with  each  other,  oOr  interchange  of 
thoughts  and  opinions,  when  yours  are  all  free.  If  you 
hold  exclusively  the  purse  and  the  sword,  and  the  legis- 
lative, executive,  ana  judicial  powers,  let  us  participate 
in  the  sources  of  information,  when  all  the  channels  are 
^ours.  You  cannot  long  succeed  in  guarding  the  doors  of 
information.  This  age,  and  especiuly  this  people,  will 
not  endure  a  licensed  instruction,  formed  and  nshioned 
by  their  rulers  to  perpetuate  power.  They  will  not  long 
consent  to  be  trammelled  or  hoodwinked.     The  time  wiU 

'  come  when  that  which  they  now  ask  only,  they  will  pe- 
remptorily demand. 

But  the  Senator  fi^m  Tennessee,  instead  of  discusAng 
the  question  of  the  repeal  of  the  postage,  goes  into  an 
elaborate  defence  of  the  Post  Office  Departipent.  He 
takes  this  occasion  to  give  us  an  appendix  to  his  defence 
of  his  friend  Mr.  Barry,  n^hlch  he  attempted  last  winter. 
He  seems  to  be  conscious  that  that  defence  was  a  hme  one; 
and  I  confess  I  cannot  perceive  that  this  is  tttuch  better. 
He  asks,  with  an  air  of  triumph,  why  do  not  you  prosecute 
the  inquiry  which  was  then  institnted?  Now  this  is  more 
than  1  expected.  What!  why  do  not  we  prosecute  the  in- 
quiry? Pray,  sh*,  who  was  it  that  stifled  that  inquiry  > 
The  Senator  himself  This  is,  in  brief,  the  history  of 
that  transaction.  On  the  15th  of  December,  1830,  a  re^ 
solution  for  inquiring  into  the  whole  affairs  of  that  depart- 
ment was  offered  by  my  friend  from  Delaware,  [Mr. 
CtATToir,}  which  was  adopted;  a  committee  was  appoint- 
ed, consisting  of  Messrs.  Cla^rton,  <>rundy,  Woodbury, 
Hendricks,  and  myself— a  majori^  particularly  friendly 
to  the  Postmaster  General.  We  met,  and  proceeded  in 
the  execution  of  our  commission,  but  found  it  necessary 
to  have  power  to  send  for  persons  and  papers,  which,  on 
the  28th  of  January,  1831,  the  Senate  granted  us.  With 
this  full  power  to  execute  this  very  broad  commission,  we 
proceeded.  But  on  the  examination  of  Abraham  Bradley, 
a  witness,  I  put  this  question:     **  Was  yon  removed  firom 

'  office;  if  so,  when;  and,  if  you  know,  for  what  cause  or 
causes?"  This  was  objected  to,  and  a  majority  of  the 
committee  voted  to  adjourn,  to  take  time  to  consider. 
That  the  removals  from  office  Were  clearly  within  the 
scope  of  our  commission,  no  mortal  could  doubt.  But  we 
adjourned,  and  on  the  3d  of  February,  and  before  the 
committee  had  held  another  meeting,  and  without  the  least 
notice  of  such  an  intention,  that  Senator  offered  a  reso- 
lution to  the  Senate,  restricting  this  inquiry,  and  declaring 
"that  the  committee  were  not  authorized  to  call  before 
them  persons  who  have  been  dismissed  from  the  post 
office,  in  order  to  ascertain  the  cause  of  their  removal." 
This  resolution,  the^most  extraordinary  thing  that  was  ever 
placed  on  a  legislative  journal,  did  not  deny  the  right  of  in- 
quiring into  the  causes  of  removals,  but  seemed  to  imply 
t&at  the  persons  removed  were  incompetent  witnesses,  ft 
was  afterwards  modified  so  as  to  inhibit  all  inquiry  into 
the  causes  of  removals,  presenting  the  question  of  the 
Postmaster  General's  irresponsibUity  to  the  Senate  direct- 
ly before  us.  The  resolution  elicited  much  discussion. 
It  was  advocated  by  the  mover,  (the  present  SecreUry 
of  the  Navy,)  and  the  present  Secretary  of  State;  and 
opposed  by  the  minority  of  the  committee.  Hitherto,  the 
doctrine  of  irresponnbility  had  been  limited  to  the  Presi- 
dent; now,  it  was  extended  to  the  chief  of  a  department. 
It  was  urged  that  by  this  inquiry  w^  might  discover  im- 
peachable matter,  which,  as  a  high  court  oHmpeachment, 
We  might  be  called  to  try,  and  mt  we  must  be  restrained 


in  ouf  legi^tive  duties,  lest  they  might  conflict  with  those 
which  were  judicial.  It  was  answered  and  urged  that 
the  constitution  of  the  Senate  was  such  that  it  would 
have  leg^lative,  executive,  and  judicial  duties  to  perform; 
and  that  it. was  its  duty  to  meet  them  as  they  occurred, 
and  not  to  shrink  from  the  execution  of  one,  lest  it  might 
conflict  with  the  fair  exercise  of  the  others;  that  any  other 
construction  would  afford  an  apology  for  never  acting  it 
all;  that  in  the  exercisfe  of  our  executive  powers,  in  every 
case  where  an  officer  was  nominated  for  another  or  higher 
office,  the  Senate  must  inquire  into  matters  whicli  may  be 
impeachable,  or  not  examine  his  character  or  quslificationi 
at  all.  Whether  the  general  principle  or  the  particular 
case  excited  so  much  sensibility  about  impeachable  mat- 
ter, certain  it  is,  that,  from  this  consideration  chiefly,  the 
resolution  forbidding  all  inquiry  into  the  causes  of  re- 
movals  by  the  Postmaster  General  passed  twenty-four  to 
twenty-one,  and' thus  the  committee  were  given  to  unde^ 
stand  that  they  were  not  to  search  fof  any  act  of  this  offi- 
cer for  which  he  might  be  impeached!  No  matter  what 
abuses  or  frauds  there  were  wnich  might  need  correction 
by  legislative  enactment,  we  were  fbrbidden  to  find  them 
Out,  lest  thereby  we  should  disqualify  ourselves  as  judges. 
Thus  an  inquiry  into  all  the  concerns  of  the  department 
was  limited  to  an  examination  into  almost  nothing.  The 
Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  LmvosToir]  took  the  lead 
in  this  doctrrne  of  inviolability,  and  he  was  translated  to 
the  head  of  the  State  Department!  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  [Mr.  Woonavar]  urged  it  with  profound  de- 
votion, and  defended  the  Postmaster  GenenA  against  all 
charges  before  he  had  examined  any  of  them,  and  he  was 
translated  to  the  head  of  the  Navy  Department  The 
Senator  from  Tennessee,  last,  though  not  least,  did,  from 
the  first,  stick  to  his  friend,  even  closer  than  a  brother, 
and  he  was  translated— nowhere.  Sir,  it  is  not  fair.  But 
there  might  have  been  a  cause  why  he  was  not  also  re- 
warded, mwing  out  of  a  subsequent  transaction.  An 
after  disclosure,  to  which  he  in  some  measure  contributed, 
might  have  been  the  ground  of  discrimination  in  favor  of 
the  others.  It  wHl  be  recollected  that  an  inquiry  had 
been  made  of  the  amount  of  additional  compensation  made 
by  the  present  Postmaster  General  to  contractors  for 
carrying  the  mail,  and  that  very  late  in  the  last  session  an 
answer  was  returned,  by  which  it  appeared  that  Mr.  Brad- 
ley, after  Mr.  McLean's  resignation,  was  acting  Postmaster 
General  one  month  before  Mr.  Barry  took  charge  of  the 
office,  and  that,  during  that  period,  he  (Bradley)  had 
made  in  foTty-nine  instances  extra  allowances  to  con- 
tractors to  the  amount,  in  the  whole,  of  $42,000.  Bradle; 
had  complained  to  the  President  that  these  allowances 
were  illegal,  and  were  made  by  Barry,  and  he  had  sworn 
to  the  same  thing  before  the  committee.  He^wss  then 
shown  'the  official  report  of  Barry,  in  which  they  were 
charged  upon  hiok  He  still  denied  the  truth  of  the  re- 
port] and,  upon  examination,  it  was  found  thst  in  thirty- 
six  of  Uie  forty-nine  cases  some  name  had  been  erased,  and 
Bradley's  inserted.  Upon  this  contradiction,  and  these 
strange  appearances,  it  became  necessary  to  ascertain 
how  the  fact  stood,  and  that  Senator  and  myself  were  ap- 
pointed a  sub>commtttee  to  go  to  the  department  and  ex- 
amine the  officers  and  the  books.  We  did  so,  and  found 
that  Bradley  was  right;  that  the  report  had  originally 
contained  the  name  of  Barry,  who  did  make  the  allow- 
ances, and  by  some  role,  or  legerdemain,  of  a  certain 
Obadkh  Brown,  a  clerk,  the  whole  thing  had  been  change 
ed,  and  these  extra  and  chiefly  illegu  allowances  had 
been  taken  from  Barry  and  shouldered  off  upon  poor 
Bradley.  That  Senator  Mmself  was  present  at  the  ex- 
amination, and  witnessed  the  manner  in  which  1  recurred 
to  the  original  enti7,  and  detected  the  error.  It  was  so 
clear  that  it  was  admitted  by  all  present,  and  the  only 
apology  attempted  to  be  made  for  it  was  that  '*it  was  an 
innocent  nnstake."    nese  erasures  were  involved  in  a 


897 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


898 


Mat  4^  1832.] 


Poaiageg  and  the  Post  Office, 


[SXVATX. 


mass  of  documents  sent  in  at  the  close  of  the  session,  and 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Post  Office  Committee,  of 
which  that  Senator  was  chairman,  and  there  kept  until 
the  session  had  almost  expired,  before  they  came  to  the 
hands  of  our  committee.     So  g^ss  and  palpable  were 
these  erasures, that  the  Postmaster  General  and  his  friends 
were  confounded,  and  did  not  even  pretend  to  justify  the 
act.     The  lame,  extremely  lame  apology,  that  this  was  the 
mistake  of  the  subordinate  clerks,  was  done  away  entirely 
by  the  fiict  that  these  clerks  who  prepared  the  abstracts 
reported  to  the  Senate,  made  them  out  right,  with  Barry's 
name  as  the  author  of  the  allowances,  and  it  was  by  high- 
er authority  that  the  right  name,  **  Barry,"  was  erased, 
and  the  wrong  one,  **  Bradley,"  inserted.     This  charge 
of  $42,000  of  extra  allowances  in  a  single  moBth«   if 
justly  fixed  upon  Bradley,  would  have  been  quite  a  suffi- 
cient cause  for  his  removal.     But  Bradley  was  not  guilty. 
This  fraudulent  paper  calculated,  and,  as  he  thought,  in- 
tended, to  cast  the  charge  upon  him  most  unjustly,  had 
been  ordered  to  be  printed.     Bradley  petitioned  the  Se- 
nate that  this  order  should  be  rescinded,  as  the  publication 
of  a  fidse  charge  upon  him,  under  the  sanction  of  the 
Senate,  would  destroy  his  reputation.     Upon  this  petition 
there  was  a  discussion,  and  the  whole  of  the  transaction 
was  exposed,  and  the  Senate,  without  a  division,  rescind- 
ed the  order  to  publish. 

Thus  stood  Mr.  Barry  at  the  end  of  the  last  session;  the 
investigation  just  commenced;  the  committee  forbidden  to 
inquire  into  anything  which  ihight  amount  to  impeachable 
matter;  a  fortuitous  development  of  a  fradd,  which,  if 
coupled  with  the  intent  which  the  fict  would  imply,  was  s^ 
high  misdemeanor,  an  impeachable  offence.  The  Presi- 
dent had  seen  aH  this,  but  had  instituted  nO  inquiry.  The 
Postmaster  General  liimself  had  not  requested  or  intimated 
a  wish  for  an  investigation  by  him  or  either  House  of 
Congress;  and  now,  when  it  is  so  late  in  the  session,  that 
his  ^iend  is  safe  from  any  final  result,  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  asks,  why  we  do  not  pursue  the  inquiry!  If 
such  an  investigation,  thus  shackled  and  thus  broken  off, 
at  so  critical  a  moment,  has  purified  this  officer,  the  Lord 
have  mercy  on  the  impure. 

But  Barry  took  another  course  to  purify  himself;  he 
employed  the  very  machinery  of  which  we  liave  been 
speaking — a  pensioned  press.     Instead  of  calling  on  the 
President  to  institute  an  inquiry,  or  resorting  to  a  judicial 
tribunal  to  manifest  his  innocence,  he  resorts  to  the  offi- 
cial; and  no  sooner  are  the  backs  of  the  Senators  turned 
upon  him,  tlian  the  department  prepares  an  ex  parit  de- 
fence, consisting  chiefly  of  denunciations  of  the  witness 
Bradley,  and  the  minority  of  the  committee;  charging  the 
chairman,  myself  and  Bi*adley,  as  conspirators  against 
him,  abusing  and  scandalizing  members  of  a  committee 
of  tliis  Senate  for  attempting  to  perform  a  duty  assigned 
them;  and  this  libel,  I  presume,  was  published  in  the 
same  Globe  of  which  Shadrach  Pcnn  boasted  he  had  re- 
published '<  two  bushels  in  one  day;"  and  it  would  be 
well  to  know  whether  the  pay  for  this  does  not  consti- 
tute part  of  the  22,600  dollars  wliich  Shadrach  has  already 
received  for  printing  for  tlie  department. 

A  principal  consideration  which  should  induce  this  re- 
peal is,  that  no  paper  has  ever  been  able  to  sustain  itself 
at  the  seat  of  Government  without  the  patronage  of  Go- 
vernment.    It  will,  consequently,  be  always  the  case,  tliat 
tl),  or  nearly  all,  which  goes  from  this  city,  will  g^  through 
A  protected  or  pensioned  press.     This  repeal  may  enable 
a  press  here  to  sustain  itself  without  the  further  patron- 
age nf  the  Fedend  Government.     The  people  may  obtain, 
by  tliis,  one  newspaper  from  this  place,  which  will  fear- 
lessly speak  the  truth,  regardless  of  the  frowns  or  smiles 
*«f  power.     Suppose  it  to  be  a  party  or  opposition  paper, 
«iU  an  honest  and  patriotic  administration  shrink  from  a 
^rce  investigation,  or  be  unwilling  that  the  people  shall 
^ear  boUi  sides?     We  shall  always  hear  the  cause  of  every 

Vojt.  Vlll.— 57 


administration  well  pleaded,  for  it  will  always  have  able 
advocates  with  liberal  fees,  and  whose  whole  livingi, 
indeed,  depend  upon  tlie  success  of  their  cause.  Why, 
then,  are  we  not  to  hear  the  other  nde?  Is  your  present 
administration  afraid  of  the  truth? 

It  may  sometimes  occur,  I  admit,  that  a  Government 
printer  may  use  his  influence  against  his  patrons.  Such 
independence  and  self-devotion,  however,  is  scarcely  to 
be  expected,  and,  if  it  occurs,  it  would  not  long  be  tole- 
rated. Green,  to  be  sure,  did  get  into  the  habit  of  speak- 
ing the  truth;  and  though  the  administration  has,  for  this, 
discharged  him,  he  still  is  printer  to  Congress.  Yet  this 
is  scarcely  an  exception,  inasmuch  as  it  is  not  quite  certain 
that  Green  has  turned  against  a  majority  of  Conje^ess,  but 
it  is  rather  more  probable  that  he  and  Congress  have  both 
turned  against  the  administration. 

The  Senator  from  Temiessee  complaint  that  the  repeal 
of  postage  commences  so  soon  as  the  tst  of  July.  And 
why  not  ?  If  the  tax  is  an  unnecessary  burden,  the  sooner 
it  18  repealed  the  better.  This  period  was  probably 
selected  as  it  is  at  the  close  of  a  quarter,  and  would,  there- 
fore, create  no  inconvenience  in  settling  the  accounts. 
The  Senator  very  modestly  proposes  to  postp|one  it  until 
January,  that  is,  until  afler  tae  next  Presidential  election. 
But  there  is  not  a  little  danger  that  it  will  then  be  too 
late.  Give  public  opinion  a  wrong  direction  until  after 
another  election  of  President,  and  there  is  very  little  hope 
that  you  can  ever  correct  it,  or  restore  It  to  what  it  was, 
and  always  should  be. 

An  election  of  President,  and  Executive  encroachments, 
usurpation,  and  prodigality,  concealed  from  the  people  by 
a  control  of  the  press — and,  I  ask,  have  the  ])eople  a  fab* 
chance  ?  Does  either  House  maintain  its  dignity  or  its  pri- 
vileges, it  is  assailed  by  a  subsidized  press.  Does  this 
Senate  deliberate  before  it  yields  its  obedience  to  Execu- 
tive  will,  there  are  not  wanting  individuals  who  enjoy  the 
hospitality  of  these  walls,  to  pervert  its  act  and  arraign  its 
motives,  through  this  press.  Is  a  minister  rejected  by  the 
Senate  for  humbling  the  nation  at  the  foot  of  a  British 
throne,  the  Pi'csident's  corps  editorial  starts  simultane- 
ously, and,  with  coincidental  patriotism,  advertises  for 
public  indignation  at  the  atrocity  of  a  refractory  Senate. 
Does  the  judiciary  venture  to  perform  its  duty  regardless 
of  the  Executive  will,  the  Presidential  corps  is  let  loose 
to  hunt  it  down.  Is  your  Postmaster  General  cliarged 
with  official  acts,  which,  if  proved,  would  j"ender  him  un- 
worthy of  confidence,  in  the  midst  of  the  inquiry  he  ap- 
peals to  the  pubKc  through  a  partisan  official  newspaper, 
and  scandalizes  every  one  who  has  liad  any  concern  with 
the  inquiry.  Thus  the  chief  and  his  chiefs,  covered  with 
the  aegis  of  irresponsibility,  and  sustained  and  fortified  by 
holding  the  source  and  channels  of  information,  can  aa- 
vance,  do,  and  maintain,  any  thing,  every  thing.  There 
is  nothing  political,  moral,  or  religious,  which  might  not 
be  successfully  assailed  and  demolished. 

Sir,  the  Senator  himself  seems  to  apprehend  the  ap- 
proach of  evil  days,  but  -trusts  that  some  American  Cato 
will  come  fortli  in  our  defence.  But  this  recurrence  to 
Gato  is  a  most  unfortunate  reminiscence^-**  A  Senator  of 
Rome,  while  Roltae  survived,"  Cato  was  all  that  a  Roman 
Senator  should  be.  But  what  could  Cato,  indeed,  what 
could  a  whole  Roman  Senate,  do,  af^er  Cscsar's  arm  had 
prostrated  in  the  dust  the  Temple  of  Liberty  ?  Cato's  un^ 
yielding  virtue  and  uncompromising  patriotism  were  ex- 
erted too  late.  He  had,  to  be  sure,  pointed  at  the  cloud 
which  was  gathering  beyond  the  Rubicon,  and  warned  the 
Senate  that  it  would  one  day  burst  upon  the  city,  to 
the  destruction  of  their  liberty;  but  they  viewed  it  at  a 
distance,  regardless  of  the  danger.  The  plausible,  suc- 
cessful, ambitious  Czsar  pressed  on  to  the  accomplish- 
ment of  his*  object.  «  Pharsalia  g^ve  him  Rome— Egypt 
had  next  received  his  yoke — ^and  the  whole  Nile  was  Cae- 
sar's. "     What  could  Cato  do  >    What  did  he  do?    He  held 


899 


GALES  Si,  SEATON'S  REGISTER 


900 


Sbitatx.] 


Bank  Meport.-^Stquhtn  Pkatanion.'-Post  Office. 


[Mat  r,  1832. 


out  to  the  Ust,  and  then  took  himself  off.  Would  the  Se- 
nator carry  the  parallel  further?  The  tragipal  death  of 
Cato  was  succeeded  by  the  more  tragical  assassination  of 
Cxsar.  The  spectre  in  the  dream,  who  promised  to  meet 
Brutus  at  Philippi,  had  too  fatally  fulfilled  her  promise. 
The  triumvirate  had  met,  and  parcelled  out  the  empire, 
and  each  had  his  proscription  list  allowed,  and  the  streets 
of  Rome  flowed,  consequently,  with  her  richest  blood. 
M|u*k  Antony  had  been  subdued  chiefly  by  the  charms 
of  a  woman.  Octarius,  left  without  a  rival,  reformed  the 
Senate,  and  with  them  subdued  the  people,  and  then  be- 
came **  Caesar  Augustus"  their  master. 

Is  this  parallel  prophetic?  Is  the  time  comine  when  we 
shall  have  our  Cato,  our  Caesar,  our  Brutus,  and  the  catas- 
trophe, and  pur  triumvirate  with  the  proscription  and  par- 
tition? Are  we  to  have  our  Pharsalia  and  Philippi?  Is 
^e  last  rival  to  find  an  Actium  here?  And,  at  last,  is  some 
American  Octavius  to  modify  this  body  to  his  liking,  and, 
with  a  Senate  at  his  heels,  subdue  the  people  and  become 
our  Augustus?  Surely,  sir,  the  allusion  to  Cato,  and  the 
signs  of  the  times,  induce  thoughts  not  very  exhilarating, 
and  I  therefore  will  not  indulge  in  further  reflections 
awakened  by  that  Senator^s  allusion.  Let  us  do  all  we 
can  to  preserve  the  sources  and  channels  of.  instruction 
correct.and  pure,  that  the  people  may  understand  their 
rights,  and  know  how  to  presei*ve  them,  and  leave  the 
event  to  Him  who  rules  the  destinies  of  nations. 

[The  above  remarks  were  delivered*  in  portions^  on 
three  different  dty%  but  are  given  l^erc  entire.] 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  Monday. 

Mo2U>AT,  Mat  7. 
BANK  REPORT. 


The  Senate  took  up  a  resolution  submitted  by  Mr.  Bsir 
Toir  some  days  ago^  to  print  —  copies  of  the  report  of 
the  committee  appointed  by  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives to  proceed  to  Philadelphia  and  investigate  the  affairs 
of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BENTON  then  moved  to  fiU  the  first  blank  with 
the  number  5,000. 

Mr.  BROWN  spoke  of  the  great  importance  of  the  re- 
port, and  tlie  necessity  of  supplying  the  people  with  it 

The  question  was  then  put,  and  the  motion  for  5,000 
was  negatived— ^yeas  ^6,  nays  19. 

Mr.  BENTON  then  moved  the  number  3,000. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  said  that  he  would  assign  as  a  rea- 
son for  his  voting  against  5,000,  that  he  regarded  the  re- 
port as  involving  no  great  principle  whatever.  He  thought 
that  its  facts  and  details  were  ot  a  nature  to  render  them 
unimportant  in  a  public  point  of  view.     As  to  the  parti- 
cular administration  of  the  affairi  of  the  bank,  the  stock- 
holders had,  in  his  opinion,  much  more  interest  in  that 
matter  than  the  people.     The  examination  seemed  to  be  < 
little  else  than  an  investigation  of  private  accounts  kept  in 
the  institution.     What  was  it  to  the  public  whether  a  hun- 
dred or  a  thousand  dollars  was  lent  to  a  mams^eturer,  oi 
to  a  merchant,  or  even  to  a  printer.    Not  a  single  good 
principle  was  spread  through  the  report,  and  he  knew  no 
sufficient  reason  for  subjecting  the  country  to  the  heavy 
expense  of  this  printing  of  an  extra  number. .    He  was  wil- 
ling that  so  many  sliould  be  printed  as  was  necessary  for 
Uie  use  of  the  Senate,  but  he  could  not  conceive  of  any 
practical  good  which  would  result  from  the  circulation  of 
an   extraordinary    number.     He  should  therefore  vote 
ftgainst  3,000. 

Mr.  EWlf^G  said  that  he  had  no  great  objection  to  the 
report  going  abroad.  But  he  thought  it  might ybe  the 
proper  course  to  refer  it,  in  the  firstplace,  to  the  commit- 
tee on  the  subject^  and  also  that  the  counter  reports  should 
be  presented.  It  appeared  that,  although' this  report 
Wtnt  abroad  as  the  report  of  a  majority,  there  were  three 


members  of  the  committee  against  it,  and  three  in  its  fa* 
vor,  and  the  other  member  had  declared  tliat  his  acquiesc- 
ence was  not  in  consequence  of  his  concurrence  in  all 
the  views  of  ^e  report  So  that,  in  fact,  the  coromittee 
were  divided  half  and  half.  There  was  also  a  counter  re- 
port expected,  which  it  was  desirous  to  append.  He  saw 
there  was  a  distinction  between  the  report,  and  the  report 
and  documenU.  He  thought  that  none  of  the  report 
should  go  abroad,  unaccompanied  by  the  documents.  As 
the  chairman  of  tlieir  committee  was  now  absent,  be  would 
move  to  lay  the  resolution  on  the  table. 

The  question  was  put  on  this  motion,  and  decided  in  the 
affirmative — ^yeas  21,  nays  15. 

STEPHEN  PLEASANTON. 

The  bill  for  the  relief  of  Stephen  Pleasanton  [Fifth' Au- 
ditor of  the  Treasury,  making  him  an  allowance  for  extra 
services,  in  acting  as  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury]  was  then 
read  a  third  time;  and  on  the  question  of  its  passage,  the 
yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  on  the  call  of  Mr.  MATICY* 

The  passage  of  the  bill  was  opposed  in  some  obserra- 
tions  from  Mr.  MARCY,  Mr.  SMITH,  and  Mr.  BUCK- 
NER;  and  advocated  by  Mr.  GRUNOY,  Mr.  FRELING- 
HUYSEN,  Mr.  CLAYTON,  and  Mr.  WHITE. 

[It  was  contended  by  tlie  opponents  of  the  bill  IhatUicsc 
payments  for  extra  services  was  the  introduction  of  a  new 
pnnciple,  the  adoption  of  which  would  fill  the  Senate 
chamber  wiUi  applicants  for  simitar  recompensci  that  s 
public  officer  receiving  three  thousand  dollars  a  year  was 
bound  to  undertake  any  duties  which  might  be  imposed 
upon  himy  that  the  Third  Auditor  had  performed  a  varie- 
ty of  extraordinary  ^rvices,  and  had  never  called  for  ex- 
traordinary recompense;  and  that  the  applicant,  in  thvs 
case,  performed  these  extra  services  by  means  of  clerks, 
who  were  sufficiently  paid.  On  the  other  side,  the  ground 
taken  was  that  no  man  was  expected  to  perform  more 
than  reasonable  service;  that  it  was  absurd  to  expect  the 
exclusive  devotion  of  all  the  energies  of  soul  and  body  to 
the  purposes  of  the  Governmenl;  that  it  would  be  unrea- 
sonable to  expect  such  devotion  from  members  of  Congre»» 
and  they  had  no  right  to  expect  it  from  others;  that  the 
extra  duties  were  performed  by  the  applicant  when  other 
officers  were  enjoying  the  luxury  of  repose;  that  the  same 
services,  for  which  five  hundred  dollars  a  year  were  by 


this  bill  granted,  had  now  to  be  performed  at  a  cost  of 
more  than  five  thousand  dollars  a  year;  that  the  letters  and 
instructions  issued  by  the  applicant  during  the  ten  yean 
in  which  he  performed  those  duties,  filled  six  thousand 
folio  pages;  and  that  he  had  postponed  his  daim  for  no 
other  rcas(m  than  tlwit  he  would  not  provoke  the  jealousy 
of  other  officers  of  the  Government.  ] 

The  question  on  the  passage  of  the  bill  being  taken,  ^*» 
decided  as  follows* 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Clay,  CU>lon,  I>"^''j>'' 
Ellis, .  Ewing,  Frelinghuysen,  Grundy,  Holmes,  Kniglit, 
Miller,  Naudain,  Poindcxter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Ruggles, 
Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tyler,  Waggaman,  White, 
Wilkins.— 24.  ,  .  . 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Brown,  Buckner,  Foot,  HendncKs, 
Hill,  Marcy,  Moore,  Kobinson,  Smith,  Tipton,  Torolinson. 
—11. 

POST  OFHCE. 

The  Senate  then  i-esumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
to  establish  certain  post  offioesand  post  roads,  and  discon- 
tinue others. 

Mr.  HOLMES  continued  the  observations  which  ne 
commenced  on  Friday,  in  support  of  the  amendment  of- 
fered by  Mr.  Bibb,  to  abolish  the  poatsigeonnewspapersi 
(as  given  above.) 

Before  he  had  finished  his  remarks;,  he  gave  way  to  a 
motion  to  adjourn;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 
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[SXITATS. 


TvESBAT,  Mat  8. 

A  resolution  offered  yesterday  by  Mr.  Foot,  requesting 
the  President  to  cause  to  be  prepared,  and' laid  before  the 
Senate  at  the  coromencement  of  the  next  session,  a  plan 
for  reorganizing  the  Treasury  Department,  so  as  to  Sim- 
plify the  mode  of  settling  accounts,  and  reduce  the  num- 
ber of  clerks,  &c.  was  taken  up,  and  agreed  to. 

PUBLIC  LANDS. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  then  .rose  for  the  purpose  of  carry- 
ing into  effect  the  notice  he  gare  on  Friday  last;  and  mor- 
«f  that  the  Senate  now  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
the  bill  to  provide  for  the  distribution  of  the  proceeds  of 
the  public  lands. 

Mr.  SHrTH  expressed  a  hope  that,  as  the  Senate  was 
nearly  empty,  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey^  would 
postpone  his  motion. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  consented. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  it  appeared  to  him  to  be  very  important 
\hat  the  Senate  should  proceed,  without  further  delay, 
to  the  despatch  of  that  part  of  the  public  business  which 
was  to  be  disposed  of  before  the  adjournment  of  Congress. 
This  was  one  of  those  important  measures  on  which  the 
prompt  action  of  Congress  was  necessary.  There  were 
three  subjects  on  which  Congress  was  bound  to  act-^the 
tariff— 4he  bank — ^and  the  public  lands;  all  these  ought 
to  be  disposed  of  before  the  adjournment.  Of  bis  inten- 
tion to  call  up  to-day  the  bill  now  named,  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Manufactures  had  giren  notice  on  Friday 
laat{  and,  if  he  was  now  to  consent  to  withdraw  his  mo- 
tion, he  lioped  that  he  would  fix*  an  early  day  to  take  it  up 
for  consideration  and  discussion.  He  would  have  wished  to 
see  the  motion  prevail  at  this  time ;  and  he  was  sorry  that  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  was  not  now 
in  his  place.  That  Senator  was  usually  very  punctual  in 
hia  attendance,  and  some  unexpected  circumstance  had 
^oft>ably  detained  him  from  his  seat  this  morning'.  Should 
the  cliairman  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures ,  now 
withdraw  his  motion,  be  hoped  it  wotild  be  accompanied 
by  a  notice  that  he  should  repeat  his  motion  on  to-mor- 
row. He  repeated  his  desire  that  an  early  day  might  be 
appointed  to  go  into  the  subject,  for  the  purpose  of  dis- 
cussion. He  hoped  the  Senate  would  consent  either  to 
take  up  the  subject  of  the  bill  to  reduce  the  duties  on 
imported  articles,  or  the  other  bill,  to  reduce  the  duties 
on  protected  articles.  He  trusted  to  see  the  Senate  show- 
ing a  disposition  to  take  up  these  bills.  He  was  indiffer^ 
ent  MM  to  the  cfrder  in  which  they  might  be  taken  up,  but 
he  hoped  they  would  be  called  up  in  succession. 

There  was  but  little  time  left  to  act  on  these  subjects. 
It  was  almott  imposrible  to  keep  Congress  together  m  the 
warm  weather.  Nearly  six  months  had  elapsed  since  the 
commencement  of  the  session,  and  nothing  had  been  done; 
and,  if  any  member  was  prepared  to  say  what  would  be 
done,  he  must  express  his  own  perfect  ignorance  of  the 
matter.  He  hoped  that  the  Senate  would  take  up  one  of 
the  leading  topics  and  act  on  it,  while  the  House  would 
act  on  another  (  and  thus  the  role  would  be  avoided  of  both 
Houses  acting  on  the  same  subject  at  the  same  time.  He 
expressed  his  willingness  to  sit  five  or  nx  hours  every  day, 
to  get  through  this  business;  and  even  to  sit  on  Saturdays, 
fatigued  as  the  Senate  was  at  the  close  of  the  week,  to  get 
through  the  mass  of  private  bills  which  had  accumulated 
on  their  hands  to  an  alarming  extent,  so  as  to  leave  the 
other  days  of  the  week  free  ror  these  important  subjects. 
Thus  Congress  would  be  able  to  fulfil  the  expectations  of 
the  people,  and  to  bring  to  a  speedy  termination  a  session 
already  extended  to  an  unreasonable  length. 

Mr.  SHI1*H  suggested  the  proprietv  of  fixing  some 
particular  day  when  the  subject  would  be  taken  up  at  13 
o'clock.  If  members  were  not  then  in  their  seats,  the 
fault  would  be  their  own. 

Mr.  ORUNDT  expressed  a  hope  that  these  important 


subjects  would  not  be  called  up  until  the  post  office  bill 
should  be  disposed  of.  As  soon  as  that  was  finished,  and, 
for  fear  of  offending  his  friend  from  Connecticut,  he  would 
also  say,  afler  the  pension  bill  should  be  acted  on,  he 
would  vote  for  takingmp  the  subjects  from  the  Committee 
on  Manufactures. 

.  Mr.  DICKERSON  said  his  only  object  to-day  was  to  as- 
certain whether  the  Senate  would  refer  the  report  of  the 
Committee  on  Manufiustures  to  any  other  committee,  and 
then  to  fix  an  early  day  for  the  consideration  of  the  matter. 
If  the  coming  in  of  gentlemen  should,  to-day,  be  time 
enough  to  g^ve  him  an  opportunity  to  renew  his  motion  to- 
day, he  should  do  so;  but,  if  not,  he  gave  notice  that  he 
should  make  his  motion  to-morrow. 

Mr.  H  AYNE  stated  that  the  best  way  of  expediting  the 
bills  which  were  the  subject  of  consideratiout  was  to  ob- 
serve the  rule  not  to  take  up  the  general  orders  CYcry  day 
until  one  o'clock. '  Had  this  rule  been  stricUy  acted  on 
from  the  commencement,  there  would  have  been  certain- 
ly one-half  of  the  private  docket  extinguished. 

Here  the  conversation  dropped.  % 

The  CHAIR  then  proceeded  to  take  up  the  general  orders 
in  succession. 

The  bill  to  provide  for  the  appointment  of  a  recorder  of 
the  General  Land  Office  coming  up,  was  opposed.  The 
object  of  the  bill  is  to  constitute  an  officer  to  sign  the  land 
patents,  instead  of  requhring  the  signature  of  thePresSdeht 
of  the  United  States,  as  heretofore. 

[The  bill  was  opposed  on  the  ground  that  the  duties 
could  be  performed  by  a  clerk,  it  the  President  was  un- 
able to  go  through  the  patents  with  sufficient  rapidity;  but 
that  it  was  a  dangerous  power  to  place  in  the  hands  of  any 
other  than  the  President,  who  alone  should  have  the 
power  to  transfer  the  eminent  domain.  It  was  alleged,  on 
the  other  side,  that  the  sides  of  lands  had  increased  from 
six  hundred  thousand  dollars  to  three  millions;  that  the 
business  could  not  be  done  without  additional  aid,  and 
that,  whether  the  officers  did  their  duty  or  not,  the  work 
was  not  done.] 

An  amendment  was  moved  by  Mr.  POINDEXTER  to 
insert  the  words — 

'*  And  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  laid  recorder  to  attach 
to  each  patent  a  plat  designating  the  boundaries,  natural 
and  artincial,  of  tbe  land  described  in  the  patent." 

t>n  motion  of  Mr.  POINDEXTER,  the  bill  was  then 
laid  on  the  table. 

NEWSPAPER  POSTAGE. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
to  establish  certain  post  offices  and  post  roads,  and  to  dis- 
continue others.  The  question  being  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  Mr.  Bibb,  to  abolish  the  postage  on  news- 
papers. 

Mr.  HOLMES  concluded  Ids  Remarks  m  fiifor  of  the 
amendment,  (as  given  above.) 

Mr.  GRUNDY  succeeded  in  reply,  and  in  defence  of 
Mr.  Barry's  muiagement  of  the  department. 

Mr.  BIBB  then  commenced  some  observsctiona,  in  wUch 
he  advocated  the  policy  of  his  amendment,  and  insisted 
on  the  ability  of  the  Post  Office  Department  to  sustain  the 
dinunution  of  revenue  which  would  be  occasioned  by  it 
At  the  same  time,  he  defended  the  PosUnAster  General 
from  the  attacks  which  had  been  made  on  his  adminiitra- 
tion  of  the  post  office;  and  passed  a  high  eulogy  on  his 
intellectual  and  moral  worth.  Before  he  had  finished  his 
remarks,  he  gave  way  to  a  motion  to  adjourn. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  POINDEXTBR,  the  Senate  then  ad- 
journed. 

WsunsBAT,  May  9. 

The  bill  for  the  relief  of  John. F.  Lewis  was  then  taken  up, 

[This  was  a  bill  to  refund  the  amount  of  duties  paid  on 

certain  articles  which  were  ordered  before  the  applicant 
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knew  of  tlie  passage  of  the  tariff  of  1838,  and  which  it 
was  too  late  to  countermand,  after  he  possessed  that 
knowledge.] 

Mr.  SILSB££  moved  an  amendment  to  the  bill,  making 
it  so  general  in  its  operation  as  to  cover  some  fifteen  or 
twenty  similar  cases,  comprising  duties  to  tlie  amount  of 
seventy-five  Uiousand  dollars. 

Tlie  amendment  met  with  some  opposition;  and,  on  mo- 
tion of  Mr.  KING,  the  bill  was  laid  on  the  table,  and  the 
amendment  ordered  to  be  printed. 

PUBLIC  LANDS. 

Mr.  DICKERSON,  pursuant  to  the  notice  which  he 
gave  yesterday,  moved  to  take  up  the  bill  to  provide  for 
the  distribution  for  a  limited  term  of  the  proceeds  of  the 
public  lands.  He  stated  that  his  only  object,  at  present, 
was  to  dispose  of  the  pending  motion  of  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  to  refer  the  bill  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Lands.  Should  that  motion  be  negatived,  the  bill  might 
be  taken  up  for  discussion  on  an  early  day  in  the  next  week. 

Mr.  KING  said  he  should  not  have  risen  to  detain  the  Se- 
nate on  this  question,  but  for  a  remark  which  had  fallen 
from  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  when  tlie  subject  was 
before  the  Senate  on  a  former  day.  The  Senator  from 
Kentucky  had  stated  that  he  [Mr.  K.]  had  taken  fire  at 
the  suggestion'  that  this  bill  ought  to  be  brought  up  for 
discussion;  and  that  he  had  denounced  the  report  of  Uie 
Committee  on  Manufactures  as  unfair.  In  making  this 
statement,  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  had  not  done  liim 
justice.  He  certainly  had  not  taken  fire  at  the  suggestion; 
but  he  had  stated  that  he  was  not  prepared  to  act  on  the 
bill,  until  it  should  have  been  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Public  Lands.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  had  also 
charged  him  with  applying  the  term  *'  unfairness"  to  the 
report. 

He  had  stated  that  it  was  calculated  to  make  an  erro- 
neous hnpression  on  the  public  mind,  on  a  subject  which 
was  of  general  importance,  but  which  was  vitaliv  interest- 
ing to  the  State  which  he  represented.  He  had  certainly 
not  intended  to  charge  the  Committee  6n  Manufactures 
with  any  intention  to  circulate  erroneous  opinions;  but 
he  had  considered  that  their  local  situation,  their  peculiar 
habits  of  thinking,  and  their  knowledge  of  the  subject, 
did  not  qualify  them  to  come  to  conclusions,  the  accuracy 
of  which  ought  not  to  be  disputed.  When  h^  had  heard 
this  report  described  by  members  of  the  Senate  as  most 
able,  most  enlightened,  and  most  conclusive,  he  had  only 
asked  that  it  might  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pub- 
lic Lands,  who  were  conversant  with  the  whole  subject, 
for  their  examination,  inasmuch  as  the  Committee  on 
Manufactures  were  less  intimately  acquainted  with  it 
If  the  arguments  were  so  able  that  they  could  not  be  an- 
swered, could  not  be  refuted,  or  proved  to  be  erroneous, 
its  reference  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  could  be 
productive  of  no  ill  effect  on  the  report.  On  the  contrary, 
its  accuracy  would  be  the  more  strongly  established  in  the 
public  mind. 

He  was  not  disposed  to  give  way  to  feeling  in  any  re- 
marks he  might  make  on  this  subject.  His  local  position 
might  justify  him  in  the  exhibition  of  some  feeling,  as  it 
rendered  it  difficult  for  him  to  avoid  it.  He  hoped  the 
Senate  would  not  refuse  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands 
an  opportunity  to  present  the  matter  before  the  coimtiy 
in  such  view  as  they  mtrht  bcheve  to  be  riglit  and  just. 
He  did  not  believe  ^at  toe  Senator  from  Kentucky  would 
refuse  him  this  opportunity.  He  had  no  doubt  that  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures  honestly  entertained  the  views 
which  they  had  spread  through  their  report;  and  that 
tliey  would  not  be  willing  to  siuTer  the  country  to  believe 
that  they  would  shrink  from  an  examination  oi'tliem.  He 
thought  the  Senate  should  not  take  up  the  question  for 
consideration  until  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  should 
have  been  allowed  the  opportunity  to  examine  the  sub- 


ject, and  to  gfive  to  the  Senate  a  written  report  of  their 
opinions.  Why  were  they  not  to  be  allowed  such  oppor- 
tunity? The  Senator  from  Kentucky  had  instructed  the 
Committee  on  Public  I^nds  what  they  might  do,  and  what 
they  ought  to  do.  He  was  obliged  to  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  for  his  instnictions.  But  the  committee  re- 
quired  no  such  light  to  show  them  the  extent  of  their 
powers.  He  was  not  inclined  to  go  back  for  the  purpose 
of  looking  into  the  reasons  for  sending  this  subject  to  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures.  He  understood  it  to  have 
been  for  the  purpose  of  connecting  all  the  subjects  of  a^ 
revenue  character  in  tlie  hands  of  the  same  committee.  It 
had  been  expected  that  the  committee  would  amalgamate 
the  subjects  in  their  report;  instead  of  which,  they  had 
made  three  distinct  reports,  one  on  each  branch  of  the  in- 
quiry. He  saw  that  the  report  was  calculated  to  do  mucK 
mischief.  He  saw  in  it  much  that  was  false  in  reasoning. 
The  immense  calculations  made  o»  the  amount  of  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  sides  of  lands  must  strike  at  once  as  ridiculous. 
There  was  no  discrimination  between  the  qualities  of  the 
lands.  But  he  would  not  here  go  into  any  disciistton  of 
that  matter.  He  hoped  that  an  opportunity  would  be 
given  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  to  present  a  fair 
view  of  the  subject.  Without  meaning  to  impute  unfair- 
ness to  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  he 
could  not  but  regard  it  as  a  one-sided  thing;  and  he  de- 
sired an  opportunity  for  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  to 
present  the  views  on  the  other  side. 

Mr.  CLAY  inquired  if  the  motion  was  to  refer  both  the 
report  and  the  bill,  or  simply  the  bill. 

Mr.  KING  replied  that  he  had  divided  the  question, 
and  confined  the  motion  to  the  reference  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  the  proposition  then  was  to  refer  the 
bill  without  the  report.  He  felt  extremely  happy  to  learn 
that  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  had  determined  to  ex- 
hibit no  reeling  on  this  subject,  but  to  keep  himself  free 
fh)m  all  warmth  or  excitement.  With  equal  truth,  he 
could  declare  that  he  had  none.  This  was  a  great  sub- 
ject of  national  interest,  and,  in  its  consideration,  every 
thing  like  feeling  ought  to  be  eradicated;  every  thing  like 
party  banished  from  the  walls  of  the  Senate.  It  was  a 
subject  interesting,  not  only  to  the  Senate,  and  not  only 
to  tne  people  of  our  time,  but  it  was  one  in  the  well-dis- 
position of  which  posterity "^  would  have  an  interest  for 
hundreds  of  years  to  come. 

The  proposition  now  was  to  refer  the  bill  to  the  Com- 
mittee, on  Public  Lands.  He  must  be  permitted  again  to 
advert  to  the  history  of  tlie  original  reference.  When 
the  proposition  was  made  to  refer  the  matter  to  tlie  Com- 
mittee on  Manufactures,  every  member  of  that  committee 
earnestly  protested  against  such  reference.  The  refer- 
ence, however,  was  ordered  by  the  Senate,  against  the 
wishes  of  the  committee.  The  Senator  firom  Alabama 
was  one  of  the  majority  by  whom  the  reference  was  or- 
dered. The  Committee  on  Manufactures  liad,  at  the 
time,  urged  that  they  were  not  sufficiently  acquainted^ 
nor  familiar,  with  the  subject;  that  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands  were  more  conversant  with  the  subject  in 
all  its  details,  and  that  it  would  be  more  wise  to  refer  it  to 
that  committee.  The  incongruity  of  the  subject  with 
the  duties  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  was  further 
urged,  as  well  as  the  extent  of  business,  and  the  vast  and 
vai'ious  details  of  the  branches  of  manufactures  which  had 
been  committed  to  them.  All,  however,  was  urg^  in 
vain.  The  reference  was  made  to  them,  in  spite  of  every 
thing.  Yet  it  was  now  alleged  that  the  Committee  on 
Manufactures  had  not  suflicient  knowledge  of  the  sub- 
ject. Why  was  not  sufficient  weight  allowed  to  that  ob- 
jection when  the  reference  was  originally  madc^  Wby,  if 
that  committee  were  incompetent  to  i)re5ent  a  project 
having  a  just  bearing  on  the  interests  of  all  the  States— 


whv  was  the  subject  pressed  upon  them?  why  was  not 
weight  allowed  to  the  objection  at  the  proper  time^    It 
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was  very  true  that  most  of  the  Cominittee  on  Manufac* 
tures  had  not,  at  that  time,  the  adequate  knowledg'e.  But 
tile  gentleman  from  Alabama  should  do  them  the  justice 
tobeiieve  that  they  afler>vards  examined  the  subject  in  all 
ttsp]U*ts.  For  one,  he  had  only  foimd  it  necessary  to  re- 
fer to  certain  reports,  and  to  a  few  laws,  to  become  pos- 
sessed of  all  the  necessary  knowledge.  The  committee 
went  into  this  laborious  mvcstig^tion,  and  the  report 
which  has  been  made  is  the  result  of  their  labors.  Had 
any  error  been  detected  in  the  facts  contained  in  the  re- 
port? Had  the  deeds  of  cession  been  incorrectly  cited? 
Had  there  been  erroneous  references  to  the  report  ?  Had 
the  laws  been  incorrectly  described?  Was  the  informa- 
tion received  from  the  treasur}'  inaccurate?  These  were 
the  data  on  which  the  report  was  founded;  and  it  was  not 
pretended  that  any  of  these  were  inaccurate.  It  was  not 
charged  that  any  of  the  facts  were  inaccurate.  It  was 
the  reasoning,  the  argument  of  the  report,  which  was  ob- 
jected to.  Af\er  a  committee  of  the  Senate  had  made  a 
report,  containing  facts  and  arguments,  it  would  be  un- 
exampled to '  refer  that  report  to  another  committee  for 
the  purpose  of  obtaining  another  argumentative  and 
amendatory  report,  unless  some  defects  in  the  former 
could  l)e  pointed  out. 

The  gentleman  from  Alabama  had  designated  some  of 
the  errors  of  the  report  as  gross  errors,  and  had  termed 
one  of  them  "ridiculous;"  and  what  is  this  statement 
which  litf  has  called  ''ridiculous?"  It  relates  to  the  amount 
of  the  public  sales  of  the  public  lands.  In  what  respect 
is  this  statement  ridiculous?  He  might  be  able  to  com- 
prehend, if  the  Senator  from  Alabama  would  be  pleased 
to  point  out.  He  had  charged  the  statement  as  ridiculous. 
This  charge  did  not  very  well  comport  with  the  profes- 
non  of  calmness  which  the  Senator  had  made  at  the  com- 
mencement of  his  speech.  "Now,  the  fact  was  that  the 
data  on  which  this  statement  was  made,  were  the  estimates 
of  the  Secretar}'  of  the  Treasury  himself.  So  that,  if  there 
was  error  there,  it  was  error  which  originated  with  the 
Secretary.  In  reference  to  the  principle,  the  precise 
amount  of  sales  was  unimportant.  It  was  no  matter  whe- 
ther the  sales  in  one  year  amounted  to  three  millions,  to 
two  millions*  a  million  and  a  half,  or  a  million.  The  prin- 
ciple, in  every  case,  would  be  applicable;  The  arfiount 
of  sales  would  necessarily  vary  according  to  the  popula- 
tion, to  the  amount  of  public  lands  in  the  market,  and  va- 
rious other  considerations;  and  any  statement  made  on  the 
subject  must  be  corrected  by  the  practical  results  of  ex- 
perience. The  amount  of  the  proceeds  had  also  been 
taken  from  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
and  the  estimates  of  the  Commissioner  of  tlie  General 
Lan<l  Office.  Not  an  important  fact  connected  with  the 
subject — the  amoimt  of  sales, 'amount  of  proceeds,  quan- 
tity of  lands  in  market,  quantity  of  lands  unsold,  or  any 
otJier  fact,  but  was  taken  from  authentic  documents. 

The  reference,  then,  was  not  desired  for  the  purpose  of 
correcting  facts,  but  with  a  view  to  report  a  counter  ar- 
gument. The  reference  of  a  subject  16  a  committee,  in 
tbte  first  instance,  is  generally  made  for  the  purpose  of 
presenting  facts  in  the  form  of  a  report;  or,  when  a  sub- 
ject has  been  discussed,  to  examine,  and  make  such 
changes  as  may  conform  to  the  opinion  of  the  Senate  as 
expressed  in  the  discussion.  But  here  there  had  been  no 
examination.  Did  the  Senator  fVom  Alabama  desire  that 
the  lands  should  be  relinquished  to  the  states,  that  the 
price  should  be  reduced?  What  plan  had  he  to  suggest? 
it  was  incumbent  on  him  to  point  out  some  defects  in  the 
report,  before  he  made  his  motion  of  reference. 

For  himself  he  was  entirely  indifferent  as  to  the  course 
to  be  pursued,  and  -so,  he  believed,  was  every  member  of 
tiie  committee.  But  he  would  put  it  to  the  Senate  wlie- 
ther  a  proper  regard  for  its  own  dignity  and  consistency 
would  permit  it  to  sanction  such  a  procedure.  How 
would  the  rtcofd  read  to  the  world,  that,  two  or  three 


montfis  ago,  the  Senate  had  sent  to  the  Committee  on 
Manufactures,  contrary  to  their  wish,  this  agitating  sub- 
ject; that  this  committee  had  taken  it  up,  assiduousJy  ex- 
amined, and  made  their  report;  that  an  objection  was 
made  to  the  argument  by  a  gentleman  from  one  of  the 
new  States;  and  that  now  the  course  which  was  proposed 
at  first,  and  which  the  committee  had  originally  declared 
Jo  be  the  correct  one)  was  adopted?  Would  gentlemen 
be  content  to  let  their  names  stand  on  the  record  of  yeas 
and  nays  in  support  of  such  inconsistency? 

The  Senator  from  Alabama  bad  charged  him  with  a 
desire  to  instruct  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  in  their 
duties.  He  felt  himself  incapable  of  instructing  any  one, 
much  less  of  instructing  that  committee.  He  hoped  that, 
when  expressing  his  opinions  in  his  place,  he  was  not  to 
be  made  liable  to  the  charge  that  he  was  endeavoring  to 
instruct  others.  What  he  nad  said  was  simply  tliis — bad 
the  Senator  an  amendment  to  the  bill,  let  him  prepare  it, 
have  it  printed,  and  move  it  when  the  bill  should  come 
up  for  consideration.  Did  the  Senator  wish  to  present  a 
detailed  and  an  argumentative  report?  He  bad  said  he 
believed  it  was  competent  for  the  Committee  on  Public 
Land^  to  make  such  a  report  without  a  special  reference 
of  the  bill.  Had  they  a  different  scheme  to  propose,  let 
them  propose  it.  After  they  should  have  made  their  re- 
port, he  would  give  them  his  vote  for  the  printing  of  it. 
But  he  did  not  consider  the  course  which  was  now  indi- 
cated to  be  the  proper  one. 

There  had  already  beeii  presented  to  the  other  House 
a  report  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  presenting  a 
different  view  of  the  subject,  an  extra  number  of  which 
had  been  ordered  to  be  printed,  and  connected  with  this 
report.  Would  not  that  answer  the  purpose  of  thfe  Se- 
nator from  Alabama^  Would  not  the  argument  of  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands  of  the  other  House  be  suffi- 
cient to  correct  the  reasoning  of  this  wicked  report?  But 
suppose  that  a  third  report  were  to  be  made,  would  even 
that  be  found  satisfactory  ?  Would  it  not  still  be  found  neces- 
sary to  send  the  subject  to  another  committee,  to  obtain 
another  report  upon  the  conflicting  reports  of  the  forme- 
committees?  Might  not  the  Senate  be  tlius  kept  moving 
in  a  circle,  without  finding  any  termination  to  the  business? 
The  proper  course,  in  his  view,  to  be  pursued,  was,  at  a 
proper  time — say  next  week — to  take  up  the  bill  for  the 
purpose  of  receiving  any  amendments,  or  a  report  of  a 
different  scheme,  if  such  should  be  offered;  to  print  the 
amendments  or  report,  to  deliberate  on  them,  to  go  at 
once  into  the  consideration  and  discussion  of  the  differ- 
ent projects,  and  come  to  a  decision  on  the  subject. 

He  hoped  the  motion  which  bad  been  made  by  the  Se- 
nator from  Alabama  would  not  prevail;  and  as  he  consi- 
dered the  subject  to  be  one  of  the  highest  magnitude,  and 
wished  that  his  name  might  be  recorded  on  tiie  question, 
in  order  to  sliow  his  coui^sc  to  tliose  to  whom  he  was  re- 
sponsible, as  well  as  to  those  who  might  come  after  him, 
he  would  not  take  his  seat  without  asking  that  the  ques- 
tion be  taken  by  yeas  and  nays.  * 

Mr.  HOLMES  suid  that  if  he  could  see  any  advantage 
to  be  derived  from  the  reference  of  the  bill  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Lands,  he  would  vote  for  it.  But  what 
good  was  to  result  from  it?  He  was  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands,  and  he  had  voted  against 
sending  the  subject  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures. 
He  did  not  believe  that  they  would  shrink,  from  the  ex- 
amination, but  he  thought  it  did  not  properly  belong  to 
Uie  duties  of  that  committee.  But  the  Senate  had  decid- 
ed to  send  it  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  and  he 
had  bowed  to  the  decision.  It  went  thither.  But  had 
not  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  the  same  subject  be- 
fore them?  Was  riot  so  much  of  the  President's  message 
as  related  to  the  disposllion  of  the'  public  lands  referred 
to  that  committee*  The  Committee  on  Public  Landfi 
then  had  the  subject  before  them;  and  not  only  the  gene* 
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ral  subject,  but  ^is  very  proposition,  the  disposal  of  the 
pul^Iic  lands.  An  inquiry  had  been  made  m  the  com> 
mittee,  preliminary  to  a  general  consideration  of  the  ques- 
tion whether  it  would  be  best  to  cede  these  lands  to  the 
different  States  in  which  they  were  located.  There  were 
some  who  insisted  that  the  lands  of  right  belong  to  the 
States  in  which  they  lie,  becoming  the  property  of  those 
States  at  (he  moment  when  they  were  admitted  into  the 
Union.  Others  there  were  who  maintained  that  the  true 
course  was  to  sell  the  lands  to  the  States  in  which  they 
were  situated,  for  some  consideration  to  be  determined 
on.  There  was  another  class  favorable  to  the  scheme  re- 
ported by  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  to  distribute 
the  avails  of  these  lands.  Another  thought  that  tlie  pub- 
lic lands  ought  to  be  distributed  among  all  the  States. 
There  were  still  some  others,  who  thought  they  should  be 
parcelled  out  among  the  old  thirteen  States;  and  some 
who  thought  the  best  way  was  to  let  the  whole  subject 
alone. 

He  expressed  his  hope  that,  in  the  great  scramble  for 
these  lands,  the  interest  of  Maine  would  not  be  lost  sight 
of  If  the  territory  and  people  of  that  State  were  to  be 
sold,  he  hoped  she  would  not  be  forgotten  in  this  division; 
and  he  entreated  tlic  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  in  the 
completion  of  his  plan,  to  keep  back  a  large  reservation 
for  the  purpose  of  satisfying  the  wants  of  Maine. 

The  Committee  on  Public  Lands  having  the  subject  re- 
ferred to  them,  could  now  make  a  report,  and  report  a 
bill.  Did  the  committee  want  the  report  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Manufactures,  to  enable  them  to  do  this?  Not  so. 
Each  member  had  a  copy  of  the  repoit.  Did  they  want 
the  bill  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures?  Not  so. 
Each  member  had  a  copy  of  the  bill.  He  saw  no  advan- 
tage which  could  result  from  the  reference,  and  he  should 
therefore  oppose  the  motion. 

Mr.  KANE  made  a  few  remarks  in  favor  of  the  motion, 
but  his  observations  were  inaudible,  owing  to  the  extreme 
pressure  in  the  gallery. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  to  refer,  as 
follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth, 
Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  -Hill>  Kane,  King,  Mangum, 
Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Robinson,  Smith,  Taze- 
well, Tipton,  Troup,  White.— 22. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas, 
Dickerson,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Holmes,  John- 
ston, Knight,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Ruggles,  Sey- 
mour, Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Wil- 
kins.— 22. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  gave  his  vote  in  the  affirma- 
tive.  So  the  motion  to  refer  the  bill  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands  was  carried  in  the  affirmative. 

NEWSPAPER  POSTAGE. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  unfinished  business  of 
yesterday,  being  the  bill  to  establish  certain  post  offices 
and  post  roads,  and  to  discontinue  others.  Tlie  question 
being  on  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Bibb,  to  abolish 
the  postage  on  newspapers  after  the  1st  of  July  next. 

Mr.  BIBB  concluded  the  remarks  which  he  ^ad  com- 
menced on  yesterday,  in  support  of  his  amendment,  and 
in  correction  of  tiie  statements  made  by  tlie  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office,  to  show  that  the  de- 
partment could  not  sustain  the  diminution  which  would  be 
caused  in  its  revenue  by  tlie  adoption  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  HILL  said :  After  the  assiduous  labor  at  morning  and 
night,  for  several  weeks  in  succession,  which  the  Commits 
tee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads  had  bestowed  on 
the  bill  from  the  House  .of  Representatives  for  creatuig 
new  post  roads;  after  travelling  through  every  section, 
near  and  remote,  of  every  State  and  Territory,  as  well 
on  maps  as  in  books,  carefully  marking  where,  by  law, 
routes   already    existed,   and    where    they    were    most 


wanted,  to  fix  and  ascertain  the  best  avenues  by  which 
information  and  intelligence  could  be  carried  to  all  the 
people  of  the  United  States,  as  an  humble  member 
of  that  committee,  I  am  free  to  declare  the  amend- 
ment to  the  bill  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
to  abolish  newspaper  postage,  to  be  not  less  unexpected 
than  it  seems  to  me  to  be  unreasonable  and  unkind. 

What  does  the  bill  itself  propose?  It  is  confined  to  a 
single  object,  that  of  establishing  new  post  roads,  anddis* 
continuing  old  ones  that  were  deemed  useless.  It  had  as 
little  to  do  with  newspaper  postage  as  had  tlie  bill  to  vac- 
cinate the  Indians.  It  might,  wiih  a  much  better  fiu:e, 
have  been  tacked  to  that  omnium  gatherum^  the  appropri- 
ation bill,  because,  to  carry  the  provision  into  effect,  a  large 
appropriation  of  money  directly  from  the  treasury  must 
be  necessary.  I  trust,  sir,  that  whatever  may  be  the  opi- 
nion of  honorable  Senators  as  to  the  reduction  of  news- 
paper postage,  they  will  vote  against  this  proposition  to 
burden  a  hill  intended  exclusively  for  one  object,  with 
another  and  an  entirely  different  object;  a  bill,  too,  which 
did  not  originate  in  this  body,  and  on  which,  if  amended 
by  proposing  a  new  principle,  another  discussion  must 
take  pUce  in  the  other  branch,  which  may  carry  the  time 
for  its  passage  beyond  the  present  session. 

At  a  proper  time,  I  shall  be  ready  to  vote  for  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  postage  on  newspapers  to  as  great  an  extent 
as  the  interest  of  their  proprietors  or  of  the  great  mass  of 
newspaper  refuiers  shall  require (  but  unUl  the  American 
people  are  prepared  to  defray,  directly  from  the  treasury^ 
the  whole  expense  of  the  post  office-— until  they  are  pre- 
pared to  pay  their  deputy  postmasters  by  a  specmc  salary, 
1  cannot  consent  to  abolish  entirely  postage  on  news- 
papers* 

Newspapers  already  have  an  advantage  over  every  thin|^ 
else  carried  in  the  public  mail.  The  printers  of  nevsps* 
pers  already  have  their  exchange  papers  free  of  postage. 
Does  any  one  believe  that  such  a  sheet  as  the  New  York 
Enquirer  or  the  National  Intelligencer  can  be  transmitted 
eighteen  hundred,  one  thousand,  or  even  one  hundred 
miles,  and  carefully  preserved  and  delivered,  for  less  than 
one  cent  and  a  half?  Letters  of  the  same  weight,  requi^ 
ing  little  more  attention,  would  be  charged  from  one  ddlir 
to  two  or  Uiree  dollars,  according  to  distance. 

I  cannot  agree  with  the  Senators  from  Kentucky  and 
Delaware,  who  represent  the  postage.on  newspapers  to  be 
a  burdensome  and  unjust  tax  upon  the  people.  It  is  not 
more  burdensome  and  unjust  than  is  the  price  of  the 
white  paper  on  which  newspapers  are  printed,  ot  the 
price  of  the  types,  the  ink,  and  the  labor  of  printing;  it 
is  a  necessary  portion  .of  tlie  expense  incurred  in  furnish- 
ing the  article. 

Let  us  suppose  that  the  public  mail  was  carried  exclu- 
sively for  the  delivery  of  newspapers.  Will  any  body 
pretend  that  the  present  price  of  newspaper  postage 
would  defray  even  a  fifth  part  of  the  expense  of  transmit- 
t  ng  and  delivering  them?  Yet,  of  the  weight  carried  by 
the  mails,  tlie  letters  which  pay  abput  nine-tenths  of  all  the 
revenue  are  scarcely  in  bulk  or  in  weight  as  one  to  twenty 
of  the  newspapers  and  pamphlets.  The  newspapers  sre 
already  literally  carried  at  the  expense  of  the  tax  on 
letters.  How,  then,  can  it  be  said  that  the  people  arc 
unjustly  taxed  who  pay  postage  on  newspapers? 

1  have  made  it  an  object  to  inc^uire  at  the  post  office  m 
this  city  what  is  the  relative  weight  and  bulk  of  newspa- 
pers and  letters  pas^ng  through  the  mail.  The  chief 
clerk  in  that  office  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  they  wew 
as  twenty  to  one.  The  mail  passing  from  North  to  South 
thx*ough  this  place  daily,  contains  generally  fitMn  twenty 
to  thirty,  never  less  titan  ten  bags,  weighing  some  1^"  *® 
200  pounds  each.  One  of  these  bags  will  contain  all  the 
letters..  On  Monday  morning,  I  saw  the  Southern  mad 
as  it  was  despatched;  there  were  twenty-one  bags  of  news- 
papers, and  all  the  letters  did  not  fill  as  much  as  one  bsg. 
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8ir»  it  would  be  nnk  injustice  to  abolish  the  entire  post- 
age on  newspapers.  la  that  respect,  you  will  make  all 
those  who  live  near  a  post  office  a  privilege  class.  Their 
newspapers  will  be  carried  gratis,  while  those  who  live  at 
a  distance  from  the  post  office,  must  pay  for  the  carriage 
and  delirery  of  their  papers. 

In  New  England,  almost  every  family  takes  one  or 
more  newspapers.  Not  one  in  ten  of  these  newspa- 
pers ever  goes  into  the  mail  at  all.  There,  very  fre- 
quently, companies  are  formed  in  the  districts  and 
townships,  to  take  the  newspaper;  each  one  takes  his 
turn  in  rotation  to  travel  ten,  fifteen,  twenty,  or  thirty 
miles,  on  the  day  of  pubfication,  and  deliver  the  news- 
paper eitiier  at  some  place  of  deposite  or  at  the  door  of 
each  subscriber.  In  other  cases,  ^a  post-rider  makes  it 
a  business  to  travel  an  extensive  district  of  country  to  de- 
liver the  newspapers  which  he  purchases  of  the  printer, 
and  adds  the  expense  of  carrying.  In  other  instances,  Uie 
mail-carrier  takes  the  newspaper  from  the  printing  office 
or  post  office,  and  delivers  it  while  on  his  way,  charging 
and  receiving  extra  pay  for  the  service.  If  the  postage 
be  entirely  abolished,  scarcely  one  in  ten  of  all  the  readers 
of  country  newspapers  will  be  benefited  at  all.  They 
will  still  be  obligfed  to  pay  for  the  transmission  and  deli- 
very of  their  newspapers)  and  to  be  consistent.  Govern- 
ment should  make  provision  that  their  papers  should  go 
free,  not  less  than  the  newspapers  of  those  who  happen 
to  live  at  the  door  of  some  post  office. 

The  number  of  post  offices  at  the  present  time  is  about 
ten  times  as  great  as  it  was  in  1800.  Then  *there  were 
only  about  1,000  in  the  United  Sutes^now  there  are  about 
10,000.  Of  this  number  of  postmasters,  the  annual  com- 1 
pensation  of  a  majority  will  not  average  fifty  dollars.  In 
the  small  offices,  much  of  this  compensation  is  derived 
from  the  newspaper  postage,  the  postmaster  receiving 
one-half  for  his  labors  he  receives  one-half  cent  for  keep- 
ing the  account  and  delivering  the  paper,  if  printed  within 
his  State  or  within  one  bumidred  miles,  and  three-fourtliB  of 
a  cent  if  printed  beyond  the  distance  of  one  hundred  miles. 
What  compensation  do  you  propose  to  him  for  that  ser- 
vice, in  this  amendment?  None  at  all.  Does  he  receive 
too  much  already }  If  not,  can  you  do  less  than  authorize 
the  department  to  pay  him?  If  he  receives  nothing, 
what  obligation  is  he  under  to  take  care  of,  and  deliver, 
the  papers?  Will  he  do  it  for  nothing?  That  cannot  be 
expected;^  the  department  must  remunerate  him  by 
increasing  his  commission  on  letters,  or  in  some  other  way. 

It  is  well  known,  Mr.  President,  that  most  of  our  coun- 
try newspapers  are  not  a  source  of  profit  to  their  proprie- 
tors. With  the  most  severe  physical  and  mental  labor, 
the  printers  of  country  newspapers  are  scarcely  able  to 
obtain  a  livelihood.  I  cannot  doubt  that  it  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Senator  who  introduced  this  proposition,  to 
asast  themf  be  is  mistaken,  sir.  Pass  this  proposition 
into  a  law,  and  it  will  annihilate  at  least  one-half  of  our 
village  newspapers;  they  cannot  survive  tlie  advantage 
which  will  be  given  to  the  newspapers  printed  in  the 
large  -cides,  which,  by  means  of  improvedkprinting  ma- 
chinery, can  be  delivered,  if  they  go  free  or  postage,  by 
mail,  at  any  distance,  as.  cheap,  if  not  cheaper,  than  the 
local  papers. 

There  is  a  newspaper  under  the  patronage  of  the  society 
of  Methodists  in  New  York,  a  useful  and  well  conducted 
journal,  which  issues,  at  each  impresMon,  25,000  copies; 
and  these  are  circulated- in  every  State  of  the  Union. 
This  proposition,  if  adopted,  ^ould  enable  the  worthy 
men  who  conduct  that  journal  to  increase  the  number  to 
100,000;  and  this  immense  number  would  be  subtracted 
in  the  main  from  the  u^efiil  •  local  papers  throughout  the 
United  States,  whose  proprietors  are  unable  to  procure  a 
patronage  seldom  exceeding  five  hundred  or  a  thousand 
names.  A  team  t>f  four  horses  would  not  be  able  to  draw 
a  single  impression  of  this  paper.     How  easy  would  it  be 


for  a  combination  of  men,  for  mercenary  as  well  as  for 
laudable  purposes,  to  stop  any  press  which  had  barely 
sufficient  support  to  exist,  by  deluging  its  vicinity  with 
other  newspapers,  which  could  be  done  at  a  thousand 
miles  distance,  free  from  all  expense  of  postage? 

This  proposition,  I  am  free  to  acknowledge,  will  be  of 
g^reat  advantage  to  the  newspapers  published  in  this  Dis- 
trict, and  in  some  of  the  larger  cities;  but  that  advantage 
will  be  entirely  at  the  expense  of  the  smaller  newspapers 
printed  in  the  villages:  it  will  go  to  feed  those  which  are 
already  well  patronized,  and  starve  those  which  can  nbw 
scarcely  subsist.  And  this  is  not  the  worst  feature  of 
the  case:  instead  of  taking  such  lessons  fi^m  our  local 
newspapers,  as  the  home-bred  ideas,  the  honest,  frugal 
and  industrious  habits  of  our  yeomanry  shall  prompt,  the 
people  must  be  lectured  by  those  who  do  every  thing  on 
a  g^at  scale;  they  must  be  instructed  in  the  fashions  and 
the  notions  of  the  great  and  the  gay;  they  nnist  take  as 
their  teachers,  perhaps  the  vain  and  the  vicious—perhaps 
the  pensioned  and  the  proud;  or,  may  be,  the  patriotic  and 
the  wise.  I  repeat,  sir,  that  the  tendency  of  the  amend- 
ment will  be  to  enable  the  few  to  monopolize  the  news- 
paper preas  of  the  whole  country,  and  the  consequent 
destruction  of  those  local  presses  of  the  interior,  which 
now  sustain  the  most  healthy  part  of  the  public  sentiment. 

Another  consequence  of  this  proposition  will  be  the 
overburdening  the  mails  on  all  the  principal  roads,  so  as 
to  increase  the  expense  of  transport,  and  retard  them  in 
their  progress.  Boston,  New  York,  Philadelphia,  Balti- 
more, and  Washington,  will  pour  out  newspapers  in  such 
quantities,  that,  without  some  newly  invented  carriages, 
some  greater  than  mere  brute,  animal  power,  the  depart- 
ment will  never  be  able  to  expedite  the  mails  at  alt.  On 
all  the  great  mail  roads-— and  these  are  now  far  the  most 
expensive-double  conveyances  for  the  mail  will  be  re- 
quired, and  this  will  nearly  double  the  expense. 

The  nett  proceeds  to  the  department,  from  newspaper 
and  pamphlet  postage,  for  the  year  ending  June  30,  18:^0, 
amounted  to  #98,313  44 — for  the  year  ending  June  30, 
1831,  they  were  $112,111  22 — showing  an  increase  in  one 
year  of  $13,597  78.  The  amount  paid  was  of  course  dou- 
ble, as  the  postmasters  receive  one-half.  The  revenue  es- 
timated for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1832,  is  $125,000. 
Besides  the  compensation  to  postmasters,  the  proposition 
will  take  from  the  means  of  the  department  the  sum  of 
$140,000,  being  the  amount  wliich  may  be  anticipated  for 
1832-'3;  it  will  add  to  the  expense  of  transportation  cer- 
tainly an  equal  if  not  a  greater  amount,  for  it  cannot  be 
considered  that  the  contractors  will  be  holden  to  encoun- 
ter the  additional  burden  without  a  consideration;  and  it 
v^ill  lay  the  department  under  Obligatiqn  in  any  court  of 
chancery  to  pay  the  postmasters  at  least  an  amount  equal 
to  what  they  would  receive  for  the  newspapers  which  are 
carried  in  the  mail  under  the  present  arrangpement  These 
three  items,  at  the  lowest  calculation,  will  amount  to 
420,000  dollars. 

Indeed,  when  it  is  considered  that  the  number  of  news- 
papers transported  by  the  mail  will  be  swelled  possibly  to 
even  tenfold  their  present  amount,  the  calculation  is  not 
extravagant,  when  we  ahticlpate  that  tlie  department  may 
be  crippled  with  the  additional  burden  of  half  a  million  of 
dollars,  the  first  year,  by  this  proposition. 

The  newspaper  postage  alone,  which  is  now  only  as 
one  to  nine  or  ten  when  compared  to  letter  postage, 
is  greater  than  the  whole  amount  of  postage  on  both  let* 
ters  and  newspapers  was  in  the  year  1800.  For  many 
years  no  regular  accounts  of  the  newspapers  were  kept 
ni  tlic  post  offices,  although  subscribers  always  paid  as 
high  postage  as  they  now  pay.  But  a  new  system  of 
checks  on  the  newspaper  postage  accounts  in  the  several 
post  offices,  made  but  a  few  years  ago,  brought  order  out 
of  chaos  in  that  branch  of  the  department,  until  it  contri- 
butes something  towards  supporting  itself. 
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The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Bibb]  has  calcu- 
lated that  there  will  be  half  a  million  of  dollars  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  department  on  the  1st  of  July  next.  This 
was  the  first  time  1  had  heard  of  such  a  su^estion.  I 
had  understood  that  for  the  last  ten  ur  fifteen  years  the  de- 
partment had  expanded  itself,  as  far  and  as  fkst  as  its 
means  would  allow,  to  the  accommodation  of  the  whole 
country,  by  increasing  the  mail  facilities.  Within  my 
knowledge,  we  have  tri-weekly  and  daily  mails  passing 
over  roads  where  but  a  few  years  since  there  were  none, 
and  only  single  horse  mails  once  a  week  or  fortnight. 
Mail  stages  now  pass  through  the  most  of  our  towns,  and 
the  benefits  of  this  useful  establishment  diffuse  themselves 
into  cv^ry  neighborhood.  This  morning  1  find  on  my 
table  letters  and  newspapers  brought  from  New  York,  a 
distance  of-250  miles,  in  thirty -six  hours,  and  from  Boston, 
500  miles,  in  tliree  days.  We  liave  the  mail  expedited 
from  New  Orleans  to  Washington  in  one-half  its  former 
time;  from  Baltimore  to  Pitt&burg,  within  the  last  few 
days,  there  is  a  new  ai*rangement  by  which  one  or  more 
days  are  gained.  There  is  scarcely  a  week  or  even  a  day 
in  which  some  new  improvement  is  not  made,  facilitating 
the  transport  of  the  mails.  The  department  has  kept 
even  pace  with  the  country  in  its  march  of  improvement. 
These  great  improvements  involve  great  expenses:  and, 
although  the  department,  in  some  cases,  has  gained  more 
by  the  improvement  than  it  has  expended  in  making  it, 
it  could  not  be  eicpected  such  would  be  the  general  result. 

The  Senator  has  noticed  a  surplus  fund  of  some  two 
hundred  thousand  dollars,  which  may  be  brought  in  aid  of 
any  deficiency  that  may  be  caused  by  abolishhig  newspa- 
per postage.  This  surplus  fund  was  formerly  much  larger 
than  it  now  is.  It  is  highly  creditable  to  the  administra- 
tion of  the  present  head  of  the  department,  and  to  his  pre- 
decessor, that,  while  the  number  of  post  ofliccs  and  the 
receipts  of  the  establishment  have  been  increased  nearly 
tenfold,  the  actual  losses  from  the  defalcations  of  post- 
masters are  much  less  in  the  lust  ten  years  tlian  they  were 
from  1800  to  1810.  The  surplus  fund  to  which  the  Sena- 
tor alludes  is  not  available — a  targe  portion  of  it  never  can 
be  realized:  it  consists,  if  1  understand  the  matter  right, 
of  outstanding  debts,  many  of  which  are  doubtful,  and 
some  of  which  are  absolutely  hopeless.  Every  man  of  ex- 
tensive business  generally  has  such  a  surplus  fund  a^  this, 
which  he  accounts  as  w  orth  little  or  nothing  for  present 
purposes. 

It  is  not  good  management  alone,  Mr.  President,  which 
c:<;i  keep  the  receipts  of  the  department  above  its  expen- 
ditures. Any  cl)ange  in  the  ordinary  business  of  the 
country  will  change  the  business  of  the  department:  the 
revenue  may  decrease,  but  the  expen<iHurcs  must  con-| 
tinue.  It  is  not  safe,  if  we  do  not  put  this  department  on 
the  treasury,  at  this  session  of  Congress,  to  add  to  the  post 
roads  un  extent  of  travel  equal  to  the  whole  extent  of  post 
road  in  the  United  States  in  the  year  1800,  and  at  the! 
same  time  abolish  entirely  tlie  postage  on  newspaper. 

When  \\\t.  present  incumbent  entered  on  tlie  duties  of 
his  office,  it  is  well  known  that  the  expenses  of  tlie  de- 
partment had  exceeded  its  income  in  consequence  of  the 
facilities  which  had  been  granted  to  routes  which  were 
unprofitable.  It  had  not  been  in  his  power,  until  the  lastj 
year,  to  keep  the  expenditures  within  the  receipts.  If 
Congress  should,  at  this  time,  embarrass  further  the  de- 
partment, the  committee  will  have  discharged  their  duty 
if  they  say  that  their  bill,  without  the  amendment,  is  as 
much  as  the  department  for  the  next  year  can  bear  with- 
out the  most  serious  inconvenience. 

But  the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Clayton]  says 
the  department  has  not  sustained  itself  since  Major  Barry 
came  into  office,  the  salaries  of  the  officers  and  clerks  and 
contingent  expenses  of  the  department  in  this  city  being 
paid  directly  irom  the  treasury.  And  is  this  a  new  ar- 
rangement made  by  the  present  administration  ^     The  sa- 


laries of  these  officers  have  always  been  pud  from  the 
public  treasury.  Yet>  let  me  tell  the  Senator  that  the  de- 
partment has  more  than  supported  itself.  The  aniount  of 
postages  on  free  letters  for  public  officers  and  for  both 
Houses  of  Congress  would  much  exceed  all  the  money 
taken  from  the  treasury  in  aid  ofthe  Post  Office  Department. 

On  inquiry  at  the  department,  I  find  the  number  of  free 
letters  delivered  at  the  post  office  in  this  city  alone,  du- 
ring the  quarter  year  ending  April  1,  1832,  was  169,428. 
These  letters,  if  charged  with  postage,  might  be  sup- 
posed to  average  15  cents  each,  and  would  have  pro- 
duced the  sum  of  $25,414  20.  The  number  of  free  letters 
despatched  ivovf^  the  city  during  the  same  qusrter,  the 
clerks  are  of  opmion,  was  four  times  the  amount  of  those 
here  delivered.  Were  the  department  to  charge  the  Go- 
vernment for  the  free  letters  transmitted  for  the  benefit 
of  Congress  and  the  several  Executive  Departments,  the 
latter  would  fall  in  debt  to  tlie  former,  after  deducting  the 
salaries  and  expenses  paid  to  the  General  Post  t){fice  in 
this  city,  several  hundred  thousand  dollars  per  annum. 
How,  then,  can  it  be  said  that  the  department  does  not 
support  itself? 

The  Senator  has  quoted  tlie  Edinburgh  Review  and  the 
words  of  British  I.oi*ds  and  Commons,  to  prove  that  the 
British  tax  on  newspapers  is  preferable  to  the  postage  on 
newspapers  in  the  United  Sutes.  There  is  about  the 
same  analogy  between  the  two  cases  as  there  is  between 
a  despotic;  and«  free  Government.  The  British  ncwspa< 
per  stamp  is  a  tax  outright,  exceeding,  in  amount,  ss  two 
to  one  the  wliolc  expense  of  editors,  printers,  and  paper 
makers;  and  the  simple  duty  paid  on  a  British  newspaper 
advertisement  to  the  Government  is  probably  three  timet 
as  much  as  the  whole  expense  of  advertising  in  this  coun« 
try.  The  postage  on  newspapers  in  the  United  States, 
strictly  speaking,  is  not  a  tax;  it  is  a  value  received,  and 
that  only,  in  part,  for  a  value  bestowed. 

Under  the  British  system  of  newspaper  taxation,  but  few 
of  the  common  people  are  able  to  read  a  newspaper-- 
fewer  still  to  take  and  pay  for  them.  A  newspaper  in 
Grest  Britain  is  let  out  to  readers,  when  first  published, 
at  a  higher  price,  dim  nishing  as  it  becomes  more  stale;  so 
that  the  poor  man,  if  he  be  able  to  read  at  all,  must  get 
his  news  several  days  after  the  more  wealthy  obuin  tiieiri. 
I  have  somewhere  seen  it  stated,  recently,  that  two  daily 
ne'wspapers  in  the  city  of  New  York  had  a  greater  num- 
ber of  advertisements  than  the  whole  newspaper  press  of 
Great  Britain;  and  probably  nwre  uewspapers  are  annu-  ^ 
ally  published  in  th^  Sute  of  New  York,  than  in  the  whole 
of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 

We  are  told  that  there  are  shackles  on  Uie  press,  and 
that  this  amendment  is  necessary'  to  relieve  it  How  the 
abolisliing  of  newspaper  postage  will  relieve  us  from  thu 
difficulty,  1  am  at  a  loss  to  conceive.  It  is  true  that  tlic 
newspaper  press  in  this  country  has  been  sliackledMl<),<^.S^ 
I  can  remember.  In  Mr.  Jeflerson's  time,  tlie  opposi'ion, 
the  aristocracy,  had  at  least  two  to  one  the  advaiiiagc  of 
the  newspaper  press,  and  they  have  kept  tliat  advantage 
up  to  the  present  time:  they  have  as  mudi  as  that  advan» 
tage  at  this  time  in  this  city,  and  in  all  tlie  cities  of  the 
United  States.  It  w^as  the  merest  diance  in  the  world  tiiat 
the  people's  Chief  Magistrate,  elected  to  office  by  an  elec- 
toral vote  of  two  to  one,  has  a  solitary  press  (the  Globe)  at 
the  seat  of  Government,  so  unshackled  as  to  dare  publish 
the  truth  when  it  shall  make  in  his  favor. 

The  patronage  bestowed  by  Congress  on  either  of  the  two 
presses  in  this  District  which  do  not  support  the  adminis- 
tration, (Telegraph  and  Intelligencer,)  is  greater  in 
amount  than  the  expenses  of  tlie  entire  civil  list  of  the  SUte 
of  New  Hampshire,  and  much  greater  than  all  the  patron- 
age  bestowed  by  the  administration  on  all  the  newspaper* 
(including  the  editors  who  have  been  appointed  to  olhcej 
which  now  support  the  re-election  of  the  Pi-esident. 

I  thank  the  benator  for  mentioniog  the  printer  in  &«»• 
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tucky,  who  't%  charred  with  having  sent  out  before  the 
State  election  some  bushels  of  electiofleering  comrounica- 
ttons,  besides  receiving  from  Major  Barry  some  $13,000  a 
year.  The  Senator's  informant  was  probably  under  some 
siifi^t  delusion — bis  distorted  rision  had  very  likely  mis- 
taken the  innocent  bundles  of  post  office  blanks  sent  in 
the  mail,  for  a  counterpart  to  the  horrid  murder  of 'the 
six  militia  men. 

The  Kentucky  printer  is  more  fortunate  than  any  print- 
er who  has  stood  fast  to  his  integfrity  within  my  know- 
ledg^e:  he  receives  #13,000  a  year,  according  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  Senator;  for  what?  For  furnishing  the  post 
offices  of  all  the  Western  States  with  wrapp'mg  paper, 
twine,  and  printed  blanks,  at  a  g^ven  price  not  beyond 
their  worth.  Why  not  procure  some  man  who  is  not  a 
piinter  to  furnish  these?  At  least,  why  not  give  the  busi- 
ness in  the  first  instance  to  some  worthy  opposition  man, 
so  that,  if  he  was  obliged  to  employ  a  printer  to  do  it,  he 
might  Hnn  it  out,  and  compel  the  poor  man  to  do  it  for  less 
tluu)  it  was  worths  Had  this  Mr.  Shadrach  Penn  printed 
a  newspaper  on  the  other  side,  and  received  twice  the 
amount  he  now  receives,  rely  on  it,  his  case  would  not 
have  been  brought  into  this  Senate  in  any  discussion  on  a 
bill  for  establishing  new  post  roads  in  the  United  States. 

In  the  six  Eastern  States,  at  least  four  out  of  five  of  the 
contractors  under  the  Post  Office  Department  are  not  the 
friends  of  the  present  administration:  some  of  these  re- 
oeive  annually  rrom  the  department  from  five  ta  ten  and 
fifteen  thousand  dollars  each.  The  contracts  of  these 
gentlemen  wiH  expire  with  the  present  year:  having 
nithfuliy  performed  their  obligations,  not  one  of  them 
will  fare  at  all  the  worse  in  making  new  contracts,  because 
he  happens  to  belong  to  the  party  which  does  not  suppoi-t 
the  administration. 

The  Senator  says,  in  the  Southern  contracts  lately 
taken  out,  there  were  many  instances  in  which  the  lowest 
bids  were  not  accepted.  The  practice  of  the  department 
has  invariably  been  to  protect ^iiose  who  already  had  pro- 
perty on  tlie  mail  route <^  if  other  persons  stepped  in,  for 
the  purpose  of  reducing  the  bid  much  below  the  actual 
cost,  they  were  required  to  purchase  the  property  at  a 
lair  price,  or  lose  their  bid.  The  public  advertisements 
have  generally  stated  this  as  a  condition.  Such  was  the 
invariable  practice,  for  years  anterior  to  the  present  ad- 
ministration ^  and  it  is  to  be  presumed  Uiat  cases  of  this 
kind  were  those  of  which  the  Senator  comphuns.  Prece* 
dent  and  htw  authorize  the  Postmaster  General  to  exer- 
cise a  sound  discretion  in  making  the  post  office  contracts. 
That  the  contracts  made  by  the  present  incumbent  have 
been  judiciously  msode,  is  proved  by  the  eminent  success 
which  has  attended  all  the  operations  of  the  department. 
If,  as  the  Senaior  says,  there  has  been  "  looseness  in  the 
management  of  the  whole  machinery  of  the  department," 
Major  Barry  has  been  more  fortunate  than  has  been  any 
other  man  of  my  acquaintance:  for  what  machine,  as  ex- 
tended and  as  complex  as  this,  ever  continued  to  operate 
with  unabated  and  even  with  renewed  vigor,  where  there 
was  looseness  or  laxity  of  management? 

It  is  scarcely  one  year  since  this  department  was  pro- 
nounced to  be  bankrupt — ^it  was  not  only  charged  with 
improvidence,  and  nrofiigacy,  and  waste,  but  its  enemies 
Averred  that  it  could  not  longer  proceed  without  throwing 
itself  on  the  public  treasury.  Will  gentlemen  admit  that 
this  charge  was  not  true?  And  must  they  not  admit  it,  if 
they  now  vote  fur  a  preposition  which  will  the  very  next 
year  impose  on  it  an  extra  expense  of  at  least  tviTo  hun- 
dred thousand  dollars,  and  a  virtual  additional  burden 
of  a  half  a  million?  Half  a  million  of  dollars  taken  from 
tlie  means  of  the  department  may,  in  one  year,  accomplish 
tlie  predictions  of  its  enemies;  it  may  so  embarrass  its 
operations  as  to  stop  one-half  of  the  mails  in  the  country. 
But  it  cannot  be  the  design  of  the  tnover  of  the  amend- 
ment to  produce  such  a  disastrous  result. 
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It  has  been  sud  that  the  Post  Office  Department  exer- 
cises an  undue  influence  over  the  newspaper  press,  and 
that  it  is  wrong  to  appoint  printers  and  editors  to  be  post- 
masters, I  cannot  agfree  with  the  ^ntleman.  I  believe 
there  never  has  been  an  administration  under  which  print- 
ers and  editors  have  not  been  postmasters.  During  the  late 
administration,  the  President  interfered  directly  to  give 
the  most  lucrative  post  office  in  the  State  of  >Iaine  to  an 
editor  of  one  of  the  warmest  partisan  presses  of  the  country. 
I  believe  the  rule  of  the  present  administration  to  be,  that 
when  a  printer  or  editor  is  appointed  to  a  post  office  where 
the  duties  are  sufficient  to  require  hj/i  whole  attention,  and 
the  compensation  exceeds  one  thousand  doflars—^ich  an 
office  as  requires  the  President  to  act  in  the  appointment — 
it  is  made  a  condition  that  he  shall  not  continue  to  pursue 
his  profession  of  printer  or  editor. 

There  is  no  more  reason  why  a  printer  should  not  be  a 
postmaster,  than  there  is  that  any  lawyer  or  physician 
should  be  excluded  from  the  same  office.  Benjamin 
Franklin,  while  he  printed  a  newspaper,  was  for  a  long 
time  postmaster  at  Philadelphia;  and  this,  while  the  pos- 
session of  the  office  gave  him  an  advantage  over  other  print- 
ers of  newspapers  in  that  city.  The  office  of  postmaster 
will  give  any  professional  man  privileges  and  facilities  for 
acquaintance  and  business  beyond  those  of  his  neighbors. 
The  number  of  post  offices  in  the  United  States  is  compara- 
tively few  in  which  the  labor  of  the  postmaster  is  not  greater 
than  the  compensation,  without  some  other  advantage.  The 
printer  of  a  village  newspaper  is  often  in  the  best  situation 
to  be  the  postmaster;  and  with  a  compensation  of  one, 
two,  or  three  hundred  dollars  a  year  for  labors  in  the  of- 
fice day  and  night,  we  must  suppose  the  man  to  be  very 
prone  to  wickedness  to  be  corrupted  or  improperly  influ- 
enced by  the  possession  of  such  an  office. 

It  has  been  a  standing  subject  of  complaint  that  printers 
and  editors  havebeen  appomted  to  office  under  the  pre- 
sent administration.  The  x>pposiiion  have  really  given  to 
tluLt  class  of  men  a  consideration  to  which  they  were  not 
entitled.  They  are  no  worse,  and  probably  no  better, 
than  any  other  class  of  men:  some  there  are,  certainly, 
who  take  upon  themselves  the  duties  of  temporary  editors 
of  newspapers,  who  work  for  pay,  and  who  are  ready  to 
take  up  on  any  side  for  a  ^id  pro  aao.  These  are  gene- 
rally from  another  profession,  which  ought  to  be  tiie  last 
to  complain  that  too  many  offices  are  filled  by  printers  and 
editors.  The  talents  of  a  good  lawyer  are  conceded  to  be 
necessary  to  fill  a  judicial  office  acceptably:  a  moderate 
proportion  of  lawyers  will  do  very  well  in  our  legislative 
bodies,  although  it  must  be  confessed  that  a  preponderate 
ing  majority  often  tax  the  patience  and  the  purse  of  the 
people,  by  discussions  which  seem  to  them  interminable. 
But  it  is  not  easy  for  common  people  to  discern  why  an 
educated  lawyer  should  make  a  betterjpostmaster,  a  bet- 
ter weigher  and  ganger,  or  a  better  oincer  or  contractor 
of  any  sort,  than  any  other  well  educated  and  intelligent 
man.  The  proportion  of  applicants  for  office,  both  for 
Executive  and  popular  appointment,  are  as  four  lawyers  to 
one  of  any  other  profeteion.  This  is  all  natural  and  pro- 
per— ^they  are  probably  better  qualified  and  better  adapt- 
ed to  fill  public  offices;  but  if  any  profession  is  to  oe 
singled  out  as  an  object  for  public  comment,  let  those 
have  the  credit  or  bbune  where  credit  or  blame  is  best  de- 
served. 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  is  either  wrong,  or  I  am, 
when  he  says  the  war  rates  of  letter  postage  have  been  con- 
tinued. The  war  rates  were  fifty  per  cent,  advance  of 
the  present  rates.  The  letter  postage  ought  to  be  reduc- 
ed before  the  newspaper  postage  shall  be  touched.  The 
moment  the  receipts  of  the  department  will  authorize  it, 
I  would  reduce  the  letter  postace  at  least  twenty-five  per 
cent.  The  experiment,  I  think,  would  not,  in  the  end, 
much  reduce  the  revenue,  because  the  increase  of  busi- 
ness, after  the  first  year*  consequent  on  the  lower  rate. 
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would,  very  likely,  be  equal  to  the  amount  of  reduction. 
For  the  first  year,  the  falling^  oiF  would  be  nearly  equal  to 
the  rate  uf  the  reduction;  and,  therefore,  the  depivrtmeot 
cannot  now  bear  it  in  addition  to  the  increased  expense  of 
the  new  routes  proposed  in  the  bill. 

The  newspaper  postage  is  said  to  be  a  severe  and  unjust 
taac  on  literature.  Pamphlet  postage  is  higher  pro  rata 
than  newspaper  postage.  Why  not  repeal  ttmt  also?  Nay, 
sir,  to  carry  the  principle  out^  why  not  enact  that  printed 
books  of  every  description  shall  pass  free  in  the  mail? 
Such  a  rule  would  not  give  the  bookdealera  in  the  large 
cities  a  greater  advantage  over  the  small  dealers  in  the 
oountT}',  than  will  the  abolition  of  postage  on  newspapers 
g^ve  to  the  mammoth  newspapers  of  the  large  towns  over 
the  village  newspapers. 

At  a  proper  time,  both  newspaper  and  letter  postage 
may  be  reduced:  never  ought  either  to  be  abolished  en- 
tirely. Relying  entirely  on  the  receipts  of  the  department 
to  support  itself,  no  reduction  ought  to  be  made' the  pre- 
sent year.  But  if  the  prosperous  business  of  the  country 
shaU  continue,  and  the  receipts  of  the  department  shall 
continue  to  exceed  its  expenses,  let  the  postage  on  letters 
be  reduced  twenty.6ve  per  centum.  This  may  be  done, 
and  the  amount  of  letters  will  increase  without^mbarrass- 
ing  the  burdens  of  mail  transportation.  Afterwards,  if 
the  redundant  receipts  shall  continue,  let  newspaper  post- 
age be  reduced  to  one-half  cent  each  within  one  hundred 
miles,  or  within  the  limits  of  a  State,  and  to  one  cent  each 
beyond  that  distance;  and  let,  likewise,  the  postage  on 
pamphlets  and  printed  sheets  be  reduced  in  the  same  ratio 
with  newspapers. 

For  the  Senator  from  Maine,  [Mr.  Holmes,]  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  entertain  all  that  respect  and  ^mpathy  which  are 
due  to  men  in  his  condition.  Every  thing  is  wrong  with 
him  under  this  administration.  Jostled  out  of  his  position, 
as  he  was  some  seven  years  ago,  by  tliat  blazing  meteor 
which  has  sometimes  appeared  in  our  political  hemisphere, 
to  warn  us  of  our  dangers,  and  with  unerring  aim  to  point 
out  the  true  from  the  counterfeit— 

[Mr.  HfLL  was  here  interrupted  by  the  chairman,  [Mr. 
Foot,]  who  stud  he  could  ntt  be  permitted  to  proceed, 
his  remarks  being  personal.  After  a  sh(^  pause,  Mr.  H. 
did  proceed  as  follows:] 

The  suppositions  of  the  Senator  from  Maine  about  the 
abuse  of  the  franking  privilege,  and  the  nine  thousand 
postmasters — about  this  franking  privilege  prostrating  the 
liberties  of  the  people  in  the  dust-Htbout  the  enormous 
patronage  of  the  custom-house  in  New  York,  extended  to 
a  newspaper  of  that  city— about  Shadrach  Penn,  the  New 
Hampshire  Patriot,  and  the  Boston  Morning  Post— about 
the  battering  down  of  every  thing  valuable  by  tliis  Post 
Office  Department — about  the  dangers  of  the  Senate,  be- 
cause some  newspaper  has  had  the  daring  presumption  to 
propose  that  the  Senators'  terms  of  service  shall  be  short- 
ened, and  because  others  have  suggested  that  Senators 
who  do  not  represent  the  opinions  and  wishes  of  their  con- 
stituents ought  to  resign— about  the  assaults  of  the  pres^ 
on  tlie  judicutry,  calling  the  judges  dotards,  and  charging 
them  with  combining  with  a  cabal  of  the  Senate— about 
Mr.  Webb,  of  New  York — about  the  favorite,  the  beloved 
minister  of  the  President,  rejected  by  this  body»  and  the 
denunciations  of  the  Globe  for  thai  rejection— about  the 
presumption  of  the  Senate  in  refusing  to  listen  to  the  tes- 
timony of  a  dismissed  officer  in  the  Post  OflUce  Depart- 
ment— in  short,  about  almost  every  thing  that  rehites  to 
the  people,  the  administration,  or  the  opposition — these 
suppositions  having  little  or  nothing  to  do  with  the  ques- 
tion, I  shall  leave  to  be  adjusted  by  the  Senator  himself 
when  he  shall  Lave  more  leisure  to  attend  to  them  calmly 
and  dispassionately,  &«  I  cannot  doubt  he  will  do,  after  he 
shall  have  settled  down  in  the  enjoyment  of  domestic 
quiet. 

As  to  the  merits  of  the  amendment  itself*  I  will  acknow- 


ledge  the  Senator  has  discovered  all  his  usual  ingenuity  in 
demonstrating  them;  but  if  I  had  not  at  the  moment  writ- 
ten it  down,  the  whole  foroe  of  his  reasoning  would  have 
escaped  in  the  mist  which  he  aflerwaxds  raised. 

That  part  of  his  speech  which  was  a  written  calculatioo 
of  whatf  by  poisibility,  mijriit  be  nt  the  dispossl  of  the 
department   on  the  1st  of  July  next*  if  it  were  true, 
might  furnish  a  good  reason  to  reduce  the  postage  on  either 
letters,  newspapers,  mr  pamphlets,  or  all  of  them.  I  think 
he  made  his  calculation  to  exceed  half  a  million  of  doUsn. 
This  calculation-Was  predicated  on  the  fact  that,  in  the 
first  six  months  of  liie  year  1831,  the  revenue  exceeded 
the  expense  of  the  department  in  the  sum  of  $75^475  91. 
But  it  should  be  recollected  that  in  the  six  previous  months 
the  revenue  had  fallen  short  $13,223  73|  and  that  for  the 
three  previous  years  it  wm  minus  from  $25,000  up  to 
$82,(00  in  a  year. 

I  have  before  said  that  the  principle  of  the  department 
always  has  been-— not  to  obtun  a  surplus  revenue— but  to 
increase  the  facilities  of  the  public  mail— to  increase  the 
trips  and  the  speed  on  the  more  important  routes— to  ex- 
tend new  routes,  which  the  bead  of  the  department  wm 
authorized  by  law  to  do  between  tlie  veata  oi  juiticeof  the 
several  counties  in  the  new  Statea— to  proc^ire  the  rosil 
carried  in  steamboats  between  considerable  places.  I  well 
know  that  these  improvements  and  facilities  have  been  ex- 
tended, up  to  the  present  moment,  so  far  as  the  depart- 
ment deejned  it  prudent  to  go.  There  has  been  no  tine 
in  which  the  department  has  not  been  pressed  to  go  be- 
yond its  ability.  The  late  Postmaster  General  acknow- 
ledged, before  he  left  liis  office,  that  he  had  made  exten- 
sions whose  expenses  would  overreach  the  receipts,  io 
1827,  '28,  and  for  the  three  subsequent  years,  the  expen- 
ditures were  beyond  the  receipts:  this  OAy  be  accounted 
for  from  the  fiict  that,  in  the  year  1827,  the  last  bill  for  es- 
tablishing new  post  roads  was  passed.  The  biU  of  1837 
did  not  cover  half  the  extent  of  the  bill  now  proposed; 
yet  that  bill  the  first  year  having  b«en  in  operation  onlf 
six  months  of  the  term,  reduced  the  revenue  within  the 
expenditures  $25,000— the  next  year  to  $74,000— the  year 
after  to  $82,000,  its  maximum,  in  consequence  of  the  in- 
creased facilities  given  in  the  contracts  of  1828,  and  wtf 
not  restored  until  the  year  ending  July  1, 1831,  to  sn 
amount  exceeding  the  expenditures.  For  fouryesrssub- 
sequent  to,  and  including  1820,  tliere  liad  been  a  deficien- 
cy each  year  of  from  $26,000  to  $125,000— from  1824  to 
1828  there  was  a  surplus,  the  lowest  year  $9,000,  and  the 
highest  year  $80,000.  In  1827,  this  surplus  was  $55,000. 
So  it  will  be  seen  there  was  as  much  if  not  more  resson 
in  1828,  when  the  then  new  poat  road  law  went  into  ef- 
fect, to  anticipate  a  surplus  fund,  as  there  now  is. 

Indeed,  tliis  surplus  fundt  which  has  always  consisted  of 
uncollected  balances  due  to  the  department  from  postnss- 
ters  who  have  failed  to  pky  over,  was  formerly  much 
larger  than  it  now  is.  Postmasters  were  not  formerly  re- 
quired to  pay  over  as  promptly  as  they  now  are,  and  a 
much  larger  proportionate  amount  was  lost  to  the  public. 
It  is  now  deemed  a  good,  yea,  an  imperious  cause  for  re- 
moval, if  a  postmaster  fails  to  pay  over  his  dues  qasrterlj. 
The  deficiencies  which  have  occurred  in  seven  years  »ncc 
1820,  have  been  made  up  from  this  surplus  fiiod.  At  no 
time  during  that  period  has  the  Post  Office  Department 
been  in  possession  of  funds  beyond  what  was  necesssry  for 
carrying  on  its  extended  business:  it  does  not  possess  ihem 
at  this  time;  and  will  you  now  force  it,  in  addition  to  s 
burden  of  new  post  roads,  to  double  the  amount  of  what 
was  ever  at  any  one  time  imposed,  to  encounter  the  trans- 
port of  paper  equal  to  one-half  of  the  whole  manufacture 
of  the  United  SUtes,  to  be  delivered  out  in  single  printed 
sheets  in  the  most  distant  parts  of  the  country-?  Without 
a  heavy  appropriation  directly  from  the  treasur}[,  the  de- 
partment must  break  down — it  cannot  sustain  itself  nx 
monUis  under  the  proposed  arrangement. 
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Thenuitftke  of  gvntlenien  on  this  subject  is,  that  thejr 
consider  the  postage  of  newspapers  in  the  light  o£  a  tax. 
If  it  be  a  tax,  it  is  a  tax  on  the  public  for  the  benefit  of  the 
person  who  receires  it.  It  can  be  demonstrnted  that  the 
cost  for  canrjring  and  delirering  newspapers  is  greater  to 
the  department  than  the  paj  it  receives.  It  will  be  in  time 
to  answer  the  argument  of  taxation,  oppression,  iigustice, 
when  this  newspaper  postage  is  proved  to  be  taxation  and 
injustice,  as  the  people  so  consider  them.  The  Senator 
has  mentioned  the  great  privileses  which  the  newspapers 
have  in  New  York,  and  in  the  otnercities  and  considerable 
towns,  beyond  the  newspapers  of  the  villages.  I  question 
very  nmch  whether  a  cost,  e<}aal  to  the  amount  of  postage 
by  mail,  is  not  paid  in  the  city  of  New  York  for  the  car- 
riage and  delivery  of  newspapers  printed  within  that  city, 
to  liie  people  of  the  same  ctty«  Thirty  thousand  dollars, 
the  sum  estimated  by  the  Senator,  does  not  pay  the  nume- 
rous paper  carriers  of  that  city,  a  number  of  whom  must 
be  employed  by  each  daily  newspsper  press.  The  Post 
Of&oe  DepaKment,  on  the  principle  of  this  amendment, 
should  pay  these  newspaper  earners. 

The  Senator  says,  that  to  promote  a  salutary  and 
healthy  public  sentiment,  the  newspapers  of  one'  State 
should  be  introduced  into  another  State  on  equal  terms 
with  its  own  papers— that  there  cannot  be  equality  if  the 
postage  on  newspapers  shaH  not  be*  abolished.  There 
surely  cannot  be  equality  in  such  an  arrangement;  in  the  one 
easBi  the  printer  may  have  his  material  at  hand,  and  will 
psy  no  transport  to  the  point  of  destination;  in  the  other, 
should  not  the  printer  have  his  ink  snd  his  paper  carried 
over  the  same  g^und,  at  the  expense  of  the  Post  Ofllce 
Department?  If  the  postmaster  at  some  country  village 
is  obliged  to  preserve  and  deliver  out  to  snbscribers  the 
newspapers  printed  in  other  States  without  fee,  ought  he 
not  to  be  required  to  superintend,  without  fee,  the  news- 
papers printed  in  his  own  village^ 

But,  says  the  Senator,  the  franking  privilege  is  exclu- 
avel^intbe  hands  of  the  party  in  power,  and  an  important 
election  is  at  hand.  I  am  sorry  to  see  party  feelings  ap- 
pealed to  on  such  a-  question  as  this.  I  cannot  believe  thii4 
any  ptfty  will  derive  a  permanent  benefit  from  the  ademp- 
tion of  this  amendment.  The  Senator  adimts  that  while 
Congress  is  in  session,  the  parties  at  this  point  are  e(]|ual 
as  to  the  advantages  of  the  franking  privilege.  Dunng 
the  present  session,  I  am  free-  to  acknowledge  that  the 
party  to  which  the  gentleman  belongs  have  been  much 
more  industrious  than  the  other  sid^.  Our  folding  rooms 
have  presented  abundant  proof  of  this  &ct:  members  of 
Congress  do  iar  more  at  this  buriness  of  fruiking  than 
any  of  the  officers  of  the  departments;  1  have  myself 
franked  more  papers  and  documents  in  one  week  since 
the  commencement  of  the  present  session,  than'  I  did 
dunnfp  the  fifteen  months  in  which  1  did  the  duties  of  Se- 
cond Comptsoller  in  the  Treasury  Department.  There 
can  be  no  object  in  franking  the  papers  from  the  District 
by  the  public  officers:  to  obtain  the  frank,  these  papers 
must  go  at  least  one  day  later  than  they  would  go  mm 
ttieir  offices  of  publication.  Few,  indeed,  are  the  news- 
papers franked  ^ther  by  the  officers  of  the  Government 
m  the  depsrtments^  or  by  postmasters:  they  cannot  afford 
to  psgr  fbr  more  papers  than  they  resd{  and  seldom  is  a 
newspaper  seen  in  the  mail  bearing  their  frank.  It  is  much 
more  natural  for  members  of  Congress  to  supply  their 
Mends  during  the  session— they  know  their  constituents 
will  be  gratified  as  well  for  the  attention  that  u  paid  them, 
•M  for  the  information  they  wiU  obtain  relative  to  what  con* 
cems  their  interests.  In  this  respect,  I  am  |plad  that  the 
Senator  acknowlec^^  the  parties,  the  administration,  and 
the  minority,  to  stand  on  equal  ground. 

If  it  shall  be  the  intention  to  throw  this  department  on 
the  public  treasury  to  the  amount  of  half  a  miUion^  or  a 
milfion  of- dollars  per  annum,  for  the  sake  of  protecting 
the  large  newspaper  establishments,  and  injuring  the 


small  ones,  for  the  sake  of  flooding  the  couniry  with  news- 
papers printed  in  this  Di^ct,  to  affect  the  Presidential 
election,  I  trust  that  honorable  Senators  will  weigh  well 
the  consequences  of  such  a  step  before  they  proceed. 
It  will  be  fatal  to  the  wholesome  increase  and  growth  of 
the  department.  It  will  be  an  unjust  tax  upon  the  whole 
community  for  the  benefit  of  the  political  trader  and 
speculator;  for  by  what  right  can  you  tax  the  people  for 
the  carriage  of  newspapers,  any  more  than  you  can  tas 
them  for  the  carriage  of  any  other  commodi^  used  and 
consumed  by  any  particular  class?  Once  permit  the  Post 
Office  Department  to  place  its  reliance  on  the  oommon 
treasury,  and  well  may  we  become  alarmed  atthedangers 
of  post  office  influence.  There  will  no  longer  be  an 
inducement  to  husband  the  resources  of  that  establish- 
mentt  there  will  be  no  necessity  for  restricting  the  ex« 
penses  to  the  amount  of  the  actual  income)  the  scramblsi 
will  be,  not  who  can  best  serve  the  public,  but  who  can 
get  the  most  money?  The  means  or  corruption  will  be 
unbounded:  the  department  itself  will  falter,  like  thsi 
bloated  epicure,  from  the  free  use  of  the  food  that  is 
placed  before  it.  The  temptation  will  be  too  great  to  be 
resisted.  If  the  principle  of  supporting  this  department 
from  the  public  treasury  be  adopted,  there  wUl  be  no 
bound  to  the  expense;  and  its  inemeieQcy  will  increase  at 
the  expense  shall  be  increased. 

I  have,  sir,  detained  the  Senate  longer  than  I  could 
have  wished.  I  would  not  have  spoken  at  all,  had  I  not 
felt  it  to  be  a  duty,  as  one  of  a  committee  which  has  be* 
stowed  much  labor  on  this  bill,  to  resist  an  amendment 
which  will  compel  me  to  vote  against  the  whole,  if  this 
shall  be  sdoptea  as  a  part  of  the  bill.  I  am  myself  con* 
vinced — 

That  the  present  newspaper  postsjge  is  not  a  fiill  re* 
muneration  ror  the  expenses  of  carr}*ing  and  delivering 
them. 

That,  to  abolish  this  postage  entirely,  will  impose  a 
burden  on  the  Post  Office  Department,  which  cannot  be 
borne  without  an  equivalent  from  the  treasury. 

That  payment  from  the  treasury  will  be  an  unjust  and 
unequal  tax  upon  all  persons  who  dO  not  receive  their  news- 
papers through  the  niul. 

That  the  dfect  of  abolishing  newspaper  postage  will 
be  the  destruction  and  injury  of  the  small  newspaper 
tablishments  throughout  the  interior  of  the  countiy. 

That  it  win  enable  wealthy  and  designing  men,  and 
sociations  of  men,  to  monopolize  the  newspaper  press  of 
the  United  States. 

That  the  expense  of  transporting  the  msils  will  be 
greatiy  increased;  and  if  letter  mails  shall  not  be  entirely 
separated  from  newspaper  mails,  confumon  and  delay  will 
take  place  in  the  transmismon  of  letters. 

That  postmasters  will  demand  and  be  entitied  to  an 
equivalent  amounting  to  at  least  one-half  the  present  post- 
age, for  which  no  provision  is  made  by  law. 

That  the  proposition  is  an  interference  with  the  private 
business  and  industry  of  individuals,  calculated  to  promote 
the  benefit  of  the  few  at  the  expense  of  thd  many. 

That  it  will  make  the  routes  in  the  newly  settled  parts 
of  the  country,  and,  indeed,  in  the  long  settled  psrts  where 
the  population  is  scattered,  so  unproductive  as  to  compel 
the  Postmaster  General  to  discontinue  many  of  them. 

In  short,  that  the  tendency  of  this  amenidment  will  be 
the  destruction  of  the  post  office' establishment,  and  the 
imminent  injury  of  the  whole  trading  and  commercial 
community — ^a  measure  of  more  immediate  miscLuefthan 
any  which  has  passed  Congress  since  the  adoption  of  the 
constitution. 

Mr.  CLAYTON,  in  consequence  of  an  inquiry  pro- 
pounded by  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the  Post 
Office,  why  the  Committee  of  Investintion  appointed  by 
the  Senate  last  year  to  inquire  into  the  acbninistration  of 
the   department,  did  not  prooeed  in  the  execution  of 
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these  duties,  went  into  a  view  of  the  causes  which  had 
checked  tlie  progress  of  that  inquiry  at  the  very  moment, 
when  impeactiable  matter  had  been  elicited,  and  when 
the  apprehensions  of  the  friends  of  the  department  had 
been  roused.  He  showed  that  the  labors  of  the  committee 
bad  been  arrested  by  the  adoption  of  a  resolution  by  the 
Senate,  prohibiting  the  committee  from  inquiring'  into 
any  impeachable  matter,  the  necessary  consequence  of 
which  was  to  put  an  end  to  all  further  inquiry.  He  gave 
a  succinct  and  forcible  summary  of  the  course  of  the  com- 
mlttee,  while  engaged  in  their  labors;  narrated  the  man- 
ner  in  which  attempts  had  been  made  to  destroy  the  repu- 
tation of  Mr.  Bradley;  and  sustained  the  character  of  that 
gentleman  in  a  rery  effective  manner.  He  pledged  him- 
self, if  the  Senate  would  rescind  the  resolution  prohibit- 
ing the  committee  from  inquiry  into  impeachable  matter, 
and  give  him  a  committee  which  would  go  through  the 
investigation,  to  produce  in  ten  ^yn  a  report  oi  &cts 
which  would  place  the  matter  in  a  correct  view  before  the 
world. 

Before  he  had  concluded,  he  gave  way  to  a  motion  to 
adjourn;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Thubsdat,  Mat  10. 


POST  OFFICE. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
to  establish  certain  post  offices  and  post  roads,  and  to  dis- 
continue others. 

The  question  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Bibb  to 
amend  the  bill  by  adding  a  section  abolishing  the  postage 
on  newspapers  af\er  the  1st  day  of  July. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  concluded  the  remai'ks^which  he  com- 
menced yesterday,  further  commenting  on  the  manner  in  j 
which  the  investigation  instituted  last  year  into  the  numage- 1 
ment  of  the  Post  Office  Department  was  arrested.  | 

Mr.  GRUNDY  made  an  explanation  on  some  of  the 
points,  especially  in  reference  to  the  extra  allowances 
given  by  the  Postmaster  General  in  the  case  of  Harrall, 
and  the  Baltimore  and  Washing^n  contract. 

Mr.  HOLMES  succeeded,  making  some  additional  ex- 
planations on  the  manner  in  which  the  inquiries  of  the  sub- 
committee last  year  were  met  at  the  department. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  amendment  offer«ed 
by  Mp.  Bibb,  and  determined  in  the  negative,  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs:  Bell,  Bibb,  Clay,  Clayton,  Ewing, 
Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hayne,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight, 
Miller,  Moore,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins, 
Buggies,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tomlinson. — 22. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Buckner,  Dallas, 
Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hendricks, 
Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Robinson,  Smith, 
Tazewell,  Tipton,  Troup,  Tyler,  Wliite,  Wilkins.—23. 

The  bill  was  then  furtlicr  amended  in  its  details,  and 
was  reported  to  the  Senate,  The  amendments  made 
in  Committee  of  the  Tyhole  were  concurred  in;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Faidat,  Mat  11. 

THE  POST  OFFICE  BILL 

Being  taken  up, '  Mr.  BIBB  renewed  the  motion  which 
he  had  unsuccessfully  made  in  Committee  of  the  Whole 
to  abolish  the  postage  on  newspapers  from  July  next. 
The  amendment  was  again  negatived — yeas  22,  nays  23, 
and  the  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading. 

PENSIONS. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
supplemeittary  to  an  act  for  the  relief  of  the  surviving 
officers  and  soldiers  of  tlie  revolutionary  war. 

The  question  being  on  the  motion  submitted  by  Mr. 
RoBiirsoic,  to  recommit  the  bill,  with  instructions^  which 


question  was  divided,  so  that  the  first  question  was  on 
recommitting  the  bill. 

Mr.  FOOT  said  it  had  been  his  fixed  determination 
not  to  consume  any  of  the  time  of  the  Senate  in  diaeuas* 
ing  this  bill;  he  believed  the  subject  was  well  understood, 
and  its  merits  so  fully  and  so  generally  appreciated,  that 
argument  was  unecessary;  and  he  had  stated  to  the  Se« 
nate,  when  it  was  first  taken  up,  that  he  should  occupy 
none  of  their  time,  except  so  far  as  became  necessary  in 
explaining  and  answering  questions  which  might  be  ex* 
pected  of  him,  as  chairman  of  the  committee  which  had 
reported  the  bill. 

But,  sir,  as  the  Senator  from  South  Carofina  [Bfr. 
Hatks]  has  declared  that  the  merits  of  the  bill  are  to  be 
discussed  on  this  motion  to  recommit,  and  has  made  which 
an  attack  on  the  report  of  the  committee,  and'nine  special 
allusions  to  me  personally,  I  cannot  consentthat  this  Ques* 
tion  of  reference  be  decided,  without  some  notice  or  his 
remarks;  and  although  not  prepared  at  tins  time  for  a 
full  discussion,  not  having  the  minutes  of  the  Senators 
speech  (which  I  had  taken  at  tiie  time  of  its  delivery) 
before  me,  I  must  beg  a  moment's  indulgence  in  my  own 
defence,  as  well  as  in  defence  of  the  report.  The  Senator 
surely  could  not  have  read  the  report,  or  did  not  at*  all 
understand  its  import,  when  he  alluded  to  the  caJcolatioa 
made  by  the  committee.  Sir,  the  calculation  to  which  he 
alluded,  did  not  refer  to  tlie  number  to  be  embraced  in 
this  biU^  but  was  a  mere  calculation' on  facts,  for  the  pur* 
pose  of  showing,  from  the  number  of  those  now  on  the 
list,  that  the  estimate  made  by  the  committee  on  calcula- 
tions founded  on  the  tables  of  annuities  of  Milnor  and 
Rankin,  as  calculated  by  Professor  Wigglesworth,  mighl 
be  depended  on  as  a  safe  guide  in  the  estimates. 

The  report  states  thai  it  was  believed  that  a  great 
portion  of  the  whole  army  did  apply  to  be  placed  on  the 
pension  list  under  the  act  of  1818)  and  the  report  says: 
**  In  order  to  furnish  satis&ctory  evidence  of  this  Act,  tiie 
committee  submit  the  following  brief  statement  and  esti- 
mate," &c.«  and  then  follow  the  tables  taken  from  official 
IJUM^uments,  showing  the  number  of  troopy  furnished  by 
each  State,  with  the  total  amount,  and  |iso  the  nnmb^ 
furnished  in  each  year,  from  which  that  citimate  is  formed, 
and  that  position,  in  the  opinion  of  the  committee,  clearly 
proved.  The  Senator  here  has  made  a  very  great  mis* 
take  in  adding  tlie  number  of  invalid  pensioners;  by  which 
he  thinks  he  has  discovered  a  gross  error  in  the  calcula* 
tions  of  the  committee,  showing  that  the  mimber  of 
pensioners  is  much  greater  than  it  could  possibly  be,  ac- 
cording to  the  rule  adopted  by  the  committee.  Sir,  does 
not  the  Senator  see  that  the  number  of  invalid  pensioners 
has  no  connexion  with  that  calculation?  Does  he  not 
know  that  tliis  invalid  pension  list  embraces  those  who 
have  been  disabled  in  every  war,  from  the  commence- 
ment of  our  Government?  Vhat  portion  of  that  list  is 
made  up  of  revolutionary  soldiersi  Not  one  ninth  part! 
If  the  Senator  will  turn  his  attention  to  the  ninth  page  of 
the  report,  he  will  there  find  the  data  on  which  the  cqbi- 
mittee  have  inade  their  estimate  for  this  bill,  taken  from 
the  journals  of  the  old  Congress,  including  the  two  thou- 
sand as  furnished  by  the  department; and  let  him  calculate^ 
and  show  us  any  error  in  that  estimate.  Since  the  Senator 
made  bis  strictures  on  our  report,  I  have  looked  at  tlie 
report  and  estimate  made  by  the  committee  of  the  House, 
:n  which,  altliough  the  cadculation  is  made  in  a  diff»rent 
way,  1  find  but  a  very  trifling  difference  between  the 
estimates  of  the  two  committees;  1  have  also  run  over  the 
calculation  again,  and  do  not  find  any  errot.  The  Senator 
is  also  much  mistaken  In  another  point.  He  etated  that 
"none  but  regular  soldiers  ever  received  invalid  pen- 
sions." Sir,  every  soldier,  whether  of  the  regular  army, 
volunteers,  or  mihtia,  who  was  wounded  in  Jbattle,  is  en- 
titled to  an  invalid  pension  under  existing  laws!  The 
pension  ptinciple  has  not,  aa*he  has  stated,  been  **  at  all 
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times  confiniied  to  the  ren^kr  army,"  bat  has  been  al« 
ready  extended  to  every  class  of  soldiers  embraced  in  this 
bill.  Here  is  no  <*  new  principle  of  pennons,"  or  exten- 
sion of  those  "principles,"  whidi  has  excited  so  much 
alarm. 

So  much*  sir,  in  jasttiication  and  defence  of  the  report. 

Some  personal  aliusions  demand  my  notice.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Maryland,  [Mr.  Smith,]  in  a  speech  delivered 
some  time  since,  perhaps  on  the  appropriation  bill,  and 
published  in  the  Globe— <*  official'*— has  denominated  me 
"our  greatest  economist."  Far  be  it  from  me  to  com- 
plain of  this  chargfe,  as  it  is  not  considered  a  term  of  re- 
proach. It  is  a  distinguishing  characteristic  of  the  people 
of  my  native*  State,  whose  institutions  I  venerale,  whose 
habits  I  admire,  and  whose  sociid  relations  I  love.  Ha- 
bits of  industry  and  economy  were  inculcated  upon  me 
in  early  life — ^inhaled  with  my  breath,  and,  from  necessity, 
practised  through  my  whole  life.  Both  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  [Mr.  Uatvx]  and  the  Senator  from  Miu'y- 
land  have  given  me  much  credit  for  the  successful  ap- 
plication of  some  of  the  rules  of  economy  in  my  public 
lile;  in  saving  much  of  the  public  money  on  several  oc- 
casions. They  have  professed  great  confidence  in  my 
knowledge  of  the  true  principles  of  economy.  But,  sir, 
they  have  both  charged  upon  me  tiie  abandonment  of  all 
those  principles  in  relation  to  this  bill,  and  resort  to  the 
"wildest  extravsgance,"  and  have  expressed  their  as- 
tonishment to  find  me  an  advocate  for  a  measure,  which, 
for  its  "extravagant  waste  of  public  money,  must  stsnd 
foremost  in  the  front  rankl"  Here  they  do  me  injustice* 
Sir,  if  the  Senators  had  united  with  me,  at  the  last  session, 
in  applying  the  true  principles  of  economy,  I  assure  them, 
^  it  is  my  firm  belief  that  a  greater  sum  would  have  been 
*  saved  to  Ihe  country,  than  was  saved  by  the  "  radical  com- 
mittee of  1835,"  for  which  they  have  given  me  so  much 
credit;  or  the  act  of  1820,  which  reduced  tfie  appropria- 
tion for  pensions  under  the  act  of  1818  about  a  milliort 
and  a  half  of  dollars,  reported  also  by  a  committee  of 
which  my  colleague  and  myself  were  members,  and  for 
which  the  Senator  from  Mtfyland  was  disposed  to  take 
the  credit  for  his  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means.  There 
is  a  wide  difference  between  economy  and  parsimony, 
which  are  oflen  used  as  convertible  terms;  they  are  of\en 
confounded,  but  it  is  of  great  importance  they  should  be 
well  understood.  Economy  saves  needless  expense; 
parsimony  withholds  what  is  necefisary.  The  wise  man 
describes  them  in  most  admirable  terms:  <'  There  is  that 
giveth  and  yet  receiveth — and  there  is  that  withholdeth 
more  than  is  needful,  and  it  tendeth  to  poverty." 

Let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  Senators  from  Maryland 
and  South  Carolina  to  the  bill  now  before  the  Senate. 
This  bill  passed  the  House  at  the  last  session,  by  a  majori- 
ty of  132  to  52,  came  to  the  Senate,  was  examined  by  the 
Committee  on  Pensions,  reported  without  amendment, 
and  an  attempt  made  to  call  up  the  bill  failed,  tlie  vote 
being  20  to  20.  Let  me  now  say  to  those  Senators,  that 
true  economy  demanded  the  passage  of  this  bill  at  that 
time;  and,  in  my  opinion,  » great  saving,  both  of  time  and 
money,  would  have  been  ef&cted  by  it. 

Mr.  President,  this  Government  is  not  a  Government  of 
force,  but  rests  entirely  on  public  opinion.  The  moral 
force  is  combined  with,  and  directs  the  physical  power  of 
the  whole  nation;  and  while  these  remain  combined,  and 
in  harmonious  action,  it  forms  the  strongest  Government 
on  earth.  But,  sir,  if  the  moral  influence  is  debased,  the 
physical  power  becomes  mere  brutal  force;  the  founda- 
tion of  the  Government  is  destroyed,  and  the  superstruc- 
ture of  republican  Government  falls  at  once  to  the  ground. 
Public  agents  must  retain  public  confidence,  or  they  can 
never  administer  this  Government. 

The  omnipotence  of  public  opinion  is  often  felt,  and  we 
know  how  vain  are  all  attempts  to  resist  it!  It  may  be 
misled;  and  it  is  as  absolutely  irresistible  in  error,  until  it 


can  be  corrected  by  cool  reflection  and  discovery  of  truth. 
When  that  discovery  is  made,  it  comes  to  a  just  decision. 
As  Mr.  Jefferson  says,  "  the  people  will  always  decide 
correctly,  on  a  correct  knowledge  offsets."  Public  opi« 
nion  has  decided  deliberately  and  definitively,  and  has 
demanded  that  provision  be  made  for  the  remnant  of  the 
revolutionary  army,  and  we  cannot  resist  it.  Can  any  man 
doubt  the  fact?  Let  him  look  at  the  journals  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  for  the  last  two  years.  See  the  large 
mMorities  with  which  bills  have  been  passed  for  their  re- 
lief. Look  at  the  proceedings  and  instructions  of  State 
Legislatures.  Look  at  the  proceedings  of  all  our  public 
meetings.  Do  you  find  a  dissenting  voice?  Not  one. 
There  is  no  mistake  in  thia— it  speaks  a  language  not  to 
be  misunderstood.  Public  opinion  governs  all  our  legia* 
lation,  and  it  is  worse  than  useless  to  attempt  to  deny  it; 
you  cannot  pass  and  enforce  a  single  law  which  has  not  its 
approbation.  Nor  can  you  resist  or  prevent  the  passage 
of  a  law  which  the  public  voice  demands. 

The  bill  now  under  consideration,  which  passed  the 
House  at  its  last  session  by  a  majority  of  eiglity  votes,  fully 
satisfied  public  expectation.  It  involved  an  expenditure 
of  less  than  450,000  dollars  per  annum,  fbr  a  very  short 
period.  Unfortunately,  it  did  not  pass  the  Senate.  But, 
sir,  the  fault  was  not  mine.  If  this  bill  had  then  passed, 
much  time  in  legislation  would  have  been  lAved,  and  pro- 
bably a  million  of  dollars  annually.  Look  at  the  bill  now 
before  us,  from  the  House,  which  has  been  reported  and 
passed  during  the  pendency  of  this  bill  before  tlie  Senate. 
See  the  consequences  of  this  delay.  A  bill,  as  the  Sena- 
tor has  truly  said,  involving  at  least  treble  the  amount  of 
the  bill  reported  by  our  committee  at  the  commencement 
of  the  session.  Let  Senators  vote  to  recommit  this  bill. 
One  of  these  bills  muU  and  will  be  passed.  Let  those 
who  have  opposed  this  bill  take  tlie  bill  from  the  House, 
with  treble  the  amount  of  expenditure,  and  then  boast  of 
their  economy.  I  will  vote  for  eitlier.  I  have  no  fears 
that  we  shall  overpay  the  soldiers  of  the  revolutionary 
army.  It  is  immaterial  to  me  which  bill  shall  receive  the 
approbation  of  Congress.  One  will  certainly  pass;  and,  if 
it  is  not  soon  decided,  let  me  assure  gentlemen  there  will 
be  no  necesnty  to  "  advertise  for  public  indignation." 
But,  sir,  I  must  express  my  regret  tliat  the  House  should 
have  sent  us  another  bill,  on  orinciples  so  entirely  differ- 
ent from*  the  former  bill,  and  which  passed  by  an  equal 
majority,  while  tlieir  first  bill  was  pending  before  us.  It 
has  distracted  the  public  mind,  which  was  fully  settled. 
It  has  interrupted  and  delayed  the  action  of  the  Senate; 
but  it  cannot  be  charged  to  us.  L<et  the  responsibility 
rest  where  it  belongs.  Pass  which  bill  you  will,  the  pub- 
lic mind  will  not  now  be  fully  satisfied  with  our  legislation 
on  tills  interesting  subject. 

The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Hathx]  is  much 
mistaken  when  he  says,  "  this  bill  is  an  old  acquaintance; 
that  it  has  been  before  the  Senate  for  several  years;  hn 
been  fully  discussed;  that,  two  years  since,  it  was  known 
by  the  name  of  the  mammoth  pension  bill,"  against  which 
he  made  the  speech  from  which  he  has  now  read  some 
statements  and  estimates.  1  will  not  believe  the  Senator 
capable  of  making  a  statement  which  he  did  not  tliink  cor- 
rect. But,  sir,  the  bill  to  whidi  he  refers  was  probably 
the  bill  containing  two  or  three  hundred  names,  which 
passed  at  the  last  session.  Let  me  tell  the  Senator  tliat 
ihis  bill  was  never  discussed  in  the  Senate,  it  came  from 
the  House  near  the  close  of  the  last  session,  for  the  first 
time;  and.  On  my  motion  to  take  up  th^bill  for  consider- 
ation, the  vote  stood  20  to  20— there  was  no  discussion 
upon  it.  The  Senator  may  refer  to  some  other  bill  from 
the  Committee  on  Pensions;  for  I  am  free  to  acknowledge, 
that,  since  the  Seni^tor  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Sxitb]  placed 
me  at  the  head  of  that  committed,  1  have  labored  faith- 
fully, and  endeavored  to  do  equal  justice  to  all  the  officers 
and  soldiers  of  the  revolutionary  army. 
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Sir,  seme  remarka  have  fiLllen  from  the  Senator  In  re- 
lation to  the  militis  who  are  provided  for  in  this  bill,  for 
rix  months'  service  in  the  war  of  the  revolution,  which  a 
sense  of  duty  compels  me  to  notice.  The  Senator  is  not 
at  all  responsible  to  me  for  any  remarks  he  may  choose  to 
make  in  relation  to  the  militia  of  his  own  State;  but,  sir, 
the  conduct  of  the  militia  of  my  State,  during  that  event- 
Ail  period,  is  deserving  of  the  highest  praise  and  commen- 
dation. Nor  do  I  believe  that  any  portion  of  the  militia  of 
any  of  the  Eastern  States  deserve  the  censure  cast  upon 
them  by  such  insinuations.  Who  fought  the  battles  of 
Bunke^  Hill,  Lexington,  Bennington,  and  Saratoga^  the 
Plains  of  Abraham,  and  under  the  walls  of  Quebec?  Have 
any  of  your  laws  of  1818  or  1828  embraced  those  brave 
and  devoted  patriota  and  citizen  soldiers.^  No!  These 
men  are  excluded!  Where  can  you  find  the  militia,  in 
the  Eastern  or  Middle  States,  **  6eeing  to  the  camp  as 
a  place  of  safety  >''  Sir,  this  insinuation  distressed  me. 
Towards  our  militia  it  was  unjust,  unkind.  During  the 
y«ir  1780,  Connecticut  had  in  the  field  ifiore  than  one- 
seventh  part  of  the  whole  regular  army!  But,  sir,  where 
was  this  force  employed.^  Not  a  mngle  *'  camp"  in  that 
State!  And  when  our  whole  coast,  for  nine^  miles  in 
extent,  was  in  one  almost  continued  blaze?  when  all  our 
principal  towns,  from  iRhode  Island  to  New  York,  were 
involved  in  one  general  conflagration,  not  a  continental 
officer  or  soldier  could  be  found  in  the  State.  They  were 
fighting  the  battles  of  our  common  country  in  New  York 
and  in  other  States  south  of  us.  Who  were  massacred  at 
Groton  fort,  where  near  two  hundred  wives  were  made 
widows,  and  six  hundred  children  made  orphans,  in  a 
single  day?  Militia  and  volunteers!  Sir,  the  militia  of 
Connecticut  never  '*  fled  to  the  camp  for  a  place  of 
safety."  They  flew  to  meet  the  foe  at  every  point  Yes, 
sir,  they  flew.  On  the  militia  and  volunteers  devolved  the 
defence  of  our  whole  line  of  seacoast:  they  were  kept  in 
perpetual  alarms,  from  the  incursions  of  toe  Vandal  ene- 
my. Some  volunteer  companies  were  denominated 
•*  minute  men,"  from  the  celerity  of  their  movements. 
One  company  of  a  hundred  men,  from  my  native  town, 
forced  a  march  of  forty  miles,  to  defend  tfie  public  stores 
at  Danbury,  and  drove  in  the  rear  guard  of  the  enemy. 
They  exchanged  three  shots,  killed  and  wounded  fourteen 
of  the  enemy;  nor  did  they  retreat  until  the  artillery  open- 
ed a  fire  upon  them  from  the  main  body.  On  another  oc- 
casion, the  same  company,  in  less  than  six  hours  from  the 
first  alarm,  mustered,  marched  fourteen  miles,  and  drove 
in  a  marauding  party  of  a  hundred  and  fifty;  with  a  loss 
to  the  Britisl^  as  was  said,  of  four  killed,  including  an 
officer,  and  six  wounded;  on  our  side,  four  killed,  and  two 
sevei'ely  wounded.  These  wounds  I  have  seen:  these 
men  were  crippled  for  life.  Did  they  "  flee  to  the  camp 
as  a  place  of  safety?"  Are  such  men  unworthy  of  the 
consideration  of  Congress?  Sir,  they  never  received  it, 
they  never  asked  it.  They  have  mostly  paid  the  debt  of 
nature,  and  rest  with  the  great  congregation  of  the  dead. 
But  let  not  their  memory  be  traduced — it  is  dear  to  us — 
to  me  it  is  dear.  I  knew  many  of  these  men:  they  were 
my  neighbors— they  were  my  ftiends.  Sir,  one  fact  in 
relation  to  this  company  is  worthy  of  notice.  It  will  be  un- 
derstood, three  only  or  that  company  now  survive,  to  my 
knowledge:  two  reside  in  Ohio,  and  one  in  St.  Lawrence 
county.  New  York. 

The  Senator  complains  that  the  money  paid  for  ser- 
vices during  the  revolutionary  war  goes  in  very  large  pro- 
portions to  the  Eastern  States.  Does  he  wish  to  know 
the  cause }  Where  were  the  troops  raised  ?  Does  not  the 
Senator  know  that  more  than  one-half  of  the  whole  num- 
ber of  regular  troops  were  raised  in  the  New  En|^and 
States?  Let  him  look  at  the  report,  taken  from  official 
documents,  and  he  will  find  that  New  Hampshire,  Massa- 
chusetts, Rhode  Island,  and  Connecticut,  furnished  in  the 
regpular  army  118,250  men,  and  the  other  nine  States  but 


112,  S66.  And  is  not  the  money  to  be  paid  to  those  who 
rendered  the  service?  Does  the  Senator  ask  why  iht 
New  England  States  should  have  famished  a  gresiter  po^ 
tion  than  his  own  State?  He  has  himself  given  one  very 
satisfactory  reason— that  near  one-half  of  the  populatiaa 
of  Sbuth  Carolina  were  tories!  Sir,  we  had  very  few 
tones  in  New  England.  And  since  we  never  have,  by 
former  acts^  nor  do  we  now  propoae  to  penskm  the  torie^ 
he  must  not  expect  so  great  a  portion  of  the  pensions  to  gO 
to  the  South.  But,  ftir,  the  Senator  will  find,  on  examin- 
ing the  documents  on  our  table,  that  South  Carolina,  even 
now,  has  on  the  pension  list  a  greater  number  of  pen- 
sioneiv,  in  proportion  to  her  number  of  regular  troops, 
than  Connecticut. 

The  Senator  has  produeed  a  statement  here,  to  show 
that,  in  some  of  the  New  England  Staites,  more  money  is 
received  in  pensions  than  the  amount  of  their  civil  lists. 
What  then !  Suppose  it  to  be  so.  If  the  money  be  due 
to  citizens  residing  there,  diould  it  be  withheld  be<^use 
they  reside  in  New  England?  In  the  settlement  of  jtiflt 
claims,  or  apptopristions  of  money,  have  we  ever  object- 
ed that  the  money  wiu  ^ing  to  the  South  ^  No,  sir;  I  re* 
joice  that  no  such  sectional  feelings  exist  in  my  part  of 
the  country;  and  no  such  complaints  have  ever  be«n  heard, 
on  this  floor,  from  New  England  Senators. 

The  Senator  has  said  that  the  citiaens  of  South  Caro- 
lina served  **  and  suflTered  more  than  any  other  portioii 
of  the  Union."  Why,  then,  does  he  oppose  the  pikBMg« 
of  this  bill,  which  embraces  volunteers  and  militia-'-the 
very  class  who  performed  such  services,  and  endured  stich 
sufllerings,  in  hts  own  State?  Is  it  becauie  he  is  against 
the  principle?  This  biQ  embraces  no  new  principle.  It 
is  a  supplement  to  the  act  of  15^  May,  1838,  which  he  so^ 
ably  advocated,  and  which  may  be  emphatically  caUed  hitf 
own  favorite  bill.  He  has  already  eatabllahed  tiie  prind- 
pie,  and  we  now  propose  to  extend  hia  own  principleii 
for  the  benefit  of  his  own  State,  and  others,  whedid  not  fur- 
nish troops  for  the  regular  army,  but  did  fiimish  their  full 
quota  of  militia  and  volunteers,  whose  just  claims  sre,  for 
the  first  time,  embraced  in  this  bill.  We  propose  to  ^ 
equal  justice  to  all;  but,  strange  and  unaccountable  as  it 
Is,  he  opposes  it  with  all  his  powerftil  eloquence  and  ar- 
gument, even  when  his  own  State,  fi*om  his  own  state- 
ment, is  most  deeply  interested  in  the  bill.  Sir,  the  Se- 
nator has  denounced  a  system  of  pennons  for  military 
services,  in  very  strong  terms,  as  the  commencement  of  a 
fl^stem  which  will  embrace  all  claases  of  the  eommonity, 
for  every  species  of  public  service,  and  wiU  eventually 
break  down  this  Government.  But,  sir,  let  me  ask  the 
Senator,  who  has  ever  advocated  any  such  system  on  this 
floor,  or  elsewhere?  Not  one.  A  system  of  pensions  ha0 
always  been  denounced.  During  this  present  session  the 
Senate  has  denounced  it.  It  has  not  an  advocate  in  thift 
tlnion;  and  why  should  the  Senator  be  alarmed? 

Both  the  Senators  from  Maryland  and  South  Carofina 
have  charged  on  me  a  departure  from  the  ground  taken 
by  the  Senators  from  Connecticut  in  former  times.  They 
are  said  to  have  protested  and  voted  against  the  princi- 
ple of  pensioning  for  military  services.  If  the  Senators 
will  look  at  reports  made  by  me  during  the  present  and 
former  sessions,  which  have  been  printed,  and  sustained 
by  tlie  unanimous  vote  of  the  Senate,  they  wiU  find  a 
strong  protest  against  pensioning  fbr  military  serrices, 
in  more  than  one  report.  These  reports  go  further, 
and  atate  what,  in  my  opinion,  is'  strictly  true:  that  Con- 
rress  have  never  recognised  the  principle  of  pensioning 
for  military  services,  and  I  trust  ttwy  never  will.  They 
have,  indeed,  granted  invalid  penskma  to  such  as  were 
disabled  by  known  wounds  received  in  the  ''servicet 
and  this  is  to  be  conridered  rather  aa  part  of  the  contract 
or  inducement  to  enter  the  service.  The  act  of  1818 
cannot  be  considered  as  recognising^  ^e  principle  of  pen- 
sions.   Its  provisions  did  not  embnee  all  who  served  m 
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the  tevolutioiMry  wmr*  even  on  the  continental  ertabliah- 
ment;  but  only  those  '*  who  were  in  such  reduced  cir- 
cumstjuicei  m  to  need  the  aid  of  their  country  for  sup- 
port." It  was  rather  a  gratiaty,  or  charity,  induced  by 
the  conviction  that  those  men  hiad  never  been  fully  paid 
according  to  contract,  and  were  tlien  pininr  in  poverty. 
The  act  of  15th  ^Uy,  1628»  to  which  this  bill  is  a  supple- 
ment, does  not  recognise  the  pension  principle  at  all.  It 
rests  on  the  ground  that  the  contracts  of  the  Oovernment 
with  these  men  were  never  performed  in  good  faith;  that 
diey  never  received  a  full  compensation:  and  this  bill 
proposes  to  add  the  remnant  of  the  revolutionary  army, 
ucluding  militia,  State  troops,  and  volunteers,  upon  the 
same  principle — that  they  were  never  paid  according  to 
contract.  It  does  not  propose  to  make  full  payment,  but 
to  do  something  like  equal  justice  to  all  who  have  equal 
claims  for  their  services,  sacrifices,  and  sufferings,  in  the 
glorious  struggle  for  our  independence.  And  will  the 
Senator  say  that  these  men  have  no  claims.^ 

The  venerable  Senator  from  Maryland  has  said  that 
there  was  no  fighting  in  New  England  after  the  year  1779. 
Has  the  Senator  forgotten  that  all  the  principal  towns  in 
Connecticut  were  plundered  and  burnt  by  the  enemy  af- 
ter that  period^  He  has  scouted  the  idea  that  any  of  the 
**  officers  or  soldiers  ever  complained  of  privations  and 
sufferings."  If  he  had  read  the  petitions  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Pensions,  sure  I  am  he  would  never  have 
hazarded  such  an  assertion.  And  what  will  be  the  surprise 
of  his  brother  officers  and  soldiers  to  hear  him  assert,  on 
this  Boor,  that  no  New  England  troops  were  in  the  bat- 
tles on  Long  Island  and  White  Plains?  Where  were  the 
nine  thousand  five  hundred  regular  troops  from  New  Eng« 
land  at  that  time?  They  were  not  in  their  own  States. 
Hundreds,  if  not  thousands,  of  Connecticut  troops  (in- 
cluding militia)  were  on  Long  Island  and  York  Island. 

The  arguments  used  against  this  bill  are — we  are  not 
bound  to  provide  for  these  old  soldiers^-we  have  already 
been  too  liberal — frauds  will  be  practised^-ti  will  draw 
money  from  the  treasury — we  shall  be  heavily  taxed.  I 
will  briefly  notice  these  arguments,  in  their  order.  1st, 
it  is  said  *'  we  are  not  bound  to  provide  for  these  old  sol- 
diers."  M^  answer  is,  it  is  now  too  late  for  the  application 
of  this  objection.  If  this  was  an  original  question,  the 
case  would  be  entirely  different;  an^  from  the  experi- 
ence of  the  Iteration  of  the  aet  of  1818,  I  am  inclined  to 
doubt  whether  a  similar  bill  would,  at  this  time,  pass 
either  House  of  Congress.  But,  ur,  this  is  not  now  the 
question.  The  act  of  1818  has  been  in  operation  fourteen 
years.  More  than  twenty  thousand 'have  received  its  be- 
nefits. This  bill  has  no  connexion  with,  or  reference  to, 
it.  The  (question  now  is,  whether  we  ought  not  to  extend 
the  provisions  of  the  act  of  15th  May,  1828,  to  the  small 
remnant  of  that  armyi  giving  some  portion  of  the  liberality', 
bounty,  or  charity  (if  you  please)  to  those  who  are  equally 
entitled  to  it,  for  tiicir  services  and  sufferings  which  has 
been  so  lon^  enjoyed  by  others.  Most  certainly.  Both 
equity  and  justice  demand  it:  and  what  stronger  obligation 
can  be  imposed  on  us?  The  act  of  1818  was  intended  to 
embrace  those,  and  those  only,  who  were  in  such  reduced 
circumstances  as  to  need,  the  aid  of  their  country  for  sup- 
port. This  act  is  still  in  full  force,  and  embraces  all  who 
shall  become  so  reduced.  The  inequahty  and  conse- 
quent injustice  of  that  act  has  ever  been  a  ground  of  aeri- 
ous  comphunt  In  its  operation  it  has  held  out  induce- 
ments, and  even  a  bounty,  to  indolence  and  improvidence, 
tt  has  embraced  a  very  large  portion  of  those  who  served 
and  suffered  least  in  that  army,  while  those  who  bore  th^ 
heat  and  burden  of  the  day,  and  who  have,  bv  prudence, 
industry,  and  economy,  acquired  even  a  small  pittance  of 
property,  valued  over  three  hundred  dollars,  have  been 
excluded  from  its  benefits.  It  has  given,  from  the  public 
treasury,  ninety-six  dollars  per  annum  to  many  of  the  im- 
provident, indolent,  and  the  dissolute,  for  their  support ( 


while  those  who^  by  honest  industry  and  economy,  and  by 
hard  labor,  have  obtained  a  small  pittance  of  property 
which  would  rent  for  eighteen  dollars  per  annum,  have 
been  considered  too  rich  to  need  any  aid  from  the  Go- 
vernment, and  have  been  excluded  from  its  benefits.  The 
palpable  injustice  to  meritorious  officers  and  soldiers  un- 
doubtedly induced  Congress  to  psss  the  act  of  15th  May/ 
1828.  This  afforded  only  a  partial  relief  and  it  will  be 
recollected,  its  passage  was  opposed  by  many,  because  its 
provisions  did  not  embrace  all  who  were  equally  merito- 
rious—the State  troops,  volunteers,  and  militia,  which 
this  bill  proposes  to  add  to  the  list:  and  can  it  be  said  these 
men  have  no  claims?  It  will  not,  it  cannot,  be  denied. 
Sir,  in  my  opinion,  we  are  bound  by  the  most  solemn  obli- 
gations to  provide  for  this  remnant  of  that  army,  whether 
the^  had,  originally,  anv  claim  or  not.  Congress,  by  its 
legislation,  has  laid  tlie  foundation  for  a  claim,  which  can- 
not be  rensted.  The  united  voice  of  the  people  demands 
it;  equal  and  exact  justice  demands  it  .  The  Hotue  of 
Representatives,  at  the  last  session,  by  an  overwhelming 
vote,  admitted  it— and  will  the  Senate  refuse? 

Of  the  second  objection,  viz.  that  *<  we  have  already 
been  too  liberal."  Mr.  President,  can  this  be  seriously 
urged  to  invalidate  the  claim  of  the  old  soldier?  If  we 
have  been  "  too  liberal"  to  one  portion  of  that  army,  shall 
we  be  unjust  to  others?  Such  an  argument  will  hardly 
justify  us  to  our  own  consciences,  much  less  in  tlie  eyes  of 
the  world.  But  it  is  said  <*  frauds  will  be  practised."  Sir, 
although  great  complaints  have  been  made  of  frauds  un- 
der the  act  of  1818,  can  any  frauds  be  found  under  the 
act  of  May,  1828,  to  which  this  is  a  supplement?  I  have 
heard  of  none.  Some  Senators  have  fallen  into  error  in 
opposing  this  bill,  as  a  supplement  to  the  act  of  1818;  and 
they  will  find  their  ar^ments  wholly  irrelevant.  I  hope 
Senators  will  at  least  give  the  bill  a  fair  construction,  and 
not  charge  upon.it,  as  some  of  our  Southern  brethren  have 
upun  the  tariff,  all  the  evils  which  they  fear,  in  addition 
to  all  tlie  <'  ills  of  human  life."  But,  sir,  the  great  and 
powerfid  argument  against  the  passage  of  the  bill  is,  *'  it 
will  beggar  the  treasury,  or,  at  least,  prevent  the  reduc- 
tion of  unnecessary  and  oppressive  duties. "  And  will  you 
refuse  to  satisfy  a  just  chum  because  it  will  cost  money? 
Sir,  the  report  of  the  committee,  which  has  been  read,  and 
is  in  the  hands  of  every  Senator,  shows  the  estimated 
amount  of  annual  charge  on  the  treasurv.  If  the  bill  sl)oul4 
pass,  not  to  exceed  four  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dol- 
larsf  and  is  this  price  too  high  for  our  independence?  and 
that  sum  will  be  rapidly  reduced;  and  within  five  years 
will  be  reduced  to  a  sum  merely  nominal.  The  accuracy 
of  those  estimates  may  be  tested  by  any  one  who  wishes 
to  investigate  them,  and  examine  them  fiurlv.  The  com- 
mittee believe  they  will  be  found  to  exceed  the  demand. 

But,  sir,  it  is  objected  by  some,  that  militia.  State 
troops,  and  volunteers,  ought  not  to  be  embraced  in  it 
Will  it  be  contended  that  their  services  were  not  as  ardu- 
ous and  as  dangerous  as  those  of  the  regular  army?  They 
fought  by  their  nde  in  every  battle;  they  shared  with 
them  in  every  danger  and  every  hardship.  Yes,  more; 
for  if  the  regular  army  was  poorly  clad  and  miserably  fed, 
what  was  the  condition  of  those  who  were  suddenly  called 
from  their  homes,  without  perhaps  a  change  of  clothing, 
and  for  whom  no  provision  had  been  made  on  a  sudden 
emergency  ?  History  informs  us  that  their  sufferings  were 
even  greater  than  those  of  the  regular  army.  Whose  line 
of  march,  or  trail,  might  be  traced  by  the  blood  upon  the 
frozen  ground,  oozing  from  their  bare  and  frozen  and  la- 
cerated feet?  Who  were  driven  to  the  dire  necessity  of 
satisfying  the  cravings  of  hunger  with  the  *<  pates  and  onals 
of  cattle,  and  even  with  the  hoofs  of  horses?"  State  troops 
and  miUtia,  ordered  into  service  to  fill  the  rknks  of  the  army, 
almost  entirely  disbanded  in  fiice  of  the  enemy.  Who  were 
constantly  harassed  with  continual  marchings  and  fight- 
ing? Yourflyiogcaiiips,  volunteers,  and  militiar--thesemen 
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were  not  lying  in  camps,  or  snug  in  winter  quarters;  they 
were  incessantly  and  constantly  engaged  in  fatigue  and  in 
battle.  These  are  the  men  who  breasted  the  nrst  shock 
of  the  war;  they  were  not  mercenary  soldiers;  they  fought 
in  all  your  battles;  they  shared  lai^ely  in  every  danger; 
and  shall  they  not  also  share  in  yoiir  bounty? 

In  reply  to  the  question,  whether  this  bill  includes  the 
partisan  corps  not  attached  to  the  army,  if  there  can  be 
a  doubt,  let  the  bill  be  so  amended  as  to  embrace  them, 
for  the  Senator  will  see  such  was  the  intention  of  the  com- 
mittee, from  the  closing  remarks  of  their  report,  desig- 
nating the  several  corps  embraced  by  the  bill;  which  Mr. 
F.  read,  as  follows: 

"  This  bill  embraces  no  new  principle,  except  one  of 
equal  justice.  If  the  fact  be,  as  has  been  estimated,  that 
two-thirds  of  the  whole  number  of  the  pensioners  were  of 
those  who  enlisted  after  the  year  1780,  and  saw  very  little 
service,  and  endured  little  suiTering — were  comparatively 
well  fed  and  comfortably  clad,  and  have  received  more 
than  $1,300  since  the  year  1818.  is  it  unreasonable  to  al- 
low to  the  small  remnant  of  those  who  fought  the  battles, 
endured  the  suiferings  and  privations  of  that  army,  during 
the  most  eventful  period  of  the  war,  the  little  pittance 
proposed  by  this  bill }  Is  it  objected  that  this  bill  includes 
State  troops,  volunteers,  and  militia?  They  were  called 
into  service  to  fill  the  ranks  of  the  regular  army,  by  order 
of  Congress.  IVill  it  be  contended  that,  because  they  did 
not  voluntarily  enlist,  they  are  not  equally  entitled  to  the 
liberality  of  the  Government?  Shall  it  be  said  that  an 
American  was  impressed  into  the  service,  and  compelled 
to  fight  the  battles  of  his  country,  and  not  receive  a  just 
compensation  ?  If  there  is  any  one  class  more  meritorious, 
and  more  deserving  tlie  favorable  notice  and  bounty  of  the 
Government,  than  any  other,  is  it  not  that  class  which  is 
embraced  hy  this  bill?  l*hose  who  breasted  the  first  shock 
of  the  war — who  rushed  to  meet  the  foe  at  Lexington  and 
at  Bunker  Hill;  at  Bennington  and  Saratoga;  at  White  Plains 
and  Lonff  Island;  at  Princeton  and  Trenton;  at  German- 
town  and  Brandy  wine;  at  Yorktown;  at  King's  Mountain, 
and  at  Eutaw  springs;  Guilford  court-house  and  Camden  ? 
Who  sliared  largely  in  every  battle  ?  The  brave  men  who 
constituted  your  flying  camps,  your  minute  men,  yonrvo- 
lunteers,  your  brave  invindbles,  under  the  devoted,  the 
heroic,  and  chivalrous  Sumpter  and  Marion:  or  shall  those 
be  excluded,  who  were  draughted  to  fill  up  the  ranks  of  the 
army,  to  prevent  its  total  dismemberment  m  the  face  of  the 
enemy,  in  the  time  of  our  greatest  extremity  >  1 1  istory  has 
recorded  the  services  and  sufiferings  of  these  men,  and  let 
her  not  record  the  nation's  ingratitude — ^nof  injustice  to 
this  small  remnant  of  the  revolutionary  armv." 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSBN  said  he  would  detain  the  Se> 
nate  for  a  few  moments  in  stating  the  reasons  for  his  vote 
in  fiivor  of  this  bill.  The  honorable  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  Hatne]  has  correctly  remarked,  aaid  Mr. 
F.,  that  the  original  principles  of  the  pension  system  re- 
spected those  only  who  had  become  disabled  in  the  mili- 
tary and  naval  service  of  the  country.  It  professed  to  help 
that  portion  of  the  soldiery  alone,  that,  in  our  employ- 
ment, had  been  deprived  of  the  fiiculty  of  helping  them- 
selves. And,  sir,  if  we  were  now,  for  the  first  time,  about  to 
enlarge  these  principles,  I  should  agree  with  the  honora- 
ble gentleman  in  many  of  his  patriotic  sentiments.  In  the 
discussion  of  this  questidn,  he  has  exhibited  a  masterly 
view  of  the  subject,  and  most  ably  and  eloquently  urged 
the  pregnant  evils,  the  corrupting  influence,  of  a  great 
pension  system.  Sir,  I  submit,  with  all  respect  for  that 
gentleman,  that  it  is  now  too  late  for  the  introduction  of 
these  doctrines;  and  that,  in  truth,  they  do  Hot,  and  should 
not,  apply  to  the  claims  of  that  meritorious  class  of  our  fel- 
low-citizens who  sustained  the  struggles  of  the  American 
revolution.  We  have  suffered  the  time  to  pass  when  the 
extension  of  pension  favors  might  have  been  resisted  on 
abstract  principles.     For,  sir,  it  is  now  more  than  four- 


teen years  ago,  (m  1818,^  when  the  Congress  of  the  Unit- 
ed States,  by  its  legislation,  departed  from  these  strict 
rules,  and  granted  a  pension  to  such  soldiers  of  the  regu- 
lar line  as  were  in  reduced  circumstances.  Here,  then, 
was  an  explicit  surrender  of  the  miserable  basis  of  pen- 
sion. Here  was  provision  made  for  the  needy,  from  other 
causes  than  military  privations.  The  Government  opened 
the  hand  of  relief  to  all  of  a  specific  class  who  were  re- 
duced to  the  necessity  of  seeking  its  aid.  By  some,  this 
liberal  and  seasonable  concern  for  the  destitute  was  re- 
garded as  an  act  of  mere  justice;  by  others,  of  equity; 
and  by  all,  of  gratitude.  And,  the  ^reat  moving  conside^ 
ation  was,  the  nature  of  the  service.  These  were  not 
fighting  for  pay.  Sir,  they  staked  all  that  was  valuable  on 
the  issue.  It  was  a  revolution,  in  every  sense.  We  not 
only  resisted  Great  BriUin,  but  resolved  to  setup  for  our- 
selves. It  was  a  resort  to  first  principles.  We  thre^ 
ourselves  back  upon  the  elements  of  political  association. 
We, were  in  colonial  dependence:  we  had  been  tlie  sub- 
jects of  a  foreign  potentate — and  we  resolved  to  become 
the  citizens  of  our  own  Government.  We  determined  to 
convince  the  world  that  we  possessed  the  right,  and  meant 
to  exert  the  power,  to  think  for  and  govern  ourselves. 
Such  were  the  noble  doctrines  for  which  onr  armies  wtfrc 
mustered.  Yes,  sir,  they  staked  all,  and  they  gained  all. 
There  never  had  been  such  a  service,  or  such  an  army,  w 
stich  a  cause,  in  this  worW  before.  The  Congress  of  1818 
thought  it  made  its  own  law-— and  that  it  would  be  as  on- 
just,  as  it  wai  harsh  and  oftentimes  offenrfve,  to  apply  to 
it  the  conditions  of  a  pure  pension .  It  is  now  too  Ute  to 
retrace  our  way.  We  have  vielded  to  better  influences. 
We  surely  should  not  compfatn  of  the  call  that  is  novr 
made,  for  we  have' ourselves  furnished  the  plea  for.'^** 
The  only  duty  that  remains  for  lis  is  to  ascertain  its  legiti- 
mate operation. 

Moreover,  sir,  the  act  of  1828,  that  professed  to  indem- 
nify the  regular  army  of  the  revolution  for  the  depreciat- 
ed and  almost  worthless  pay  that  was  made  to  them,  in 
still  larger  measures  approached  the  true  spirit  of  these 
claims. 

But  there  were  two  defects  in  the  system,  even  as  thus 
liberalized.  In  the  first  place,  it  exacted  the  humiUbne 
confession  of  absolute  poverty.  It  required  of  the  aged 
veteran  that  he  should  publicly,  and  in  presence  of  the 
sons  by  the  side  of  whose  fathers  he  had  fou^t  and  suf- 
fered,  expose  the  wretchedness  of  his  condition;  that  he 
should  produce  the  proof  of  his  pauperism,  and  swear  to 
it  himself.  I  have  seen  these  worthies,  In  our  public 
courts  of  justice,  exhibit  the  inventory  of  their  poverty, 
down  to  the  items  of  cups  and  saucers,  and  1  have  felt 
humbled  for  my  country.  Sir,  a  noble  spirit  would  some- 
times exclaim,  I  will  die  in  want  first.  If  my  countijr  ex- 
acts  such  ignoble  conditions,  let  her  withhold  the  misera- 
ble pittance.  And  who,  sir,  of  this  Senate,  does  not  honor 
the  sentiment?  It  has  been  honored  and  vindicated  by  the 
manly  feeling  of  this  great  community.  Public  opinion 
would  not  longer  brook  such  terms  of  national  honor  and 
gratitude;  and,  by  the  concurring  indications  of  Legisla- 
tures and  people,  we  arc  invoked  to  relax  these  hard  con- 
ditions. And  should  a  few  partake  of  a  fiii'or  that  do  not 
need  it,  better  so,  than  that  even  one  deserving  relic  of 
times  so  dearly  cherished  should  go  down  to  the  dust 
neglected  and  forgotten. 

But,  sir,  there  was  another  and  equally  substantial  objec- 
tion to  the  present  system.  It  discriminates  most  invidious- 
Jy  between  the  troops  of  the  regular  line  and  tlie  militia. 
The  latter  could  not  perceive  the  reasons  for  such  diffc^ 
ence,  when  they  remembered  that  they  had  foiiglit  as 
bravely,  and  bled  as  fi*eely,  as  any  soldrers  of  the  Amen- 
can  army.  The  honorable  Senator  [Mr.  Hitfe]  has 
said  that  the  camp  was  the  place  of  safety.  If  that  were 
ao,  it  must  have  been  the  camp  of  the  regular  forces,  and 
not  the  uncertain,  eveaHjhanging  quarters  of  a  parbsaa 
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carps,  whose  tepta  were  nused  to-day,  only  to  be  struck 
to4norrow,  to  repel  the  sudden  incursions  of  a  prowling 
and  mercenary  horde.  Sir,  the  eentleman  also  urged 
that  the  men  at  home  and  on  their  farms  suffered  most  se- 
yerely  by  dangers  and  depredations;  and  such,  Bfr.  Presi- 
dent, were  precisely  the  exigencies  of  the  militia— ^ey 
were  the  yeomanry  of  the  country,  who  were  often  sum- 
moned from  their  ploughs  at  a  moment's  warning,  to  fly 
to  the  defence  of  their  neighborhoods,  and  reclaim  the 
phmder  that,  in  an  unexpected  hour,  the  enemy  had  rifled 
from  their  dwellings  and  their  farms.  These  were  the 
men  who  felt  the  distresses  of  a  cruel  and  relentless  war- 
iare<^that  brought  terror,  alarm,  and  confusion  to  the  fire- 
side-—and  who,  amid  all  that  long,  harassing,  and  doubt- 
ful conflict,  stood  firm  to  the  cause,  and  never  flinched 
irom  their  purposes.  In  persoiuil  privations,  they  suifer- 
ed  quite  as  severely,  and,  in  the  sacrifice  of  property,  vast- 
ly more,  than  the  regular  soldiery.  Wherefore,  then,  b 
it  that  we  should  coldly  pass  them  by,  and  with  such  par- 
tial and  exclusive  connderation  distinguish  the  one,  and 
utterly  reject  the  just  claims  of  the  other? 

Besides^  sir,  if  the  bill  should  be  made  to  rest  on  ade- 
quate cbmpensation,  how  were  the  militia  paid?  In  the 
same  depreciated,  worthless  currency  in  which  the  Con- 
gress has  accinrded  indemnity  to  the  regular  army.  So 
that,  wliateVer  inducements  may  be  urged,  there  is  no 
sound  or  satisfactory  reason  for  pr^erences,  where  the 
sacrifice,  sufferings,  and  glory  were  common, 

I  regretted  to  hear  any  thing  of  sectional  contrasts  in 
this  matter;  that  tlie  North  would  receive  at  the  rate  of 
10,000  pensioners,  while  the  South  and  West  could  only 
present  4,000.  Sir,  these  exciting  suggestions  I  consider 
junhappy  in  their  influence^  We  have  ur  too  many  sec- 
tional prejudices  already  to  deplore.  Let  us  not  increase 
them.  Why  should  this  bill  be  enlisted  in  the  ungra^ous 
service'  It  was  not  so  regarded  in  1818  or  1828.  We 
then  treated  it  as  a  national  object.  The  batUesand  perils 
of  the  revolution  were  not  encouotered  for  6ection»-^life 
and  honor  were  pledged  and  redeemed  asfully  and  freely  for 
Georgia  as  for  New  Jersey.  Why,  then,  sir,  should  we 
attempt  to  trace  the  dollars  of  this  proposed  appropria- 
tion to  the  pockets  of  the  receivers,  and  run  up  an  ac- 
count between  this  and  the  other  side  of  any  line?  But, 
Mr.  President,  on  principles  of  the  strictest  accountability, 
the  provisions  of  the  bill  are  just.  If  the  North  sent  the 
most  men,  she  should  receive  the  greater  recompense.  To 
give  to  the  most  fighting  the  most  pay,  seems  very  equal. 

The  West  have  in  terms  been  mvoked  to  aid  in  pre- 
venting what  is  denounced  as  unequal,  because,  mm 
social  and  political  causes,  the  most  namcrous  body  of  the 
revolutionary  army  happen  to  reside  north  of  this  Dis- 
trict. I  also  invoke  the  West— not  for  sectional  purposes 
-*but  I  would  call  upon  them  to  remember  the  aged  fa- 
thers whom  they  have  left  behind— to  soothe  the  last 
years  of  a  feeble  few,  now  in  sight  of  their  graves,  by 
whose  patriotic  struggles  you  now  eiyoy  your^oble  West, 
with  all  its  enterprise,  resources,  and  happiness.  Sir,  my 
honorable  friend,  in  terms  of  eloquent  eulogium,  ascribed 
to  the  female  heroism  of  the  revolution  a  full  slure  in  the 
achievements  of  those  memorable  times.  I  thought,  Mr. 
President,  that  had  those  more  than  Spartan  mothers 
listened  to  the  high  tribute  paid  to  their  virtues,  their 
hearts  would  have  responded,  such  praise  from  such  a 
source  is  more  than  ample  recompense— now,  be  just  to 
our  husbands  and  sons,  and  we  sliall  acquit  our  country  of 
all  her  obli^tions. 

As  the  bill  before  us  dispenses  with  the  condition  of 
poverty,  and  impartially  imparts  its  benefits  to  all  that  de- 
serve them,  I  ho^e  it  will  receive  the  support  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HOLMES,  after  a  few  remarks,  expressed  hii  in- 
tention to  oflTer  some  views  on  a  subsequent  part  of  the 
debate,  and,  in  the  mean  time,  to  yield  the  floor  to-day  to 
any  other  gentlemanr 

Voa.  V1II.'^J9 


Mr.  CLAY  then  spoke  for  some  time  in  advocacy  of 
the  claims  of  the  revolutionary  soldiers,  not  on  the  bounty, 
but  on  the  justice  of  the  country;  and  denied  that  this  act 
of  justice  to  these  brave  veterans  who  still  survived  of  the 
gallant  band  which  secured  our  independence,  should  be 
identified  with  the  tariflT. 

Mr.  BROWN,  of  North  Carolina,  followed  in  opposition 
to  the  bill. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned  to  Monday. 

MoirsAT,  Mat  14. 
POST  OFFICE. 

The  bill  to  establish  certain  post  offices  and  post  roads, 
aitd  to  discontinue  others,  was  then  read  a  third  time. 

On  the  question  of  its  passage, 

Mr.  HILL  read  a  series  of  observations,  to  show  that  he 
never  libelled  any  one,  that  he  never  violated  the  rules  of 
the  Senate,  or  abused  its  courtesy,  and  that  he  never  ask- 
ed General  Jackson  for  an  office. 

Mr.  HOLMES  made  a  very  sarcastic  remark  or  two,  in 
reply. 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  DICKERSON  and  Mr. 
FOOT,  the  bill  was  passed. 

PENSIONS. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  connderation  of  the  pen- 
sion bill. 

The  question  pending  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Ro- 
Biirsoir  to  recommit  the  bill. 

Mr.  HOLMES  made  some  remarks  in  &vor  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  bill,  and  against  the  motion  to  recommit. 
He  took  a  historic  view  of  the  various  battles  of  promi- 
nent importance  which  had  been  fought  during  the  revo- 
lutionary war,  and  stated  the  proportion  of  Northern  and 
Southern  troops  which  were  engaged,  in  order  to  (Aviate 
the  objection  which  hiSi  been  raised  on  the  score  of  the 
partialoperation  of  the  bill,  and  the  superiority  in  benefits 
which  one  part  of  the  Union  would  enjoy  over  the  other. 

The  Question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  to  recom- 
mit, and  decided  as  follows:  ^ 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Ellis,  \ 
Ewing,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Johnston,  Kane,  Kiii|g, 
Mangum,   Miller,  Robinson,   Ruggles,  TazeweU,  Tyler, 
White— 19. 

NAYS.^Messrs.  Bell,  Clay,  Dalku,  Dickerson,  Dud- 
ley, Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes, 
Knight,  Marcy,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Silsbee,  Tip- 
ton, Tomlinson,  WaggamaQ,  Webster,  Wilkins.— 21. 

So  the  Senate  refused  to  recommit  the  bill. 

The  question  recurred  on  the  amendment  offered  by 
Mr.  Gbokot,  to  insert  the  following  woxds: 

**  Including  those  i»ho  fought  under  Wajrne,  Clarke, 
St.  Clair,  Harmar,  and  Hamtramck;" 

Which  Mr.  WHITE  moved  to  amend  by  adding  thereto 
the  following  words: 

"  And  any  other  person  who  was  in  the  service,  under 
the  authority  of  the  United  States,  against  any  tribe  of 
Indians,  prior  to  the  1st  of  January,  1795." 

And  the  pending  question  bemg  on  tlfe  amendment  to 
the  amendment, 

The  Senate  adjourned) 

TvssDAT,  Mat  15. 
POSTAGE  ON  NEWSPAPERS. 
Mr.  HOLMES,  pursuant  to  notice  given  yesterday,  and 
with  the  leave  of  the  Senate,  introduced  a  bill  to  repeal 
the  postage  on  newspapers;  which  was  read  a  first  and  se- 
cond time,and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office. 

BANK  REPORTS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  EWING,  the  resolution  offered  some 
days  since  by  Mr.  Burrox,  directing  tiie  printing  of  — 
copiea  of  the  repmt  of  the  committee  on  the  United 
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States'  Bank,   and  —^  copies  of  the  documents,   was 
taken  up  for  consideration. 

The  resolution  was  then  amended,  on  motion  of  Mr. 
DAXiLAS,  so  as  to  embrace  the  three  reports  made  bv 
the  committee  and  members  thereof;  and  thus  amendea, 
5,000  copies  of  the  reports  and  1,000  copies  of  the  docu- 
ments were  ordered  to  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

DEATH  OF  THE  HON.  J.  HUNT. 


ston,  King^,  Knight,  Man|pam,  Maref,  Miller,  NaudaiBf 
Prentiss,  Robbins,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprartie, 
Tazewell,  Tomlinson,  t^ler,-Wag||aai«sr,  Webster,  WUk 
ktns.--^0. 

Mr.  FRELlNGHUTSENthen  mored  to  amend  the  bill, 
to  extend  its  provi^ons  to  the  widows  of  thoae  who  were 
entitled  to  the  benefito  of  the  act  of  1828,  bnl  who  had 
died  before  the  passage  of  that  act.  This  amendment  was 
also  negativedTby  the  following  vote: 


A  message  was  received  from  the  House  of  Represen'lL    y^j^ Menrs  Dallas.  Dickerson  Forsyth    Frelinr 

ives  byM.  St  Clair  Clailce,  the  Clerk  of  the  House,  DL  „.„    Robinson,  Silsbee,  WsiganSHWebttJ* 

mmunicatmir  the  death  of  the  honorable   JoitathakI  wfiv:..!      in 


tatiyes 
communicating 


HuirT.a  member  of  the  House  of  Representatives  from      NAYs7~Mes*rs.  Bell,  Benton,    Bibb,  Brown,  Clay, 
the  State  of  Vermont,  and  mformmg  the  Senate  that  the  j.„;^  ^^.^^^  p^  ^^^^^^  ^^^^^  Hendricks  Holmei, 


funeral  of  the  deceased  would  take  place  to-morrow  at  4 
o'clock  P.  M. 

The  message  harine  been  read, 

Mr.  PRENTISS,  after  a  few  eulogetic  remarks  on  the 

erivate  and  public  worth  of  the  deceased,  moved  the  fol- 
ding resolution: 

JU^wd^  That  the  Senate  will  attend  the  funeral  of  the 
honorable  Jokathak  Hurt,  late  a  member  of  the  House 


mourning,  and  wear  crape  on  the  left  arm  for  thirty  days. 

The  resolution  was  unanimously  agreed  to. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  it  waa  then  ordered 
that  when  the  Senate  adjourns,  it  adjourn  to  meet  on 
Thursday. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

Tbvbbbat,  Mat  17. 

The  sitting  of  to-day  was  spent  on  private  bills  and 
executive  bonness. 


Johnson,  King,  Knight,  Mang^m,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore, 
Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Rugglea,  8ey* 
mour.  Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tonlinaon, 
Troup,  Tyler,  White.--33. 

Mr.  MARCY  moved  to  strike  out  «<six,"  and  inaert 
'*  three,"  so  as  to  reduce  the  required  term  of  service  to 
three  months.     The  amendment  was  rejected  by  the  Ibl- 


FxiDAT,  Mat  18. 
PUBUC  LANDS. 

Mr.  KING,  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  to 
which  was  referred  the  bill  reported  by  the  Committee  on 
Manufactures,  to  appropriate  for  a  limited  time  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  pubhc  lands^  made  a  voluminous  report; 
which  was  read.  It  condemns  the  bill  reported  by  the 
Committee  on  Manuiactures,  and  recommends  a  reduction 
of  prices,  and  acceleration  of  sales.  The  conclusion  of 
the  report  recommends  that  the  bill  reported  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Manufactures  be  amended  so  as  to  reduce  the 
price  of  the  public  lands  to  aTminimum  of  one  dollar  per 
acre,  and  of  fifty  cents  per  acre  on  such  lands  as  have 
been  in  the  market  above  five  years,  and  to  strike  out  the 
whole  of  the  present  bill,  except  the  clause  which  allows 
10  per  cent,  to  the  new  States,  and  to  increase  that  to  16 
per  cent 

.  On  motion  of  Mr.  ROBINSON,  5,000  copies  of  the  re- 
port were  ordered  to  be  printed. 

The  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  stat 


ing  that  the  House  had  disagreed  to  the  amendment  ojjth* .  -  YE  AS. -Messrs.  Bell,  Dallas,  Dickenon,  Dudley,  liw- 
apporuonment  bill,  was,  on  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  Xug,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Hobnei  Mar- 
laid  on  the  table,  to  be  taken  up  at  the  next  meeting  of     °-       ^  o.  ^      ».  ->.  -» 

the  Senate. 


PENSIONS. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  pen- 
sion bill. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  modified  his  amendment  by  adopting 
the  amendment  of  Mr.  Whits,  with  a  single  modification, 
and  the  question  was  then  taken  on  the  amendment,  and 
decided  in  the  negative,  as  follows: 

YEAS — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Ewing,  Forsyth,  Grun* 
dy,  Hendricks,  Kane,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Robinson,  Rug- 
•gles,  Tipton,  Troup,  White.— 14. 

NAYS.— Messn.  Bell,  Brown,  Clay,  Dallas,  Dickerson, 


Dickerson,  Ellis,  Ewing,  Foot,  Forsytli,  Frelinghoyaen, 
Orundy,  Hayne,  Holmes,  Johnston,  King,  Kni^t,  Man- 
gum,  Miller,  Moore,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Robbins,  Bug- 
gies, Seymour,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tomlinaon, 
Troup,  Tyler,  Webster,  White,  Wilkins.-H34. 

Mr.  TIPTON  moved  an  ameiidment,  the  effect  of  wbkh 
was  to  restrict  the  pa3rment  of  back  pensions,  by  making 
the  bill  to  take  effect  from  the  4th  September,  1831,  in- 
stead  of  the  1st  of  January,  1830. 

The  question  to  strike  out  and  insert  was  divided,  and 
the  question  was  taken  first  dn  the  motion  to  strike  out 
the  words  «« the  1st  of  January,  1830,"  and  decided  in  the 
i^fiirmative,  by  the  following  vote: 

YEAS.—Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Bnckncr,  Dal- 
las, Ellis,  Ewing,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks^ 
Johnston,  King,  Mangum,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter, 
Robinson,  Rugpgles,  Smith,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  lYoop, 
Tyler,  White.— 35. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Clay,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Foot» 
Frelinghuysen,  Hill,  Holmes,  Khight,  Mar^,  Naudahi, 
Prentiss,  Robbins,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tomfin> 
son,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins.— 20. 

Mr.  BCCKNER  then  moved  to  fill  the  blank  with  the 
"words  **  Ist  of  January,  1826;''  which  was  decided  in  the 
negative — yeas  1,  na>s44-~the  mover  only  voting  in  the 
amrmative. 

Mr.  HOLMES  moved  to  fill  the  blank  with  the  words 
"  1st  of  January,  1831,"  but  modified  his  motion  at  the 
suggestion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  so  as  to  read  *'4th  of 
March,  1831." 

The  am^dment  was  decided  in  the  affirmative,  by  the 
following  vote: 


cy,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Sila- 
bee,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster* 
Wilkins ^23. 

NA YS.-^Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Clay, 
Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundv,  Hayne,  Johnston,  King,  Matigom, 
Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Robinaon,  Smith,  Tksewell, 
Troup,  Tyler,  White.— 21. 

The  bill  was  then  reported  to  the  Senate,  and  the 
amendments  agreed  to  in  Committee  of 'the  Whole  were 
concurred  in. 

Mr.  HAYNE  then  offered  an  amendment  to  make  the 
bill  more  explidtly  apply  to  the  officers  and  soldiers  of  the 
militia,  volunteers,  and  State  troops  of  the  Southern  States 


Ellis,  Foot,  Frelingfauyaen,  Hayne,  Hill,  Holmes,  John- [who  were  not,  in  his  opinion,  included  in  the  bill.     The 
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amendment  provided  for  those  officers  and  soldiers  of  the 
State  troops,  Toiunteers,  and  militia,  who  served  under 
Snmpter,  Marion,  and  Pickens,  and  other  partisan  corps 
of  the  South,  during  the  rev<4ution. 

Hr. FORSYTH  moved  to  amend  the  amendment  bjr  add- 
ing^ the  names  of  Clark,  Campbell,  Sevier,  Cleaveland, 
and  Shelby;  whieh  was  accepted  by  Hr.  Hatxb  as  a  part 
of  his  motion, 

Hr.  FOOT  then  sugpgested  that  the  object  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  South  Carolina  could  be  attained,  and  the 
troops  he  wished  to  provide  lor  included  in  the  bill,  by  an 
amendment  sUgfatly  varying  its  phraseology. 

Mr.  H  AYNB  accepted  tmsas  a  substitute  for  bis  motion, 
and  this  amendment  was  adopted. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  ordering  the  bill  to  a 
third  reMing,  and  decided  in  the  affirmative,  by  the  foUow- 

:^  /^EAS.-^Messrs.  Bell,  Clay,  Dallas,  Bidflkon,  Dudley, 
Evdnif,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes, 
Knigh^  ^larcy,  Kaudain,  Prentiss,  Rob  bins,  Robinson, 
Rnggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinson, 
Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — ^26. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buekner,  Ellis, 
Forqrth»  Grundy,  Hayne,  Johnston,  King,  Mangum,  Bfil- 
ler,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Smith,  Tazewell,  Troup,  Tyler, 
White — 19. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

Satcbdat,  Mat  19. 
NEWSPAPER  POSTAGE. 


Mr.  GRUNDY,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office 
and  Post  Roads,  to  which  was  referred  the  bill  to  repeal 
the  postage  on  newspapers,  made  a  report,  which  was  read. 

[The  report  is.unfavorableto  the  measure,  on  the  gfroufid 
that  the  rerenue  of  the  department  would,  in  the  event 
of  its  adoption,  be  so  diminished  as  to  be  unable  to  meet 
the  expenditures,  and  recommends  the  indefinite  post- 
ponement of  the  bill.  It  contains  a  statement  from  the 
post  office,  by  way  of  appendix.] 

Mr.  HILL  moved  to  print  1,500  extra  copies  of  the  re- 
port. 

Mr.  EWINO  (a  member  of  the  Post  Office  Committee) 
stated  that  he  had  dissented  from  the  conclusions  in  the 
report:  and  that,  as  to  the  facts,  no  official  document  had 
beien  produced  to  show  that  they  were  well  founded.  He 
did  not  doubt  that  the  chairman  of  the  committee  had  ob- 
tained the  ftatements  he  had  made  from  the  department; 
but  still,  as  he  had  not  himself  seen  the  official  data,  he 
could  not  vouch  forlhe  fiiets. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  stated  that  he  had  made  out  his  report, 
and  compared  the  statements  witli  the  records  of  the  .de- 
partment 

Mr.  HOLMES  stated  that,  when  the  Senate  shouU  be 
full,  he  would  give  notice,  at  an  early  day,  when  he  would 
ask  the  Senate  to  take  up  this  bill. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  that,  as  the  report  asserted  some 
Tery  important  fact%  he  wished  to  see  the  official  evidence 
on  which  they  were  founded. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (another  member  of  the  committee) 
remarked  that  be  had  luit  heard  the  report  read  before 
this  morning.     It  stated  some  ytty  material  fiicts.  He  had 
been  desirous  to  have  official  information  from  the  Post 
Office  Department  regarding  the  facts  stated  in  the  re- 
port, before  giving  his  vote  upon  it  in  the  committee.  No 
official  document,  however,  had  been  exhibited  to  the 
committee)  and,  notwithstanding  his  confidence  in  the 
chairman,  be  was  unwilling  to  sanction  the  report,  without 
more  precise  and  detailed  information  from  the  depart- 
ment in  relation  to  its  financial  condition.     He  said  the  re- 
port stated  that  the  annual  amount  of  postage  exceeds  two 
millions  of  dollars,  and  he  was  desirous  to  see  a  state- 
m«ot  di  the  expenditures  of  the  department.    It  would. 


he  thought,  be  very  important  in  determininfj^  the  expe- 
diency of  making  the  proposed  reduction  of  its  receipts. 
He  expressed  his  dissent  to  the  reasoning  and  conclusions 
of  the  report,  but  stated  that  he  was  not  disposed  to  object 
to  the  printing  of  an  extra  number  of  it,  if  wished  for  by 
a  majority  of  the  committee. 

The  motion  was  then  agreed  to,  and  the  appendix  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  with  the  report. 

APPORTIONMENT  BILL. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  the  Senate  then  pro- 
ceeded to  consider  the  message  from  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives on  the  subject  of  the  disagreement  of  that 
body  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  apportion* 
ment  bill. 

Mr.  WEBSTERsaid  he  should  foel  it  to  be  his  duty  to 
pursue  that  course  which  had  been  taken  for  the  protection 
of  the  rights  of  the  small  States,  if  he  could  discover  anv 
strength  to  stand  on,  in  a  controversy  on  this  subject  with 
the  House  of  Representatives.  Nothing  had  occurred 
since  the  subject  was  last  under  consideration  in  the  Se- 
nate— he  had  seen  nothing  in  the  report  of  the  committee 
of  the  other  House,  to  shake  the  opinion  he  had  formed, 
that  this  was  the  only  constitutional  mode  of  apportioning 
the  representation.  He  had  consolation,  indeed,  deriva* 
ble  from  the  fact  that  gentlemen  who  possessed  the  great- 
est learning  of  any  members  of  the  Senate,  aiid  who  had 
not  been  in  the  habit  of  voting  together  on  all  political 
ques^ns,  had  united  on  this  question.  But  it  was  to  his 
mind  a  melancholy  truth  that  the  rights  of  the  States^ 
wlHch  are  most  deeply  concerned  in  3)e  mode  of  appor> 
ttonment,  were  maintained  by  a  majority  of  the  Senate  only. 
He  saw  nothing  in  what  had  occurred  to  encourage  a  con- 
ference between  the  two  Houses  on  the  question.  Should 
any  of  the  friends  of  the  bill  think  any  thing  was  to  be  gain- 
ed by  asking  a  conference,  they  could  do  so.  But  he 
thought  it  would  be  a  vain  struggle;  and  he  was  disposed, 
in  that  case,  to  leave  the  responsibility  where  alone  it  could 
properly  fall.  He  made  a  passing  reference  to  the  papers 
which  had  been  laid  before  the  Senate  since  the  question 
was  under  discusaon;  and  said,  in  conclusion,  that,  having 
discharged  his  duty,  he  would  not  himself  make  any  mo- 
tion to  recede,  nor  was  he  disposed  to  divide  the  Senate 
on  the  question. 

Mr.  WHITE  then  moved  that  the  Senate  recede  fit>m 
tlieir  amendment. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  that  he  was  not  willing  to  put 
at  hazard  the  passing  of  an  apportionment  bill  at  this  ses- 
sion. He  would  submit  to  the  bill  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, unjust  as  it  was  to  the  smaller  States,  rather 
than  prevent  an  apportionment,  by  adhering  to  our  amend- 
ment. He,  however,  had  not  the  slightest  doubt  Uiat 
the  rule  of  giving  representatives  to  the  higher  fractions 
was  in  strict  accordance  with  the  principles  of  the  constitu- 
tion, and  that  nO  just  apportionment  could  be  made  with- 
out doing  "so.  Yet,  in  the.  amendment  tq  the  bill,  the 
number  of  the  House  should  in  strictness  have  been  limited 
to  350  members— giving  five  members  to  Alabama,  instead 
of  six.  The  basis  of  the  calculation  was  for  a  House  of 
250:  by  applying  a  common  divisor,  and  rejecting  tiie 
fractions,  the  House  was  reduced  to  240.  These  were 
the  representatives  belonging  to  the  i^^egate  fractions: 
those  being  given  to  the  States  having  the  highest  frac- 
tions, would  make  a  House  of  250,  according  to  the  origi- 
nal basis  of  the  calculation.  As,  however,  Alabama  had 
a  fraction  less  than  those  often  other  States,  but  still  more 
than  a  moiety  of  the  common  divisor,  and  as  this  State  is  a 
new  and  rapidly  growing  State,  and  possessing  without 
doubt,  at  this  time,  a  population  sufficient  to  give  her 
another  representative,  it  was  thought  but  equitable  that 
she  should  have  such  representative.  If  it  had  been  ob- 
jected that,  by  making  a  House  of  351,  instead  of  250, 
we  must  make  251  a  new  bans  of  calculation,  obtain  a 
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new  common  dWisor,  which  would  give  a  result  differing 
from  that  already  obtained,  he  for  one  would  have  voted  to 
limit  the  number  to  350 — ^but  no  such  objection  was  made; 
and  this  he  considered  a  liberal  concession  to  Alabama. 

The  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Masiadiusetts 
[Mr.  Wxbstxr]  was  for  a  House  of  256,  by  which  num- 
ber be  proposed  to  divide  tlie  whole  population  of -the 
United  States,  and  thus  obtain  a  common  diTisor.  By  this 
each  State  was  to  be  diridedy  and  each  State  having  a 
fraction  above  a  moiety  of  the  common  divisor  to  have  a 
representative  for  such  fraction— -and  ibis  was  all  right — lor 
there  were  precisely  as  many  members  lost  by  rejecting  the 
fractions,  as  there  were  major  fractions^twelve  in  each 
case.  The  Senator  voted  for  filling  up  the  blank  with 
256,  according  to  his  amendment,  but  the  Senate  did  not 
agree  to  this,  and  the  number  251  was  adopted.  In  this 
case»  the  basis  of  ^ the  calculation  was  on  a  House  of  250, 
with  a  common  divisor  proper  lor  that  number.  In  the 
process  of  calculation,  by  rejecting  the  fractions,^the  House 
4iras  reduced  to  24()--^he  aggre^te  fraction,  being  di- 
vided by  the  common  divisor,  givmg  ten.  But  there  are 
eleven  States  having  fractions  above  a  moiety  of  the  com- 
mon divisor;  Alabuna  having  the  least  fraction  of  the 
eleven,  would  not  have  been  entitled  to  an  additional  re- 
presentative if  no  more  than  ten  could  be  given  to  those 
having  the  larger  fractions:  |)eculiar  circumstances,  al- 
ready stated,  justified  this  liberal  concession  to  Alabama. 
Yet,  had  it  been  objected  to,  no  doubt  the  amendment 
would  have  been  so  modified  that  the  additional  repre- 
sentative would  have  been  refused  to  Alabama,  and  the 
bkmk  filled  with  250  instead  of  25U  for  if  we  take  251 
for  tlie  basis  of  calculation,  and  give  a  representative  for  a 
fraction  above  a  moiety  of  the  common  divisor,  Virgpnia 
would  be  entitled  to  another  representative^  and  if  we 
should  take  252  as  a  new  basis,  this  would  produce  a  dif- 
ferent result. 

An  amendment  might  be  recommended  by  a  commit- 
tee of  conference,  that  would  remove  every  difficulty,  pro- 
vided the  House  of  Representatives  were  disposed  to  yield 
in  any  degree  to  the  views  of  a  majority  or  the  Senate; 
but  Uiere  is  no  hope  of  this,  to  judge  from  their  vote 
agunst  our  amendment  If  the  Senate  should  adhere  to 
their  amendment,  and  the  House  finally  refuse  to  modify 
their  bill,  no  law  for  apportionment  of  representatives 
could  take  place  at  this  session.  Sooner  than  hazard  such 
a  result,  said  Mr.  D.,  the  small  States  should  submit 
to  the  unjust  operation  of  the  bill,  as  they  have  here- 
tofore done  under  similar  bills.  Believing  as  I  do  that 
the  apportionment  in  the  bill  is  not  ma(M  according  to 
the  principles  of  the  constitution,  I  cannot  vote  for  it;  but, 
if  a  motion  is  made  to  recede  from  our  amendment,  1  will, 
as  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  is  disposed  to  do,  let  it 
pass  in  silence,  without  calling  for  a  division  of  the  ques* 
tion.  AlUiough  the  effort  miule  by  a  majority  of  the  Se- 
nate to  introduce  a  correct  principle  in  apportioning  re* 
presentatives  among  the  States  is  tp  fiul  at  tbistime,  1  have 
no  doubt  of  its  success  at  the  next  census.     I  feel  entirely 


the  whole  population  of  the  United  States,  11,928,731,  is 
to  240,  so  IS  the  whole  representative  populatxoB  of  New 
York,  1,918,553,  to  38  and  a  fractiofi.  The  same  rale  an* 
plied  to  the  population  of  Pennsylvania,  1,348,072,  would 
give  her  27  representatives,  with  a  fraction.  I1ie  asme 
rule  applied  to  the  whole  representative  population  of 
Virginia,  1,022,503,  will  give  her  20  representativet^  with 
ft  fraction;  and  so  of  other  States;  whereas  the  bill  givei 
New  York  40  representatives,  Pennsylvania  28,  and  Vir- 
ginia 21.  If  these  States  have  more  than  their  shsre, 
other  States  nuist  necessarily  have  less. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  a  few  words  expTCSSive  of  hisdissatis^ 
tion  with  the  bill  from  the  House. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said  that,  as  the  opposition  to  the  mea- 
sure had  been  withdrawn,  it  was  unnecessary  to  my  any 
tiling  as  to  the  merits  of  the  bill.  But  be  was  unwilling 
that  one  of  t^rcmarks  of  the  Senator  from  Masaachutetti 
should  be  cMlidered  as  assented  to,  however  uncontra- 
dicted. The  Senator  says  that  a  majority  of  the  Senate 
was  in  fiivor  of  the  principle  of  the  amendmeat  adopted 
by  the  Senate.  He  did  not  understand  it  to  b<  so.  .  The 
Senator  from  Mississippi  was  willing  to  permit  the  bill  to 
be  returned  to  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  for  amend- 
ment, but  he  declared  that  he  had  overcome  his  scruples  as 
to  tlie  constitutionality  of  the  plan  proposed  by  the  smend- 
ment.  The  system  of  fractional  representation  he  con» 
dcred  as  having  been  rejected  by  the  Senate,  after  a  full 
examination,  in  which  tiie  Senator's  able  arguments  were 
attentively  heard,  and  in  which  no  party  feeling  or  bias 
was  nuinifested  on  either  side. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  replied  that  he  had  nothing  to  ccwi- 
plainofat  all,  as  to  the  manner  in  whiclithe  discussion  bid 
been  conducted.  He  only  complained  that,  bv  the  want  of 
a  firm  vote  of  the  Senate,  the  opportunity  was  lost  of  secur- 
ing the  relative  rigl^  of  the  States,  for  the  preservation 
of  which  the  Senate  was  responsible.  He  also  explained 
that  he  had  understood  the  Senator  irom  Mississippi  to  say 
that  he  was  opposed  to  the  bill  fronn  the  Mouse  as  unjust, 
and  was  of  the  option  that  the  amendment  secured  to 
each  State,  as  far  as  was  possible,  its  relative  power. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  explained  bis  views  on  the  ques- 
tion,  and  said  that  he  should  vote  to  recede. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  spoke  agwnsttlie  motoit  to  recede,  de- 
claring that  the  responsibihty  of  the  measure  ought  to  be 
thrown  back  upon  the  House.  He  also  moved  to  postpone 
the  bill  till  Monday,  as  an  act  of  courtesy  due  to  the  absent 
Senator  from  Delaware. 

Some  remarks  were  made  against  the  postponement  by 
Messrs.  KING  and  TAZEWELL,  and  in  fiivorof  itby 
Messrs.  SMITH,  BUCKNER,  NAUDAIN,  and  BELL. 

Mr.  NAUDAIN,  of  Delaware,  moved,  in  consequence 
of  the  absence  of  his  colleague,  who  had  taken  so  conspi- 
cuous a  part  in  the  discussion  of  the  bill,  to  lay  the  bill  on 
the  Uble. 

The  motion  was  negatived— ^eas  19,  nays  26. 

The  question  on  the  motion  to  recede  was  then  taken, 
and  decided  in  the  affinnative,  as  follows: 


eonfident  that,  at  the  next  apportionment,  when  ,it  shaU  YEAS. — Messrs.  Bibb,  Brown,  Clay,  Dallas,  Dudley, 
be  determined  of  what  number  the  House  of  RepresentaV  ^lis,  Forysth,  Frelinghuysen,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks» 
tives  shall  consisi,  the  whole  representative  populatio^  liili,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Poimlexter,  Robinson, 
will  be  divided  by  that  number,  for  the  purpose  of  obts^-  tluggles,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Tro|ip»  Tyler, 
ing  a  common  divisor  by  which  each .  State  will  be  di-  White,  Wilkins.— 26. 


Tided;  and  the  number  lost  under  the  fractions  will  be 
given  to  tlie  States  having  the  larger  fractions,  taking 
them  in  their  order,  from  the  highest,  so  that  the  House 
of  Representatives  shall  consist  of  the  exact  number  as- 
sumed as  the  basis  of  the  calculation;  and  so  that  each 
State  will  have  .as  nearly  as  practicable  her  just  apportion- 
ment and  share  of  the  actual  House  of  Representatives, 
which  the  present  bill  does  not  give. 

That  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Virginia,  and  several 
other  States,  have  more  than  their  share  of  a  House  of 
3iO,  will  appear  from  the  most  simple  calouktion.     As 


NAYS.— 'Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Buckner,  Chambers, 
Dickerson,  Ewing,  Foot,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Ifil- 
ler,  Moore,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Silsbee,  Smith, 
Sprague,  Webster. — 19 

So  the  Senate  receded  from  their  amendment. 


Mown  AT,  Mat  21. 
DISTRICT  OF  COL  tJMBIA. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS,  after  a  prefatoij  nmark  ot  two  on 
the  manner  in  which  the  eUims  of  the  Oiitrict  of  Colooi- 
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bia  on  th«  legislative  tction  of  Cong^is  had  been  neglect- 
ed during  the  present  session,  moved  to  postpone  ul  the 
preceding  orders,  for  the  |>ttrpose  of  acting  on  some  of  the 
bills  relating  to  the  District  of  Columbia.  The  motion 
being  agreed  to, 
Several  of  those  bills  were  passed  through;  when 
The  Senate  took  up  the  bill  to  grant  certain  public  lots 
in  the  city  of  Washington,  to  the  value  of  ^5,000,  for  the 
benefit  of  the 

COLUMBIAN  COLLEGE. 

in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

ICr.  CHAMBERS  having  elcpUmed  the  object  of  the 
bill. 

Mr.  GRUNDT  moved  that  the  bill  be  laid  on  the  table, 
with  the  understanding  that  its  consideration  should  be  re- 
sumed in  a  fuller  Senate.  He  was  willing  to  go  on  with 
the  ordinary  business  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  but  this 
bill  involved  a  principle  of  grave  importance.  Whether 
Congress  has  the  power  to  malce  appropriations  for  educa- 
tion in  this  District,  was  a  question  deserving  of  considera- 
tion. 

Mr.  HOLMES  said  it  would  not  be  doubted  that  Con- 
gress had  the  power,  as  the  local  legislature  of  the  Dis- 
trict, ovtfr  which  it  had  exclusive  jurisdiction,  to  make 
appropriations  fbr  any  beneficial  purposes  «rithin  the  Dis- 
trict. 

Mr.  HAYNE  expressed  the  opinion  that  all  tiie  avails 
of  the  pablio  lots  in  tlie  District  should  be  appropriated 
to  the  improvement  of  the  District.  But  it  would  be  im- 
proper to  go  into  the  treasury  fur  that  purpose.  If  we  pass 
the  limits  of  this  appropriate  fund,  we  might  proceed  to 
establish,  in  the  District,  schools  of  agriculture,  a  national 
university,  silk-reding  schools,  duck  factories;  and  we 
mi^t  establish  a  free  system  of  education  fi>r  the  whole 
United  States^  located  in  the«  District  of  Columbia.  He 
was  fiivotably  cUsposed  towards  the  District,  and  he  wished 
to  see  adopted  some  general  scheme  of  improvement, 
adapted  to  the  wants  and  to  the  means  of  the  DiArict.  He 
wished, therefore,  to  know  how  the  account  stands  between 
the  D'tftriet  and  the  Goverment;  what  sums  have  been 
received,  and  what  expended,  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
since  ita  cession  to  the  Government. 
_  Mr.  SMITH  thoughtf  as  the  proprietor  of  a  portion  of 
the  land  in  the  District,  the  Government  was  bound  to 
make  appropriations  for  tiie  benefit  of  the  District.  In 
the  new  States,  we  pursued  this  coune.  The  original 
proprieton  of  tliis  land  ceded  a  portion  of  it  to  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  benefit,  not  of  the  public  treasury,  but  of  the 
district. 

Mr.  OHAMBERS,  in  reply  to  Mr.  1|aticb's  inquiry, 
Mated  that  the  number  of  city  lots  formerly  held  by  the 
Government  was  about  11,000,  of  which  6,000  had  been 
sold  for  the  sum  of  735,000  dollars.  The  remaining  lots 
now  in  the  possession  of  the  Government  were  valued  at 
from  twelve  to  thirteen  hundred  thousand  dollars.  The 
whole  amount, therefore,of  the  fund  derived  by  the  Govern- 
ment from  the  District  was  but  a  fraction  less  than  two 
milLom  of  dollars.  The  whole  amount  of  appropriations 
for  the  benefit  of  the  District,  made  by  Congress  since  the 
formation  of  the  Government,  was  only  one  hundred  and 
eighty-six  thousand  dolUrs,  and  this  sum  included  appro- 
prtmttons  for  walks,  &c.  which  are  as  much  for  the  benefit 
of  individuals  connected  with  the  Government  as  for  the 
benefit  of  tiie  citixens.  He  of  course  excluded,  in  this 
statement,  the  sum  of  three  mUlions,  expended  on  public 
buildings,  fbr  with  them  the  District  had  no  concern  at  all{ 
having  no  representatives  in  Congress,  they  had  less  in- 
terest in  the  publ.c  edifices  than  Uie  citizens  of  any  other 
part  of  the  country.  The  Government,  therefore,  held  a 
mod  of  eighteen  hundred  thousand  dollars,  the  only  legiti- 
mate pufpose  of  which  was  the  improvement  of  this  District. 
He  could  not  underttaod  upon  what  ground  gentlemen 


doubted  the  constitutional  power  of  Congress  to  appro- 
priate, for  the  benefit  of  the  District,  the  fiind  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government  for  that  purpose.  If  the  bill  was 
l^d  on  the  table  now,  as  proposea  by  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee,  there  is  no  probability  that  it  will  come  up 
agun  this  sesaon.  The  college  had  never  received  any 
t&ngfrom  the  Government,  and  the  sum  proposed  would 
establish  it  on  a  firm  basis. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  said  Ills  object  was,  in  part,  to  obtain, 
by  the  delay  proposed,  the  very  information  which  the 
chairman  had  now  given.  He  did  not  wish  to  be  under- 
stood as  opposed  to  the  appropriation;  but  he  still  thought 
that  the  question  was  one  of  sufficient  magnitude  to  be  dis- 
cussed in  a  fuller  Senate. 

Mr.  TYLER  was,  he  said,  in  fiivor  of  the  donation,  but 
he  denied'that  Congress  was  chargeable  with  any  neglect 
of  this  institution.  'He  remembered  that  some  time  ago 
we  released  the  college  from  a  debt  of  thirty  thousand 
dollars,  due  by  it  to  the  Government.  The  college  had 
no  right  to  complain  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  CLAY  wished  to  inquire  who  composed  the  govern- 
ment of  this  college.  Some  years  ago  it  was  in  the  hands 
of  those  to  whom  no  moner  should  g^  bv  his  vote.  Un- 
less there  had  been,  since  that  time,  a  real  reform,  a  radical 
change,  in  the  management  of  this  institution,  he  would 
not  vote  to  it  a  cent. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  asked  Whether  the  college  was  incor- 
porated.  Being  told  that  it  was,  he  wished  to  know  what 
were  the  objects^f  the  institution.  The  college  was  not 
a  "naveahoapa^'  here.  It  had  often  been  before  us,  and 
never  in  a  very  attractive  form.  It  had  then  been  objected 
to  it  that  its  purposes  were  sectarian.  If  it  was  established 
and  incorporated  witii  a  view  to  sectarian  purposes,  he 
should  hold  himself  bound  to  withhold  from  it  any  aid  or 
countenance. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  and  Mr.  HOLMES  replied,  at  some 
length,  to  the  suggestion  and  queries  of  Messrs.  CLAY  and 
TAZEWELL.  They  sUted  tliat  the  funds  of  the  college 
were  now  judiciously  managed,and  that  though  it  was  prin- 
cipally founded  by  the  Baptists,  who  still  lent  it  their  aid, 
yet  its  objects  were  exclusively  literary  and  scientific.  Ms. 
CHAMBERS  explained  the  character  of  the  former  trans- 
actions of  the  college  with  the  Government,  sliowing  that 
the  college  gained  nothing,  and  that  the  Government  lost 
nothing  in  consequence  of  them. 

The  motion  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table  was  rejected  by 
a  vote  of  20  to  9,  and  the  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third 
reading. 

TvssDAT,  Mat  .22. 
INTERNAL  IMPROVEMENTS. 

The  bill  from  the  House,  making  appropriations  for 
certain  internal  improvements,  having  been  read  a  second 
time, 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  Ytioved  that  it  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Roads  and  Canak. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  moved  that  it  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Commerce. 

Mr.  CLAY  expressed  a  hope  that  the  bill  would  be  sent 
to  the  Committee  on  Commerce.  He  thought  it  was 
proper  to  look  to  practical  results;  and  he  was  apprehen- 
sive that  if  the  bill  was  sent  to  the  Committee  on  Roads 
and  Canals,  it  would  reach  a  harbor  there  from  which  it 
would  not  be  able  to  make  its  escape.  He  was  desirous 
to  send  it  to  a  committee  which  was  not  hostile  to  its 
objects. 

Mr.  MILLER  wished  that  the  bill  might  go  to  the 
Committee  on  Raids  and  Canals,  and  that  Congress  would 
be  checked  in  the  exercise  of  an  unconstitutional  power. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  asked  if  it  would  be  in  order  to 
refer  so  much  of  the  bill  as  related  to  the  Cumberland 
road  to  the  Committee  on  Roads  and  Canals,  and  the 
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rendue  of  the  bill  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce.  The 
bill  wu  of  a  mixed  character.  The  Cumberland  road 
appropriation  stood  there  as  a  unit,  to  use  the  court  phrase, 
and  oug^ht  to  be  sent  to  the  Committee  on  Roads  and  Ca- 
nals. Ue  referred  to  some  circumstances  which  prevent- 
ed him  from  attending  that  committee,  and  would  vote 
rather  to  send  the  bill  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

Mr.  HOLMES  regarded  the  bill  as  a  complete  jumble; 
parts  of  it  might  go  to  any  committee,  for  it  embraced 
almost  every  thing.  But  as  the  principal  items  were 
commercial  in  their  character,  he  was  in  favor  of  sending 
it  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  took  a  simiUr  view  of  the  construc- 
tion of  the  bill,  and  said  the  object  seemed  to  be  to  take 
this  bill  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  to  which  it  had, 
year  after  year,  been  given,  and  to  give  it  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Roads  and  Canals,  a  committee  which  was  so  con- 
stituted, either  from  design  or  from  accident^  as  to  be 
hostile  to  tlie  bill. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  said  that,  although  the. Committee 
on  Roads  and  Cansls  could  not  go  the  lengths  of  some 
Senators  in  their  construction  of  the  constitutional  powers 
of  Congress,  there  was  great  liberality  in  that  body.  He 
insisted  that  tliere  were  other  items  than  the  Cumberland 
road  in  tlie  bill,  whiph  rendered  the  reference  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Roads  and  Canals  a  proper  one.  But,  as  he 
would  dechne  the  responsibility  of  hazarding  the  fate  of 
the  bill,  he  would  withdraw  bis  motion. 

The  motion  was  then  withdrawn,  and  the  bill  was  refer- 
red to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

COLONIAL  TRADE. 

Mr.  SFRAGUE  then  rose,  and  stated  that  it  was  his 
purpose  now  to  redeem  a  pledge  which  he  had  given 
some  time  mnce  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland,  [Mr. 
Smith.]  During  the  debate  on  the  colonial  trade,  that 
Senator  had  said  that,  whenever  he  [Mr.  Spbaoux]  should 
call  up  the  resolutions  which  he  had  laid  on  the  table  on 
this  subject,  he  would  be  ready  to  go  into  the  discussion. 
To  enable  that  Senator  to  fulfil  his  purpose,  he  would 
now  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration 
of  these  resolutions. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  that,  wliatever  disposition  he"* might 
have  felt  at  that  time  to  go  into  such  discussion,  he  had  no 
such  disposition  now.  He  had  expected  that  the  Senator 
from  Mame  would  take  the  course  he  had  now  taken; 
but,  as  that  Senator  had  now  redeemed  his  pledge,  he 
trusted  that  the  motion  would  not  be  further  pressed. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  said  that,  as  he  himself  had  already  oc- 
cupied much  of  the  time  of  the  Senate  in  the  exposition 
of  his  views  on  tlie  subject,  he  was  not  disposed,  on  his 
own  account,  to  revive  the  discussion;  and,  as  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  declined  to  avail  himself  of  the  opportunity 
now  offered  to  him,  he  sliould  withdraw  his  motion. 

The  motion  was  then  withdrawn. 

COLONEL  JOHN  LAURENS. 

The  Senate  then  took  up  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the 
representatives  of  Colonel  John  Laurens. 

Mr.  ROBBINS  said,  it  will  be  recollected  that  this  is 
a  claim  for  expenses  disbursed  on  a  foreign  mission,  by 
Colonel  Laurens,  due  by  the  then  exist'mg  usage  of  the 
Government,  which  was  to  pay  these  expenses  instead  of 
allowing  an  outfit;  due  also  by  an  express  resolution  of 
Congress.  Nothing  has  been  said,  nothing  can  be  said, 
against  the  merits,  the  intrinsic  merits,  of  this  claim:  for 
these  are  obvious,  they  are  palpable,  they  are  undeniable. 

But  it  has  been  said  by  the  honorable  gentleman  from 
Virginia,  [Mr.  Tasvwbu,]  tliat  the  claim  (not  denying 
its  intrinsic  merits,  however,)  is  stale;  that  it  is  a  dormant 
claim,  now  dormant  for  forty  years;  and  that,  tlierefore, 
it  ought  not  now  to  be  satisfied.  But  is  the  fact  so?  Has 
this  claim  been  so  dormant?  For  more  than  twenty  years 
of  this  period  there  was  no  one  in  this  country  to  repre^j 


sent  and  to  prosecute  this  claim;  and  for  more  than  ten 
years  of  this  period  it  has  been,  from  time  to  time,  before 
Congress,  in  one  House  or  the  other.  And  let  me  tell 
the  honorable  gentleman  that  neither  House  of  Congreis* 
nor  any  committee  of  either  House,  have  ever  expressed 
an  opinion  adverse  to  these  intrtnsio  merits.  Even  the 
committee  of  whom  the  honorable  gentleman  was  a  mem- 
ber, did  not  report  against  its  intrinsic  merits.  They  smy 
expressly,  we  abstain  from  ffiving  any  opinion  upon  the 
merits;  still  they  recommena  that  the  prayer  of  the  peti- 
tioner be  not  gp*anted.  And  why?  For  certain  reasons 
embodied  in  the  report.  And  what  are  these?  The  same 
which  he  now  urges  against  this,  and  which  I  am  canvass- 
ing. The  previous  report  in  favor  of  this  claim,  after  a 
full  investigation  thereof  by  the  committee,  of  whom  Go- 
vernor Barbour  was  chairman,  and  the  now  Pre^dent  of 
the  United  States  was  then  a  member,  was  disagreed  to 
by  the  Senate,  not  for  tlie  w^t  of  merits  in  the  claim,  but 
because  all  the  parties  to  the  claim  were  not  at  that  time 
parties  to  the  petition.  But  now  no  such  difficulty  exists^ 
all  the  parties  to  the  claim  are  parties  to  the  petition^  and 
can  give  the  necessary  discharges.  I  repeat,  that  neither 
House  of  Congress,  and  no  committee  of  either  House,  have 
ever  expressed  an  opinion  adverse  to  the  intrinsic  merits 
of  this  claim;  no,  not  even  the  gentleman  himself,  when* 
as  a  member  of  a  committee,  he  investigated  this  case; 
nor,  indeed,  has  he  now. 

But  to  return:  I  have  said  that,  fbr  more  than  tw«aty 
years  of  this  delay,  there  was  no  one  in  this  country  to 
represent  and  to  prosecute  this  claim.  The  accounts  with 
Colonel  Laurens  Were  adjusted  by  the  treasury  in  1790| 
then,  Henry  Laurens,  his  father,  was  an  eld  man,  and 
soon  afler  died;  he  died  in  1792.  He  never  preferred 
this  claim»  because,  as  has  been  before  stated,  his  ton  had 
kept  no  account  of  these  expenses,  and  had  made  no 
charge  of  them  against  the  United  States;  and  because, 
as  he  states,  he  did  not  know  that  his  son  ever  meant  to 
make  the  claim.  After  his  death,  the  daughter  of  Colond 
Laurens,  then  a  child,  went  to  England  to  live  with  ho* 
maternal  relatives,  (Colonel  Laurens  had  married  in  £n^ 
land,)  where  she  has  lived  ever  since*  and  now  lives. 
Her  son,  and  only  surviving  child,  remained  in  England 
for  his  education  till  1819,  when  be  came  to  his  patrimo- 
nial inheritance  in  South  Carolina,  where  he  now  is,  in 
charge  of  that  inheritance.  About  three  years  after,  in 
1823,  this  claim  was  made,  and  a  petition  for  its  allowance 
preferred  to  Congress.  Here  let  me  say  that  I  know 
tliis  grandson  of  Colonel  Laurens^  and  it  gives  me  pleasure 
to  say  that  I  do  not  know  a  more  amiable  young  man.  I 
think  it  impossible  to  know  him  as  I  do,  without  feeling  a 
kindness  for  him  for  bis  amiable  disposition,  nor  without 
feeling  a  respect  for  him,  as  the  grandson  of  Colonel  Lau* 
rens.  Let  me  say  to  the  honorable  gentleman*  that,  if  he 
knew  him  as  I  do,  he  never  could  have  the.  heart  to  say  to 
him:  <*Sir*  tliis  your  hereditary  claim  may  be  just  in 
itself;  but  it  has  remained  a  long  time  unaatisfied,  and 
therefore  ought  now  never  to  be  satisfied;  nor  aliall  it  be 
if  I  can  prevent  it  Away,  sir#  with  your  claim*  and  never 
let  me  hear  of  it  again  within  the  walls  of  this  Senate." 
•  is  it  possible  that  language  like  this  could  be  hekl  to 
the  descendant  of  Colonel  l^iurens,  appealing  to  the  ji]»> 
tice  of  his  country  to  satisfy  an  hereditary  claim,  acknow- 
ledged to  be— at  least,  not  denied  to  be— just  in  itself? 
And  all  for  a  laches  of  three  years  in  prosecuting  the  claim: 
for  that  is  all  the  laches  that  can  be  imputed.  Where, 
let  me  ask,  was  this  objection  when  the  widow  of  Colonel 
Hamilton  petitioned  for  the  commutation  claimed  fbr  ac- 
count of  her  husband? — a  claim  which  he  had  never  made; 
a  claim  which  it  has  always  been  understood  he  had  ex- 
pressly waived;  and  had  recorded  that  waiver,  in  order 
to  place  his  vote  for  the  commutation  (he  was  then  a  mem- 
ber of  Congress)  above  the  suspicion  of  an  imteresCed 
motive.    Yet  that  claim  was  allowed*  together  with  th« 
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legal  interest  for  the  whole  interval  of  time.  ThatcUim 
bad  indeed  slept,  was  in  fact  dormant,  from  1783  to  1816) 
more  thafi  thirty  years;  still  it  was  aUowed.  The  act  was 
indeed  due  to  the  family  of  that  great  man,  and  did  honor 
to  the  justice-of  the  oountrpr.  But  if  staleness  was  a  good 
plea  «|^nst  a  claim' just  m  itself,  compared  with  this, 
it  applied  with  more  than  tenfold  force  against  that; 
yet,  against  that,  it  was  not  made,  or^  if  made,  it  did  not 
prevail. 

The  same  honorable  gentleman  has  also  saad  that  the 
account  of  Colonel  Laurens  has  been  adjusted  and  closed 
by  the  treasury,  and  that  to  open  this  account  would  be  a 
precedent  of  a  dangerous  tendency.  But  let  the  honor- 
able  gentleman  reflect  that  it  is  not  proposed  to  open  this 
account,  nor  to  unsettle  this  settlement;  no  such  thing.  It 
is  simply  proposed  to  pay  a  claim  just  in  itself,  that  never 
has  been  adjusted  by  the  treasury;  never  has  been  passed 
upon  by  the  treasury;  never  has  been  before  the  treasury. 
Why  it  was  not  presented,  lias  been  explained,  repeatedly 
explained,  and  the  explaination  will,  doubtless,  be  recol- 
lected. Colonel  Hamilton's  account,  too,  had  been  ad- 
justed by  the  treasury,  and  closed.  The  claim  to  his 
commutation  did  not  disturb  that  settlement,  for  it  had 
made  no  part  of  the  acoount;  it  lef\  the  settlement  g^ood 
for  all  it  prolessed  to  settle.  Neither  does  the  claim  to 
these  expenses  disturb  the  settlement  in  this  case,  for  it 
had  made  no  part  of  the  account;  nor  were  they  passed 
upon  by  the  treasury;  the  settlement  is  left  good  for  all  it 
professed  to  settle. 

It  is  true  there  is  a  claim  to  a  trifling  amount  beside, 
growing  out  of  errors  appearing  on  the  face  of  the  ac- 
count, but  Tor  this  claim  tlie  settlement  itself  is  the 
vouclier;  and  the  claim  is  made  because  the  settlement 
itself  gives  a  title  to  it;  just  as  good  a  title  as  a  certificate 
of  the  treasury,  certifying  that  amount  to  be  unpaid  and 
still  due. 

But  one  word  as  to  the  sacredness  of  a  settlement  once 
made  by  the  treasury.  Let  it  be  sacred,  if  you  please, 
with  the  treasury  itself;  let  the  treasury,  thenceforth, 
cease  to  have  any  control  over  it.  But  is  it  to  tie  the 
hands  of  Congress,  whatever  injustice  may  have  been 
done  by  the  settlement?  If  a  olaim  has  been  disallowed 
by  the  treasury,  which  ought  to  have  been  allowed,  and 
that  made  clearly  to  appear,  is  there  to  be  no  redress? 
Neither  at  the  treasury  nor  by  Congress?  Is  this  the  mise- 
rable situation  of  a  just  claimant  upon  the  (government? 
No^  sir;  no,  indeed,  sir,  it  is  not.  For  innumerable 
almost  have  been  the  appeals  from  the  injustice  of  trea- 
sur}'  settlements  to  the  justice  of  Congress  for  relief;  and 
when,  let  me  ask,  has  relief  been  denied,  if  a  just  claim 
to  it  has  been  made  out  clearly  and  indisputably?  That 
relief,  to  the  honor  of  the  public  justice  be  it  spoken, 
though  it  has  sometimes,  perhaps  too  often,  been  delayed, 
has  never,  I  believe,  been  finally  refused.  Had  not  the 
accounts  of  Governor  Tompkins  and  President  Monroe 
been  settled  at  the  treasury?  And  did  not  both  petition 
Congress  for  relief,  against  the  injustice  of  that  settlement? 
And  did  not  Congress  grant  relief-— that  settlement  to  the 
contrary  notwithstanding?  Yes,  most  certainly.  I  refer 
to  high  examples,  it  is  true;  and  perhaps  some  may  think, 
therefore,  not  applicable  to  ordinary  cases.  But  justice 
knows  not  the  face  of  man  in  her  decrees;  she  knows 
nothing  of  high  nor  low;  she  gives  nothing  to  renown  for 
ilseU^  she  denies  nothing  to  obscurity,  because  unknown; 
she  says,  and  she  accordingly  decrees— 

**  Tnur,  Tyriut  qi]e,iiiiht  nalludMCrimiiic  agetur/* 

But,  if  she  did  make  these  discriminations,  I  should  not 
disparage  the  names  of  Tompkins  and  Monroe;  nor  would 
they,  if  living,  think  theirs  disparaged,  by  being  associated 
in  the  regaids  of  their  country  with  the  name  of  Lau- 
rens. Neither  would  they  challenge,  nor  would  anjr  one 
challenge  for  them,  a  higher  distinction.  But  let  it  be 
remembered  that,  tlieir  claims  had  been  passed  upon  by 


the  treasury,  had  been  disallowed  by  the  treasury,  and 
were  barred  thereby,  so  far  as  that  could  bar  them;  but  that 
tills  claim  of  Laurens  never  has  be^n  passed  upon  by  the 
treasury;  never  has  been  before  tiie  treasury:  it  is  indis' 
putable;  it  is  just  in  itself;  it  has  never  been  satisfied.  And 
will  the  Senate  now  say  it  never  shall  be  satisfied? 

A  word  more,  and  I  l^ve  done.  Something  has  been 
said  by  the  honorable  gentleman  from  Maine,  not  to  dero* 
gate  from  the  intrinsic  merits  of  this  claim,  but  to  dispa- 
rage the  personal  merits  of  Colonel  Laurens — how  becom- 
ingly, let  the  history  of  his  country  bear  witness.  That  his- 
tory has  recorded  laurel  after  laurel  conferred  upon  him 
by  his  country,  to  attest  her  grateful  sense  of  bis  higfh  and 
glorious  merits.  These  recorded  honors  have  long  since 
gathered  round  his  tomb;  they  now  thicken  over  it,  and 
will  forever,  adorn  it.  So  long  as  the  sentiment  of  grati- 
tude shall  beat  in  the  bosom  of  his  country  at  the  recol- 
lection of  her  revolutionary  martyrs,  these  recorded  honors 
shall  flourish  in  immortal  verdure;  and  even  if  it  were 
possible  for  this  sentiment  of  gratitude  to  die  in  the  bosom 
of  his  country,  they  would  still  flourish  in  history  to  kindle 
the  sentiment  of  admiration  in  every  other.  For,  so  long 
as  this  language  shall  last,  be  spoken,  or  read;  wherever, 
in  all  future  time,  the  sublime  virtues  of  patriotic  devotion 
and  heroic  bearing  shall  sway  the  affections  of  the  human 
heart,  the  name  of  Laurens  will  be  the  theme  of  unmin- 
gled  praise,  as  the  hero  above  fear,  as  the  patriot  beyond 
reproach.  I  confess  I  felt  hurt  that  ai)  American  Sena- 
tor, in  the  American  Senate — the  proudest  theatre  in  the 
world,  and  that  erected  on  the  blood  of  our  revolutionary 
heroes,  should  indulge  a  wish  to  cast  a  shade,  even  if  he 
could,  upon  one  of  the  brightest  names  in  that  host.  ^  The 
fact  alluded  to,  if  it  were  a  fact,  would  not,  in  my  opinion, 
cast  a  shade,  nor  even  the  shadow  of  a  shade,  upon  that 
bright  name.  It  would  only  prove  that,  in  that  instance,  as 
in  every  other,  the  love  of  country  predominated,  and  was 
his  ruling  passion.  Nor  did  he  pursue  his  honorable  end 
by  dishonorable  mearis.  He  did,  with  the  funds  of  his 
country  in  his  hands,  what  he  had  a  right  to  do;  what  his 
duty  to  his  country  required  him  to  do;  and  for  doing 
which  he  had  the  approbation  of  his  country,  and  her  re- 
corded thanks.  I  do  not  complain  of  the  statement,  there- 
fore, for  its  possible  effect  to  prejudice  the  pure  fame  of 
Colonel  Laurens,  but  for  its  apparent  intent. 

For  the  most  precious  of  all  treasure  which  any  coun- 
try can  possess,  is  the  fame  of  her  great  men.  It  is  that 
alone  which  renders  any  country  resplendent  in  the 
eyes  of  every  other.  The  elarum  et  veneraink  nomen,  in 
every  instance,  as  well  as  in  that  which  the  poet  cele- 
brates, brinn^  much  to  our  ci^.  That  fame  endui^  for- 
ever: it  survives  all  the  revolutions  and  the  ravag^es  of 
time;  even  those  which  leave  the  country  itself  a  wreck, 
even  those  which  blot  the  nation  itself  out  of  existence; 
even  then  it  still  survives,  to  become  the  property  of  man- 
kind, and  to  do  honor  to  the  species,  and  especially  to  do 
honor  to  the  memory  of  the  departed  nation.  But  its  great 
value  is  ^is—it  is  prolifie  of  g^eat  men;  beyond  any  thing 
and  every  thing  else,  it  awakens  and  supplies  fuel  to  that 
noblest  of  all  sentiments,  the  love  of  country;  it  excites  and 
leads  on  to  a  perpetual  emulation  in  the  race  of  glory.  What 
a  heart,  then,  must  I  have,  if  I  could  indulge  a  wish  to  dis- 
honor a  name  that  does  honor,  and  will  forever  do  honor, 
to  the  name  of  my  country! 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  opposed  the  claim.  Its  justice  did 
not  rest  on  the  services  of  the  deceased,  tor  he  did  not 
deny  their  merit,  or  that  the^entitied  him  to  the  eulogium 
pronounced  on  his  memory,  in  the  language  of  the  Senator 
m>m  Rhode  Island,  as  elarum  et  vrnmibue  nomtn:  but  it 
was  right  to  go  back  to  their  merits,  and  ask,  is  there  any 
money  due  or  not?  The  claim  had  been  before  the  House 
of  Representatives  before  now,  and  as  often  rejected.  It 
had  become  the  practice,  when  a  claim  was  rejected  in 
one  House,  to  bnng  it  forward  in  the  others  and  there  it 
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vibrated*  till  at  Icngfth  a  fiiForable  report  was  obtained, 
and  then  it  was  again  preferred  with  the  reoommendation 
of  having^  passed  one  of  the  lefpslative  bodies.  But  even 
this  did  not  hold  good  respecting  the  present  bill;  for  as 
often  as  it  was  brought  forwsrd  in  either  House,  it  had  re- 
ceived reiterated  rejections.  It  was  not  analogous  to  the 
case  of  Colonel  Hanitlton.  The  claims  of  Colonel  Laurens 
had  already  been  settled,  even  before  theformation  of  the 
present  Government,  and  his  receipt  received  for  the.  pay- 
ment of  every  cent  due.  Such  was  not  the  case  as  re- 
Sarded  Colonel  Hamilton;  there  was  no  doubt  of  (he  debt 
ue,  and  no  such  receipt  existed,  for  the  strong  reason 
that  nothing  had  previously  been  paid.  Cofonel  L. 
died  in  1781  or  '82,  and  now  a  claim  was  advanced,  with 
compound  interest,  four  times  a  year  for  forty  yean.  Who 
ever  heard  of  the  like }  For  these  several  reasons  he  should 
oppose*  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  supported  by  Mr.  HAYNE,  and  opposed 
by  Mr.  SMITH  and  Mr,  SIANGUM. 

The  question  was  then  put,  and  the  bill  was  ordered  to 
a  third  reading,  by  the  following  vote: 
I       YEAS. — Messrs.  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clayton,  Clay, 
\  /Dallas,  Dudley,  Ewing,  FreHnehuysen,  Hayne,  Johnston, 
^  Knight,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindezter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins, 
Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Web- 
ster, Wilkins.^23. 

NAYS — Messrs.  Bell,  Dickerson,  Foot,  Grundy,  Hen- 
dricks, Mangum,  Marcy,  Buggies,  Smith,  Tazewell, 
White—ll. 

BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

Mr.  DALLAS,  pursuant  to  the  notice  he  had  given 
some  da;^8  before,  moved  that  the  Senate  now  proceed  to 
the  consideration  of  the  bill  to  modify  and  continue  tlie 
act  incorporating  the  subscribers  to  the  Bank  of  the 
United  SUtes. 

The  motioh  was  agreed  to— yeas  24. 

Mr.  DALLAS  then  suted,  that,  havmg  ]>rought  this 
question  before  the  Senate,  he  should  content  himself 
with  this  success,  and  woold  not,  at  this  late  hour  of  the 
day,  enter  into  the  views  which  he  proposed  to  present  to 
the  Senate.  He  would  therefore  move  that  the  Senate 
now  adjourn;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

WiDiraBDAT,  Mat  33. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  moved  that  the  Senate  now  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  the  joint  resolution  reported 
by  him  some  time  since,  anthorizmgthe  President  to  cause 
an  equestrian  statue  of  General  Washington  to  be  execut- 
ed, but  the  Senate  refused  to  sustain  the  motion. 

BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

Tlie  Senate  then  took  tip  the  bill  to  modify  and  continue 
the  act  to  incorporate  the  subscribers  to  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  DALLAS  rose,  and  said,  the  interest  inseparably  at* 
tached  to  the  subject  under  consideration,  had,  since  the 
memorials  from  the  stockholders  and  directors  of  this 
bank  were  presented  to  both  Houses  of  Congress,  led  to 
such  exploring  investigations,  and  such  ample  and  authen- 
tic developments,  as  must  make  any  detailed  or  elaborate 
discussion  tedious  and  unnecessary.  It  had  been  the  ef- 
fort of  the  committee  of  the  Senate,  to  whom  the  subject 
was  confided,  to  facilitate  every  inquiry,  and  to  furniij) 
ever}*  information  which  could  be  desired.  Their  labors, 
however,  were  in  a  great  measure  superseded  by  tiie 
course  pursued  in  the  other  branch  of  the  Legislature;  by 
the  appointment  of  a  committee  to  scrutinize  the  affairs 
of  the  bank,  to  examine  such  matters  as  were  deemed  par- 
ticularly worthy  of  examination,  and  to  report  at  large  the 
results.  Three  reports  had  recently  been  made,  accom- 
panied by  voluminous  documents;  and  ahbougb,  when, 


some  days  ago,  he  [Mr.  D.]  gave  notice  of  his  intention  to 
call  the  bill  up  at  the  present  time,  it  was  supposed  thst 
all  these  reports  and  documents  would  now  be  upon  their 
tables,  circumstances  over  which  no  control  could  be  ex* 
ercised  by  himself,  or  any  of  the  committee  of  which  be 
was  chairman,  have  yet  prevented  their  being  supplied 
with  them.  Nevertheless,  the  principal  facts  and  deduc- 
tions were  doubtless  incorporated  in  the  three  reports  si- 
ready  published  in  the  daily  journals;  and  as  the  memben 
of  the  Senate  have  had  access  to  these,  he  might  sssume 
that  they  were  in  possession  of  all  the  information  denred 
at  this  moment.  He  expected  to  receive  the  rest  of  the 
papers  from  day  to  day.  From  these  sources,  in  connex* 
ion  with  the  printed  statements  and  official  comiDUuica- 
tions,  themselves  bulky,  slready  before  the  Senate,  detsils 
so  ample  and  satisfactory  can  be  deduced,  that  he  had 
thought  any  introductory  remarks  more  a  matter  ^fo^ 
mality  than  of  utihify.     He  should  be  as  brief  as  posnble. 

The  great  question  invoK*ed  in  the  bill  then  under  con- 
sideration was,  whether  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
would  prolong  the  existence  of  a  national  institution  erect- 
ed, sixteen  years  ago,  for  wise  and  salutary  pnrposes. 
Shall  it  be  pemKitted  to  expire,  agreeably  to,  the  limits- 
tion  of  its  charter,  on  the  3d  of  March,  1836?  Undoubt- 
edly tlie  question  was  of  considerable  importance:  of  im- 
portance to  the  political,  financial,  and  ccmmercal  inte- 
rests of  the  counby^  the  whole  country';  of  importance  to 
the  American  people  in  their  diverwfied  tianssctions  oi 
trade,  in  the  everv-day  affairs  of  life,  in  the  necessity  of 
preparing  themselves  for  such  a  shock  to  their  soc'ud  con- 
dition and  active  employments,  as  must  inevitably  fbUow 
upon  a  decision  adverse  to  the  continuance  of  the  corpo- 
ration. High  and  momentous  as  the  question  wss,  he 
hoped  it  would  be  encountered  and  canvassed  by  the  Se- 
nate as  one  purely  and  merely  of .  legislative  busincai; 
divested  of  bias  or  prejudice  of  every  kmd;  with  a  angle 
view  to  the  discharge  of  a  representative  duty  to  the  com- 
munity at  large.  It  waS|  indeed,  impossible,  seeing  what 
we  constantly  saw,  and  reading  daily  what  dtily  appeared 
in  tlie  newspapers  of  every  quarter  of  the  country,  not  to 
know  that  considerations  uatursJly  extraneous  and  irrele- 
vant had  gradually  become  mixed  up  with  this  question, 
and  lud  given  it  a  character  and  direction  alike  fioreign 
and  injurious  to  it.  He  would  invoke  from  the  wiadom, 
and  virtue,  and  patriotism,  of  the  grave  council  he  ad- 
dressed, the  calmest,  the  most  candid,  and  most  upright 
reflection:  at  least,  if  it  were  impossible  to  throw  sside  all 
feeling  or  prepossesnon,  he  was  confident  that  every  Se- 
nator would  struggle  .to  repress  and  subdue  it:  be  felt  no 
doubt  that  such  would  be  the  prevailing,  if  not  universal, 
disposition.  In  the  absence  of  all  improper  feeling,  sf- 
fectingthe  subject,  he  might  be  allowed  to  say  as  to  him- 
self, personally,  that  he  should  perhaps  stand  in  need,  if 
not  on  the  present,  perhaps  pn  some  future  occssions,  of 
the  indulgence  of  the  Senate;  when  he  confessed  the  ex- 
istence oi  that  species  of  bias  which  cannot  but  in  some 
degree^  thougli,  he  trusted,  not  in  a  measure  to  blind  or 
mislead  his  judgment,  arise  from  an  undying  and  ever-in* 
creasing  veneration  for  the  wisdom  and  patriotism  of  the 
author  of  the  charter  now  under  discussion.  This  was  the 
only  feeling  of  which  be  was  at  all  conscious. 

I'he  Senate  had  been  impelled  to  the  discharge  of  this 
piece  of  legisUtive  bus'uiess  In  a  variety  of  ways,  and  by 
countless  memorials  and  petitions.  The  voluminous  pa- 
pers which  were  crowded  to  the  Secretary's  desk,  ever 
since  its  introduction,  speak  no  ordinary  language.  A 
very  large  number  of  the  citizens  of  the  United  Statei, 
in  their  separate  and  individual  capacities^  nffixed  tlieir 
signatures  to  these  documents,  and  i|kterpQsed  thur  earncit 
prayers  that  tliis  institution  should  be  prolonged  in  dura- 
tion. aUay  public  corporations,  »ctively  eqgaged  in  the 
business  oi  the  world,  even  those  of  a  rival  charscter, 
competitors  in  Uie  vast  mo^ey  tranaaclioos.  of  the  county. 
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having^  lelty  frankly  acknowled^  its  beneficial  influehce, 
and  had  transmitted  their  nieinorials,  anxiously  as  well  as 
generously  requesting^  the  renewal  of  the  charter.  Rising 
a  step  hig'her,  nnmeroiis  assemblies  of  the  people,  in  the 
East,  the  West,  and  the  North,  convened  solely,  but 
openly  and  undisguisedTy,  to  deliberate  tipon  this  matter, 
had,  ^ith  the  imposinj^  weight  to  which  such  assemblies 
are  always  entitled,  forwanled  their  solicitous  petitions 
for  tile  renewal  of  the  charter.  And  one  step  still  further : 
many  of  the  legislative  bodies  of  the  respective  States  of 
the  Union,  those  very  bodies  whose  voices  called  into 
official  bein|^  the  members  of  the  Senate,  in  the  formality 
of  constitutional  representative  deliberation,  and  under 
the  solemn  responsibilities  of  their  stations,  appealed  to 
Congress  in  lavor  of  this  bank,  and  invoked  such  action  as 
would  prolong  its  existence.  Indeed,  it  would  seem  as  if 
our  fellow-citizens,  in  all  parts  of  the  country,  individually 
and  collectively,  had  attentively  listened  to  the  voice  of 
their  firesent  Chief  Magistrate,  by  whom  they  had  been 
wisely  invited  to  the  consideration  of  the  subject  more 
than  two  years  ago;  and  had,  now  that  the  proper  occa- 
sion arrived,  come  forward  to  express  the  results  of  that 
consideration,  with  unequivocal  prayers  for  the  re-enatt' 
ment  of  the  charter.  To  a  pressure  so  perfectly  legiti- 
mate in  its  character,  and  distinct  and  respectAil  in  its 
tone,  Congress  could  not  be  insensible.  The  Senate,  he 
doubted  not,  would  respond  to  it»  at  least  by  disposing  of 
the  question  as  one  of  urgent  legislative  business.  It  was 
their  duty  to  terminate  it,  one  way  or  another. 

Tile  chief  feature  of  the  bill  reported  by  the  committee, 
and  now  before  the  Senate,  was  its  first  section,  containing, 
as  it  does,  an  allowance  of  the  prayers  of  the  many  me- 
morialists to  whom  he  had  referred,  by  continuing  in  force 
and  operation  the  act  incorporating  the  Bank  of  the 
Unitea  States  for  the  term  of  fifteen  years.  In  recom- 
mending this,  the  committee  looked  to  the  national  insti- 
tution; its  structure,  its  purposes,  its  tendencies,  its  ne- 
cessary and  natural  course  of  operations,  its  limitations, 
conditions,  and  restrictions,  as  it  emanated  from  the 
legislative  mould  sixteen  years  a^o.  And  they  could  dis- 
cern no  reason  for  anv  substantial  change.  They  could 
not  be  affected,  in  the  formation  of  this  judgment,  by  any 
scrutiny  into  the  personal  conduct  or  motives  of  those  to 
whose  management  the  general  powers  of  the  corporation 
had,  at  any  time,  been  confided.  The  abuse  of  a  public 
office  may  disqualify  its  incumbent,  but  Hirnishes  no  argu- 
ment whatever  for  the  abolition  of  the  office  itself.  Every 
thing  which  human  ingenuity  has  devised,  or  can  devise, 
for  good,  may  be  misapplied,  and  be  made  the  means  of 
miscnief.  The  most  beneficent  trusts,  guarded  in  the 
most  careful  manner,  may  be  unfaithfully  administered  by 
bad  and  selfish  agents.  What  office,  legislative,  judicial, 
or  executive,  could  be  permanent,  could  escape  early  de- 
struction, if  its  existence  were  made  dependent  upon  the 
wisdodi,  purity,  and  virtue  of  the  human  being  who  hap- 
pened to  hold  it?  With  such  a  principle,  we  should  be 
forever,  and  perhaps  every  year,  remodelling  our  whole 
Government  organization,  abolishing  establishments,  offi- 
ces, and  Institutions;  reconstructing  a  fresh  series  only 
that  the  perpetually  recurring  frailties  of  man  might 
lead  again  ana  unceasingly  to  the  work  of  destruction  and 
renovation. 

He  [Mr.  D.]  would  not  be  supposed,  in  these  re- 
marks, to  intimate  that  the  committee  entertained,  for  one 
moment,  the  slightest  suspicion  that  the  existing  charter, 
or  any  of  its  privileges,  had  been,  by  the  stockholders, 
directors,  or  any  of  the  officers,  perverted  or  misused,  in 
tlie  least  degree.  Such  suspicions  could  not  be  entertained 
by  any  one  acquainted  with  the  subject,  and  with  the  in- 
dividuals referred  to.  For  his  own  part,  he  had  been  too 
lone  conversant  with  the  general  course  of  operations  in 
the  institution,  and  had  enjoyed  too  many  opportunHies  of 
orrectly  estimating  the  worth  and  intelligence  of  its) 
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principal  managers,  to  listen  to  any  imputations  without  a 
conviction  of  their  injustice,  and  the  most  sincere  regret. 
He  would  also  venture  to  sa;^,  that  if  any  one,  for  the 
purpose  of  depreciating  the  institution  itself,  or  of  awaken- 
ing jealousies  and  prejudices,  should  undertake  to  impugn 
the  conduct*  motives,  or  personal  characters  of  those  by 
whom  it  has  been  conducted,  the  materials  for  complete 
and  final  vindication  would  be  found  at  hand,  in  the  re- 
ports and  documentary  evidence  furnished  from  the  com- 
mittee of  the  other  House.  It  ill  became  him,  however* 
to  presuppose  that  such  a  course  of  discussion  would  be 
introduced. 

The  essential  and  paramount  objects  for  the  enactment 
of  the  charter  of  the  bank,  in  1816,  were  doubtless  well 
remembered  by  the  Senators  present.  They  were,  the 
establishment  of  a  sound  and  uniform  nationiU  currency; 
the  creationof  a  fit  instrument  for  the  collection  and  distri- 
bution of  the  public  revenue;  the  restoration  of  specie 
payments,  then  unlawfully  suspended  by  all  the  State 
banks,  the  sole  manufactories  of  the  circulating  medium; 
and  the  designation  of  a  safe  agency  wherewiUi  to  facili- 
tate the  general  financial  operations  of  the  Government. 
Every  hour's  experience,  since  the  declaration  of  inde- 
pendence, had  proved  the  vast  importance  of  these  ob- 
jects, from  the  creation  of  the  Bank  of  North  America, 
under  the  auspices  of  Robert  Morris,  in  1781,  to  tliat  of 
the  first  Bank  of  the  United  SUtes,  projected  by  Alexan- 
der Hamilton,  in  1791,  and  especially  during  the  five 
years  of  peace  and  of  war  which  intervened  between  the 
expiration  of  the  charter  in  1811,  and  its  revival  in  a  new 
form  in  1816.  During  the  forty-three  years  which  have 
elapsed  since  the  adoption  of  the  constitution,  the  country 
has  been  without  a  national  bank  only  seven  years;  the 
national  objects  adverted  to  were,  of  course,  for  those 
seven  years  wholly  neglected;  and  it  can  be  asserted 
without  danger  of  denial,  that  five  of  those  years  teemed 
with  more  commercial  disaster,  fiscal  eiQbarrassment, 
trading  inconvenience,  and  fraudulent  money  transactions, 
than  were  witnessed  before,  or  tlmn  can  possibly  be 
witnessed  during  the  existence  of  a  wisely  and  discreetly 
administered  Bank  of  the  United  States.  He  [Mr.  D.] 
forbore  making  references  to  historical  facts,  further  than 
was  absolutely  necessary.  They  were  fiimiliar  in  the 
actual  experience,  and  fresh  in  the  memory  of  those 
whom  he  addressed;  and  they  were  abundant  to  prove  the 
vast,  the  vital  importance  of  the  objects  he  had  enume- 
rated as  the  fundamental  objects  contemplated  by  the 
charter  of  1816. 

The  attaininent  of  these  great  objects  was,  however, 
to  be  accomplished  in  a  manner  compatible  with  a  jealous 
protection  of  the  political  liberties,  a  f\ill  security  of  the 
civil  rights,  an  anxious  solicitiide  for  the  convenience,  and 
an  ardent  desire  for  the  social  happiness  and  prosperi^ 
of  the  whole  American  people.  Hence,  while  a  bank 
was  selected  as  the  means  for  effectuating  the  desired 
purposes,  the  act  of  its  incorporation,  iti  charter,  was 
loaded  with  multiplied,  efficacious,  and  insurmountable 
restrictions  and  limitations;  the  supervisory  interposition 
of  the  Government  was  established;  summary  proceedings 
were  preorduned  for  investigation  and  judicial  trial;  and 
the  highest  penalties  prescribed  for  infractions  of  the 
charter.  ^  Every  necessary  mode  of  reaching  the  corpo- 
ration, either  to  correct  its  abuses,  to  control  its  tenden- 
cies, or  to  punish  its  illegal  acts,  was  carefully  chalked  out 
in  advance,  and  held  within  the  power  of  national  legisla- 
tion. He  [Mr.  D.]  would  not  enter  upon  a  detailed  re- 
view of  the  provisions  of  the  charter;  the  Senate  and  ^e 
people  arealike  well  informed  of  them  all;  and  he  would 
only  add,  that  the  committee  believed  no  more  perfect 
mode  of  achieving,  and  of  still  preserving  now  that  they 
are  achieved,  the  great  national  objects  to  which  he  had 
referred,  can  be  devised,  than  the  one  delineated  in  that 
instrument. 
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Nor  could  the  cpmniittee  be  insensible,  not  merely  to 
the  inutility,  but  to  the  positively  disastrous  consequences, 
to  the  people,  and  to  tlicir  Government,  of  substituting^, 
for  the  present,  another  Bank  of  tlie  United  States;  of 
compelling  this  to  close  its  enormous  business,  or  to  trans- 
fer it  to  other  hands;  of  leaving  the  immense  interests  of 
the  industrious,  enterprising,  and  prosperous  people  of 
our  country,  to  the  extent  of  more  than  a  hundred  millions 
of  dollars,  to  be  rapidly,   if  not  suddenly,   shifted  in 
arran^ment,  responsibility,  and  connexion;  or  of  again 
committing  the  monetary  system  of  tlie  entire  confederacy 
to  the  cliarge  of  local  and  detached  and  conflicting  State 
institutions,  over  which  no  control  whatever  could  be  ex- 
ercised.    Such  an  unnecessary,  involuntary,'  forced  di- 
version of  the  great  streams  of  commercial  and  moneyed 
operations  could  not  be  effected  without  incalculable  and 
incurable  injury  to  every  class,  and  especially  to  the  la- 
borious,  and  most  worthy,  and  most  useful  class,  and 
without  sacrificing  many  of  the  great  purposes  of  Go- 
vernment for  which  tlie  constitution  was  formed.  Where- 
fore, indeed,  should  such  an  experiment  be  made?    The 
practical  operations  of  the  existing  bank,  under  its  now 
matured  system,  have  attained  every  desired  object.    The 
currency  is  uniform,  and  representing  a  metallic  bas's;  it 
is  better  for  all  purposes  than  gold  or  silver*     The  collec- 
tion and  distribution  of  the  nation's  revenue  are  gently, 
safely,  and  satisfactorily  effected.     Facilities  of  every  de- 
scription had  been  experienced  in  the  financial  movemealB 
of  the  Government.     Salutanr  checks  and  remedies  had 
been  applied  to  the  irregularities  and    fluctuations  of 
foreign  and  domestic  exchanges.     And  in  all  parts  of  the 
country,  particularly  in  the  progressive  and  enterprising 
regions  of  the  West,  capital  and  accommodation,  at  all 
times  and  without  stint,  had,  in  a  manner  alike  salutary 
and  judicious,  been  accorded  to  tlie  people.     Whatever 
may  have  been  the  few  exceptions  to  the  general  good 
conduct  of  the  officers  and  agents  of  the  bank — officers 
and  agents  necessarily  far  distant  from  the  seat  of  direction 
at  Philadelphia;  however  occasionally  an  incident  may 
.  have  occurred,  exceptionable  or  equivocal  in  its  character, 
at  one  extremity  or  another  of  this,  organization,  necessa- 
rily as  expanded  as  our  territory; still,  all  men  of  business 
must  come  to  the  conclusion  that,  on  the  whole,  it  had 
worked  well;  it  had  produced  more  benefit  than  they  by 
whom  it  was  originally  framed  had  anticipated,  and  it  had 
produced  less  injury,  if,  indeed,  it  can  justly  be  chargea- 
ole  with  any,  than  was  feared  by  those  who  opposed  its 
establishment.     To  speak  of  it  in  terms  of  unqualified 
panegyric,  he  [Mr.  D.]  was  not  prepared;  but  certainly  it 
would  be  extravagant  to  expect  more  to  be  accomplished, 
and  to  be  accomplished  in  a  better  manner,  by  an  institu- 
tion so  complicated,  so  cumbersome  in  size,  so  detached 
in  parts,  and  of  course  liable,  like  all  other  human  agen- 
cies, to  be  more  or  less  affected  by  the  frailties,  the  follies, 
or  the  passions  of  the  human  beings  who  compose  or 
impel  it. 

Intentionally  avoiding  any  anticipation  of  the  objections 
which  may  be  made  to  the  passage  of  the  bill,  Mr.  D. 
confined  himself  to  this  general  view  of  the  reasons  which 
influenced  the  committee  in  reporting  the  re-enactment 
of  the  charter.  Should  the  discussion  make  it  necessary 
hereafler,  he  felt  assured  that  every  difficulty  may  be 
briefly  and  frankly  surmounted. 

The  Senate  would  perceive  that  five  modications  of  the 
existing  charter  have  been  suggested  by  the  committee, 
and  that  a  compensation  or  bonus  for  the  renewal  is  re- 
quired. He  would  hastily  make  a  few  remarks  as  to  each 
of  them.  Four  of  these  modificatipns  were,  in  his  opinion, 
either  unnecessary  or  injurious:  they  were,  however, 
embodied  in  tlie  bill,  not  so  much  because  of  their  being 
decidedly  deemed  im[)ortant,  as  in  obedience  to  a  spirit  of 
compromise  and  concession,  with  a  belief  that  they  would 
undergo  a  full  and  fair  discussion,  and  be  finally  either 


struck  out,  or  moulded  into  such  form  as  would  meet  tho 
approbation  of  tlie  Senate. 

1 .  The  first  modification,  if  it  can  be  properly  so  called, 
confers  upon  the  corporation  the  authority  of  appointing 
two  or  more  officers  to  sijp  and  countersign  the  notes  m 
the  bank,  the  denomination  of  whioh  shaUl  b«  lees  than 
one  hundred  dollars.  The  present  charter  exacts  the 
performance  of  this  arduous  duty  from  the  president  and 
the  principal  cashier.  It  is  one  to  which  they  are  physi- 
cally incompetent.  Their  labors  are  necessarily  directed 
constantly  to  other  objects,  x>bjects  less  mechanicaland  of 
much  higher  moment.  It  would  be  impossible  for  these 
two  officers,  were  they  even  to  gfive  all  their  time  exclu- 
sively to  signatures,  to  furnish  a  sufficient  amount  of  cir- 
culation. They  must  be  aided  in  this  department  of  duty, 
or  they  must  neglect  it  Congp-ess  had,  on  several  occa- 
sions before  this,  been  apprised  of  the  embarrassment 
experienced  from  this  cause,  but  circumstances  have  here- 
tofore interposed  to  preclude  the  relief  solicited.  The 
committee  have  deemed  it  beneficial:  and  the  more  so,  be- 
cause, by  rendering  unnecessary  the  continuance  of  the 
expedient  resorted  to  by  the  bank,  in  the  issue  of  branch 
orders,  one  topic  of  complaint  may  be  removed,  and  the 
dangers  and  facilities  of  forgery  be  diminished. 

2.  The  second  modification  prohibits  the  issuing  by  the 
corporation  of  any  notes,  of  a  denomination  less  than  fifty 
dollars,  unless  they  are  payable  at  the  bank  or  branch 
whence  they  are  issued.  Mr.  D.  must  coniess  that  he 
could  not  esteem  this  as  of  any  importance.  It  was  de- 
signed as  a  check  upon  the  operations  of  the  respective 
branches:  to  prevent  their  paying  out  notes  which  were 
payable  at  other  branches,  and  thus  as  it  were  pushing 
into  circulation  paper  which  the  branch  that  pays  it  out 
is  not  bound  to  redeem  in  specie. 

3.  The  third  modification  made  it  obligpatory  upon  the 
corporation  to  receive  at  the  bank,  or  at  any  of  its  offices 
of  discount  and  deposlte,  in  payment  of  balances  due  it  hy 
State  banks,  notes  issued  by,  and  payable  at  any  other 
branch.  This  seemed  to  him  to  prescribe  a  duty  utterly 
impracticable  to  any  moneyed  institution  of  this  extent. 
It  involved,  in  effect,  the  principle  that  the  notes  of  the 
bank  were  to  be  payable  at  every  one  of  the  twenty-five 
offices  now  in  being,  and  at  every  other  which  may  here- 
af\er  be  established.  Could  that  be  done  ^  Was  it  possi- 
ble to  have  the  capital  of  the  bank,  in  specie,  at  eveiy 
place,  at  the  same  time?  If  bound  to  redeem  all  their 
notes,  no  matter  whence  issued,  at  all  their  offices,  their 
whole  specie  capital,  in  fact,  all  the  resources  of  the  insti- 
tution, ought  to  be,  at  the  same  instant,  in  the  vaults  of 
every  office.  If  each  branch  be  bound  to  receive  the 
notes  of  other  branches  in  payment,  it  is  equivalent  in 
practical  result  to  obliging  it  to  pay  specie  for  those  notes. 
As  a  matter  of  courtesy  and  accommodation,  it  is  done 
now.  While  each  branch  has  the  discretion  to  receive  or 
reject,  according  to  the  situation  of  its  own  pecufiar  busi- 
ness and  proper  means,  it  may  carry  on  the  operation 
unembarrassed;  but  if  made  a  matter  of  obligation,  each 
branch  would  at  once  be  at  the  mercy  of  the  State  banks 
in  its  neighborhood,  who,  by  collecting  the  notes  of  other 
branches,  might,  in  a  moment  of  adjusting  balances, 
pounce  down  upon  it,  exhaust  its  vaults,  and  compel  it  to 
close  its  doors.  This  suggestion  was,  however,  some- 
what a  favorite  with  a  member  of  the  committee,  and  to 
him,  therefore,  its  further  explanation  is  left, 

4.  The  fourth  modification  makes  it  unlawful  for  the 
corporation  to  hold  longer  tlian  two  years,  after  acquiring 
title,  any  real  estate,  except  such  as  is  necessary  for  the 
transacting  of  its  business.  Tlie  existing  charter  mani- 
fested much  jealousy  with  regard  to  the  acquisition  of 
landed  property  by  this  moneyed  institution,  and  a  restric- 
tion in  this  particular  had  been  carefully  prescribed.  Real 
estate  is,  in  trutlt,  not  the  material  for  banks;  they  can  do 
notliing  advantageously  with  it:  what  they  desire  is  that 
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which  is  readily  convertible,  tmnsferable,  manageable. 
Land  exacts  more  time,  attention,  and  expense,  than  they 
can  alTord,  compared  with  other  objects,  to  g^ve  it:  they 
do  not  want  it,  and  only  take  it  as  a  last  resort,  to  avoid  a 
positive  loss.  Shortly  after  this  charter  went  into  opera- 
tion, however,  in  the  years  1819,  1820,  1821,  very  reluc- 
tantly on  the  part  of  the  bank,  it  legally  became  possessed, 
especially  in  Cincintlati,  of  real  estate  to  a  considerable 
amount;  and  thoug^h  it  be  satisfactorily  shown  that  it  had 
been  acquired  according  to  the  provisions  of  the  act  of 
mcorporation,  and  had  been  judiciously  and  faithfully 
treated,  and  as  rapidly  parted  with  as  was  consistent  with 
the  interests  of  the  institution,  yet  great  jealousies  and  dis- 
ImstB  seemed  to  have  prevailed  upon  the  subject,  and 
these  impelled  the  committee  to  report  the  present  re- 
striction; not  that  they  believed  these  jealousies  and  dis- 
^at?  to  be  "^eH  founded,  but  because  they  deemed  it  of 
importance  to  do  all  that  could  safely  be  done  to  obviate 
objections  to  an  establishment  so  extensively  useful. 

5.  The  fifth  modification  prevents  the  existence  in  any 
one  State  of  more  than  two  offices  of  discount  and  depo- 
site,  and  not  more  than  one  unless  more  than  one  be  alrea- 
dy  estmbtished.  If  there  be  now  two,  they  arc  to  remain; 
when  there  are,  as  in  New  York,  three,  one  is  to  be  with- 
drawn; and  where  none  are  yet  located,  but  one  is  to  be 
permitted.  The  expediency  of  this  provisioti  has  been,  and 
may  still  b#,  justly  doubted.  One  State  at  least,  Alaba- 
ma, already  having  a  branch,  is  desirous  of  a  second. 
Like  the  third  modification  which  he  [Mr.  D.]  had  noticed, 
the  present  one  springs  from  a  perfectly  fair  disposition 
to  protect,  to  every  reasonable  extent,  the  interests  of  the 
State  banks,  and  it  is  founded  upon  this  consideration: 
wherever  \X  is  usefiil  or  necessary  for  the  attainment  of  the 
national  objects*-of  collecting  and  disbursing  the  re- 
venue*—there  let  an  office  of  discount  and  deposite  be 
fixed;  but,  where  those  objects  are  not  in  view,  let  the 
field  of  ordinary  banking  business  be  left  exclusively  to 
State  institutions.  In  other  words,  unless  the  principle 
upon  which  the  creation  of  a  Bank  of  the  United  States 
is  deemed  alone  constitutional  or  expedient,  is  also  in 
reality  the  basis  for  the  location  of  a  branch,  it  ought  not  to 
exist.  However  sound  this  suggestion  may  be,  as  far  as 
it  goes,  it  obviously  overlooks,  in  his  [Mr.  D.'s]  opinion, 
one  of  the  constitutional  foundations  of  the  bank,  that  is, 
the  roftintenance  of  a  uniform,  sound  currency.  This  is 
etsential  in  every  part  of  the  country;  and  the  proposed 
inhibition  might  dangerously  interfere  with  its  attainment. 

The  sixth  provision  relates  to  the  compensation  to  be 
paid  into  the  treasuty  as  an  equivalent  for  the  fhinchise 
conferred  by  a  renewal  of  the  charter;  that  is,  the  bonus 
from  the  bank.  It  was  known  that  the  adoption  of  any 
role  upon  this  subject,  or  of  any  amount,  must  in  a  great 
deg^e  be  arbitrary.  Many  projects  were  under  consider- 
ation before  the  committee,  but  they  have  preferred  the 
one  oftenest  tried  and  best  understood.  It  is  proposed 
that  the  bank  shall  pay  one  million  five  hundred  thousand 
dollars  in  three  successive  annual  instalments  of  five  hun- 
dred thousand  dollars  each.  The  sum  is  the  same  that 
was  exacted  at  the  period  of  giving  the  charter;  and  al- 
though it  be  recollected  that  the  term  of  prolongation  is 
fifteen  instead  of  twenty  years,  less  by  one-fourth,  it 
ahmild  not  be  forgotten  that  the  institution  in  1816  was 
untried,  unformed,  in  embryo;  now,  it  is  matured,  in  the 
full  tide  of  success,  and  infinitely  more  competent  to  pay 
the  same  amount,  even  for  the  shorter  term.  This  mode 
of  stipulating  the  bonus  obtained  preference,  owing  also 
to  its  simplicity  ftnd  certainty,  when  contrasted  wiUi  the 
plan,  proposed  elsewhere,  of  requiring  interest  upon  the 
public  deposites— a  plan  which  must  be  accompanied  by 
practical  difllculties  in  details,  and  which,  by  the  reduc- 
tions of  the  revenue,  niight  ultimately  yield  less  than  it 
was  thought  reasonable  and  proper  to  require. 

Mr.  D.  had  intentionally  avoided  any  recuA^nca  to  a 


question  which  he  was  aware  would  actuate  the  suffrages 
of  many  of  the  Senators  present.  The  constitutional 
power  to  establish  a  bank  had  been  asserted  and  sustuned 
for  so  many  years,  by  every  department  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  had  bjben  so  long  acquiesced  in  by  the  people 
of  the  United  St^s,  that,  according  to  his  repeatedly  ex- 
pressed desire  of  vding  to  give  permanency  and  stability 
to  the  institutions  of  me.  countiy,  he  must  connder  the 
matter  as  definitively  settled,  and  at  rest.  It  had,  over  and 
over  again,  been  ably  and  elaborately  discussed  in  both 
Houses  of  Congress,  and  before  the  highest  judicial  tribu- 
nal of  the  nation,  by  the  strongest  minds.  These  discus- 
nons  were  all  collected,  and  in  the  possession  of  every 
member,  in  the  volume  recently  compiled  by  the  Clerk  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  and  placed  under  our  con- 
trol. No  ingenuity  or  learning  could  shed  new  light  upon 
the  topic,  and  he  presumed  such  would  be  the  opinion  of 
all  whom  he  addressed,  how  strong  soever  might  be  the 
conscientious  convictions  of  some  that  it  had  heretofore 
been  erroneously  determined. 

He  had  now  said  all  that  he  deemed  it  material  or  pro- 
per to  say  at  this  opening  stage  of  the  discussion  on  the 
bill.  He  was  conscious  that  much  might  be  added:  but 
he  was  not  desirous  to  anticipate  objections,  and  would 
refrain  fix>m  further  trespassing  on  the  attention  of  the 
Senate,  until  a  sense  of  duty  compelled  him  to  it. 

Mr.  BENTON  then  inquired  if  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  friends  of  the  bill  to  urge  on  the  discussion,  before  the 
documents  ordered  to  be  printed  were  laid  on  the  tables. 

Mr.  DALLAS  dislaitned  any  such  intention.  He 
thought  It  probable  that,if  the  Senate  were  now  to  adjourn> 
the  reports  and  documents  might  be  furnished  by  the  time 
the  Senate  would  meet  to-morrow.  He  lutd  expected 
tliat  the  documents  would  have  been  printed  before  this 
day,  when  he  gave  notice  of  his  intention  to  call  up  the  bill. 
He  was  not  disposed  to  urge  the  discussion  any  further, 
until  the  whole  of  the  information  was  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  that  no  one  wished  to  continue  the 
discussion  until  all  the  lights  which  could  be  shed  on  the 
subject  were  obtained.  But  he  might  not  be  disposed  to 
watt  until  all  the  documents  ordered  by  the  other  House 
could  be  printed.  These  documents  were  not  under  the 
control  of  the  Senate.  They  had  reached  a  late  period 
of  the  session.  The  voice  of  the  country,  if  it  demands 
any  thing,  demands  legislative  action  on  this  subject.  Two 
or  three  weeks  ago,  the  House  ordered  these  documents 
to  be  printed,  and  he  had  been  daily  expecting  them. 
The  dtfl^erent  reports  had  been  published  in  the  newspa- 
pers: and  he  was  desirous  to  see  the  documents  on  which 
these  reports  were  grounded,  but  he  was  not  disposed  to 
wait  very  long.  It  would  be  recollected  that  the  report 
of  the  committee  of  the  House  was  hostile  to  the  institu- 
tion. They  might  not  therefore  see  the  importance  of  ex- 
pediting the  printing,  as  the  other  side  did.  At  any  rate, 
it  was  not  a  subject  over  which  the  Senate  had  any  con- 
trol. He  hoped  the  papers  might  be  expected  without 
any  further  delay .  He  was  not  willing  to  push  the  discussion 
against  the  inclinations  of  Senators,  but  he  was  unwilling 
to  put  off  the  discussion  too  far.  He  was  willing  to  go  into 
executive  business  this  afternoon,  to  give  time  for  the  docu- 
ments to  be  furnished.  But  he  could  not  consent  to  put  this 
question  aside.  It  was  late  in  the  session;  they  had  reach- 
ed the  usual  period  of  adjournment  A  long  notice  had 
been  g^ven,  and  he  was  anxious  that  the  discussion  should 
now  proceed,  without  interruption,  until  its  termination. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  moved  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  CHAIR  decided  that  such  motion  was  not  in  order 
while  the  bill  was  pending,  and  could  only  be  received  in- 
formally, if  there  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  said  he  entirely  concurred  with  the  Se- 
nator from  Massachusetts  as  to  the  importance  of  going 
on  with  Uiis  discussion:  and  he  hoped  the  Senate  would 
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J^o  into  executive  business  until  the  documents  should  be 
urnished. 

Mr.  MOORE  objected  to  this  course,  on  account  of  the 
thinness  of  the  Senate.  He  intimated  that  he  desired 
time  to  look  at  the  documeivts,  as  he  proposed  to  move  an 
amendment  to  the  bill,  to  impose  further  restrictions  on 
the  bank.  He  moved  to  postpone  the  further  considera- 
tion of  the  bill  until  Monday. 

^  Mr.  WEBSTER  expressed  bis  concurrence  in  the 
views  thrown  out  by  the  Senator  from  Tennessee.  If  it 
was  an  earlier  period  of  the  session,  he  would  also  be 
happy  to  aid  the  views  of  the  gentleman  from  Alabama, 
as  far  as  his  vote  could  go.  But  it  was  very  late  in  the 
session.  He  was  willing  to  go  into  executive  business  for 
the  residue  of  this  day,  and  even  during  the  whole  of  to- 
morrow, if  the  documents  were  not  printed  before  that 
time,  but  he  should  not  feel  disposed  to  give  his  vote  for 
any  longer  delay. 

Mr.  MOORE  persisted  in  his  motion^ to  postpone. 

Mr.  E  WING  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  motion. 

At  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  GRUNDY,  Mr.  MOORE  then 
withdrew  his  motion. 

The  motion  of  Mr.  Buckiveb  was  then  informaUy  re- 
ceived, and  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  ex- 
ecutive business}  and,  after  remaining  about  an  hpur  with 
doors  closed. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Thubsdat,  Mat  24. 

A  resolution  offered  yesterday  by  Mr.  Robbxits,  refer* 
ring  it  to  the  Committee  on  the  Library  to  inquire  into 
the  expediency  of  erecting  an  equestrian  statue  of  Wash- 
ington, executed  in  bronze,  in  the  square  east  of  the  Ca- 
pitol, was  taken  up  and  agreed  to. 

BALTIMORE  AND  OHIO  HAILROAD. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  SMITH,  the  Senate  resumed,  as  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
authorizing  a  subscription  on  the  part  of  the  United  States 
to  the  stock  of  the  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Compa- 
ny; and  the  bill  having  been  read, 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  made  a  few  remarks  in  its  support, 
and  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  question. 

Mr.  MILLER  rose  to  ask  the  amount  of  the  appropriation 
proposed  to  be  invested  in  this  road.  The  number  of  shares 
to  be  subscribed  for  were  ten  thousand,  and  he  wished 
to  know  how  much  would  be  expended  in  their  purchase. 

Mr.  SMITH  answered  that  the  sum  proposed  to  be  ap- 
propriated was  a  million  of  dollars. 

Mr.  MILLER  said  he  should  like  to  know  what  was  now 
the  price  of  the  stock  of  this  company  in  the  market.  If, 
said  he,  we  are  to  go  into  this  stockjobbing  transaction, 
we  ought  to  be  informed  whether  it  is  likely  to  prove  a 
profitable  or  unprofitable  concern.  He  entertained  the 
strongest  objections  to  this  species  of  transactions,  min- 
gling the  affairs  of  tlie  Government  with  those  of  a  private 
compan)r.  If  we  are,  said  he,  to  appropriate  money  for 
internal  improvements,  I  had  ratlicr  see  the  money  given 
away  at  once,  than  thus  joining  in  the  speculations  of  in- 
dividuals. Your  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  represent- 
ing the  interests  of  the  United  States,  will  be  continually 
coming  in  conflict  with  opposite'interests  in  the  institution, 
and  the  interests  of  the  United  States  will  always  be  in 
the  minority. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  he  was  not  able  to  give  the  gentle- 
man the  information  he  sought.  He  did  not  know  the 
present  value  of  the  stock  in  the  market.  It  was  at  pre- 
sent, he  believed,  a  dead  stock — ^Ihere  were  no  sales;  and, 
in  consequence  of  the  misfortunes  of  the  company,  some- 
what depressed.  The  company  had  believed  that,  as  they 
purchased  tlie  land,  they  had  a  right  to  make  a  road  on 
It;  but  they  had  been  stopped  by  an  injunction  of  the 


Supreme  Court,  sued  out  by  the  Canal  Company,  and 
they  could  not  tell  when  they  should  go  further,  until  they 
come  to  a  compromise  with  tliat  company.  With  respect 
to  the  real  value  of  the  stock,  they  were  only  to  judge  by 
analogy.  The  Canal  Company,  which  was  now  in  a  very 
prosperous  condition,  had  commenced  with  but  very  fev 
individual  subscriptions;. its  stock  had  in  a  manner  been 
forced  into  the  market;  but,  by  the  subscription  of  a  mil- 
lion of  dollars  on  the  part  of  Congress,  ana  the  subscrip- 
tions of  the  corporations  interested,  the^  company  liad 
been  enabled  to  get  along.  The  Railroad  Company,  how- 
ever, had  been  bottomed  on  very  different  principlcB^ 
the  subscription  of  the  company  had,  in  the  first  instance, 
been  three  millions  of  dollars;  and  the  State  of  Maryland 
and  the  c\\y  of  Baltimore  had  subscribed  half  a  million 
each.  Half  the  subscription  had  been  paid  up;  and  there 
was  no  doubt,  from  the  characters  of  the  Bubscribers,  that 
all  would  eventually  be  paid.  So  far,  then,  as  relate'd  to 
this  much,  the  stock  was  safe.  The  State  of  Maryland 
liad  passed  a  law  authorizing  a  lateral  road  to  Washing- 
ton city.  This  was  found  to  be  practicable,  and  the  road 
would  be  constructed,  provided  Congress  gave  the  aid 
contemplated  in  the  bill.  Mr.  S.  would  not  enter  into  m 
comparison  of  the  relative  merits  of  canals  and  railroads. 
He  believed,  however,  tliat  railroads  had  the  advanta^. 
In  the  first  instance,  they  were  passable  at  all  seasons  of 
the  year,  which  was  not  the  case  with  canah;  and  tliey 
gave  greater  facilities  to  the  transportation  of  the  mails 
than  had  ever  yet  been  known  in  this  country.  Tliis  bad 
been  fully  demonstrated  in  the  Baltimore  railroad,  be- 
tween that  place  and  Frederick;  for  the  mail  is  now  car> 
ried  to  Wheeling  in  two  days,  whereas  it  formerly  could 
only  be  carried  there  in  four.  When  the  road  is  completed, 
the  mail  will  be  carried  to  Wheeling  in  thirty  hours. 
These  were  advantages  which  it  was  important  to  con- 
sider in  making;  up  an  opinion  on  the  merits  of  the  bill. 
When  the  subject  was  before  the  Senate  on  a  former  oc- 
casion, some  gentlemen  urged  that  a  railroad  of  some  ten 
or  fifteen  miles  might  be  carried  into  successlul  operation; 
but  that  it  would  be  impossible  to  succeed  with  one  as 
far  as  the  Cumberland  mountains.  What  was  before 
doubt  and  uncertainty,  Mr.  S.  said  was  now  rendered  cer- 
tain. The  experience  on  the  Baltimore  railroad,  as  far  as 
Frederick,  sufficiently  demonstrated  that  the  moot  san- 
guine anticipations  of  its  friends  could  be  fiiUv  realized. 

This  railroad,  he  mi^^ht  now  say,  was  in  full  operation 
to  the  Point  of  Rocks,  into  the  \eiy  interior  of  the  coun- 
try. ~  Such  was  a  general  outline  of  tlie  subject;  it  was 
one  of  a  truly  national  character.  For,  let  us  suppose 
that  it  is  extended  further  into  the  interior,  say  to  the 
Ohio,  the  intercourse  will  be  completed  in  thirty  .houn^ 
he  might  suy  less;  a  thing  which  could  not  be  accom- 
plished by  canals,  or  any  other  mode  wliatever.  In  re- 
ply  to  a  letter  of  his,  proposing  certain  queries,  he  had  a 
communication,  which  would  save  him  the  trouble  of  cal- 
culation. Mr.  $.  then  read  a  comparative  statement  of 
the  cost  of  transportation  by  the  railroad  and  by  the  turn- 
pike. He  staed  that  the  cost  of  transportation  of>  barrel 
of  flour  from  the  Point  of  Rocks  to  Baltimore  on  the 
raili-oad  was  only  twenty-seven  cents;  by  tlie  turnpike, 
seventy-five  cents;  thussaviiigtothe  agriculturists  at  least 
two-thirds.  A  ton  of  iron  by  the  railroad,  about  three 
dollars  and  seventeen  c^nts;  by  the  turnpike,  upwards  of 
ten  dollars.  This  iron  was  conveyed  some  twelve  miles  to 
Frederick,  and  thence  to  Baltimore,  a  distance  of  seventy 
miles,  and,  after  paying  tlie  expense  of  the  first  twelve 
miles,  was  conveyed  this  distance  at  leas  expense  than 
iron  obtained  not  many  miles  from  Baltimore,  To  other 
questions  put  by  him,  he  had  received  iufbrmation  respect- 
ing the  length  of  the  rails  now  hud,  together  with  their  ex* 
pe nse.  And  he  had  since  Uter  information,  that  warehouse^ 
for  the  accommodation  of  the  produce  transported^  were 
built  at  the  Point  of  Rocks;  and  tltat  when  the  double  track 
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was  completed,  and  steam  power  employed,  the  distance 
would  be  accomplished  in  seven  hours.  Thence  the  open- 
ing to  L.eesburgY  to  Winchester,  &c.  and  thereby  facilitate 
the  mail  conveyance.  Mr.  S.  further  stated  that  two 
millions  of  the  stock  subscription,  amounting  to  fifty  per 
cent.,  had  already  been  paid  in.  They  did  not  call  on  the 
Government  for  any  advance  till  after  the  1st  of  July, 
1833,  when  the  public  debt  would  be  paid  off.  After 
stating  the  weekly  and  monthly  receipts  fti>m  the  railroad 
as  at  present  m  operation,  which  presented  a  favorable 
result,  Mr.  8.  concluded  his  remarks  by  expressing  his 
hope  that  the  object  he  proposed  would  be  carried  into 
execution. 

Mr.  MANGU  M  thought  the  bill  embraced  certain  appro- 
priations, which  involved  principles  of  much  consideration. 
The  appropriations  alreaay  passed  this  session  were  nume- 
rous, both  by  public  and  private  bills,  the  pension  bill,&c.; 
and  such  bemg  the  case,  he  hoped  tliat  if  the  vote  should 
be  taken  on  this  question,  it  would  be  done  with  delibera- 
tion. It  called  for  a  million  of  dollars,  and  yet  he  {Mr.  M.] 
conceived  that  it  was  of  little  more  magnitude,  as  regarded 
its  merits,  than  a  private  internal  improvement  biH.  Many 
Senators  were  now  absent;  and  although  it  was  not  his 
intention  to  throw  any  obstacles  in  the  way  of  its  being  fairly 
discussed,  he  would  move  that  it  be  now  laid  on  the  table. 

A  division  being  called  for,  it  was  decided  in  the  affirma- 
tive— ^yeas  20,  nays  14. 

BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

The  Senate  then  took  up  the  bill  to  modify  and  continue 
the  act  to  incorporate  the  subscribers  to  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  GRUNOY  observed  that,  if  any  member  wished  to 
address  the  Senate,  he  should  throw  no  obstacle  in  the 
way;  but,  if  the  Senate  was  disposed  to  postpone  further 
discussion  until  to-morrow,  when  the  documents  expected 
might  come  in,  the  balance  of  the  day  might  be  profitably 
employed  in  executive  session.  There  was  some  execu- 
tive business  to  be  transacted,  for  which  the  public  service 
was  suffering,  and  he  thought  it  could  then  be  acted  on 
better  than  to  interrupt  a  discussion  going  on,  on  an  hn- 
portant  subject.-  For  his  part,  he  bad  rather  hear  an  un- 
broken argument  on  the  bank  question,  and  he  would, 
therefore,  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  considera^ 
tion  of  executive  business. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  he  had  stated  yesterday  that,  on 
account  of  the  absence  of  the  documents  ordered  by  the 
Senate,  and  which  were  necessary  for  facilitating  the  dis- 
cussion, he  was  willing  to  wait  until  to-morrow.  He 
had,  therelbre,  no  objection  to  passing  the  biD  by  at  pre^ 
sent,  and  going  into  executive  session;  but  he  was  unwil- 
ling to  delay  tlie  subject  longer  than  to-morrow ;  and,  as  a 
member  of  the  committee,  be  should  feel  it  his  dutytp 
press  the  consideration  of  the  subject  at  that  time. 

'  Mr.  CLAY  thought  that  the  important  subjects  of  pub- 
lic interest  which,  were  pressing  on  the  Senate  should  be 
acted  on  at  once.  At  this  late  period  of  the  session  it  was 
time  that  something  should  be  done.  There  was  the  tariff 
question,  the  land -question,  and  the  question  of  the  bank, 
all  equally  important^  and  it  was  immaterial  to  him  which 
of  them  had  the  preference,  so  that  some  one  of  them  was 
acted  on  at  once.  If  there  was  to  be  a  further  postpone- 
ment of  the  bank  bill,  he  hoped  the  Senate  would  take 
up  one  of  the  others  he  h^  named;  and  he  would,  to- 
morrow, ask  for  the  consideration  of  one  of  them,  if  the 
discussion  on  the  bank  question  was  not  then  continued. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  remarked  that  he  had  no  wish  toMelay 
tbe  discussion.  As  to  the  time  or  manner,  he  had  ho- 
thingto  say.  The  committee  who  bad  charge  of  the  bank 
btU  could  press  it  in  their  own  way  and  in  their  own  time. 
All  he  now  wanted  was  to  proceed  to  the  con«deratton  of 
executive  busuiers,  for  which  the  public  service  was  now 
wfierisi^. 


The  question  on  Mr.  Gbvwbt's  motion  was  then  taken, 
and  carried,  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration 
of  executive  business.     Wbea  the  doors  were  opened. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Friday,  Mat  25. 
INTEREST— PROTESTED  DRAFTS. 

A  joint  resolution  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Fi- 
nance to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  allow 
interest  in  certain  cases,  was  then  taken  up. 

Mr.  SMITH  explained  that  this  resolution  was  to  autho- 
rize the  Secretary  to  pay  the  interest  on  bills  drawn  from 
foreign  stations.  He  adverted  to  the  fact  tliat  bills  pro- 
periy  drawn  on  the  departmoit  had  been  protested,  sent 
back,  and  had  been  returned  with  an  addition  of  twenty 
per  cent  damages.  Another  case  would  have  occurred 
at  this  session,  for  want  of  funds,  had  not  the  Secretary 
put  his  endorsement  on  the  draft;  and,  on  this  security, 
the  bank  gave  the  amount  of  the  draft,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  interest.  This  resolution  was  intended  to 
meet  such  cases,  as  the  bank,  on  receipt  of  the  interest, 
would  always  be  ready  to  give  money  for  the  drafts. 

Mr.  U AYNE  made  one  or  two  remarks  in  oppomtion  to 
the  resolution.  He  was  desirous  to  meet  every  spedal 
case  with  a  special  law.  He  moved  to  lay  this  resolution 
on  the  table,  and  the  motion  was  carried  in  the  affirmative. 

RAILROAD. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  moved  that  the  Senate  Uke  up  the 
bill  to  autliorize  a  subscription  to  the  stock  of  the  Balti- 
more and  Ohio  railroad,  and  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays, 
which  were  ordered. 

The  question  being  taken,  the  result  was  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dal- 
las, Ewing,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Nau- 
dain,  Robbins,  Riiggles,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  White. 
Wilkins— 18. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen, 
Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller, 
Moore,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Robinson,  Seymour,  Tip- 
ton, Tomlinson,  Troup,  Waggaman,  White. — ^21. 

So  the  motion  was  rejected. 

BANK  OF  THE  UNITED   STATES. 

The  Senate  tlien  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
to  continue  the  Bank  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  that  though  be  was  entirely  satis- 
fied with  the  general  view  taken  by  the  chairman  of  the 
committee,  [Mr.  Dallas,]  and  with  his  explanation  of  the 
details  of  the  bill,  yet  there  were  a  few  topics,  upon  which 
he  desired  to  offer  some  remarks;  and  if  no  other  gentle- 
man wished  at  present  to  address  the  Senate,  he  would 
avail  himself  of  this  opportunity. 

A  considerable  portion  of  the  active  part  of  life  has 
elapsed,  said  Mr.  W. ,  since  you  and  I,  Mr.  President,  and 
three  or  four  other  gentlemen,  now  in  the  Senate,  acted 
our  respective  parts  in  the  passage  of  the  bill  creating 
the  present  Bank  of  the  United  States.  We  have  lived 
to  little  purpose,  as  public  men,  if  the  experience  of  this 
period  has  not  enlightened  our  judgments,  and  enabled 
us  to  revise  our  opinions;  and  to  correct  any  errors  into 
which  we  may  have  fallen,  if  such  errors  there  were, 
either  in  reganl  to  the  general  Utility  of  a  national  bank, 
or  the  details  of  its  constitution.  I  trust  it  will  not  be  un- 
becoming the  occasion,  if  I  allude  to  your  own  import- 
ant agency  in  tiiat  transaction.  The  bill  incorporating 
the  bank,  and  giving  it  a  constitution,  proceeded  from  a 
committee  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  of  which  you 
were  chairman,  and  was  conducted  through  that  House 
under  your  distinguished  lead.  Having  recently  looked 
back  to  the  proceedings  of  that  day,  I  must  be  permitted 
to  say  that  I  have  perused  the  speech  by  whicli  the  sub- 
ject was  introduced  to  the  consideration  of  tbe  House, 
with  a  revival  of  the  feding  of  approbation  and  pleasure 
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with  which  I  heard  it;  and  I  will  add«  that  it  would  not, 
perhaps,  now,  be  easy  to  find  a  better  brief  aynopsia  of 
those  principles  of  currency  and  of  banking,  which,  since 
they  spring  from  the  nature  of  money  and  of  commerce, 
must  be  essentially  the  saline,  at  all  times,  in  all  commercial 
communities,  than  that  speech  contains.  The  other  gentle- 
men now  with  us  in  the  Senate,  all  of  them,  I  believe, 
concurred  with  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  and  voted 
for  the  bill.  My  own  vote  was  against  it  This  is  a  mat- 
ter of  little  importance;  but  it  is  connected  with  other 
circumstances,  to  which  I  will,  for  a  moment,  advert. 
The  gentlemen  with  whom  I  acted  on  that  occanon,  had 
no  doubts  of  the  constitutional  power  of  Congress  to  ea- 
tablish  a  national  bank;  nor  bad  we  any  doubts  of  the 
^neral  utility  of  an  institution  of  that  kihd.  We  had, 
mdeed.  most  of  u^  voted  for  a  bank,  at  a  preceding  ses- 
sion. But  the  obiect  of  our  regard  was  not  whatever 
might  be  called  a  bank.  We  required  that  it  should  be 
established  on  certain  principles,  which  alone  we  deemed 
safe  and  useful,  made  subject  to  certain  fixed  liabilities, 
and  so  guarded  that  it  could  neither  move  voluntarily,  nor 
be  moved  by  others  out  of  ita  proper  sphere  of  action. 
The  bill,  when  first  introduced,  contamed  features,  to 
which  we  should  never  have  assented,  and  we  set  our- 
selves accordingly  to  work  with  a  good  deal  of  zeal,  in 
order  to  cfiTect  sundry  amendments.  In  some  of  those 
proposed  amendments,  the  chairman,  and  those  who  acted 
with  him,  finally  concurred.  Others  they  opposed.  The 
result  was,  that  several  most  important  amenoments.  as  I 
thought,  prevailed.  But  there  still  remained,  in  my  opi- 
nion, objections  to  the  bill,  which  justified  a  persevering 
oppostion  till  they  should  be  removed. 

The  first  objection  was  to  the  magnitude  of  the  capital. 
In  its  original  form,  the  bill  provided  for  a  capital  of  thirty- 
five  millions,  with  a  power  in  Congress  to  mcrease  it  to 
fifty  millions.  This  latter  provision  was  struck  out  on  the 
motion  of  a  very  intelligent  f^entleman  from  New  York, 
(Mr.  Cady,)  and  I  believe,  sir,  with  your  assent.  But  I 
was  of  opinion  that  a  capital  of  thirty-five  millions  was  more 
than  was  called  for  by  the  circumstances  of  the  country. 
The  capital  of  the^first  bank  was  but  ten  millions,  and  it 
had  not  been  shown  to  be  too  small;  and  there  certainly 
was  no  gpoodgroui\^  to  say  that  the  business  or  the  wants 
of  the  country  had  g^wn,  in- the  meantime,  in  the  propor- 
tion of  thirty-five  to  ten.  But  the  state  of  things  has  now 
become  changed.  A  greatly  increased  population,  and  a 
greatly  extended  commercial  activity,  especially  in  the 
West  and  Southwest,  evidently  requires  an  enlarged  ca- 
pacity in  the  national  bank.  The  capital,  therefore,  is  less 
disproportionate  to  the  occasion,  tlum  it  was  sixteen  years 
ag^;  and  whatever  of  disproportion  may  be  thought  still 
to  exist,  will  be  constantly  decreasin^^.  The  augpoientation 
of  banking  capital  in  State  institutions,  is  by  no  means  a 
reason  for  reducing  the  capital  of  this  bank.  At  first  view, 
there  might  appear  to  be  some  reason  in  such  a  sugges- 
tion, but  1  think  a  fuKher  reflection  on  the  duties  expect- 
ed to  be  performed  by  the  bank,  in  relation  to  the  general 
currency  of  the  country,  will  reject  it.  On  the  whole,  I 
am  disposed  to  continue  the  capital  as  it  is. 

There  wasanotlier  objection.  The  bill  had  divided  the 
stock  into  shares  of  one  hundred  dollars  each,  not  of  four 
hundred  dollars  each,  as  in  the  first  bank;  and  it  had  es- 
tablished such  a  scale  of  voting  by  the  stockholders,  as 
showed  it  to  be  quite  practicable  for  a  minority  in  interest 
to  control  all  elections,  and  to  seize  on  the  entire  direction 
of  the  bank.  It  was  on  this  very  g^und,  it  was  under 
the  apprehension  of  this  very  evil,  that  the  last  attempt  to 
amend  the  bill,  made  by  me,  pz*oceeded.  That  attempt 
was,  a  motion  to  diminish  the  number  of  shares,  by  rais- 
ing the  amount  of  each  from  one  hundred  dollan  to  four 
hundred. 

There  was  yet  one  other  provision  of  the  bill,  which 
was  reg^arded  as  unnecessary  and  objectionable.     That 


was,  the  power  reserved  to  the  Government  of  appointing^ 
five  of  the  directors.  We  had  had  no  experience  of  our  own 
of  the  effect  of  such  Government  interference  in  the  d'n^- 
tion  of  the  bank;  and  in  other  countries  it  had  been  found 
that  such  connexion  between  Government  and  banking 
institutions  produced  nothing  but  evil.  The  credit  of 
banks  has  generally- been  very  much  in  proportion  to  their 
independence  of  Government  control.  While  actings  on 
true  commercial  principles,  they  are  use  fill  both  to  Go- 
vernment and  the  people;  but  the  history  df  the  principal 
moneyed  institutions  of  Europe  has  -demonstrated  that 
their  efficiency  and  stability  consist  very  much  in  their 
freedom  from  all  subjection  to  State  interests  and  Stste 
necessities.  The  real  safety  to  the  public  lies  in  the  re- 
straints and  liabilities'imposed  by  law,  and  in  the  interest 
which  the  proprietors  themselves  have  in  a  Judicious  man- 
agement of  the  afiairs  of  the  corporation.  I  win  only  say, 
on  this  part  of  the  subject,  that  it  is  unquestionably  true 
that  the  successfiil  career  of  f  his  institution  tlien^ommenc- 
ed,  when  its  stock,  leaving  the  hands  of  speculation,  came 
to  be  owned,  for  the  common  purposes  of  investment,  by 
such  as  denred  to  make  investments,  and  when  the  pro- 
prietors exercised  their  proper  ^scretion  in  constituting 
their  part  of  the  direction,  with  a  sinele  view  of  giving  to 
the  bank  a  safe  and  competent  administration. 

The  question  now  is,  sir,  whether  tliis  institution  abali 
be  continued.  We  ought  to  treat  it  aa  a  great  public  tub- 
ject,  to  conuder  it,  like  statesmen,  as  it  regards  the  great 
mterests  of  the  country,  and  with  as  little  mixture  as  pos- 
sible of  all  minor  motives. 

The  influence  of  the  bank,  Mr.  President,  on  the  inte* 
rests  of  the  Government;  and  the  interests  of  the  people, 
may  be  considered  in  several  points  of  view.  It  may  be 
regarded  as  it  affects  the  currency  of  the  country;  as  it 
affects  the  collection  and  disbursement  of  the  public  re- 
venue; as  it  respects  foreign  exchanges;  as  it  respects 
domestic  exchange;  and  as  it  aflTects,  either  generally  or 
locally,  the  agriculture,  commerce,  dt  manufactures  of 
the  Union. 

First,  as  to  the  currency  of  the  country.  This  is,  at  all 
times,  a  most  important  political  objects  A  sound  cur- 
rency is  an  essential  and  indispensable  security  for  the 
fruits  of  industiy  and  honest  enterprise.  Every  man  of 
property  or  industry,  ertry  man  who  desires  to  preserve 
what  he  honestly  possesses,  or  to  obtain  what  he  can  hon- 
estly earn,  has  a  direct  interest  in  maintaining  a  safb  circu- 
lating medium;  such  a  medium  as  shall  be  a  real  and  sub- 
stantial representative  of  propertv,  not  liable  to  vibrate 
with  opinions,  not  subject  to  be  blown  up  or  blown  down 
by  the  breath  of  speculation,  but  made  stable  and  secure, 
by  its  immediate  relation  to  that  which  the  whole  world 
regards  as  of  permanent  value.  A  disordered  currency  is 
one  of  the  greatest  of  political  evils.  It  undermines  the 
virtues  necessary  for  the  support  of  the  soeiid  system,  and 
encourages  propensities  destructive  of  its  happiness.  It 
wars  against  industry,  frugality,  and  economy;  and  it  fos- 
ters the  evil  spirits  of  extrava^nce  and  speculatioit.  Of 
all  the  contrivances  for  cheating  the  laboring  classes^  of 
mankind,  none  has  been  more  effectual  than  that  which 
deludes  them  with  paper  money.  Thia  is  the  most  effect- 
ual of  inventions  to  fertilize  the  rich  man's  fiekl,  by  the 
sweat  of  the  poor  man's  brow.  Ordinary  tyranny,  oppres- 
sion, excessive  taxation,  these  bear  ligiitly  on  the  happiness 
of  the  mass  of  the  communis,  compared  with  fraudulent 
currencies,  and  the  robberies  committed  by  depreciated 
paper.  Our  own  history  has  recorded  for  our  inaitnic- 
tion  enough,  and  more  than  enougfh,  of  the  demoralising 
tendency,  the  injustice,  and  the  intolerable  oppresnon  on 
the  virtuous  and  well  disposed,  of  ik  degraded  paper  cur- 
rency, authorized  by  law,  or  any  way  countenanced  by 
Government. 

We  all  know,  sir,  that  the  establiabment  of  a  sound  snd 
uniform  currency  was  one  of  the  great  ends  coatempbfted 
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in  the  tdoption  of  the  pretent  constitution.  If  we  could 
now  fully  explore  all  tne  motives  of  those  who  framed, 
«nd  those  who  supfported  it,  perhaps  we  should  hardly 
find  a  more  powemlone  than  this.  The  object,  indeed, 
is  sufficiently  prominent  on  the  face  of  the  constitution 
itself.  It  eannot  well  be  questioned  that  it  was  intended 
by  that  constitution  ta  submit  the  whole-  subject  of  the 
currency  of  the  country,  all  that  regards  the  actual  medi- 
um of  payment  and  exchange,  whatever  that  should  be,  to 
the  control  and  legislation  of  Congress.  Congress  can 
alone  ootn  money;  Cong^ress  can  alone  6x  the  value  of 
foreign  coins.  No  State  can  coin  money;  no  State  can  fix 
the  value  of  foreign  coins;  no  State  (nor  even  Congress 
Itself)  can  make  any  thing  a  tender  but  gold  and  alver, 
in  the  payment  of  debts;  no  St|ite  can  emit  bills  of  credit 
The  exchuive  power  of  regulating  the  metallic  currency 
of  the  country  would  seem  necessarily  to  imply,  or,  more 

Sroperly,  to  include,  as  part  of  itself,  a  power  to  decide 
ow  far  that  currency  should  be  exclusive^  how  fiv  any 
substitute  should  interfere  with  it,  and  what  that  substi- 
tute should  be.  The  generalitv  and  extent  of  the  power 
granted  to  Congress,  and  the  clear  and  well  defined  pro- 
hibitions on  the  SUtes,  leave  little  doubt  of  an  intent  to 
rescue  the  whole  subject  of  currency  from  the  hands  of 
local  legislation,  and  to  confer  it  on  the  General  Govern- 
ment. But,  notwithstanding  this  apparent  purpose  in  the 
constitution,  the  truth  is,  that  the  currency  of  the  country 
is  now,  to  a  very  g^at  extent,  practically  and  efTectually 
under  the  control  of  the  several  State  Governments;  if  it 
be  not  more  correct  to  say  that  it  is  under  the  control  of 
the  banking  institutions  created  by  the  Stateai  for  the 
States  seem  first  to  have  taken  possession  of  the  power, 
and  then  to  have  delegated  it. 

Whether  the  States  can  constitutionally  exereise  this 
power,  or  delegate  it  to  others,  is  a  point  which  I  do  not 
mtend,  at  present,  either  to  concede  or  to  argue.  It  is 
much  to  be  hoped  that  no  controversy  on  the  point  may 
ever  become  necessary.  But  it  is  a  matter  highly  deserv- 
mg  of  consideration,  tbat,  although  clothed  by  the  consti- 
tution with  exclusive  power  over  the  metallic  currencv, 
Coi^jress,  unless  through  the  agency  of  a  bank  establish- 
ed by  its  authority,  has  no  control  whatever  over  that 
which,  in  the  character  of  a  mere  representative  of  the 
metallic  currency,  fills  up  almost  all  the  channels  of  pecu- 
niary circulation. 

in  the  absence  of  a  Bank  of  the  United  States,  the  State 
banks  become  efiectually  the  regulators  of  the  public  cur- 
rency. Their  numbers,  their  capital,  and  the  interests 
connected  with  them,  give  them,  m  that  stale  of  things,  a 
power  which  nothing  is  competent  to  control.  We  saw, 
therefore,  when  the  late  war  broke  out,  and  when  there 
was  no  national  bank  in  being,  that  the  SUte  institutions, 
of  their  own  authority,  and  by  an  understanding  among 
themselves,  under  the  gentle  phrase  of  suspending  specie 
payments  ever^  where  south  of  New  England,  refused 
payment  of  their  notes.  They  were  not  called  to  answer 
for  this  violation  of  their  charters,  as  &r  as  I  remember, 
in  any  one  State.  Thc^  pleaded  the  urgency  of  the  occa- 
sion, and  the  public  distresses;  and  in  this  apology  the 
State  Governments  acquiesced.  Congress,  at  the  same 
time,  found  itself  in  an  awkward  predicament.  It  held 
the  whole  power  over  coins.  No  State,  or  State  institu- 
tion, could  give  circulation  to  an  ounce  of*  gold  or  of  sil- 
ver, not  sanctioned  by  Congress.  Yet  all  the  States,  and 
a  hundred  State  institutions,  claimed  and  exercised  the 
right  of  driving  cbin  out  of  circulation  ^  the  introduction 
of  their  own,  paper;*  and  then  of  depreciating  and  degrad- 
ing that  paper,  by  refusing  to  redeem  it.  As  they  were 
n<it  institutions  created  by  this  Government,  they  were 
not  answerable  to  it.  Congress  could  not  call  them  to  ac- 
count, and,  if  it  could.  Congress  had  no  bank  of  its  own, 
whose  circulation  could  supply  the  wants  of  the  communi- 
ty«     Coin,  the  substantial  constituent,  was,  and  was  ad- 


mitted to  be,  subject  only  to  the  control  of  Congress;  but 
paper,  assuming  to  be  a  representative  of  this  constituent, 
was  taking  great  liberties  with  it,  at  the  same  time  that  it 
was  no  way  amenable  to  its  constitutional  guardian.  This 
suspension  of  specie  payments  was  of  course  immediately 
followed  by  great  depreciation  of  the  paper.  It  shortly 
fell  BO  low,  that  a  bill  on  Boston  could  not  be  purchased 
at  Washington  under  an  advance  of  from  twenty  to  twen- 
ty-five per  cent.  I  do  not  mean  to  reflect  on  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  State  banks.  Perhaps  their  best  justification 
is  to  be  found  in  the  readiness  with  which  Government 
itself  borrowed  of  them  their  paper,  depreciated  as  it  was; 
but  it  certainly  becomes  us  to  reg^rid,  attentively,  this  part 
pf  our  experience,  and  to  guardi  as  far  as  we  can,  against 
simitar  occurrences. 

I  am  of  opinion,  sir,  that  a  well  conducted  national  bank 
has  an  exceedingly  useful  and  effective  operation  on  the 

Seneral  paper  circulation  of  the  country.  I  think  its  ten- 
ency  is  manifesUy  to  restrain,  within  some  bounds,  the 
paper  issues  of  other  institutions.  If  it  be  said,  on  the 
other  hand,  th^t  these  institutions  in  turn  hold  in  check 
the  issues  of  the  national  bank,  so  much  the  better.  Let 
that  check  go  to  its  full  extent.  An  over  issue  bv  the  bank 
itself,  no  one  can  desire.  But  it  is  plain  that,  by  holding 
the  State  institutions,  which  come  into  immediate  contact 
with  itself  and  its  branches,  to  an  accountability  for  their 
issues,  not  yearly  or  quarterly,  but  daily  and  hourly,  an 
important  restraint  is  exercised.  Be  it  remembered, 
always,  that  what  it  is  to  expect  from  others,  it  is  to  per- 
form itself;  and  that  its  own  paper  is  at  all  times  to  turn 
into  coin  by  the  first  touch  of  Its  own  counter. 

But,  Mr.  Prendent,  so  important  is  this  object,  that  I 
think  that,  hx  from  diminishin|f,  we  ought  rather  to  in- 
creitse  and  multiply  our  securities;  and  I  am  not  prepared 
to  say  that,  even  with  the  continuance  of  the  bank  char^ 
ter,  and  under  its  wisest  administration,  I  regard  the 
state  of  our  currency  as  entirely  safe.  It  is  evident  to 
me  that  the  general  paper  ciixulation  has  been  extended 
too  far  for  the  specie  basis  on  which  it  rests.  Our  sys- 
tem, as  a  system,  dispensed  too  far,  in  my  judgment,  with 
the  use  of'^gold  and  silver.  Having  learned  the  use  of 
paper  as  a  substitute  for  specie,  we  use  the  substitute,  I 
fear,  too  freely.  It  is  true  that  our  circulating  paper  is 
all  redeemable  in  gold  and  silver.  Legally  speaking,  it 
all  convertible  into  specie  at  the  will  of  the  holder. 


IS 


But  a  mere  legal  convertibiFity  is  not  sufficient.  There 
must  be  an  actual,  practical,  never-ceasing  convertibility. 
This,  I  think,  is  not,  at  present,  sufficiently  secured; 
and,  as  it  is  a  matter  of  high  interest,  it  well  deserves  the 
serious  consideration  of  the  Senate.  The  paper  circula- 
tion of  the  country  is,  at  this  time,  probably  seventy-five 
or  eighty  millions  of  dollars.  Of  specie,  we  may  have 
twenty  or  twenty-two  millions:  and  this,  principally,  in 
masses  in  the  vaults  of  the  banks.  Now,  sir,  this  is  a  state 
of  things  which,  in  my^  judgment,  leads  constantly  to  over- 
trading, and  to  the  consequent  excesses  and  revulsions 
which  BO  of^en  disturb  the  re^lar  course  of  commercial 
afTairs.  A  circulation,  consisting  in  so  great  a  degree  of 
paper,  is  easily  expended,  to  furnish  temporary  capital  to 
such  as  wish  to'  adventure  on  new  enterprises  in  trade; 
and  the  collection  in  the  banks  of  most  of  what  specie 
there  is  in  the  country  affords  all  possible  facility  for  its 
exportation.  Hence,  overtrading  does  frequently  occur, 
and  is  always  followed  by  an  inconvenient,  sometimes  by  a 
dangerous,  reduction  of  specie.  It  is  in  vain  that  we  look 
to  the  prudence  of  banks  for  an  effectual  security  against 
overtrading.  The  directors  of  such  institutions  will 
generally  go  to  the  length  of  their  means  in  cashing  good 
notes,  and  leave  the  borrower  to  judge  for  himself  of 
the  useful  employment  of  his  money.  Nor  would  a  com- 
petent security  against  overtrading  be  always  obtained,  if 
the  banks  were  to  confine  their  discounts,  stricUy,  to  busi- 
ness paper,  so  denominated;  that  is,  to  notes  and  bills 
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which  represent  real  traiuactioiu,  having  been  given  and 
received  on  the  actual  purchase  and  sale  of  merchandise, 
because  these  transactions  themselves  may  be  too  far  ex- 
tended. In  other  words,  more  may  be  bought  than  the 
wants  of  the  community  require,  on  a  speculative  calcula- 
tion of  future  prices.  Men  naturally  have  a  good  opiiuon 
of  their  own  sagacity.  He  who  believes  merchandise  is 
about  to  rise  in  price,  will  buy  merchandise,  if  he  possess- 
es money,  or  can  obtain  credit.  The  fiict  of  actual  pur- 
chase, therefore,  is  not  proof  of  a  really  subsisting  want; 
and  of  course  the  amount  of  all  purchases  does  not  corrc* 
spond  always  with  the  entire  wants  or  necessities  of  the  com- 
munity. Too  frequently  it  very  much  exceeds  that  mea- 
sure. If,  then,  the  discretion  of  the  banks,  exercised  in 
deciding  the  amount  of  their  discounts,  is  not  a  proper 
security  agaiiist  overtradingi  if  ikcility  in  obtaining  bank 
credits  naturally  fosters  that  spirit^  if  the  desire  of  gain 
and  love  of  enterprise  constantly  cherish  its  and  if  it  finds 
specie  collected  in  the  banks  inciting  exportation,  what  is 
the  remedy  suited  and  adequate  to  the  case }  Now,  I  think, 
sir,  that  a  closer  inquiry  into  the  direct  source  of  the  evil 
will  suggest  the  remedy.  Why  have  we  so  small  an 
amount  of  specie  in  circulation?  Certainly  the  only  rea- 
son is,  because  we  do  not  require  more.  We  have  but 
to  ask  its  presence,  and  it  would  return.  But  we  volun- 
tarily banish  it  by  the  great  amount  of  small  bank  notes. 
In  most  of  the  States  the  banks  issue  notes  of  all  low  de- 
nominations, down  even  to  a  single  dollar.  How  is  it  pos- 
«ble,  under  such  circumstances,  to  retain  specie  in  circu- 
lation? AU  experience  shows  it -4o  be  impossible.  The 
paper  will  take  the  place  of  the  gold  and  silver.  When 
Mr.  Pitt,  in  the  year  1797,  proposed  in  Parliament  to  au- 
thorize the  Bank  of  England  to  issue  one  pound  notes, 
Mr.  Burke  lay  sick  at  Bath  of  an  illness  from  which  he 
never  recovered;  and  he  is  said  to  have  written  ta  the  late 
Mr.  Canning,  "  tell  Mr.  Pitt  that  if  be  consents  to  the  is* 
suing  of  one  pound  notes,  he  must  never  expect  to  see  a 
guinea  again." 

The  one  pound  notes  were  issued,  and  the  guineas  dis- 
appeared. A  similar  cause  is  producing  now  a  precisely 
nmilar  effect  with  .us.  Small  notes  have  expelled  dolUtrs 
and  half  dollars  from  circulation  in  all  the  States  in  which 
such  notes  are  issued.  On  the  other  hand,  dollacs  and 
half  dollars  abound  in  those  States  which  have  adopted  a 
wiser  and  safer  policy.  Virginia,  Pennsylvania,  Maryland, 
Louisiana,  and  some  other  States,  I  think  seven  in  all,  do 
not  allow  their  banks  to  issue  notes  under  five  dollars. 
Every  traveller  notices  the  difference  when  he  passes 
from  one  of  these  States  into  those  where  small  notes  are 
allowed.  The  evil,  then,  is  the  issuing  of  small  notes  by 
State  banks.  Of  these  notes^  that  is  to  say,  of  notes  un- 
der five  dollars,  the  amount  now  in  circulation  is  doubt- 
less eight  or  ten  millions  of  dollars.  Can  these  notes  be 
withdrawn?  If  tltey  can,  their  place  will  be  immediately 
supplied  by  a  specie  circulation  of  equal  amount.  The 
object  is  a  g^eat  one,  as  it  is  connected  with  the  safety 
and  stability  of  the  currency,  and  may  well  justify  a  seri- 
ous reflection  on  the  means  of  accomplishing  it  May  not 
Congress  and  the  State  Governments,  acting,  not  unitedly, 
but  severally  to  tlie  same  end,  easily  and  quietly  attain  it? 
I  think  they  may.  It  is  but  for  other  States  to  follow  the 
good  example  of  those  which  I  have  mentioned,  and  the 
work  is  done.  As  an  inducement  to  the  States  to  do  this, 
I  propose,  in  the  present  bill,  to  reserve  to  Congress  a 
power  of  withdrawing  from  circulation  a  pretty  large  part 
of  the  issues  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States.  I  propose 
this,  so  that  the  State  banks  may  withdraw  their  small 
notes,  and  find  their  compensation  in  a  larger  circulation 
of  those  of  a  higher  denomination.  My  proposition  will 
be,  that,  at  any  time  after  the  expiration  of  the  existing 
charter  of  the  bank,  that  is,  after  1836,  Congress  may,  if 
ic  see  fit,  restrain  the  bank  from  issuing  for  circulation 
notes  or  bills  under  a  given  sum— say  ten  or  twenty  dol- 


lars. This  will  dimimsh  the  circulation,  and  consequent- 
ly the  profits,  of  the  bank;  but  it  is  of  less  importance  to 
make  the  bank  a  higfa^  profitable  institution  to  the  stock- 
holders, than  that  it  should  be  safe  and  useful  to  the  com- 
munity. It  ought  not,  certainly,  to  be  restrained  from  the 
enjoyment  of  all  the  fair  advantages  to  be  derived  from 
the  discreet  use  of  its  capital  in  banking  tranaactioiui;  but 
the  leading  object,  after  all,  in  its  continuance,  is,  and 
ought  to  be,  not  private  emolument,  but  public  benefit 

It  may,  perhaps,  strike  some  gentlemen,  that  the  circii* 
lation  of  small  notes  might  be  effectually  discouraged,  bv 
refusing  to  receive  not  only  all  such  sinall  notes,  but  aU 
notes  of  such  banks  as  issued  them,  at  the  custom-bouses^ 
land  ofliccs,  post  offices,  and  other  places  of  public  re- 
ceipt, and  by  causing  them  to  be  refused  also,  either  in 
payment  or  depoaite,  at  the  Bank  of  the  United  States. 
But  the  effect  of  such  refusal  may  be  doubtful.  It  would 
certainly,  in  some  degree,  discredit  such  notes,  but  prub»> 
bly  it  would  not  drive  them  out  of  circulation  altogether^ 
and  if  it  should  not  do  this,  it  miglit  very  probably  increase 
their  circulation.  If  in  some  degree  they  become  (fis- 
credited,  to  that  degree  they  would  become  cheaper  than 
other  notesf  and  universal  experience  proves  that,  of  two 
things  which  may  be  current,  the  cheaper  will  always  ex- 
pel the  other.  Thus,  silver  itself,  because  it  is  propor- 
tionally cheaper  with  us  than  gpold,  has  driven  the  gold 
out  of  the  country  (  that  is  to  say,  we  can  pay  a  debt  of  one 
hundred  dollars,  by  tendering  that  number  of  Spanish  or 
American  dollan.  But  we  cannot  go  into  the  market  and 
buy  ten  American  eagles  for  these  hundred  silver  doUars. 
They  would  cost  us  a  hundred  and  four.  Thus^  as  we 
can  pay  our  debts  cheaper  in  ulver  than  in  gold,  we  use 
nothing  but  silver,  and  tlie  gold  goes  where  it  is  more 
highly  valued.  The  same  thing  always  happens  between 
two  sorts  of  paper,  which  are  found  at  the  same  tone  in 
circulation.'  That  which  is  cheapest,  or.  of  less  value  thaa 
the  other,,  always  drives  its  more  respectable  associate  out 
of  its  company. 

Measures,  therefore,  such  as  I  have  alluded  to,  would 
be  likely,  I  fear,  rather  to  aggravate,  than  to  remedy  the 
evil.  We  must  hope  that  aU  notes  under  five  dollars  may 
be  entirely  withdrawn  from  circulation,  by  the  consent  of 
the  States  and  the  State  bankft;  and  when  that  shall  be 
done,  tlieir  place  will  be  immediately  supplied  with  spe- 
cie. We  should  then  receive  an  accession  of  ten  mil- 
lions of  dollars,  at  least,  to  our  spede  circulation;  and 
those  ten  millions  wiU  find  their  place,  not  in  the  banks, 
not  collected  any  where  in  large  masses,  but  in  con- 
stant use,  among  all  cksses,  and  in  hourly  tmnsfer  from 
band  to  hand.  It  cannot  be  denied  that  *such  an  addi- 
tion would  give  great  strength  to  our  pecuniary  sys- 
tem, discourse  excessive .  exportation  of  specie,  and 
tend  to  restram  and  correct  tae  evils  of  overtrading. 
England  has  applied  the  like  remedy  to  a  similar  evU, 
though  she  has  carried  the  restriction  much  higher,  and 
allowed  the  circulation  of  no  notes  for  less  sums  than 
five  pounds  sterling. 

1  have  thought  this  subject,  Mr.  President,  of  so  nmch 
importance,  as  that  it  was  fit  to  present  it,  at  this  time,  to 
the  consideration  of  the  Senate.  I  propose  to  do  no  more, 
at  present,  than  to  insert  such  a  provision  as  I  have  de- 
scribed in  this  bill.  In  the  mean  time,  1  hope  the  matter 
may  attract  the  attention  of  those  whose  agency  will  be 
desired  to  accomplish  the  general  object. 

The  next  point  on  whioh  1  will  offer  a  few  remarks,  is, 
tlie  great  advantage  of  the  bank  in  the  operations  of  the 
treasury;  first,  in  the  ooUeotion,  next  in  the  disbursement 
of  the  revenue.  How  is  the  revenue  Uy  be  collected, 
through  all  the  custom-houses,  the  land  offices,  and  the 
post  offices,  without  some  such  m^tos  as  the  bank  affords? 
Where  are  payments  made  at  the  custom-houses  to  be 
deposited^  In  whose  hands  are  these  large  sums  to  be 
trusted?    And  how  are  they  to  be  remitted  to  Washing- 
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ton,  or  wherever  elue  tliey  may  be  wanted?  I  dare  say, 
air,  Oiat  the  operations  of  Government  might  be  carried 
on,  in  some  way,  without  the  agency  of  a  oank;  but  the 
question  is,  whether  they  could  be  carried  on  safely,  with- 
out loss,  and  without  charge.  Look  to  the  disbursement 
of  the  revenue.  At  present  the  bank  is  bound  to  trans- 
mit Government  fundus  in  one  place,  to  any  other  place, 
witliout  expense.  A  dollar  at  St.  Louis  or  Nashville  be- 
comes a  dollar  in  New  Hampshire  or  Maine,  if  the  trea- 
sury so  choose.  This,  ccrtamly,  is  very  useful  and  con- 
venient. If  tUere  were  no  Bank  of  the  United  States  at 
New  Orleans,  for  example,  duties  to  the  Government,  at 
that  place,  must  be  received  either  in  specie,  or  in  bills  of 
local  banks.  If  in  the  former^  the  funds  could  not  be  re- 
mitted where  they  might  be  requu-ed,  without  considera- 
ble expense;  if  in  the  latter,  they  could  not  be  remitted 
at  all,  until  first  converted  into  specie.  If  bills  of  ex- 
change were  resorted  to,  they  would  be  often  not  to  be 
had  without  a  premium,  and  always  attended  with  more 
or  less  risk.  In  short,  the  utility  of  the  bank,  in  collecting 
and  disbursing  the  revenue,  is  too  obvious  to  be  arguecC 
and^  too  great  not  to  strike  any  one  conversant  with  such 
subjects,  witliout  the  aid  of  commeut. 

I  have  alluded  to  its  dealings  in  foreign  exchangees,  as 
one  of  the  most  important  powers  of  the  corporation. 
There  are  those  who  think  tliis  power  ought  to  be  with- 
held. It  is,  I  tliink,  one  of  the  most  common  objections 
ta  the  bank,  in  the  large  cities;  but  I  do  not  think  it  well 
founded.  It  is  said  that  the  trade  in  exchange  ought  to 
be  left  free,  like  other  traffic.  Be  it  so{  but,  then,  why 
not  leave  it  as  free  to  the  bank  as  to  others?  The  bank 
enjoys  no  monopoly.  If  it  be  true  that,  by  the  magni- 
tude of  its  capita],  and  the  distribution  of  its  several  offices, 
it  acts  upon  the  rates  of  exchange,  not  locally,  but  gene- 
rally, and  thus  occasionally  restrains  the  profit  of  dealing 
in  one  place,  by  bringing  the  general  rates,  through  tlie 
whole  country,  nearer  to  a  uniformit)-,  the  occasional  pro- 
fits of  indivicjuals  may  be  lessened,  but  the  general  effect 
is  beneficial  to  the  public.  If,  at  the  same  time  that  it 
keeps  the  domestic  exchanj^es  of  the  country  at  low  rates, 
it  keeps  tlie  rates  of  foreign  exchanges  nearly  uniform 
and  level,  1  hardly  know<how  it  could  do  greater  service 
to  the  commercial  community.  In  the  busmess  of  foreign 
exchange,  the  bank  has,  and  always  will  have,  powerful 
rivaU.  It  is  natural  that  these  rivals  should  desire  that,  in 
tUls  particular,  the  bank  should  retire  from  business.  But 
are  its  dealings  in  exchange  found  prejudicial,  by  those 
who  deal  in  it  tliemselvcs,  no  further  than  to  buy  for  their 
own  remittances,  in  the  ordinary  way  of  business?  In 
things  of  tills  kind,  we~  may  most  safely  guide  ourselves 
hy  the  light  of  experience;  and  tiiking  it  for  gaiuited  that 
the  general  Interest  of  the  trading  community  is  Injured 
by  sudden  fluctuations  in  exchange,  and  benefited  by 
keeping  it  as  ste;^dy  as  the  commerce  of  the  country  will 
allow;  in  other  words,  by  keeping  the  price  of  bills  so  as 
that  it  corresponds  with  the  real  state  of  the  exchange, 
and  not  raised  or  lowered  for  ends  of  speculation.  I  have 
inquired  of  those  who  could  inform  me,  whether,  for  ten 
or  twelve  years  past,  the  rates  of  exchange  have  or  have 
not  been  as  steadjTand  unvarying  as  may  ever  be  expect- 
ed; and  the  information  I  have  received  has  'satisfied  me 
that  the  power  of  the  bank  of  dealing  in  foreign  exchange 
has  been  far  from  prejudicial  to  the  commercial  world. 
Willie  there  is  a  dealer,  with  competent  funds  and  credit, 
always  willing  ^o  sell  foreign  bills  at  moderate  rates,  4od 
always  ready  to  buy  them,  also,  the  very  nsture  of  the 
case  furnishes  a  considerable  degree  of  security  against 
those  fluctuations  which  arise  from  speculation,  although 
it  leaves  private  dealings  entirely  free. 

If  that  power  should  be  now  taken  away  from  the  bank, 
I  think  I  cSin  perceive  that  consequences  of  some  magni- 
tude would  follow.  In  particular  parts  of  the  country.  At 
present,  the  producer,  or  the  shipper  of  produce,  at  New 
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Orleans,  Savannah,  or  Charleston,  in  making  shipments 
for  Europe,  can,  on  the  spot,  cash  his  bill,  drawn  against 
such  shipment,  without  charge  for  brokerage,  guaranty, 
or  commission.  If  the  planter  has  sold  to  the  shipper, 
the  latter  has  his  bill  discounted,  and  pays'  tlie  planter, 
who  thus  receives  tlie  price  for  his  crop,  without  delay, 
and  without  danger  of  loss.  Suppose  the  bank  were  de- 
nied the  power  of  purchasing  foreign  bills,  what  would 
be  the  necessary  operation?  The  producer  or  shipper 
might  send  the  cotton  or  the  sugar  to  the  North,  and,  in 
that  case,  the  bank  could  cash  his  draft.  But  if  he  sent 
it  abroad,  his  bill  must  be  sent  to  his  agent  in  the  bill 
market  of  the  Northern  cities,  for  sale;  and  if  he  wishes  to 
realize  the  amount,  he  will  draw  on  his  agent,  and  sell 
such  draft  This,  evidently,  subjects  him  to  a  double  ope- 
ration, and  to  the  expenses  of  commission,  guaranty,  &c. 

It  IS  plain,  I  think,  that,  in  the  present  state  of  things, 
the  shipper  of  Southern  and  Western  produce  enjoys 
the  benefit  of  both  the  foreign  and  the  Northern  market 
more  perfectly  than  he  would  if  this  state  of  things  were 
to  be  so  changed  that  he  could  not  draw  on  Ills  conslgfnee 
in  the  foreign  market  as  advantageously  as  he  can  now 
do  it. 

But,  if  there  be  a  question  about  the  utility  of  the  ope- 
rations of  the  bank  m  forelc^n  exchange,  there  can  be 
none,  I  suppose,  as  to  its  influence  on  that  which  is  in- 
ternal or  domestic.  I  speak  now  of  internal  exchange, 
as  exchange  merely,  wltnout  considering  it  connected,  as 
it  usually  is,  with  advance  or  discount,  in  anticipation  of 
the  maturity  of  bills.  In  regard  to  mere  exchange,  Uie 
operations  of  the  bank  appear  to  have  produced  the  most 
beneficial  effect.  I  doubt  whether,  in  any  extensive  coun- 
try, the  rates  of  internal  exchange  ever  averaged  so  low. 
Before  the  bank  went  into  operation,  three,  four,  or  five 
per  cent,  was  not  uncommon,  as  the  difference  of  ex- 
change between  one  extremity  of  the  country  and  the  other. 
It  has  at  times.  Indeed,  a^  1  am  informed,  been  as  high  as 
six  per  cent,  between  New  Orleans  and  Baltimore;  and. 
Indeed,  between  other  places  in  this  country,  much  higher. 
The  vast  amounts  bought  and  sold  by  the  bank,  in  all 
parts  of  the  country,  average  perhaps  less  than  one-half 
per  cent.  I  doubt  whether  this  exceeds  the  rates  between 
comparatively  neighboring  parts  of  Great  Britain,  or  of 
the  continent  of  Europe;  although  much  of  it  consists  in 
exchange  between  the  extreme  South  and  the  Northern 
and  Eastern  parts  of  the  Union.  With  respect  to  the 
effect  and  operation  of  the  Bank  upon  the  general  inte- 
rests of  agriculture,  commerce,  and  manufactures,  there 
will  be  found  a  great  difference,  as  we  look  at  different 
parts  of  the  country.  Every  where,  I  think,  they  have 
been  salutary;  but  they  have  been  important  in  very  dif- 
ferent degrees  in  diflTerent  quarters.  The  influence  of 
the  bank  on  the  general  currency  of  the  country,  and  its 
operations  in  exchanges,  are  benefits  of  a  general  nature. 
These  are  felt  all  over  the  country.  But  in  loans  and  dis- 
counts, in  the  distribution  and  actual  application  of  its 
capital,  different  portions  of  the  country  Dave  partaken, 
and  are  partaking,  in  very  different  dep^-ees.  The  West 
is  a  new  and  fast-growing  country,  with  vast  extents  of 
rich  land,  inviting  settlement  and  cultivation.  Enterprise 
and  labor  are  thronging  to  this  scene  of  useful  exertion, 
and  necessarily  create  an  urgent  demand  for  capital.  This 
demand  the  bank  meets,  to  a  very  considerable  deg^e. 
The  reports  of  the  bank  show  the  existing  extent  of  its 
accommodation  to  t^is  part  of  the  country.  In  the  whole 
Southern  and  Western  States  that  is  to  say,  soutli  and 
west  of  Philadelphia,  the  amount  exceeds  fort^-three 
millions  of  dollars.  In  the  States  lylnjg  on  the  Mississippi, 
and  its  waters,  it  exceeds  thirty  millions  of  dollars.  Of 
these  thirty  millions,  nineteen  or  twenty  are  discounts  of 
notes,  and  the  residue  of  acceptances  of  bills  drawn  on 
other  parts  of  the  country.  This  last  amount  is  not  strictly 
a  loan:  it  is  an  advance  in  anticipation  of  a  debt     But 
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other  advances  are  needed  quite  as  fast  as  this  is  paid  off, 
as  e%*ery  successive  crop  creates  a  new  occasion  and  a 
new  desire  to  sell  bills.     I  leave  it  to  Western  gentlemen 
to  judge  how  far  this  state  of  things  goes  to  show  that  the 
continuance  of  tiie  bank  is  important  to  the  agriculture  and 
commerce  of  the  West.   I  leave  it  to  them  to  contemplate 
the  consequences  of  withdrawing  this  amount  of  capital 
from  their  country.     I  pray  them,  also,  to  inquire  what  is 
to  be  their  circulating  medium,  when  the  notes  of  the 
bank  are  called  in.    Do  they  see  before  Ihem  neither  diffi- 
culty nor  danger  in  this  part  of  the  case?    Arc  they  quite 
confident  that,  in  the  absence  of  the  bills  and  notes  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  they  need  have  no  fears  of  a 
bad  currency,  depreciated  paper,  and  the  long  train  of 
ills  tliat  follow,  according  to  all  human  experience,  those 
inauspicious  leaders'     1  ask  them,  also,  to  judge  how  far 
it  is  wise  to  settle  this  question  now,  so  as  to  give  time  for 
making  this  vast  change,  if  it  is  to  be  made  at  all.     The 
present  charter  is  to  continue  but  four  years.     If  it  be  not 
renewed,  this  debt  roust  be  called  in  within  that  period. 
Not  a  new  note  can  be  taken  to  the  bank)  for  a  dollar  of 
it,  after  that  time.     The  whole  circulation  of  bank  notes, 
too,  must  be  withdrawn.     Is  it  not  plun,  then,  that  it  is 
high  time  to  know  how  this  important  matter  is  to  be  ad- 
justed? The  country  could  not  stand  a  sudden  recall  of  all 
this  capita],  and  an  abrupt  withdrawal  of  this  circulation. 
How,  mdeed,  the  West  could  stand  the  change,  even  if  it 
were  begun  now,  and  conducted  as  gradually  and  as  gently 
as  possible.  I  confess  I  can  hardlv  see.     The  very  com- 
mencement of  the  process  of  recall,  however  slight,  would 
be  felt  in  the  prices  of  the  very  first  crop,  p.irtly  from 
the  immediate  effect  of  withdrawing  even  a  small  part  of 
the  capital,  and  partly  from  the  certainty  of  future  pres- 
sure from  withdrawing  the  rest.   Indeed ,  gentlemen  must 
prepare  themselves,  I  tliink,  for  some  effect  on  the  prices 
of  lands  and  commodities  by  the  postponement  of  this 
question,  should  it  take  place,  as  well  as  for  embarrass- 
ments, in  other  respects.      Tliat  postponement  will,  at 
best,  not  diminish  the  uncertainty  which  hangs  over  the 
fate  of  the  measure.     Seeing  the  hostility  which  exists  to 
renewing  the  charter,  and  «ic  extent  of  that  hostility  if 
the  measure  cannot  now  be  carried,  not  only  a  prudent 
regard  to  its  own  interests,  but  the  highest  duty  to  the 
country,  ought  to  lead  the  bank  to  prepare  for  the  termi- 
nation of  its  career.     It  has  not  before  it  one  day  too  many 
to  enable  it  to  wind  up,  without  distressing  the  public, 
such  vast  concerns.     If  it  were  certain  that  the  charter 
was  to  be  renewed,  a  postponement  would  be  of  little  im- 
portance.    But  this  IS  uncertain;  and  a  postponement 
would  render  it  more  uncertain.     A  motion  to  postpone, 
should  such  be  made,  will  be  mainly  supported  by  those 
who»   either  on  constitutional  grounds,   or  some  other 
grounds,  are,  and  always  will  be,  against  the  renewal.    A 
postponement,  under  such  circumstances,  and  such  aus- 
pices, cannot  but  create  far  stronger  doubts  than  now 
exist  of  the  final  renewal  of  the  charter.     It  is  now  two 
years  and  a  half  since  the  President  invited  the  attention 
of  Congress  to  this  subject.      That  invitation  has  been 
more  than  once  repeated.     Every  where  the  subject  has 
been  considered;  every  where  it  has  been  discussed.  The 
public  interest  now  requires  our  decision  upon  it,  and  the 
public  voice  demands  tnat  decision.     I  trust,  sir,  we  shall 
make  it,  and  make  it  wisely. 

Mr.  President,  the  motives  which  prescribe  my  own 
line  of  conduct  on  this  occasion  are  not  drawn  from  any 
local  connderations.  The  State,  in  whose  representation 
I  bear  a  part,  has  as  little  interest,  peculiar  to  itself,  in  the 
eontinuance  of  this  corporation,  as  any  State  in  the  Union. 
She  does  not  need  the  aid  of  its  capital,  because  the  state 
of  her  commerce  and  manufactures  does  not  call  for  tlie 
employment  of  more  capital  than  she  possesses.  She 
docs  not  need  it,  in  any  peculiar  degree,  certainly  as  any 
restraint  or  corrective  on  her  own  paper  currency.     Her 


banks  are  as  well  conducted  as  those  of  other  States.  But 
she  has  a  common  interest  in  the  continuance  of  a  useful 
institution.  She  has  an  interest  in  the  wise  and  success- 
ful administration  of  the  Government  in  all  its  depart- 
ments. She  is  interested  that  the  general  currency  of  the 
country  should  be  maintained  in  a  safe  and  healthy  state. 
She  derives  a  benefit  with  others  (f  beBeve  it  a  great  be- 
nefit J  from  the  facility  of  exchanges  in  internal  commerce, 
whicn  the  bank  affords.  This  is  the  sum  of  her  motives. 
For  these  reasons,  she  is  willing  that  the  bank  sliould  be 
continued.  But  if  the  matter  should  be  otherwise  deter- 
mined, however  much  she  might  regret  it  on  general  and 
public  grounds,  she  certainly  does  not  apprehend  from 
such  a  result  inconveniences  to  her  own  citizens,  such  as 
may  and  must  fall,  so  far  as  I  can  see,  on  some  others. 

Mr.  President,  I  will  take  leave  of  the  subject  for  the 
present,  with  a  remark  which  f  think  is  due  from  me.  For 
some  years  past,  I  have  not  been  inattentive  to  the  gene- 
ral operations  of  the  bank,  or  to  their  influence  on  the 
public  interests  and  the  convenient  administration  of  the 
Government;  and  I  take  the  occasion  to  say,  with  sincerity 
and  cheerfulness,  that,  during  that  period,  its  affairs  have 
been  conducted,  in  my  opinion,  with  fidelity,  as  well  to- 
wards the  Government  as  towards  its  own  stockholders; 
and  that  it  has  sought  the  accomplisliment  of  the  public 
purposes  designed  by  its  institution,  with  distingtiished 
ability  and  distinguished  success. 

Adjourned. 

SATUBDAir,VMAY  26. 

The  resolution  offered  yesterday  by  Mr.  Cramukrs,  in- 
structing  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  to  inquire  if 
any  further  measures  are  necessary  to  enforce  the  judg- 
ment or  decrees  of  the  Supreme  Court,  was  taken  up  and 
agreed  to. 

BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bil! 
to  modify  and  continue  the  act  to  incorporate  the  subscrib- 
ers to  the  Bank  of  tlie  United  States. 

Mr.  MOORE  offered  as  an  amendment  to  the  bill  an 
additional  section,  providing  that  it  should  not  be  lawful 
to  establish  a  branch  in  any  State  without  the  assent  of 
that  State;  that  the  capital  of  such  branch  shall  be  subject 
to  taxation,  in  like  manner  with  that  of  the  State  bank ; 
and  that,  if  the  bank  does  not  declare  what  is  the  amount 
of  such  capital,  it  may  be  lawful  for  the  State  to  assimie  any 
particular  sum  as  the  amount  of  the  capital.  Mr.  M.  did 
not  wish,  at  present,  to  press  the  consideration  of  this 
amendment,  and  he  moved  that  it  be  printed.  He  would 
fake  this  occasion  to  return  his  th.inks  to  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  for  liis  proposed  amendment  to  the  bill,  by 
which  the  State  of  Alabama  would  be  entitled  to  another 
branch  in  the  northern  part  of  the  State.  A  branch  was 
much  needed  in  that  part  of  the  Stute,  and  had  been  ap- 
plied for.  Whatever  might  be  his  final  vote  on  this  bill, 
he  hoped  the  amendment  suggested  by  the  Senator  front 
Massachusetts  would  be  adopted. 

Mr.  DALLAS  presumed  there  would  be  no  objection 
to  the  motion  to  print,  provided  it  did  not  delay  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  bill. 

The  motion  to  print  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  he  would  propose  an  amendment 
to  ilie  sixth  section  of  the  bill  as  reported.  •  By  that  clause 
it  was  provlSed  that,  after  the  10th  April,  1836,  it  should 
not  be  lawful  for  the  dn*ectors  to  establish  in  any  State 
more  than  two  bi'anches  where  one  now  existed,  nor  more 
than  one  altogether,  where  at  present  there  was  none. 
He  would  propose  to  strike  out  all  after  tlie  word  "  State," 
"  and  to  insert,  in  lieu  thereof,  that  it  would  not  be  lawful 
for  the  directors  to  "establish  or  retain  more  tlian  two 
offices  of  discount  or  deposite  in  any  State.**    The  privi- 
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legpe,  Mr.  W.  added,  which  was  sought  by  the  northern 
part  of  Alabama,  could  meet  witli  future  attention. 

The  question  was  put  on  the  amendment,  when  it  was 
adopted. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  proceeded  to  say  that  yesterday  he 
had  alluded  to  a  modification  contained  in  the  seventh  sec- 
tion, which  regarded  the  bonus  to  be  paid  by  the  bank 
for  its  exclusive  privileges.  That  section  provided  that 
tlie  bonus  should  be  paid  in  three  annual  instalments,  of 
$500,000  each.  He  would  move  that  it  be  amended,  so 
that  the  bank  should  pay,  by  way  of  a  bonus,  an  annuity 
or  yearly  sum  of  $150,000,  each  and  every  year  during  its 
term  of  fifteen  years. 

Mr.  SMll'lI  asked  what  benefiU  the  bank  gained  for 
the  payment  of  this  sum.  That  it  would  have  certain  ex- 
clusive privileges,  he  knew,  and  the  use  of  the  Govern- 
ment deposites  was  pr j(bably  also  calculated  upon;  but  it 
should  be  observed  that  those  deposites  would  di^er  ma- 
terially from  their  former  amount.  Should  the  reduction 
on  duties  take  place,  as  was  supposed,  by  the  repeal  of 
ten  millions,  tmder  a  new  tariff,  the  deposites  would  con- 
sequently be  so  much  less.  And  he  thought  the  payment 
of  $150,000  annually  for  the  use  of  half  the  former  depo- 
sites, a  heavy  tax. 

Mr.  W£BST£R  hoped  the  measure  would  have  the 
Senator's  approbation,  when  he  would  consider  what  the 
benefits  really  would  be.  It  not  only  had  exclusive  privi- 
leges over  other  banks,  but  a  provision  was  also  intended 
to  be  embraced  to  augment  the  amount  in  bank  ten  mil- 
lions; and  from  the  interest  of  this,  annually,  together  with 
the  yearly  payment  of  the  one  hundred  and  fifty  thousand 
dollars,  the  Government  would  derive  a  respectable  reve- 
nue. It  was  found  that,  if  the  bonus  had  been  fixed  at 
$100,000  a  year,  it  would  not  equal  the  old  bonus. 

Mr.  MARCY  inquired  if  there  was  not  a  proposition  be- 
fore the  committee,  from  a  very  respeotaole  quarter,  to 
pay  a  bomis  of  three  millions  of  dollars  for  the  charter  of 
a  bank. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  answered  that  there  was. 

Mr.  BENTON  objected  to  the  payment  of  any  bonus 
whatever,  and,  in  lieu  of  that  species  of  compensation,  ex- 
pressed his  opinion  that  the  proper  compensation  for  the 
bank,  provided  tilts  exclusive  privilege  was  sold  to  it, 
would  be  to  reduce  the  rate  of  interest  on  loans  and  dis- 
counts. A  reduction  of  interest  would  be  felt  by  the  peo- 
ple i  the  payment  of  a  bonus  would  not  be  felt  by  them. 
It  would  come  into  the  treasury,  and  probably  be  lavished 
immediately  on  some  scheme,  possibly  unconstitutional 
in  its  nature,  and  sectional  in  its  appUcafion.  He  was^ 
not  in  favor  of  any  scheme  for  getting  money  into  the' 
treasury  at  present.  Tiie  difiiculty  lay  the  other  way. 
The  struggle  now  was  to  keep  money'  out  of  the  trea- 
sury; to  prevent  the  accuniidation  of  a  surplus;  and  the 
reception  of  this  bonus  wotild  go  to  agg^vate  that  diffi- 
culty, by  increasing  that  surplus.  Kings  might  receive 
bonuses  for  selling  exclusive  privileges  to  monopoliz- 
ing companies.  In  that  case  liis  subjects  would  bear 
the  loss,  and  he  would  receive  the  profit;  but,  in  a  repub- 
lic, it  was  incomprehensible  that  the  people  should  sell  to 
a  company  the  privileges  of  making  money  out  of  them- 
selves. He  was  opposed  to  Uie  grant  of  an  exclusive  privi- 
lege; he  was  opposed  to  the  sale  of  privileges;  but  if  grant- 
ed, or  sold,  he  was  in  fiivor  of  receiving  tlie  price  in  the 
way  tiiat  would  be  most  beneficial  to  the  whole  body  of 
the  people;  and,  in  this  case,  a  reduction  of  interest  would 
best  accomplish  that  object.  A  bank,  which  had  the  be- 
nefit of  the  credit  and  revenue  of  the  U  nited  States  to  bank 
upon,  could  w6ll  aflbrYl  to  make  loans  and  cliscomits  for  leas 
than  six  per  centum.  Five  per  centum  would  be  high  in- 
terest for  such  a  bank;  and  he  had  no  doubt,  if  time  was 
allowed  fur  the  application,  that  applications  enough  would 
he  made  to  take  the  charter  uf>on  these  terms. 

Being  on  his  feet,  Mr.  B.  said  he  would  again-  go  on  to 


submit  some  reasons  why  tlie  question  of  renewing  the  bank 
charter  should  not  be  decided  at  this  time.  He  did  not  object 
to  discussion.  It  was  through  discussion  that  the  people 
were  reached.  Cong^ssional  debates  excited  and  fixed  their 
attention,  often  imparted  to  them  information,  and  aided 
them  in  reflecting  back  their  wishes  and  sentiments  upon 
their  representatives.  He  applauded  the  President  for  liav- 
ing  brought  this  subject  before  tlie  Congress  and  the  people, 
in  his  three  annual  messages;  he  was  well  satisfied  that  the 
directors  of  the  bank  had  moved  their  application  at  the 
present  time:  he  had  no  objection  even  to  the  present  dis- 
cussion, except  that  it  detamed  him  from  his  family,  and 
consumed  time  which  he  wished  to  employ  on  subjects  of 
more  immediate  and  pressing  importance  to  his  constitu- 
ents; 'but  he  took  a  clear  and  broad  distinction  between 
discussion  and  decision;  and  as  discussion  should  always 
precede  decision,  and  leave  as  much  time  for  conrideration 
aAerwards  as  possible,  he  was  opposed  to  decision  now. 
There  was  certainly  no  necessity  for  it.  The  bank  char- 
ter had  four  years  yet  to  run,  and  two  prears  after  that  to  con- 
tinue in  force  for  winding  up  its  affairs;  in  all,  six  years  be- 
fore the  dissolution  of  the  corporation:  and  if  he  was  to 
name  the  true  appropriate  time  for  Congress  to  make  its 
decision,  it  would  be  in  the  two  years  which  intervened 
between  the  expiration  of  the  charter  and  the  dissolution 
of  the  corporation;  and  this  would  remit  the  final  decision 
to  the  Congress  which  would  sit  between  1836  and  1838. 
The  stockholders  had  not  applied  for  the  recliarter  at  this 
session.  I'beir  resolution,  adopted  in  triennial  meeting 
last  September*  authorized  the  president  and  directors  to 
apply  at  any  time  before  the  next  triennial  meeting,  which 
would  be  in  September,  1834;  so  that,  according  to  the  re- 
solution of  tlie  stockholders,  there  were  yet  two  sessions 
of  Congress  to  be  held  before  tlie  question  need  be  de- 
cided. 

Many  reasons  oppose  the  final  action  of  Congress  upon 
this  subject  at  the  present  time.  We  are  exhausted  with 
the  tedium,  if  not  with  the  labors  of  a  six  months'  session. 
Our  hearts  and  minds  must  be  at  home,  though  our  bodies 
are  here.  Mentally  and  bothly  we  are  unable  to  give  the  at- 
tention and^consideration  to  this  question,  which  the  mag- 
nitude of  its  principles,  the  extent  and  variety  of  its  de- 
tails, demand  from  us.  Other  subjects  of  more  immediate 
and  pressing  interest  must  be  thrown  aside,  to  make  way 
for  it  The  reduction  of  the  price  of  tli)e  public  lands, 
for  which  the  new  States  have  been  petitioning  for  so 
many  yeai^  and  the  modification  of  the  tariff,  the  con- 
tinuance of  which  seems  to  be  weakening  the  cement 
which  binds  this  Union  together,  must  be  postponed,  and 
possibly  lost  for  tlie  session,  if  we  go  on  with  the  bank 
question.  Why  has  the  tariff  been  dropped  in  the  Se- 
nate? Every  one  recollects  the  haste  with  which  tliat 
subject  was  taken  up  in  this  chamber;  how  it  was  pushed 
to  a  certain  point;  and  how  suddenly  and  gently  it  has 
given  way  to  the  bank  bill!  Is  there  any  union  of  inte- 
rest— any  conjunction  offerees — any  combined  plan  of  ac- 
tion—any  alliance,  offensive  or  defensive,  between  the 
United  States'  Bank  and  the  American  system?  Certainly 
they  enter  the  field  together,  one  here,  the  other  yonder, 
(pointing  to  the  House  of  Representatives,)  and  leaving 
a  clear  stage  to  each  otlier,  they  press  at  once  upon  both 
wings,  and  announce  a  perfect  non-interference,  if  not 
mutual  aid,  in  the  double  victory  whicli  is  to  be  achieved. 
Why  liavc  the  two  bills  reported  by  the  Committee  on 
Manufactures,  and  for  taking  up  which  notices  have  been 
given,  why  are  they  so  suddenly,  so  easily,  so  gently, 
abandoned?  Why  is  the  land  bill,  reported  by  the  same 
committee,  and  u  pledge  given  to  call  it  up  when  the 
Committea  on  Publio  Lands  liad  made  their  counter  re- 
port, also  suffered  to  sleep  on  the  Uble'  The  counter 
report  is  made;  it  is  printed;  it  hes  on  every  table;  why  uot 
go  on  with  the  lands,  when  the  settlement  of  the  question 
.of  the  amount  of  revenue  to  be  derived  fraui  tliat  source 
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precedes  tlie  tariflT  question,  and  must  be  settled  before 
we  know  how  much  revenue  should  be  nused  from  im- 
ports? 

An  unfinished  investigation  presented  another  reason 
for  delaying^  the  final  action  of  Congress  on  this  subject. 
The  House  of  Representatives  had  appointed  a  commit- 
tee to  investigrate  tne  affairs  of  the  bank;  thejr  -had  pro- 
ceeded to  the  limit  of  the  time  allotted  them;  had  report- 
ed adversely  to  the  bank,  and  especially  against  the  re- 
newing of  the  charter  at  this  session;  and  nad  urg^d  the 
necessity  of  further  examinations.  Would  the  Senate 
proceed  while  this  unfinished  investigation  was  depend- 
ing in  the  House?  Would  they  act  so  as  to  limit  the  in- 
vestigation to  the  few  weeks  which  were  allowed  the 
committee,  when  we  have  from  four  to  six  years  on  hand 
in  which  to  make  it?  The  reports  of  this  committee,  to 
the  amount  of  some  15,000  copies,  had  been  ordered  by 
the  two  Houses  of  Congress,  to  be  distributed  among  the 
people.  For  what  purpose  ?  Certainly  that  the  people 
may  read  them,  make  up  their  minds  upon  their  contents, 
and  communicate  their  sentiments  to  their  representa- 
tives. But  these  reports  are  not  yet  distributed;  they  are 
not  yet  read  bjr  the  people;  and  why  order  this  distribu- 
tion without  waiting  for  its  effects,  when  there  is  so  much 
time  on  hand?  Why  treat  the  people  with  this  mockery 
of  a  pretended  consultation,  while  proceeding  to  act  be- 
fore they  can  read  what  we  have  ordered  to  be  sent  to 
them?  Nay,  more,  the  very  documents  upon  which  the 
reports  are  founded  are  yet  unprinted!  The  Senate  is 
actually  pushed  into  this  discussion,  without  having  seen 
the  evidence  which  was  collected  by  the  investigating 
committee,  and  which  the  Senate  itself  has  orderedto  be 
printed  for  the  use  of  its  members! 

The  decision  of  this  question,  continued  Mr.  B.,  does 
not  belong  to  this  Congress,  but  to  the  Congress  which 
will  be  elected  under  the  new  census  of  1830.  It  looked 
to  him  like  usurpation  for  this  Congress  to  seize  upon  a 
question  of  this  magnitude,  which  need  not  be  decided 
until  the  new  and  full  representation  of  the  people  comes 
in,  and,  if  decided,  the  decision  of  which  is  irrevocable, 
though  it  cannot  take  effect  until  1836,  that  is  to  say,  un- 
til three  years  after  the  iiew  and  full  representation  would 
be  in  power.  What  Congress  is  this?  It  is  the  appor- 
tionment of  1820,  formed  on  a  population  of  ten  millions 
of  people.  It  is  just  g^ing  out  of  existence.  A  new 
Congress,  apportioned  upon  a  representation  of  thirteen 
millions,  is  already  provided  for  by  law,  and  af^er  the  4th 
of  March  next — within  nine  months  from  this  day — will 
be  in  power,  and  entitled  to  their  seats  where  we  now  sit. 
That  Congress  will  contain  thirty  members  more  than  the 
present.  Millions  of  people  are  now  unf  epresented,  who 
will  be  thenTCprescnted.  The  West  alone  loses  twenty 
votes! — ^in  the  West  alone,  a  million  of  people  lose  their 
voice  in  the  decision  of  this  question!  And  why?  What 
excuse?  What  necessity?  What  plea  for  this  sudden 
haste  which  interrupts  an  unfinished  investigation,  sets 
aside  the  immediate  business  of  the  people,  and  usurps 
the  rights  of  our  successors?  No  plea  in  the  world,  ex- 
cept that  a  gpgpantic  moneyed  institution  refuses  to  wait, 
and  must  have  her  imperial  wishes  immediately  gratified. 
If  charters  were  to  be  granted,  it  should  be  with  as  little 
invasion  of  the  rights  of  posterity — with  as  little  encroach- 
ment upon  the  privileges  of  our  successors,  as  possible. 
Once  in  ten  years,  and  that  at  the  commencement  of  each 
full  representation  under  a  new  census,  would  be  the  most 
proper  time. 

Mr.  B.  had  nothing  to  do  with  motives.  He  neither 
preferred  accusations,  nor  ptronoiinced  absolutions;  but  it 
was  impossible  to  shut  his  eyes  upon  facts,  and  to  close  up 
his  reason  against  the  deduction  of  inevitable  inferences. 
The  Presidential  election  was  at  hand — it  would  come  on 
in  four  months— and  here  was  a  question  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  alt,  must  affect  that  election — in  the  opinion  of 


some,  may  decide  it — which  is  pressed  on  for  decision 
four  years  before  it  is  necessary  to  decide  it,  and  six  years 
before  it  ought  to  be  decided.  Why  this  sudden  pres- 
sure? Is  it  to  throw  the  bank  bill  into  the  hands  of  the 
President,  to  solve,  by  a  practical  reference,  the  disputed 
problem  of  the  Executive  veto,  and  to  place  the  Presi- 
dent under  a  cross  fire  from  the  oppoate  banks  of  the  Po- 
tomac river?  He  [Mr.  B.J  knew  nothing  about  that  veto, 
but  he  knew  something  of  human  nature,  and  something 
of  the  rights  of  the  people  under  our  representative  fbrm 
of  Government;  ana  he  would  be  free  to  say  that  a  veto 
which  would  stop  the  encroachment  of  a  minority  of  Con- 
gress upon  the  rights  of  its  successors — ^which  would  ar- 
rest a  frightful  act  of  legislative  usurpation — which  would 
retrieve  for  the  people  the  right  of  deliberAtion,  and  of 
action — which  would  arrest  the  overwhelming  progress 
of  a  gigantic  moneyed  institution-^which  would  prevent 
Ohio  from  being  deprived  of  five  votes,  Indiana  from  losing 
four,  Tennessee  four,  Illinois  two,  Alabama  two,  Ken- 
tucky, Mississippi  and  Missouri  one  each — which  wouM 
save  six  votes  to  New  York  and  two  to  Pennsylvania;  a 
veto,  in  short,  which  would  protect  the  nghts  of  two  mil- 
lions of  people,  now  unrepresented  in  Congress,  would  be 
an  act  of  constitutional  justice  to  the  people,  which  ought 
to  raise  the  President,  and  certainly  would  raise  him,  to  a 
higher  degree  of  favor  in  the  estimation  of  every  republi- 
can citizen  of  the  community  than  he  now  enjoyed.  By 
passing  on  the  charter  now.  Congress  would  lose  all 
check  and  control  over  the  institution  for  the  four  years 
it  had  yet  to  run.  The  pendency  of  the  question  was  a 
rod  over  its  head  for  these  four  years;  to  decide  the  ques- 
tion now,  is  to  free  it  from  all  restraint,  and  turn  it  loose 
to  play  what  part  it  pleased  in  all  our  affairs — elections 
State,  federal,  and  Presidential — ^that  it  pleased. 

Mr.  B.  turned  to  the  example  of  England,  and  begg^ed 
the  republican  Senate  of  the  United  States  to  take  a  les- 
son from  the  monarchial  Parliament  of  Great  Britain. 
We  copied  their  evil  ways;  why  not  their  gfood  ones^ 
We  copied  our  bank  charter  from -theirs;  why  not  imitate 
their  improved  example  on  the  question  of  renewing  the 
charter?  Formerly  it  was  the  custom  to  renew  the  char- 
ter half  a  dozen  years  before  it  was  out;  but  in  1826  this 
practice  was  denounced  by  the  whig  members,  and  has 
been  totally  discontinued.  The  ehuler  of  the  Bank  of 
England  expires  in  1833— it  is  now  w^ithin  nine  months  of 
its  expiration,  and  is  not  yet  i*enewed,  and  will  not  be  re- 
newed without  leaving  open  the  question  for  the  fullest 
inquiry  and  latest  deliberation.  The  question  has  been 
annually  debated  in  Parliament  for  five  or  six  years;  the 
freest  range  is  allowed  to  the  discussion;  the  danger  of 
such  an  institution,  even  in  a  monarchy,  is  loudly  pro- 
claimed; and  all  parties  agree — tories  as  well  as  whiga — 
in  leaving  open  the  question  for  ultimate  decision  to  the 
last  moment.  In  the  House  of  Commons,  in  January',  1831, 
Sir  Henry  Parnell  expressed  his  hope  tliat  tlte  House 
would  be  called  upon  to  institute  a  strict  examination  into 
all  the  circumstances  connected  with  the  banking  8)'stem 
in  England  before  the  question  of  the  recharter  was  de- 
cided; and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Lord  Al- 
thorp,  fully  concurred  in  his  sentiments,  and  pledged 
himself  that  his  Majesty's  ministers  were  in  fiivor  of  in- 
quiry, and  would  make  no  private  arrangement  with  the 
bank  to  forestall  the  free  action  of  Parliament.  Here, 
then,  is  a  British  ministry  and  a  British  Parliament  keep- 
ing open  the  question  of  renewing  the  English  charter  to 
the  last  month,  and  all  concurring  in  favor  of  strict  ex- 
amination and  full  inquiry,  while  we  roust  be  hurried  into 
decision  four  years  too  soon,  and  without  finishing  the  ex- 
amination we  have  beg^n,  or  seeing  tlie  papers  which  »'c 
have  ordered  to  be  printed!  An  immense  proportion  of 
the  stockholders  in  the  present  miscalled  Bank  of  the 
United  States  are  Englishmen.  These  Englislimen  have 
to-wait  for  the  expiration  of  their  charter  in  England,  and 
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hftve  to  submit  there  to  the  strictest  examinittion  into  their 
banking  operations;  but  here  they  will  not  wait,  and  will 
not  submit! 

The  impropriety  of  proceeding  to  decision  at  the  pre- 
sent time  was  too  obvious  and  egreeious  to  be  overlooked 
by  the  advocates  of  the  bank.  They  have  found.it  ne- 
cessary to  anticipate  the  objection,  and  to  offer  reasons  to 
rebut  it.  What  are  those  reasons^  Why,  first,  that 
the  President  has  brouglit  this  question  to  the  notice  of 
Congrress.  Certainly  he  has,  and  that  not  once,  but  three 
time^  and  always  for  the  same  purpose — for  the  purpose 
of  exiiting  inquiry  and  discussion — to  carr^  the  question 
to  the  people,  as  well  as  to  Congress;  and  m  his  last  mes- 
sage he  declares  expressly  that  he  leaves  the  question,  for 
the  present,  to  the  enlightened  consideration  of  Congress 
and  the  people!  Here  is  an  invitation  to  consider  before 
we  decide ;  an  invitation  for  the  people  to  consider  as  well  as 
Congress;  and  it  is  a  total  perversion  of  his  recommenda- 
tion for  Congress  to  decide,  without  considering,  and  es- 
pecially without  leaving  the  people  any  opportunity  to 
consider!  He  [Air.  B.]  had  attempted,  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, to  excite  discussion  in  conformity  to  the  President's 
recommendation,  but  it  was  kept  out  by  a  vote  of  the 
Senate ;  and  now  he  was  called  upon  to  decide  withqpt  time 
for  discussion.  Another  reason  given  for  deciding  at  this 
session,  is,  that  next  session  will  be  too  short  for  so  miport- 
ant  a  subject!  as  if  the  present  session  was  yet  to  last 
longer  than  the  n^xt  one  will  be!  The  next  session  will 
certainly  be  three  months  long,  and  may  be  four  or  five 
months  long.  If  Congress  chooses  to  meet,  as  it  has  the 
right  to  do,  and  as  many  believe  it  ought  to  do,  in  October 
or  November,  the  present  session  cannot  last  but  three  or 
four  weeks,  and  we  have  our  hands  full  of  pressing  and 
immediate  business— the  public  lands — ^the  tariffs— and 
many  minor  subjects.  This  answer  will  not  do.  The 
next  session  will  be  four  times  as  long  as  the  remainder  of 
this  session;  it  will  consist  of  the  same  members  who  are 
now  here;  it  must  be  precisely  the  same  thing  to  the  bank, 
as  a  moneyed  institution,  to  have  its  application  passed 
upon  then  as  now;  but,  as  a  political  institution,  it  may  be 
quite  different;  the  Presidential  election  will  then  be  over! 
the  political  effect  of  tlie  veto  may  then  be  lost!  and,  there- 
fore, a  decision  just  after  the  election  can  answer  no  pur- 
pose! a  decision  just  before  the  election  is  the  only  thing 
which  can  accomplish- the  views  of  the  combined  forces 
which  have  now  taken  the  field! 

A  third  reason  given  for  present  decision  is,  that  the 
bank  may  begin  to  draw  in  its  debts  and  wind  up  its  af- 
fairs, if  the  charter  is  not  renewed.  This  is  no  reason  at 
alt.  It  is  less  than  none.  Such  a  reason  can  onlv  impose 
upon  the  roost  ignorant  and  uninformed.  The  bank  has 
two  years,  by  its  charter,  to  wind  up  its  afiairs  after  the 
expiration  of  the  charter,  and  may  take  as  many  years 
more  as  it  pleases,  by  following  the  example  of  die  old 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  and  converting  its  directors 
into  trustees,  to  collect  the  debts  and  sell  the  effects  of 
the  corporation.  The  app^cation  for  the  renewed  char 
ter  of  the  old  bank  was  refused  in  the  very  last  year  of 
its  existence.  Then,  as  now,  an  affected  cry  was  raised 
of  pressure  upon  the  debtors,  and  distress  of  the  commu- 
nity, if  the  question  was  not  decided  a  long  time  before- 
hand; but  the  republican  Congress  of  that  period,  like 
the  whig  Parliament  of  the  present  day  in  £ngland,  kept 
open  the  question  to  the  last  moment;  and  when  decided, 
none  of  the  evils  took  place  which  had  been  predicted; 
none  of  the  dreadful  pictures  were  realized  which  had 
been  conjui:ed  up  by  interested  stockholders  and  terrified 
debtors,  to  alarm  and  divert  from  their  duty  the  Congress 
of  1811.  The  corporation  was  dissolved  inetanier,-  it 
had  not  the  two  years  to  go  upon,  which  this  bank  has 
after  tlie  expiration  of  its  charter;  it  came  to  a  sudden 
and  final  end,  but  without  shock  to  the  community,  or  in- 
jury to  itself.     The  stockholders  resolved  themselves  into 


their  natural  capacities.  They  laid  aside  their  artificial 
creations  and  legal  appellations;  and,  instead  of  electing 
directors  and  cashiers,  they  elected  trustees  and  clerks; 
and  these  trustees  and  clerks,  who,  by  the  bye,  were  the 
same  old  officers  of  the  bank,  went  on  to  settle  up  its  tS- 
fairs  as  a  private  concern.  They  executed  their  trust 
quietly  and  leisurely;  they  were  many  years  about  it;  and 
conducted  things  so  gently,  and  finished  off  so  gradually, 
that  no  man  can  tell,  without  a  reference  to  history,  when 
they  finished.  Surely  this  bank,  if  not  renewed,  can 
wind  up  in  the  same  way;  and  if  it  will  not,  the  sooner 
the  unfortunate  debtors  can  get  out  of  its  clutches,  the 
better  for  themselves.  If  they  have  a  disposition  to  press 
their  debtors,  and  distress  the  community,  they  can  do  it 
without  the  pretext  of  an  unrenewed  charter. 

But  it  is  said  the  debts  to  this  bank  are  so  great!  Thirty 
millions  of  dolhurs  due  from  the  West;  half  as  much  from 
the  South;  nearly  seventy  millions  in  all!     It  is  indeed  a 
frightful  debt;  and  infinitely  more  burdensome  than   a 
public  debt  of  the  same  amount,  for  the  interest  is  payable 
every  sixty  days  in  advance,  with  accumulations  from  ex- 
ohange  and  compound  operations,  which  make  it  equal 
to  nine  or  ten  per  cent.     We  are  rejoicing  at  emancipa- 
tion from  a  national  debt,  at  the  moment  that  we  have 
fallen  into  a  bank  debt,  far  greater  than  that  of  the  revo- 
lutionary war,  and  infinitely  more  devouring  upon  our 
resources,  from  its  multiplied  and  compound  exactions 
for  interest,  and  its  absorption  of  specie,  and  infinitely 
more  galling  to  our  spirits,  from  its  direct  bearing  upon 
the  propeKy  and  persons  of  our  citizens.     It  is  said  that 
tlie  bank  must  begin  to  diminish  this  debt  if  it  has  not  an 
immediate  assurance  of  a  renewed  charter,     (vood!  No- 
thing better  could  happen!  The  sooner  it  is  diminished, 
the  better  for  the  freeciom,  the  prosperity,  and  the  happi- 
ness of  the  country.     It  has  been  created  in  a  sudden  and 
extraordinary  manner.     An  immense  proportion  of  it  has 
g^wn  up  since  the  President's  demonstration  ag«nst  the 
bank  in  1829,  and  for  the  undeniable  purpose  of  creating 
an  interest  in  favor  of  a  renewal  by  multiplying  the  num- 
ber of  persons  interested  in  the  renewal.     In  the  mean 
time,  the  country  is  worse  off  than  for  many  years  past. 
The  cry  of  pecuniary  distress  resounds  from  aU  quarters. 
The  pressure  upon  the  money  market  is  the  theme  of 
every  tongue.     The. bank  itselr  is  crippled  and  disabled 
from  fulfilling  the  object  of  its  creation.     In  a  time  of 
profound  peace,  it  can  give  no  aid  to  the  merchants  who 
are  in  debt  to  the  treasury!     A  payment  of  six  millions  of 
public  debt  is  deferred  three  months,  because  the  revenue 
bonds  could  not  be  paid!     And  this  iv  the  condition  of  a 
bank  which  is  to  aid  the  nation  in  time  of  war  and  peril! 
Every  interest,  public  and  private,  requires  this  great 
debt  to  be  diminished.     The  president  of  the  bank,  in  a 
letter  printed  and  laid  upon  the  tables  of  the  Senators, 
says  there  are  no  standing  accommodations  at  bank;  then, 
surely,  indefinite  time  is  not  wanted  to  pay  them.  A  large 
part  of  the  Western  debt  is  in  domestic  bills  of  exchange. 
These  cannot  be  permanent  debts,  unless  they  are  dis- 
guised loans,  to  draw  interest  as  a  debt,  and  premium  as 
bills  of  exchange.     If  real  bills  of  exchange,  they  will  be 
paid  at  maturity,  or  be  returned  dishonored,  and  delivered 
up  to  the  pursuit  of  the  law;  if  not  real  bills  of  exchange, 
but  disguised  loans,  they  are  usurious  and  void,  a  violation 
of  the  charter,  an  oppression  upon  the  country,  and 
ought  to  be  detected  and  exposed.     So  far  as  the  West 
is  concerned,  the  sooner  it  can  g^t  rid  of  its  thirty  mil- 
lions of  bank  debt,  the  better.     It  would  stop  the  ex- 
hausting drain  of  near  three  millions  of  bank  interest;  it 
would  relieve  its  flourishing  towns  from  the  grasp  of  a 
power  which  can  crush  them  at  any  moment. 

Mr.  B.  said  he  had  given  reasons  enough  to  show  the 
inexpediency  of  final  action  upon  tiiis  question  at  pre- 
sent; but  he  had  another  reason  to  give,  of  a  nature  en- 
tirely different  from  those  he  had  urged,  and  one  which 
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was  entitled  to  the  consideration,  not  only  of  the  people's 
representati^s  here,  but  of  the  people  themselves  at 
home.  It  was  a  reason  whicii  would  address  itself  to  that 
portion  of  the  people,  and  their  representatives,  who 
were  in  favor  of  national  banking,  but  not  wedded  to  the 
present  Britisti  monarchiai  bank,  miscalled  Bank  of  the 
United  States.  He  alluded  to  the  establishment  of  seve- 
ral American  banks,  with  moderate  capitals,  and  without 
exclusive  privileges,  to  be  located  in  the  different  sections 
of  this  Union,  and  to  supersede  and  succeed  the  present 
gigantic  institution.  This  was  the  plan  of  Mr.  Madison. 
He  suggested  it  in  his  speech  in  the  House  of  Represen- 
tatives, m  the  year  1791,  against  the  establishment  of  the 
first  United  States'  Bank,  and  recommended  it  to  the  con- 
sideration of  those  who  were  determined  to  embark  the 
United  States  in  the  banking  caneer,  he  himself  bcin^  op- 
posed to  any  banks;  but  if  there  was  one,  he  insisted 
there  ought  to  be  several.  The  genius  of  our  republican 
Government,  the  equal  privileges  of  the  people,  the  ex- 
tent of  our  country,  the  diversity  of  our  pursuits,  and  our 
abhorrence  of  monopolies,  would  all  require  the  multi- 
plication and  diffusion  of  banks,  if  tliere  was  a  single  one. 
Mr.  Madison  complained  of  the  proneness  of  our  states- 
men to  copy  English  examples,  without  considering  the 
difference  between  the  genius  of  the  English  Government 
and  our  own.  Theirs  was  a  monarchy;  ours  a  republic: 
theirs  preferred  a  single  bank,  with  enormous  power  and 
extensive  privileges,  because  it  favored  the  concentration 
of  wealth  and  power  in  the  hands  of  a  few;  ours  (if  it 
admitted  of  any  bank^  would  require  several,  because  it 
abhorred  exclusive  privileges,  and  required  the  diffusion 
of  wealth  and  power,  and  the  equal  distribution  of  benefits, 
as  well  as  burdens,  to  all  pai*ts  of  the  Union.  The  sug- 
gestion of  Mr.  Madison  had  appeared  to  him  [Mr.  B.]  to 
be  eminently  just  and  proper  from  the  time  that  he  first 
read  it;  and  he  had  been  entirely  confh'med  in  that  opi- 
nion, and  convinced  of  the  advantage  of  several  banks  over 
one,  (if  there  are  to  be  any,)  even  in  a  monarchy,  by 
tracing  and  comparing  the  history  of  the  three  Scottish 
banks  with  the  single  British  bank.  In  reading  this  his- 
tory, he  had  seen  the  advantage  of  checking  powers  in 
banking  Governments  as  well  as  in  political  G6vernments. 
The  three  Scottish  banks  had  held  each  other  in  check, 
had  proceeded  moderately  in  all  their  operations,  conducted 
their  business  regularly  and  pntdently,  and  always  kept 
themselves  in  a  condition  to  fiicc  their  creditors;  while 
the  single  English  bank,  having  no  check  from  rival  in- 
stitutions, ran  riot  in  the  wantonness  of  its  own  unbridled 
power,  deluging  tlie  counti*y,  when  it  pleased,  with  paper, 
and  filling  it  with  speculation  and  extravagance;  drawing 
in  again  when  it  pleased,  and  filling  it  with  bankrupt^ 
and  pauperism;  often  transcending  its  limits,  and  twice 
stopping  pa)'ment,  and  once  for  a  period  of  twent}'  years. 
There  can  be  no  question  of  the  incomparable  superiority 
of  the  Scottish  banking  system  over  the  English  banking 
system,  even  in  a  monarchy;  and  this  has  been  ofiicially 
announced  to  the  Bank  of  England  by  the  British  minis- 
try, as  far  back  as  the  year  1836,  with  the  authentic  de- 
claration that  the  English  system  of  banking  must  be  asnmi- 
lated  to  the  Scottish  system,  and  that  her  exclusive  privi- 
lege could  never  be  renewed.  This  was  done  in  a 
correspondence  between  the  Earl  of  Liverpool,  first  I^ord 
of  the  Treasury,  and  Mr.  Robinson,  Chancellor  of  the  Bx- 
chequer,  on  one  side,  and  the  Governor  and  Deputy  Go- 
vernor of  the  Bank  of  England  on  the  other,  in  their 
letter  of  the  18th  January,  1826,  the  two  ministers,  ad- 
verting to  the  fact  of  the  stoppage  of  payment,  and  re- 
peated convulsions  of  the  Bank  of  England,  while  the 
Scottish  banks  had  been  wholly  free  from  such  calamities, 
declared  their  conviction  that  there  existed  an  unsound 
and  delusive  system  of  banking  in  England,  and  a  sound 
and  solid  system  in  Scotland!  And  they  gave  the  official 
aasitrance  of  the   British   Government,  that  neither  his 


Majesty's  ministers,  nor  Parliament,  would  ever  agree  to 
renew  the  charter  of  the  Bank  of  England  with  their  ex- 
clusive privileges'.  Exclusive  privileges,  they  said,  were 
out  of  fashion!  Nor  is  it  renewed  to  this  day,  though  the 
charter  is  within  nine  months  of  its  expiration! 

In  tlie  peculiar  excellence  of  the  Scottish  plan,  lies  a 
few  plain  and  obvious  principles,  closely  related  to  repub- 
lican ideas.  First.  No  exclusive  privileges.  Secondly. 
Three  independent  banks  to  check  and  control  each  other, 
and  diffuse  their  benefits,  instead  of  one  to  do  as  it  pleas- 
ed, and  monopolize  the  moneyed  power.  Thirdljp  The 
liability  of  each  stockholder  for  the  amount  of  his«tock, 
on  the  failure  of  the  bank  to  redeem  its  notes  in  specie. 
Fourtlily.  The  payment  of  a  moderate  interest  to  de- 
posites.  Upon  these  few  plain  principles,  all  of  them 
founded  in  republican  notions,  equal  rights,  and  equal 
justice,  the  ScoMish  banks  have  advanced  themselves  to 
the  first  rank  in  Europe,  have  eclipsed  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land, and  caused  it  to  be  condcfmned  in  its  own  country, 
and  have  made  themselves  the  model  of  all  future  bank- 
ing institutions  in  Great  Britain.  And  now,  it  would  be 
a  curious  political  phenomenon,  and  might  give  rise  to 
some  interesting  speculations  on  the  advance  of  free  prin- 
ciples jn  England,  and  their  decline  in  America,  if  the 
Scottish  republican  plan  of  bankings  sliould  be  rejected 
here,  while  preferred  there,  and  the  British  monarchiai 
plan,  which  is  condemned  there,  should  be  perpetuated 
here!  and  this  double  incongruity  committed  without  ne- 
cessity, without  excuse,  without  giving  the  people  time 
to  consider,  and  to  communicate  their  sentiments  to  their 
constituents,  when  there  is  four,  if  not  six  years,  for  them 
to  consider  the  u»bject  before  final  decision  is  required! 

Following  out  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Madison,  and  tak- 
ing the  Scottish  plan  for  his  basis,  Mr.  B.  said  he  had 
sketched  a  skeleton  plan  for  three  moderate  republican 
banks,  in  place  of  the  present  gigantic  monarchiai  one; 
and  would  submit  his  plan  for  the  consideration  and  im- 
provement of  those  who  advocated  the  establishment  of  a 
national  bank,  without  being  wedded  to  the  one  which  we 
copied  from  England,  and  the  original  of  which  is  now 
condemned  in  England. 

Mr.  B.  then  read  his  plan  as  follows: 

Plan  for  three  Banks* 

1.  Locations:  One  north  of  the' Potomac;  one  south 
of  that  river;  one  at  New  Orleans;  all  with  leave  to  es- 
tablish branches,  subject  to  taxation,  where  the  States 
may  permit. 

2.  Capital:  Not  to  exeeed  five  or  six  fntlliona  of  dollars 
each. 

3.  No  exclusive  privileges. 

4.  Each  stockholder  to  be  liable  to  Oie  amount  of  his 
stock  on  the  failui*e  of  the  bank  to  redeem  its  notes  in 
specie. 

5.  No  bonus  to  be  paid  to  tlie  United  States  fhr  their 
charters.  In  lieu  of  bonus,  the  interest  which  the  bank 
may  take  on  its  loanrand  discounts,  to  be  reduced  to  five 
per  centum. 

6.  United  States  to  own  no  stock. 

7.  Foreigners  to  own  none. 

8.  To  make  compensation  to  the  United  States  for  the 
use  of  public  deposites. 

9.  To  allow  a  moderate  ii^erest  to  other  deposites. 

10.  To  hold  no  real  estate  except  for  their  necessary 
accommodation. 

11.  No  membef  of  Congress,  or  officer  of  the  Federal 
Government,  to  be  a  stockholder  or  director. 

12.  No  person  to  be  a  stockholder  or  director  in  any 
two  of  these  banks  at  the  same  time. 

13.  To  issue  no  note  for  a  less  amount  than  130;  nor  to 
receive  or  pay  out  a  State  bank  note  of  less  ammmt. 

14.  Each  to  be  on  an  equal  footing  with  respect  to  the 
favors  of  the  Federal  Oovemment. 
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Mr.  B.  did  not  preient  this  sketch  as  a  perfect  plan. 
He  oitly  threw  it  out  for  connderatioii,  especially  for  the 
.consideration  of  the  people  who  he  hoped  would  be  al- 
lowed time  to  consider  it.     A  sun^stion  which  emanated 
from  Mr.  Madison-— principles  which  had  the  approbation 
of  Europe— certainly  deserved  consideration;  and  if  the 
plan  which  he  submitted  should  have  the  fortune  to  be 
perfected  and  recommended  by  a  committee  of  Congress, 
or  other  respectable  portions  of  the  community,  and  su- 
persede the  present  bank,  it  miffht  tend  to  lessen  the 
evil»,  and  to  diffuse  the  benefits  of  tlie  banking  system  in 
America.     The  detuls  of  the  plan  were  particularly  open 
to  improvement;  but  the  g^eat  principles  on  which  it  was 
founded,  he  held  to  be  incontrovertibly  and  immeasura- 
bly preferable  to  the  principles  on  which  the  present  Bank 
of  the  United  States  rested.     It  is  certunly  more  republi- 
can, for  it  avoids  monopoly  and  exclusive  privileges,  and 
diffuses  itself  over  the  great  sections  of  the  Union,  instead 
of  being  confined  to  a  single  city.     It  is  better  for  the 
people;  for  the  people  are  always  better  served  by  rival 
institutions  than  by  a  single  one.     It  is  better  for  the  Go- 
vernment: for  then  the  Governmwit  will  not  lie  at  the 
mercy  of  any  one  bank;  nor  be  forced  to  trust  all  its  mo- 
ney to  the  keeping  of  one;  nor  be  confined  to  the  recep- 
tion of  notes  issued  by  one;  nor  be  compelled  to  suspend 
important  payments,  for  example,  a  public  debt,  becaune 
any  one  of^  these  banks  may  have  become  so  crippled  and 
disibled  as  not  to  be  able  to  help  the  merchants  to  pay 
their  revenue  bonds.     It  will  be  better  for  our  free  insti- 
tutions: for  if  there  is  but  one  bank,  it  must  qnickly  fall 
into  the  hands  of  one  political  party,  to  be  used  for  the 
exaltation  of  themselves,  and  the  depression  of  their  ad- 
versaries; but  if  there  are  several,  each  party  may  find  a 
refuge  in  some  one  from  the  persecutions  of  the  -other. 
Tha  moderate  capitals  which  are  proposed  would  prevent 
them  from  being  too  powerful;  and  the  tendency  of  our 
political  parties  to  degenerate  into  sectional  parties,  would 
leave  the  bank  of  each  section  in  the  hands  of  the  domi- 
nant party  of  that  section;  while  the  branches  of  the 
other  banks  would  present  a  resource  to  the  minorities. 
As  for  the  story  that  the  present  Bank  of  the  United 
States  is  not  a  political  engine,  it  is  a  story  for  nurses  to 
tell,  and  for  children  to  believe.     It  is  a  political  engine! 
and  a  tremendous  one,  too!     Its  power  is  terrific,  and  ir- 
resistible, having^  the  secret,  ramified,  and  despotic  organi- 
zation of  the  Jesuits,  with  the  revenues  of  an  empire. 
No  individual  can  stand  before  it.     But  one  man  in  Ame- 
rica can  now  stand  before  it,  and  him  it  now  defies  to  the 
encounter!     If  victorious  now,  it  is  conqueror  forever. 
It  will  go  on  to  take  possession  of  all  power,  through  the 
medium  of  all  elections.     Senators,  Representatives,  Pre- 
sidents, Judges,  must  all  be  bank  men!  and  even  the 
State  legislatures  must  be  bank  Legislatures,  in  order 
to  secure  the  election  of  bank  Senators!     Mr.  B.  wished, 
in  the  first  place,  to  destroy  this  tremendous  power — ^to 
extirpate  it,  root  and  branch,  from  the  country.     If  that 
could  not  be  done,  he  was  for  weakening  the  monster 
which  he  cotlld  not  kill;  he  was  for  republicanizing,  as  far 
as  it  could  be  done,  the  odious  and  dangerous  monarchial 
features  which  it  contained;  he  was  for  superseding  the 
mammoth  Institution  by  smaller  ones,  which  would  be  less 
formidable  to  the  liberties  of  the  country,  and  more  man- 
ageable by  the  representatives  of  the  people. 

Next  to  the  political  advantages  whicn  would  result 
from  diffusing  the  banking  power,  would  be  the  pecuniary 
advantage  to  the  South  and  West,  in  emancipating  them 
from  subjection  to  a  remote  and  rival  section  of  the  Union, 
and  rendering  them  masters  of  their  own  moneyed  system. 
At  present,  the  moneyed  system  of  every  Southern  and 
Western  city  is  under  the  domination  of  the  Northeast. 
The  consequence  of  this  domination  is  a  reversal  of  ever}' 
natural  relation  between  these  sections  of  the  Union,  and 
the  impoverishment  and  exhaustion  of  the  dependent  parts. 


Looking  at  their  respective  resources,  and  the  compara- 
tive exportalions  of  domestic  productions,  and  the  South 
and  West  should  be  infinitely  richer  than  the  Northeast; 
and  so  they  undoubtedly  would  have  been,  liad  it  not  been 
for  a  series  of  federal  legislative  ac^,  of  which  the  esta- 
blishment of  the  United  States'  Jiank  is  the  most  disastrous 
and  oppressive.  As  the  sources  of  national  wealtli  in  the 
production  of  the  great  staple  exporti^^cotton,  tobacco, 
rice,  provisions — they  should  abound  with  gold  and  silver; 
exchange  should  be  in  their  favor;  their  local  bank  paper 
should  be  in  demand  every  where;  they  should  be  the 
largest  importing  quarters  of  the  Union.  But  not  being 
masters  of  thoir  own  moneyed  system,  tliey  retain  none  of 
these  advantages  which  nature  so  bountifully  bestowed 
upon  them.  Their  gold  and  silver  is  drained  off  to  the 
seat  of  the  moneyed  powers;  exchangee  is  against  them, 
because  they  are  debtors,  instead  of  being  creditors,  to 
the  Northeastern  section  of  the  Union;  their  bank  notes 
are  at  a  discount  e\''ery  where,  because  it  is  the  interest 
of  the  moneyed  power  to  disparage  them;  imports  they 
hardly  possess  at  all,  because  it  requires  capital,  that  is  to 
say,  money,  to  establish  importing  houses,  and  pay  the 
duties  on  imported  goods.  Witliout  money,  without  the 
control  of  their  own  moneyed  system,  tlie  Southern  and 
Western  cities  cannot  have  the  benefit  of  their  own  com* 
merce.  Their  produce  is  bought  by  non-resident  mer- 
chants; the  imports  and  the  profits  go  to  distant  and  rival 
cities;  and  thus  it  is  that  New  Orleans,  with  an  exporta- 
tion of  thirteen  millions  of  domestic  produce,  imports  but 
seven  millions  of  foreign 'goods;  Mobile,  wi^h  as  larg^  a 
domestic  export  as  Philadelphia,  imports  but  150,000  dol- 
lars; Charleston,  with  an  exportation  of  seven  millions, 
imports  one  million;  Virginia,  with  an  exportation  of  five 
millions,  imports  but  half  a  million;  while  Philadelphia, 
with  a  domestic  exportation  of  three  millions,  imports  nine 
millions;  New  York,  with  tlie  same  exportation  with  New 
Orleans,  imports  thirty  to  forty  millions;  and  so  of  all  the 
oilier  cities  in  the  section  of  the  moneyed  power.  The 
unnatural  state  of  the  moneyed  system,  chiefly  induced  by 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  is  the  principal  cause  ol 
these  unnatural  results.  Abolish  that  bank;  let  each  sec- 
tion of  the  Union  become  the  master  of  its  own  money 
markets,  ami  imports  and  exports  would  quickly  balance 
each  other.  New  Orleans  and  Charleston  would  take  new 
and  sigantic  starts.  Every  Southern  and  Western  town 
would  immediately  feel  the  advantage  of  their  moneyed 
independence. 

Mr.  B.  concludc<l  with  saying  that  the  plan  which  he 
suggested  was  not  only  to  be  republican,  but  American; 
it  was  to  admit  of  no  stockholders  but  those  who  were 
citizens.  The  present  Bank  of  the  United  States  was  full 
of  foreigners.  It  was  monarchial  in  its  organization,  and 
foreign  m  its  character.  The  former  Bank  of  the  United 
States  was  justly  odious,  and  truly  condemned,  on  account 
of  its  foreign  composition;  and  the  present  bank  was  more 
largely  imbued  with  foreign  capital  than  the  former  one 
was.  Foreigners,  in  the  former  bank,  held  but  18,000 
stiafes  of  $400  each,  making  $7,300,000  of  stock;  in  the 
present  bank,  they  own  84,055  shares  of  $100  each,  mak- 
ing $8,405,500  of  stock.  It  is  to  no  purpose  to  say  the 
foreigners  have  no  votes:  those  who  have  the  money  will 
rule  in  all  moneyed  institutions.  I'hey  had  no  votes  in  the 
former  bank;  but  the  republicans  of  1811  would  not  tole- 
rate an  institution  of  which  they  were  members.  The  best 
feature  in  the  Scottish  plan  of  bankings — ^the  best  which, 
he  proposed  in  the  plan  he  had  sketched — was  tlie  liabili- 
ty of  stockholders  for  the  amount  of  their  stock.  This, 
of  course,  would  require  American  stockholders;  as  a  pri- 
vilege to  sue  British  lords  and  ladies  in  England,  Scotland, 
and  Ireland,  wotild  be  a  nugatory  and  ridiculous  provision. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  made  a  few  remarks,  in  reply  to  his 
colleague,  [Mr.  Bentox.)  That  gentleman  had  opposed 
the  consideration  of  the  bank  question  at  the  present  time, 
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and  one  of  the  reasons  given  by  him  was,  that,  by  a  post* 
ponement  until  after  the  next  Presidential  election,  the 
President  would  be  relieved  from  a  cross  fire  from  the 
friends  and  opponents  of  the  bank,  with  regaixl  to  bis  ap- 
proval  or  veto  of  the  bill. 

[Mr.  BENTON  explained  that  such  was  not  his  mean- 
ing'. The  idea  intended  to  be  conveyed  by  him  was,  that 
the  bill,  if  acted  on  now,  would  necessaiily  be  connected 
with  the  Presidential  election,  not  that  the  President  him- 
self would  be  embarrassed  by  it] 

Mr.  BUGKNER  said  be  was  glad  to  hear  the  gentle- 
man's disclaimer,  for  he  had  apprehended  differently  the 
tenor  of  the  gentleman's  remarks.  But,  lest  others  might 
entertain  similar  views,  he  would  say  a  word  or  two  on 
the  subject.  If  the  President  had  placed  himself,  or  his 
friends  had  placed  him,  in  such  a  position  as  to  be  em- 
barrassed by  the  decision  of  this  great  question,  it  was 
not  the  fault  of  the  friends  of  the  bank,  nor  was  it  their 
duty  to  relieve  him  from  the  cross  fire  that  might,  in  con 
sequence,  be  directed  against  him.  Who  was  it,  asked 
Mr.  B.,  that  first  brought  up  the  bank  question,  continual- 
ly teasing  both  Congress  and  the  public  with  their  oppo- 
sition to  the  institution^  .It  was  not  the  friends  of  the 
hank,  but  rather  those  who  now  thought  to  entrench 
themselves  behind  the  new  census.  A  postponement  on 
buch  grounds  would  never  be  sanctionea  by  the  people  of 
the  United  States;  and  he  entertained  a  different  opinion 
of  the  President,  to  whom  he  had  always  given  his  support,- 
to  believe  that  any  action  on  the  question  could  place  him 
in  a  situation  of  embarrassment.  But  why  postpone  this 
question,  more  than  any  other,  until  the  Congress  under 
the  new  census?  If  we  wait  until  then  before  we  act  on 
this  important  national  question,  that  a  decision  may  be 
made  on  it  by  a  fuller  representation  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States,  does  not  the  same  reason  apply  with  equal 
force  to  oUier. great  national  que8tions--to  the  tiiriff*,  in 
which  all  tlie  people  of  the  United  States  are  interested; 
and  to  the  public  lands,  more  peculiarly  interesting  to  the 
people  of  the  West,  both  of  which  the  gentleman  is  so 
anxious  to  bring  forward }  Why  should  we  now  press  the 
land  question,  of  such  all-absorbing  interest  to  the  people 
of  the  West,  on  the  very  heels  of  a  Congfress  in  which,  as 
the  gentleman  miys,  their  representation  will  be  increased 
by  twenty-one  members.  1  ask,  why  should  we  postpone 
the  bank  question  for  the  consideration  of  a  Congress 
under  the  new  census,  rather  than  the  question  of  the  pub- 
lic lands?  Sir,  if  tlie  principle  of  the  gentleman  pre- 
vails, every  great  national  <|uestion  must  be  laid  aside, 
for  the  like  reasons;  and  it  will,  in  future  times,  be 
looked  to  as  a  precedent,  and  the  last  Congress  under  an 
apportionment  will  postpone  every  important  national 
question  for  the  consideration  of  their  successors.  Mr.  B. 
would  liave  been  willing  to  have  postponed  the  bank  bill 
altogether  until  the  next  Congress,  liad  not  the  subject 
been  forced  upon  their  attention  by  the  opponents  of  the 
bank,  and  compelled  its  friends  to  act.  As  it  was,  he  was 
ready  to  decide  on  it  now,  holding  himself,  as  he  did  on  all 
public  questions,  responsible  to  lr.s  country  and  to  his 
constituents. 

Mr.  BENTON  aaid  that,  as  the  amendment  was  of  great 
importance,  and  as  a  number  of  Senators  were  absent,  he 
would  move  an  adjournment — negatived,  19  to  23. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  had  a  few  obser\'ations  to  make  in  an- 
swer to  the  gentleman  from  Missouri,  [Mr.  Bkhtoh,]  on 
the  postponement  of  the  bill  to  a  more  advanced  period, 
lie  had  suggested  that  party  feelings  would  be  engender- 
ed with  it,  and  that,  in  consequence  of  the  Presidential 
election,  it  would  become  a  party  question  with  the  peo- 
ple, and  therefore  ought  to  be  postponed.  He  would 
reply  to  the  gentleman,  that  tlie  question  has  been  press- 
ed on  Congress  thisver)'  session  by  the  President  himself, 
and  their  acting  on  it  is  in  perfect  accordance  with  the 
sentiments  he  has  expressed. 


[Mr.  CukTTOir  here  read  the  paragraph  in  the  last 
message  in  reference  to  the  subject.] 

As  he  [Mr.  C]  understood  the  sentence,  tlie  President 
had  conceived  it  his  duty  to  press  the  early  deciaion  of 
this  important  question  on  the  people,  nor  could  he  see, 
nor  appreciate,  the  principle  laid  down  by  the  gentleman, 
[Mr.  B.,]  how  it  could  influence  the  election,  or  be  put 
aside  on  that  account,  when  they  were  told  it  had  been 
brought  before  them  by  the  President  himself. 

But  agun,  he  [Mr.  C]  would  inquire  of  the  Senator 
from  Missouri,  if  his  argument  were  now  good,  as  to  its 
postponement  till  the  time  of  tbe.expiration  of  the  charter, 
why  he  had  so  8t|«nuously  pressed  a  decision  on  the  ques- 
tion even  last  session.  If  the  gentleman's  memory  will  only 
serve  him,  or  if  lie  will  turn  Co  what  is  recorded  on  tlieir 
journals,  he  will  find  thatf*on  the  2d  of  February,  1831,  a 
resolution  was  introdocad  by^  himself,  that  *'  the  sense  of 
Congress  should  be  expressed  against  renewing  the  char- 
ter.'' In  that  year  the  gentleman  had 'thought  it  right  for 
Cong^ss  to  pass  on  its  constitutionality-^why  not  now,  in 
1832?  He  [Mr.  C]  could  not  see  the  force  of  the  gentle- 
man's reasoning  respecting  the  new  ratio.  The  President 
had  not  referred  to  it,  nor  was  it  probable  it  liad  ever  oc- 
curred to  him;  and  it  appeared  to  him  [Mr.  C]  that  the 
PreMdent  bad  placed  it  before  the  present  Congress.  He 
trusted,  he  was  confident,  that,  ia  deciding  the  questioo, 
party  feelings  would  have  no  place.  He  perfectly  agreed 
with  the  honorable  chairman  of  the  committee,  [Mr.  Dal- 
LA.8,]  that  it  should  be  solely  a  legislative  business,  and 
that  they  shoQld  act  on  it  as  such,  and  not  suflTer  them- 
selves to  be  carried  away  by  any  bias  or  prejudice  what- 
ever, or  other  feelings.  It  was  a  measure  in  which  the 
interests  of  the  whole  American  people  were  involved, 
and  if  auglit  of  party  feelings  would  have  place,  they  would 
not  be  introduced' by  himself,  or  the  friends  with  whom 
he  gencniUy  coincided  in  sentiment.  There  was  no  occa* 
sion  for  him  to  dwell  on  tlie  general  features  of  the  mea- 
sure, after  tlie  eloquent  remarks  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Wkbstbr]  yesterday ;  he  would  mere- 
ly refer  to  the  plan  proposed  by  tlie  gentleman  from  Mis- 
souri, of  establishing  three  separate  banka— 'One  at  New 
Orleans,  one  at  Richmond  or  Charleston,  and  one  nortli 
of  the  Potomac. 

This  scheme  of  revolutionizing  the  banking  system  was 
fraught  with  more  evil;  it  would  necessarily  create  a  rival- 
ry between  the  different  interests;  give  rise  to  more  sec- 
tional feelings;  would  tend  to  dissever  the  Ujiion;  and 
there  would  be  an  end  to  all  uniformity  of  currency.  He 
considered  that  the  South  and  the  West  were  more  bene- 
fited by  a  United  States'  Bank  than  the  other  parta  of  the 
Union.  Its  benefits  were  a  sound  currency,  and  a  unifor- 
mity in  tlie  value  of  the  circulating  medium;  mo  that,  in  all 
places,  the  value  of  a  representative  by  paper  was  equal- 
ized and  ascertained. 

The  grt* at  evils  that  were  felt  on  the  refusal  to  recliar- 
ter  the  old  bank,  must  be  remembered.  Tliey  arose  from 
the  immense  quantity  of  paper  that  was  then  pat  into  cir- 
culation throughout  all  parts  of  the  country.  This  paper 
was  so  abundant,  that  any  man  could  obtain  what  be  wish- 
ed, by  simply  putting  down  his  name.  Property,  in  con- 
sequence, rose  above  its  real  value;  and  the  effect  was, 
before  the  opening  of  the  new  bank  could  take  place,  and 
the  depreciation  of  things  to  their  intrinsic  standard,  that, 
for  every  dollar  that  had  k>een  borrowed,  two  had  to  b^ 
paid.  But  he  had  not  intended  to  enter  on  the  general 
question;  his  object  had  merely  been,  in  rising,  to  reply 
to  the  proposition  for  postponing  the  measure;  and  he 
could  not  see  how  it  could  be  eflfected  by  the  new  repre- 
sentation. This  body,  next  year,  would  be  the  same,  with 
probably  a  single  exception  that  might  arise  in  oonaec^uence 
of  death  or  resignation;  and,  as  regarded  the  election*  it 
would  be  known  that  we  were  acting  in  conformity  with 
the  President's  wish,  to  go  on  with  it  in  the  present  session. 
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Mr.  DALLAS,  »1m>i  mide  some  remarka  in  reply  to  Mr. 
BxvTOBT,  and  in  favor  Of  immediate  action  on  the  question. 

Mr.  BENTON  sud  that  the  President,  in  the  passage 
read  by  the  Senator  from  Dehiware,  left  the  discusnon  of 
the  question  to  the  representatives  of  the  people  and  to 
the  people  themselves.  The  people  themselves  had  not 
yet  bad  an  opportunity  to  discuss  the  question.  They  had 
not  been  able  to  read,  much  less  to  consider,  anv  thin§^ 
in  regard  to  the  question.  Congress  had  collected  infor- 
mation, stated  facts,  and  drawn  up  reasofiings  upon  the 
Suestion,  all  which  had  been  ordered  to  be  printed  for 
istribution  among  the  people.  But  if  we  would  give  ef- 
fect to  the  order  to  print,  if  we  would  give  effect  to  the 
Executive  recommendation,  we  must  let  the  people  have 
time  to  read  what  we  may  submit  to  them.  The  effect 
and  purpose  of  the  resolution  submitted  by  him  last  year 
was  to  excite  discussion,  not  to  decide  this  question.  It 
is  by  discustton  here  that  the  people  abroad  are  informed. 
Ue  did  not  object  to  the  discussion  now,  only  for  the  rea- 
son that  the  discussion  will  interfere  with  other  business, 
and  detain  os  from  our  homes. 

Mr.  MARC  Y  said  he  hoped  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts would  put  his  proposition  in  blank,  that  we  may  in- 
crease the  amount  of  the  bonus.  It  had  been  declared  by 
a  very  intelligent  friend  of  the  bank,  that  the  renewal  of 
the  charter  would  increase  the  value  of  the  stocky  by  the 
amount  of  seventeen  millions  of  dollars.  It  was  proper, 
therefore,  that  the  Government  should  have  a  suitable 
equivalent  for  the  benefit  thus  to  be  conferred  on  the 
stockholders. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  Mr.  Wxbstka's  amend- 
iiient,aiia  it  was  decided  in  the  afBrmative— yeas32,  nays  10. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BENTON,  the  yeas  and  nays  being 
desired  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators  present,  those  who 
voted  are  as  follows: 

^YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
xon^  Dallas,  EUis,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Grundy, 
Hayne,  Hendricks,  Johnston,  King,  Knight,  Miller, 
Moore,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robin- 
son, Seymour,  Silsbee,  Tarewell,  Tipton,  Tomlinson, 
Waggaman,  Webster,  White,  Wilkins. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Dickerson,  Du^ey, 
Hillf  Mangum,  Marcy,  Smith,  Sprague,  Troup. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  then  submitted  two  amendn^ents,  and 
moved  that  they  be  printed;  which  was  ordered. 

The  first  authorizes  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in 
addition  to  that  now  held  by  thetJnited  States,  to  purchase 
stock  in  the  bank  to  an  amount  net  exceeding  three  mil- 


of  the  Whole,  the  amendment  reported  by  the  Committee 
on  Indian  Affairs,  appropriating  5,000dollars  to  be  expend* 
ed,  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  for  the 
retief  of  the  Seminole  Indians,  on  account  of  the  failure  of 
their  crops  last  year. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  TIPTON  then  moved  to  amend  the  biU,  by  strikin|^ 
out  the  proviso  that  no  portion  of  the  money  appropri- 
ated by  this  bill  shall  be  used  to  reward  agents  for  setthng 
disputes  among  themselves. 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN,  regarding  this  as  the  best 
feature  in  the  bill,  objected  to  its  being  stricken  out,  and 
asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  question. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  TIPTON  asked  if  it  would  not  be  better  to  permit 
a  few  blankets  to  be|^ven  to  divert  the  Indians  from  their 
customary  habit  of  having  blood  for  blood,  than  to  risk 
the  repetition  of  outrages  similar  to  those  which  had  been 
perpetrated  by  the  Sacs  or  the  Menominees.  A  discre- 
tionary power  confided  to  Uie  agents  might  prevent  this 
effusion  of  blood. 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN  replied  that  the  committee  of 
the  other  House  had  inserted  in  the  bill  the  clause  which  it 
was  now  propo^d  to  strike  out)  and  he  conndered  that, 
in  introducing  it,  the  committee  had  done  a  great  public 
service.  He  did  not  wish  to  see  a  continuance  of  this  sys- 
tem of  bribefi,  but  would  prefer  that  a  moral  influence 
should  be  brought  to  bear  upon  these  people.  If  the 
agents  were  to  tell  them  that,  unless  thev  abandone<l  their 
sanguinary  habits,  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
womd  withdraw  its  countenance  and  protection  fVom  them, 
it  would  have  more  influence  than  all  the  bribes  which 
could  be  given  them,  in  the  form  of  blankets  and  rum. 
He  was  desirous  to  prevent  agents  from  exercising  this  dis- 
cretionary power;  and  hoped  the  vote  of  the  Senate  would 
sustain  the  course  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  WHITE  made  a  few  observations  similar  in  th«r 
import,  stating  that  the  gentleman  of  the  other  House  who 
had  introduced  the  ckuse,  and  in  whose  opinion  he  had 
much  confidence,  believed  that  disputes  were  sometimes 
got  up  for  the  purpose  of  obtuning  the  rewards  held  out 
by  Government.  He  knew  of  no  such  practices  him- 
self; but,  if  they  existed,  they  ought  to  be  discouraged. 
He  thought  the  motion  calculated  to  embarrass  the  bill, 
and  was  sorry  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  had  made  it. 
He  would  be  compeUed  to  vote  against  it. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  to  amendi 
and  decided  aa  follows: 


lions  of  dollars;  and  the  second  provides  that  Cong^essniay^^i^  YEAS. — Messrs.   Dallas,   Forsyth,   Hendricks,   King, 


hereafter  pass  a  law  restraining  the  bank,  or  any  of  its 
branches,  from  making  or  keeping  in  circulation,  after 
the  4th  of  March,  1836,  any  notes  or  bills  of  less  amount 
than  — — *—  dollars. 

Mr.  HAYNE  rose  to  inquire  whether  the  gentleman 
proposed,  by  his  first,  amendment,  that  the  United  States 
should  subscribe  for  the  additional  stock  at  its  par  value, 
or  ffo  into  the  market  and  purchase  it  at  the  market  price* 
If  the  latter,  he  would  suggest  that  Congress  could,  at  any 
time  hereafter,  if  thus  disposed  to  invest  its  surplus  reve- 
nue, pass  a  law  to  buy  stock  to  the  amount  that  it  might 
be  deemed  proper  at  the  time  to  hold.  There  was  no 
necessity  for  appending  such  a  provision  to  the  charter, 
unless  it  was  intended  to  give  the  United  States  an  advan- 
tage over  other  purchasers  in  the  market 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CLAYTON, 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

MoxDAT,  Mat  38. 
INDIAN  APPROPRIATIONS. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  WHITE,  the  Senate  postponed  all 


Smith,  Tipton,  Wagnman. — 7> 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Brown,  Backner,  Chambers, 
Clay,  Clayton,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Foot,  Frelinghujrsen, 
Grundy,  Hill,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  Knight,  Mangum, 
Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss, 
Robbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Sprague,  Taze- 
well, Tomlinson,  Troup,  Webster,  White,  Wukins.— 34. 

So  the  motion  was  negatived. 

The  bin  was  then  reported  to  the  Senate  as  amended; 
and  the  amendments  bemg  concurred  in,  the  bill  was  or- 
dered to  be  engrossed,  and  read  a  third  time. 

Mr.  CLAY  presented  a  petition  from  Geor^  Johnson 
and  others,  of  New  York,  manufacturers  of  hair  cloth,  &c. 
praying  tiiat  the  reduction  of  duties  proposed  by  the  Se- 
cretary of  the  Treasury  might  not  become  a  law. 

Mr.  C,  in  presenting  this  petition,  availed  himself  of  the 
opportunity  to  state  that,  from  this  petition,  and  fi^m  a 
number  of  letters  which  had  been  addressed  to  him,  con- 
cemin|^  the  state  of  our  manufactures,  and  the  prosperous 
condition  of  some  of  them,  he  had  become  convinced  that  it 
was  a  solemn  duty  which  Congress  owed  to  the  country  to 


the  preceding  orders,  and  took  up  the  bill  making  appro-  'proceed  in  the  work  of  regulating  the  duties  with  the 
priations  for  the  Indian  Department  for  the  year  1833.       greatest  caution.  They  might  not  be  aware  that  they  were 
The  Senate  then  procedeed  to  consider,  u  in  Committee  ^  giving  a  fatal  stroke  to  some  branches  of  the  arts,  while 
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tncMitioudy  leg^Uting  on  the  fubject,  which  more  full 
consideration  would  haye  induced  them  to  avoid.     He  had 
thouf^ht  it  his  dut^  to  make  this  remark,  and  he  would 
move  that  the  petition  be  laid  on  the  table  and  printed. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

The  Senate  then  again  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill 
to  modify  and  continue  the  charter  of  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States. 

The  question  being  on  the  amendments  proposed  by 
Mr.  WsssTSB,  being  in  substance-^ 

1st.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  should,  at  any 
time  hereafter,  when  directed  by  tiie  President,  have  the 
power  to  purchase  additional  stock  in  the  bank  to  an 
amount  not  exceeding  thi-ee  miUimisi  and 

3d.  That  it  should  not  be  biwful  for  the  bank,  after  the 
4th  of  March,  1831,  to  issue  any  notes  of  a  less  value  than 
— —  dirflarp. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  acceded  to  the  suggestion  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  South  Carolina,  that,  in  reference  to  his  nrst 
amendment,  Congress  could  act  hereafter,  whenever  such 
action  should  be  called  for  by  circumstances.  He  would 
not  therefore  press  that  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  then  withdrawn. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  a  few  words  in  defence  of  his  se- 
cond amendment,  which  imposed  no  restriction  until  after 
the  expiration  of  the  present  charter.  The  effect  of  fais 
proposition  would  be  to  introduce  more  specie  into  cir- 
culation, and  to  banish  the  small  notes  with  which  the 
oountry  is  inundated.  He  moved  to  fill  the  blank  with 
ten  dollars,  but  ezpresped  his  willingness  to  vote  for  a 
higher  restriction,  if  anv  Senator  should  move  it. 

Mr.  BENTON  would  propose  to  substitute  twenty  dol- 
lars, and  would  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  question. 
He  alluded  to  the  precedent  in  England  of  fixing  on  a  higli 
amount,  and  to  the  evils  that  had  occurred  from  a  contra- 
ry system,  by  the  efforts  of  counterfeiters  being  confined 
to  notes  of  nnall  amount,  as  circulating  among  the  labor- 
ing and  poorer  classes,  who  were  less  able  to  detect  the 
forgery*  The  notes  of  the  United  States'  Bank,  also,  cir- 
culating to  the  greatest  distance,  where  counterfeits  were 
less  liwle  to  be  detected,  if  of  a  low  aonount,  and  thus 
circulating  among  the  marketing  class,  might  induce  the 
same  evils. 

Mr.  FOOT  was  in  favor  of  the  amendment,  but  not  in 
the  extent  of  the  gentleman  fi*om  Missouri,  [Mr.  Bxhtov.] 
Eig[ht  vears  ago,  he  [Mr.  F.]  had  made  an  attempt  to  pro- 
hibit the  circulaitian  of  notes  under  five  dollars.  He  be- 
lieved, if  the  measure  could  be  made  general — ^if  the 
power  extended  to  raise  the  amount  of  State  notes,  it 
would  have  the  effect  to  increase  the  circulation  of  specie. 
He  would  be  in  favor  of  making  it  ten  doUarsf  but  not  till 
the  State  banks,  by  one  consent,  shall  limit  theirs  to  five 
dollars.  For,  if  the  notes  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  SUtes 
were  high,  no  benefit  from  it  would  accrue  to  the  coun- 
try; for  they  would  not  be  brought  in  circulation  through 
the  States.  He  was  willing  to  leave  a  discretionary  power 
in  Congress,  when  the  States  would  come  into  it. 

Mr.  SMITH  was  in  fiivor  of  the  limitation  often  dollars; 
but  would  be  opposed  to  a  hifher  restriction  than  fis^  dol- 
lars, ui^ess  the  States  were  limited  to  be  under  five  dol- 
lars. Of  all  the  evils  that  could  befall  the  country,  that  of 
a  sudden  return  to  a  specie  currency  would  be  the  worst 
If  it  were  to  be  brought  about,  it  must  be  gradually. 

Mr.  CLAY  mei>tioned  the  state  of  the  banking  system 
in  Kentucky — tlie  failure  of  several  banks.  When  he  first 
heard  the  amendment,  he  was  opposed  to  it.  The  propo- 
sition to  pass  an  enactment  thus  restricting  the  amount  of 
the  notes,  would  seriously  affect  the  resources  of  that 
State — they  had  no  bank  erf*  their  own,  and,  by  raising  the 
notes  of  the  bank  above  five  dollars,  they  would  have  to 
have  recourse  to  the  notes  of  their  neighboring  States  for 


their  circulating  medium,  to  trsAsact  their  ordinaiy  busi- 
ness and  dealing.  Therefore,  he  was  opposed  to  a  higher 
sum  than  ten  oollars,  and  would  only  agree  to  this,  as  a 
discretionary  favor  resting  in  Congress  whether  it  might 
be  prudent  hereafter  to  fix  on  that  amount. 

After  a  few  remarks  from  Mr.  FOOT  and  Mr.  CHAM- 
BERS, the  question  was  taken  on  filling  the  blank  with 
twenty  dollars,  when  it  was  agreed  toj  and  the  amend- 
ment thus  shaped  was  concurred  in. 

Mr.  MOORE  then  moved  his  amendment,  Ist,  that  no 
branch  should  be  established  in  any  State,  without  the  aa- 
sent  of  the  State;  and,  2d,  that  every  branch  shall  be  lia- 
ble to  taxation  in  the  State  as  the  State  banks  are,  or  in 
proportion  as  other  property  is  taxed. 

Mr.  Holmes  asked  for  a  division  of  the  ameodmenC. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  moved  a  modification  of  the  amend- 
ment, so  as  to  exclude  so  much  of  it  as  requires  the  assent 
of  the  States  to  the  location  of  a  branch  within  their  limits. 
His  reason  was,  that,  as  some  of  the  States  entertained 
doubts  as  to  the  constitutionality  of  the  power  exercised  in 
the  establishment  of  these  branches,  ne  did  not  devre 
that  they  should  be  placed  in  a  situation  to  be  sufiicrers  on 
account  of  their  conscientious  scruples.  If  there  were 
local  as  well  as  general  benefits  resulting  from  these  e^ 
tablishmcnts,  these  States  ought  not  to  be  shut  out  from  the 
enjoyment  of  these  advantages  on  account  of  their  doubts. 

Some  discussion  took  place  on  this  proposition,  in  which 
Messrs.  SPRAGUE,  EWING,  FORSYTH,  KANE,  BEN- 
TON,BUCKN£R,  MILLER,  KING,  CHAMBERS,CLAY, 
and  TAZEWELL  took  part. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  said  this  amendment  contained  two 
distinct  propositions,  which  ou§^t  to  have  been  separately 
presented  for  discussion.  The  two  propositions  received 
the  consideration  of  the  committee:  it  was  determined  final- 
ly to  limit  the  extension  of  the  branches  to  the  number 
already  established,  unless  bv  the  consent  of  the  States, 
and  to  take  a  bonus,  in  lieu  of  all  other  taxes^  either  €>f  the 
General  Government  or  of  the  States. 

It  is  no  w  proposed  to  reverse  both,  first,  by  making  the 
operation  of  the  charter  depend  on  the  consent  of  the 
States  to  tlie  establishment  of  a  branch  within  their  limits 
and  jurisdiction,  and  then  to  give  the  States  the  further 
power  of  taxing  them. 

Both  of  these,  if  adopted,  defeat  totally  the  end  of  the 
charter,  or  they  make  the  operation  of  an  act  of  CoDg^ees 
depend  on  the  will  of  each  of  the  States.  These  propo- 
sitions are  fbunded  either  on  constitutional  objections  to 
the  power  of  Congress  over  tlie  subject,  or  on  the  expe- 
diency of  the  exercise  of  this  restraining  power  oo  the  part 
of  the  several  States. 

With  regard  then,  Ist,  to  the  constitutional  power.  The 
passage  of  the  act  presupposes  tlie  poweri  and  besides 
tlie  sanction  of  all  the  branches  of  the  Government,  which 
it  must  receive,  it  has  already  been  twice  chartered,  and 
sustained  by  the  j udgment  of  the  S upreme  Court.  Those 
who  believe  there  is  no  power  to  grant  the  charter,  cannot 
save  their  consciences,  or  the  constitution  either,  by  this 
limitation. 

We  either  have  the  power,  or  we  have  not.  *  If  we  have 
it,  the  assent  of  the  States  is  not  necessary  to  confer  or 
confinn  it.  If  we  have  not  the  power,  they  cannot  give 
it  by  tlieir  assent.  It  either  derogates  from  the  power,  or 
implies  a  doubt  of  the  authority  of  Congress,  or  it  obtains 
for  them  the  authority  to  do  what  is  otnerwise  aa  uncon- 
stitutional act,  by  unconstitutional  means.  If  we  have  the 
power,  it  is  plenary  ^  if  we  have  it  not»  it  cannot  be  con* 
ferred  by  the  assent  or  sanction  of  one  or  all  the  States. 
It  can  only  be  given  by  an  amendment  to  the  constitution. 

Now,  2d]y,  with  regard  to  the  expediency.  It  is  to 
give  tlic  States  the  nower  to.  defeat,  and  one  of  them  nay, 
and  probably  will,  aefeat  the  operation  of  the  law.  The 
bank  is  instituted  for  great  national  purposes^  not  for  the 
mere  pecuniary  benefit  of  the  States^  although  that  is  a 
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I^reat  object — ^not  for  the  benefit  of  stockholders — not  for 
the  mere  diicounting  of  notes — ^but  to  receive  and  distri- 
bate  the  revenue — ^to  furnish  a  sound  currency,  a  general 
medium  of  circulation  through  all  the  States — ^to  equalize 
exchange,  and  other  objects  of  a  public  nature. 

How  can  these  purposes  be  attained,  unless  the  branches 
are  established  in  all  the  commercial  States?  Two-thirds 
of  the  revenue  is  received  in  the  single  city  of  New  York. 
That  great  emporium  is  also  the  centre  of  a  great  part  of 
all  the  commerce  of  the  United  States;  and  perhaps  half 
of  all  the  bills,  domestic  and  foreign,  either  pass  through 
or  terminate  there.  IfNew  York  refuses  to  admit  a  branch, 
where  and  how  will  you  receive  the  revenue,  and  how 
distribute  it?  How  can  you  regulate  exchange,  or  furnish 
a  general  circulation?  Will  not  that  single  State,  then, 
counteract  the  design  of  Congress  ?  And  other  intermedi- 
ate Stfttes  would  do  the  same  thing.  Suppose  Louisiana 
should  refuse,  must  the  benefit  of  this  charter  to  all  the 
Western  States  be  defeated  by  her  refusal  to  admit  a 
branch  into  her  city,  the  commercial  centre  of  at  least  ten 
States  in  the  Union?  If,  therefore,  the  bank  is  founded 
on  any  public  national  objects,  and  it  can  be  justified  on 
BO  other,  is  it  wise  and  proper  to  make  its  utility  depend 
on  the  assent  of  each  of  the  States?  To  give  them  the 
power  by  anticipation  to  annul  our  own  laws,  and  defeat 
the  wisest  purposes? 

With  regard  to  the  power  of  taxation.  It  matters  litde 
to  the  bank  whether  they  pay  a  bonus  to  the  Government, 
or  a  tax  to  the  States— but  both  would  be  unjust.  If  they 
pay  it  to  us,  it  either  goes  to  the  treasury  for  the  use  and 
benefit  of  all,  or  it  may  be  applied,  in  our  discretion,  to 
any  public  object,  or  divided  among  the  States.  If  we 
give  the  power  to  the  States  to  tax,  it  will  operate  more 
ntvorably  upon  some  States.  Louisiana  would  receive  a 
much  larger  share,  from  being  the  emporium  of  the  West, 
than  the  other  States.  Besides,  the  power  to  tax,  as  a 
franchise,  is  an  unlimited  power  over  the  subject,  and  may 
be  u«ed  to  exclude  or  expel  the  bank  from  the  State.  If 
you  give  the  power  to  tax  like  other  banks,  some  States 
nave  no  banks,  and  many  do  not  tax  their  banks;  some  do 
tax  them,  but  in  general  they  stipulate  a  bonus.  If  like 
other  property,  there  will  be  the  difficulty  of  ascertwning 
the  capital  and  regulating  the  rates;  collision  with  the 
States  hostile  to  the  bank  will  be  unavoidable. 

Besides,  why  confer  the  power  ?  1  f  they  have  the  pow- 
er,  then  it  is  unnecessary  5  if  they  have  not,  shall  Congress 
give  the  States  the  power  to  do  what  they  can  do  without, 
and  at  the  same  time  to  destroy  a  ^at  national  institution  ? 
The  juriscUction  over  the  subj  ect  is  exclusive.  The  assent 
or  the  States  is  no  more  necessary'or  proper  than  it  would 
be  to  ask  them  to  establish  a  custom-house,  or  to  carry  the 
mail  or  march  troops  within  their  linuts. 

The  amount  of  uie  bonus — ^how  we  sliall  employ  it,  or 
divide  it,  is  a  distinct  question. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  he  trusted  the  Senate  would  not 
act  on  these  proposition*,  without  fully  understanding  their 
bearing  and  extent.  For  my  own  part,  said  he,  I  look 
upon  the  two  parts  of  the  amendment  as  substantially  of 
the  same  character.  Each,  in  my  opinion,  confers  a  power 
in  the  States  to  expel  the  bank  at  their  pleasure;  in 
other  words,  enttrelv  to  defeat  the  operations  and  destroy 
the  capacity  for  usefulness  of  the  whole  bank.  The  sim- 
ple Question  is,  shall  we,  b^  our  own  act,  in  the  charter 
Uselr,  give  the  States  permission  to  expel  the  bank  and  all 
its  branches  from  their  limits,  at  their  own  pleasure?  The 
first  part  of  the  amendment  gives  this  permismon  in  ex- 
press terms;  and  the  latter  part  gives  it  in  efiect,  by  au- 
thorizing the  States  to  tax  the  loans  and  issues  of  the  bank, 
with  no  effectual  limitation.  It  appears  to  me  idle  to  say 
that  this  power  may  be  safely  given,  because  it  will  not  be 
exercised.  It  is  to  be  given,  I  presume,  on  the  supposi- 
tion that  probably  some  of  the  States  will  choose  to  exer-  own  force, 
ciae  it;  else  why  is  it  given  at  alP    And  will  they  not  so  has  deemed 


choose?  We  have  already  heard,  in  'the  course  of  this 
debate,  of  two  cases  in  which  States  attempted  to  exer- 
cise a  power  of  this  kind,  when  they  did  not  constitution- 
ally possess  it.  Two  States  have  taxed  the  branches,  for 
the  avowed  purpose  of  driving  them  out  of  their  limits, 
and  were  prevented  from  accomplishing  this  object  mere- 
ly by  force  of  judicial  decisions  against  their  right.  If, 
then,  these  attempts  have  been  made  to  exercise  this  pow- 
er, when  it  was  not  legally  possessed,  and  against  the  will 
of  Congress,  is  there  any  doubt  it  will  be  exercised  when 
its  exercise  shall  be  permitted,  and  invited  bv  the  propos- 
ed amendment?  No  doubt,  in  my  mind,  the  power.  If 
jpimted,  will  be  exercised,  and  the  main  object  of  continu- 
ing the  bank  thus  defeated. 

I  have  already  said  that  the  second  branch  of  the  amend- 
ment is  as  objectionable  and  as  destructive  as  the  first.  I 
think  it  so.  It  appears  to  me  to  give  ample  power,  bv 
means  of  taxation,  to  expel  the  bknk  from  any  State  which 
may  choose  to  expel  it.  It  g^ves  a  power  of  taxation, 
without  fixed  limits,  or  any  reasonable  g^iards.  And  a 
power  of  taxation,  without  fixed  limits,  and  without  guards, 
1^  a  power  to  embarrass,  a  power  to  oppress,  a  power  to 
expel,  a  p9wer  to  destroy.  The  States  are  to  be  allowed 
to  tax  the  branches  according  to  the  amount  of  their  loans 
and  discounts,  in  like  manner  as  other  banks,  or  other 
property  in  the  State,  shall  be  liable  to  taxation. 

Now,  sir,  some  of  the  States  have  no  banks.  Of  course 
they  tax  no  banks.  In  other  States,  the  banks  pay  the 
State  a  bonus,  on  their  creation,  and  are  not  otherwise 
taxed.  In  other  cases,  the  State  in  effect  itself  owns  the 
bank,  and  a  tax  on  it,  therefore,  would  be  merely  nominal. 
Besides,  no  State  is  to  be  bound  to  lay  this  tax,  as  it  taxes 
its  own  banks.  It  has  an  option  to  tax  it  in  that  manner, 
or  as  other  property  is  taxed.  What  other  property?  It 
maj  be  as  lottery  tickets,  gaming  tables,  or  other  things 
which  may  be  deemedfit  to  oe  discouraged  or  suppressed, 
are  taxed.  The  bank  may  be  classed  with  other  nuisan- 
ces, and  driven  out  or  put  down  by  taxation.  All  this 
is  perfectly  within  the  scope  of  the  amendment.  The 
license  is  broad  enough  to  authorize  any  thing  which  may 
be  designed  or  wished. 

Now,  sir,  in  the  first  place,  I  doubt  exceedingly  our 
power  to  adopt  this  amendment,  and  I  pray  the  delibe- 
rate consideration  of  the  Senate,  in  regard  to  this  point. 
In  the  first  place,  let  me  ask,  what  is  the  constitutional 
ground  on  which  Congress  created  this  corporation,  and 
on  which  we  now  propose  to  continue  it?  There  is  no 
express  authority  to  create  a  bank,  or  any  other  corpo- 
ration, given  to  us  by  the  constitutioh.  The  power  is 
derived  by  implication.  It  has  been  exercised,  and  can 
be  exercised,  only  on  the  ground  of  a  just  necessity.  It  is 
to  be  maintained,  if  at  all,  on  the  allegation  that  the  esta- 
blishment of  a  national  bank  is  a  just  and  necessary  means 
of  carrying  on  the  Government,  and  of  executing  the 
powers  conferred  on  Congress  b^  the  constitution.  On 
this  i^ound,  Cong^ss  has  established  this  bank,  and  on 
this  It  is  now  proposed  to  be  continued.  And  it  has 
already  been  judicially  decided  that  Congress  having 
established  a  bank  for  these  purposes,  the  constitution  of 
the  United  States  prohibits  the  States  from  taxing  it.  Ob- 
serve, sir,  it  is  the  constitution,  not  the  law,  which  lays 
this  prohibition  on  the  States.  The  charter  of  the  bank 
does  not  declare  that'the  States  shall  not  tax  it.  It  says 
not  one  word  on  that  subject.  The  restraint  is  imposed 
not  by  Congress,  but  by  a  higher  authority,  Uie  constitution. 
Now,  sir,  I  ask  how  we  can  relieve  the  States  from  this 
constitutional  Drohibition.  It  is  true  that  this  prohibition 
is  not  imposed  in  express  terms;  but  it  results  from  the 
general  provisions  or  the  constitution,  and  has  been  judi- 
cially decided  to  exist  in  fiill  force.  This  is  a  protection, 
then,  which  the  constitution  of  the  United  States,  by  its 
holds  over  this  instrument,  which  Congress 
necessary  to  be  created,  in  order  to  carry  on 
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the  GoTcrnmenty  lo  soon  as  Congress,  exercising  its  own 
judgment,  has  chosen  to  create  it.  Can  we  throw  off, 
from  this  Government,  this  constitutional  protection }  I 
think  it  clear  we  cannot.  We  cannot  repeal  the  constitu- 
tion. We  cannot  say  that  every  power,  every  branch, 
every  institution,  and  every  law  of  this  Government, 
shall  not  have  all  the  force,  all  the  sanction,  and  all 
the  protection,  which  the  constitutiop  gives  it.  By  the 
constitution,  every  law  of  Congress  is  finally  to  be  conn- 
dered,  and  its  construction  ultimately  settled  by  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States.  These  very  acts, 
before  referred  to,  taung  the  banks,  were  held  valid  by 
more  or  fewer  of  the  States'  judicatures,  but  were  finally 
pronounced  unconstitutional  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States;  and  this,  not  by  force  of  any  words  in  the 
charter,  but  by  force  of  the  constitution  itself.  I  ask 
whether  it  is  competent  for  us  to  reverse  ^is  provision  of 
the  constitution,  and  to  say  that  the  laws  of  Congress 
shall  receive  their  ultimate  construction  from  the  State 
courts.  Again:  the  constitution  gives  Congress  a  right 
to  lay  duties  of  imposts,  and  it  prohibits  the  exercise  of 
any  such  power  by  the  States.  Now,  it  so  happens  th&t 
the  national  treasury  Is  fidl,  and  the  State  treasuries  are  far 
less  so.  It  might  be  thought  veiy  convenient  that  a  part 
of  the  receipts  at  the  custom-houses  should  be  received  by 
the  States.  But  will  any  roan  say  that  Congt*ess  could 
now  authorize  the  States  to  lay  and  collect  imposts  under 
any  restrictions  or  limitations  whatever?  No  one  will  pre- 
tend it.  That  would  be  to  make  a  new  partition  of  power 
between  this  Government  and  the  State  Governments. 
Mr.  Biadison  has  very  correctly  observed,  that  the  assent 
of  the  States  cannot  confer  a  new  power  on  Congress,  ex- 
cept in  those  cases  especially  provided  iuthe  constitution. 
This  is  very  true;  and  it  is  equally  true  that  the  States  can- 
not obtain  a  new  power,  by  the  consent  of  Congress, 
against  the  prohibition  of  the  constitution,  except  in  those 
oases  which  are  expressly  so  provided  for  in  the  constitu- 
tion itself. 

These  reasons,  sir,  lead  me  to  think  that  if,  for  pur- 
poses connected  with  the  beneficial  administration  of  the 
Government,  we  deem  it  necessary  to  continue  this  cor- 
poration, we  are  not  at  liberty  to  repeal  any  protection, 
or  any  immunity,  with  which  the  constitution  surrounds 
it.  •  We  cannot  ^ive  to  a  law  of  the  United  States  less 
than  its  constitutional  effect.  The  constitution  says  tliat 
every  such  law,  passed  in  pursuance  of  the  constitution, 
shall  be  jiaramount  to  any  State  law.  We  cannot  enact 
that  it  shall  not  be  so:  for  that  would  be  to  repeal,  so  far, 
the  constitution.    • 

Allow  me  now,  Mr.  President,  to  inquire  on  what 
ground  it  is  that  the  States  claim  this  power  of  taxation. 
They  do  not  claim  it  as  a  power  to  tax  all  property  of 
their  own  citizens.  This  they  possess,  without  denial  or 
doubt.  Every  stockholder  in  the  baiJc  is  liable  to  be 
taxed  for  his  property  therein,  by  the  State  of  which  he 
is  a  citizen.  This  right  is  exercised,  I  believe,  by  all  the 
States  which  lay  taxes  on  money  at  interest,  income,  and 
other  subjects  of  that  kind.  It  is,  then,  not  that  they  may  be 
authorized  to  tax  the  property  of  their  own  citizens;  nor 
is  it  because  any  State  does  not  participate  in  the  advan- 
tage of  the  premium  or  bonus  paid  by  the  bank  to 
Government  ror  the  charter.  That  sum  g^s  into  the 
treasury  for  the  general  good  of  all. 

Nor  can  tlie  claim  be  sustained,  nor  indeed  is  it  asserted, 
on  the  strength  of  the  mere  circumstance  that  a  branch 
or  an  office  is  established  in  a  State.  Such  office  or 
branch  is  but  an  agency.  It  is  no  body  politic  or  corpo- 
rate. It  has  no  legal  existence  of  itself.  It  is  but  an  agent 
of  the  general  corporation.  That  these  agents  have  their 
residence  or  place  of  business  in  a  particular  State,  is  noit 
of  itself  the  foundation  of  any  claim.  But,  according  to 
the  language  of  the  amendment,  the  ground  of  this  claim 
to  tax  IS  c%  idently  the  loans  and  issues;  and  these  loans 


and  issues,  properly  speaking,  are  the  loans  and  discoants 
of  the  bank.  The  office,  as  an  agent,  conducts  the  ar^ 
rangements,  it  is  tnie;  but  the  notes  which  are  iawed  are 
notes  of  the  bank»  and  the  debts  created  are  debts  due  to 
the  bank.  The  circulation  is  the  circulation  of  the  bank. 
Now  the  truth  is,  what  the  States  claini,  or  what  this 
amendment  proposes  to  give  them,  is,  a  right  to  tax  the 
circulation  ot  the  bank.  It  is  on  this  right  that  the  argu- 
ment rests.  The  common  way  of  stating  it  is,  that,  since 
State  banks  pay  a  tax  to  the  State,  these  branch  banks, 
coming  among  them,  ought  to  pay  a  similar  tax.  But 
the  State  banlu  pay  the  tax  to  the  State  for  the  privilege  of 
circulation;  ana  the  proposition  is,  therefore,  neither 
more  nor  less  than  that  the  United  States'  Bank  shall  pay 
the  States  for  the  same  privilege.  The  circulation  of  the 
biUs  is  the  substance.  The  locality  of  the  office  is  but  an 
incident.  An  office  is  created,  for  example,  on  Connecti* 
cut  river,  either  in  Massachusetts,  Vermont,  Connecticut. 
or  New  Hampshire.  The  notes  of  the  bank  are  loaned  at 
this  office,  and  put  into  circulation  in  all  these  States.  Now 
no  one  will  say  that  the  State  where  the  office  happens  to 
be  placed,  sliould  have  a  right  to  lay  this  tax,  woA  the 
other  States  have  no  such  right.  This  would  be  a  merely 
arbitrary  distinction.  It  would  be  founded  on  no  real  or 
substantial  difference,  and  no  man  could  seriously  con- 
tend for  it,  as  it  seems  to  me.  Under  this  very  amend- 
ment, Pennsylvania  would  be  authorized  to  collect  a  large 
tax,  and  New  Jersey  no  tax  at  all,  although  the  State  cir- 
culation of  New  Jersey  is  as  much  infringed  and  diminisbcd 
as  that  of  Pennsylvania  by  the  circulation  of  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States.  The  SUtes  which  have  the  benefit  of 
branches,  (if  it  be  a  benefit,)  are  to  have  the  further  ad- 
vantage of  taxation,  while  other  States  are  to  have  neither 
the  one  nor  the  other.  Founding  the  claim  on  the  State 
right  to  derive  benefit  from  the  paper  circulation  which 
exists  within  it,  the  advocates  of  the  claim  are  clearly  not 
consistent  with  themselves  when  they  maintain  a  measure 
which  professes  to  protect  that  right  in  some  States,  and 
to  leave  it  unprotected  in  others* 

But  the  inequality  of  the  operation  of  this  amendment 
is  not  the  only,  nor  the  main,  objection  to  it.  It  proceeds 
on  a  principle  not  to  be  admitted.  It  asserts,  or  it  takes 
for  granted,  that  the  power  of  authorizing  and  regulating 
the  paper  currency  of  the  country  is  an  exclusive  State 
right.  The  ground  assumed  can  be  no  less  broad  than 
this:  because  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  liaring  the 
grant  of  a  power  from  Congress  to  issue  notes  for  circub- 
tion,  its  right  is  perfect,  if  Congress  could  make  such 
grant.  It  owes  nothing  to  the  States,  if  Congress  could 
give  what  it  has  undei-taken  to  give;  that  is  to  say,  if  Con- 
gress, of  its  own  authority,  may  confer  a  right  to  issue 
paper  for  circulation.  Now,  sir,  whosoever  denies  tliis 
right  in  Congress,  denies,  of  course,  its  power  to  create 
such  a  bank  as  now  exists;  at  least,  so  it  strikes  roe.  The 
Bank  of  the  United  States  is  quite  unconstitutional,  if  the 
whole  paper  circulation  belongs  to  the  States;  because 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States  is  a  hank  of  circulation, 
and  was  so  intended  to  be  by  Congress,  which  expressly 
authorized  the  circulation  of  notes  and  bills.  The  power 
of  issuing  notes  for  circulation  is  not  an  indispensable  ingre- 
dient in  the  constitution  of  a  bank  merely  as  a  bank. 
The  earlier  banks  did  not  possess  it,  and  many  good  ones 
have  existed  without  it«  A  bank  with  no  such  power 
might  yet  very  well  collect  the  public  revenue,  (provided 
there  was  a  pit>per  medium  in  which  It  could  be  paid,) 
could  tolerably  well  remit  the  revenue  to  the  treasur}% 
and  could  deal  usefully,  to  some  extent,  in  the  business  of 
exchange. 

On  what  ground  is  it,  then,  tliat  Congress  possesses  the 
power  not  only  to  create  a  bank,  but  a  bank  of  circula- 
tion? Simply,  as  I  suppose,  because  Congress  possesses 
a  constitutional  control  over  the  currency  of  the  countr)', 
and  has  power  to  provide  a  safe  medium  of  circulatiooa  ai 
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well  for  other  purposes  m  for  the  collection  of  its  own 
debts  and  revenue.  The  bank,  therefore,  slretd^  pos- 
sesses unconstitutional  power,  if  the  paper  circulation  be 
the  subject,  exclusively,  of  State  right  or  State  regula^n. 
Indeed,  sir,  it  is  not  a  little  startling  that  such  exclusive 
right  should  now  be  asserted.  I  observed,  the  other  day, 
tlMt,  in  imr  opinion,  it  was  very  difficult  to  maintain,  on 
the  IJM^e  of  the  constitution  itself,  and  independent  of  long 
continued  practice,  the  doctrine  that  the  States  could  au- 
thorize the  circulation  of  bank  paper  at  all.  They  can- 
not  coin  money;  can  they  then  coin  that  which  becomes 
the  actual  and  almost  the  universal  substitute  for  money? 
Is  not  the  right  of  issuing  paper,  intended  for  circulation, 
in  the  place  and  as  the  representative  of  metallic  cur- 
rencv,  derived  merely  from  the  power  of  coining  and 
regulating  that  metallic  currency?  As  bringing  this  mat- 
ter to  a  just  test,  let  me  ask  whether  Congress,  if  it  had 
not  the  power  of  coining  money,  and  of  regulating  the 
value  of  foreign  coins,  could  create  a  bank,  ndth  the 
power  to  circulate  bills.  For  one,  I  think  it  would  be 
difficult  to  make  that  out.  Where,  then,  do  the  States, 
to  whom  all  control  over  the  metiJlic  currency  is  alto- 
gether prohilMted,  get  this  power?  It  is  true  that,  in 
other  countries,  private  bankers,  having  no  legal  authority 
over  the  coin,  issue  notes  for  circulation.  But  this  they 
do  always  with  the  consent  of  Government,  expressed  or 
implied  {  and  Government  restrains  and  regulates  all  their 
operations  at  its  pleasure.  It  would  be  a  startling  propo- 
sition, in  any  other  part  of  the  world,  that  the  prerogative 
of  coining  money,  held  by  Government,  was  liable  to  be 
defeated,  counteracted,  or  impeded,  by  another  preroga- 
tive, held  in  other  hands,  of  aumorixing  a  paper  circulation. 

It  is  further  to  be  observed,  that  the  States  cannot  issue 
bills  of  credit;  not  that  they  cannot  make  them  a  legal 
tender,  but  that  they  cannot  issue  them  at  aU.  Is  not  this 
a  clear  indication  of  the  intent  of  the  constitution  to  re- 
strain the  States  as  well  from  establishing  a  paper  circu- 
lation, ax  from  interfering  with  ^e  metaUic  circulation? 
Banks  have  been  created  by  States  with  no  capital  what- 
ever; their  notes  being  put  into  circulation  simply  on  the 
credit  of  the  State  or  the  State  law.  What  are  the  issues 
of  such  banks  but  bills  of  credit  issued  by  the  State? 

I  confess,  Mr.  President,  that  the  more  I  reflect  on  this 
subject,  the  more  clearly  does  ray  mind  approach  the  con- 
clusion thai  the  creation  of  State  banks,  for  the  purpose, 
and  with  the  power  of  circulating  paper,  is  not  consistent 
with  the  grants  and  prohibitions  of  the  constitution.  But, 
sir,  tliis  is  not  now  the  question.  The  question  is  not 
whether  the  States  have  the  exclusive  power;  it  is, 
whether  they  alone  have  the  power.  May  they  rightfully 
exclude  the  United  States  from  all  interference  with  the 
paper  currency?  Are  we  interlopers,  when  we  create  a 
iMnk  of  circulation  ^  Do  we  owe  them  a  seignorage  for 
the  circulation  of  bills,  by  a  corporation  created  by  Con- 
gress? Up  to  the  present  time,  the  States  have  been 
content  with  a  concurrent  power.  They  have  indeed 
controlled  vastly  the  iMger  portion  of  the  circulation;  but 
they  have  not  cLiinted  exclusive  authority  over  the  whole. 
They  have  demanded  no  tax  or  tribute  from  a  bank  issuing 
paper  under  the  authority  of  Cotifrtm.  Nor  do  1  know 
that  any  State  or  States  now  insist  upon  it.  It  may  be 
that  individual  States  have  put  forth  such  claims,  in  their 
legislative  capacity;  but,  at  present,  I  recollect  no  instance. 
The  amendment,  however,  which  is  now  proposed,  asserts 
the  claim,  and  I  cannot  consent  to  yield  to  it.  We  seem 
to  be  making  the  last  struggle  for  the  authority  of  Con- 
gress to  interfere  at  all  with  the  actual  currency  of  the 
country.  I  shall  never  agree  to  surrender  that  authority; 
I  would  as  soon  yield  the  coinage  power  itself;  nor  do  I 
think  there  would  be  much  greater  danger,  nor  a  much 
clearer  departure  from  constitutional  principle,  in  con- 
senting to  such  surrender,  than  in  acquiescing  in  what  is 
now  proposed. 


Mr.  MOORE  said,  I  regret  extremely,  su*,  the  protracted 
discussion  to  which  this  propontion  has  given  rise;  and, 
sir,  I  regret  it  none  the  less  On  account  of  the  seeminr 
necessity  which  it  has  devolved  on  me  to  throw  myself 
upon  the  indulgence  of  the  Senate,  whilst  lAtempt,  in  a 
brief  manner,  to  support  it. 

As  fiu*  as  this  smendment  has  received  opposition  upon 
constitutional  principles,  I  may  be  permitted  to  congratu' 
late  myself  that  it  has  fallen  to  the  lot  of  the  honorable 
Senator  from  Virginia,  [Mr.T^sxwKLL,]  than  whom  none 
is  better  qualified  for  the  task,  of  placing  this  matter  upon 
its  true  ground,  and  of  removing  tirtry  difficulty  and 
objection  that  has  been  urged  on  this  score;  this  has  been 
done  most  ably  and  efTectnally,  and  I  think  I  may  add  to 
the  satisfaction  of  all. 

But,  sir,  I  think  i  have  just  reason  to  complain  that 
great  injustice  has  been  done  me,  and  the  amendssent  I 
have  haa  the  honor  to  propose,  by  ^ntlemen  in  the  oppo- 
sition applying  arguments  and  obiections  as  if  to  meet 
feature  and  principle  not  contained  in  the  amendment. 

Sir,  it  cannot  be  disguised  that  the  main  opposition  to 
this  proposition  has  been  predicated  upon  toe  assumed 
fact,  that,  if  succenful,  it  would  recognise  the  right  in  the 
States  to  impose  taxation  "  ad  Ubitum^'*  or  to  an  amount 
which  would  exclude  or  expel  these  institutions  from  the 
countrv.  This  is  not  my  object;  the  smendment  contains 
no  such  feature,  and  is  obnoxious  to  no  such  objections. 
It  expressly  provides  that  the  tax  shall  be  such  as  is  im- 
posed upon  other  banks  or  upon  other  property  owned  by 
citizens  of  the  State;  but  if  the  phraseology  be  objec- 
tionable, amend  it,  make  it  a  reasonable  tax,  or  establish 
any  other  proper  rate  of  taxation  of  which  the  subject  is 
susceptible;  but  let  not  gentlemen  intimate  that  the 
object  is,  or  that  the  effect  wiU  be,  to  produce  expulsion. 

I  cannot  believe,  Mr.  President,  the  effect  of  the  modi- 
fication would  be  to  prejudice  the  iiistitution.  I  have 
been  actuated  by  no  such  views  in  bringing  it  forward; 
but  I  do  sincerely  believe  it  right  and  just,  and  that  with 
it  the  institution  will  be  more  popular,  and,  if  the  modifi- 
cation is  adopted,  that  the  citizens  wiU  invite  the  location 
of  its  branches  in  the  State  of  Alabama. 

Sir,  if  I  am  not  greatly  mistaken,  a  portion  of  them 
have  already  done  so;  for  as  well  9M  my  memory  serves 
me,  in  the  memorial  which  I  had  the  honor  of  presenting 
from  the  citizens  of  Mobile,  asking  the  rechartering  of 
this  institution,  it  is  solicited  upon  these  terms.  But  the 
honorable  Senators  from  Massschusetts  and  Pennsylvania 
[Messrs.  Wzbstsr  and  Da.lias]  ask  with  great  emphasis, 
what  does  tliis  amendment  propose  to  tax?  whether  the 
banking  house,  the  office  of  discount  and  deposite,  &c. 

I  answer,  nr,  that  it  proposes  to  taxlhe  very  subject- 
matter  in  relation  to  this  institution,  which  is  constitution- 
ally a  proper  subject  for  taxation. 

Gentlemen  may  call  it  a  franchise,  a  faculty,  an  immuni- 
ty, a  banking  privilege,  or  by  any  other  name  they  may 
be  pleased  to  give  it;  we  care  not;  but  they  object  to  this 
tax,  because  it  is  upon  the  loans  and  issues  of  the  bank. 
Let  them  point  out  a  better  mode  of  getting  at  the  object; 
it  is  well  known  that  these  branches  have  no  actual  capital; 
but  it  is  equally  well  known  that  they  are  authorized  to 
carry  on  banking  operations  upon  a  nominal  capital.  By 
the  State  laws,  other  bank  capital  is  taxed,  and  private 
moneyed  capital  of  an  individual  is  taxed  at  interest;  and, 
sir,  I  can  see  no  solid  objection  to  the  taxing  of  this  bank- 
ing operation,  and  in  this  way.  But  it  is  alleged  that  «<it 
is  not  a  subject  of  taxation  by  the  laws  of  the  State, 
because  it  is  roretgn  capital."  Now,  sir,  is  this  so;  is  this 
tenable? 

With  due  deference  to  the  opinion  of  q^her  gentlemen, 
I  must  be  permitted  to  say  that  I  view  the  power  of  taxa- 
tion as  one  of  the  highest  attributea  of  State  sovereigntv, 
and  that  the  State  possesses  this  power  in  the  most  unli- 
mited extent  over  all  objects  or  subjects  of  property 
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within  its  jurisdictioii.  Sir,  I  care  not  whether  the  pro- 
perty belonn  to  a  foreigner  or  a  citizen,  provided  it  be 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  State,  and  receives  protec* 
tion  from  her  laws;  this  circttmstance  constitutes  the  ri|^t 
of  taxation. ' 

The  State  of  Alabama  imposes  a  tax  upon  foreign 
merchandise,  their  own  bank  stock,  the  money  of  their 
own  citisens  placed  at  interest;  race  turfi^  nee  horses, 
pleasurable  carriages,  &c.,  these  are  conndered  as  the 
most  legitimate  objects  of  taxation,  because  the  tax  is 
cither  paid  br  the  wealthy,  who  are  most  able  to  bear  it, 
or  it  IB  paid  for  property,  which  is  most  profitable  to  the 
•wners.  But  we  are  oompelled  to  go  ftirther,  and  extend 
Ae  taxto  other  objects,  real  estate,  slaves,  a  man's  saddle 
horse,  his  cattle,  his  £imily  dock  in  his  house,  his  time* 
piece  in  his  pocket;  nay,  sir,  a  poor  man  who  owns  not  one 
cent  of  property,  and  may  have  a  large  fiunily  to  support, 
is  required  to  pay  a  poll  tax;  yes,  sir,  he  must  pay  for  his 
scalp,  and  upon  the  principle  that  his  personal  rights  and 
privileges  are  protected  by  the  laws  of  the  State  which 
makes  this  demand  upon  him. 

I  hav^  ssid  that  foreign  merchan<Use,  introduced  from 
New  York  or  elsewhere,  was  incur  State  subject  to  taxa- 
tion; and  why  should  not  moneyed  capital,  brought  from 
Europe  or  elsewhere,  be  also  subject  to  taxation  f  Why 
should  the  individual  who  brings  this  capital  among  us 
enjoy  exemption  from  ludiility  to  taxation?  This  capital 
is  more  actrrely  and  profitably  employed.  Bankem  drag 
thoussnds  of  dollars  mm  the  pockets  of  our  feUow-citi- 
zens;  their  rights  are  equally  protected;  the  laws  afiTord 
them  all  the  necessary  noilities  in  earrying  on  their  bank- 
ing operations,  in  the  collection  of  their  (febta,  Sec.  And 
what  is  more,  if  their  rights  are  invsded,  they  will  be  de* 
£mded  by  the  citizens  of  the  State,  and  mamly  by  these 
very  poor  men,  too,  who  pay  a  poll  tax,  ^roany  of  whom 
have  no  property  to  protect  and  defend,  while  they,  with 
their  lives,,  defend  and  protect  millions  for  bankers.  For 
my  part,  I  caimot  conceive  of  a  more  legitimate  subject 
of  taxation  than  bank  stock.  For  the  reasons  I  have  already 
intimated,  the  tax  is  paid  by  those  most  able  to  bear  it, 
and  upon  property  which  yields  immense  profits  to  the 
owners. 

But  the  propriety  of  this  tax  is  objected  to,  again,  on 
the  ground  that  the  corporation  has  already  g^ven  to  the 
General  Government  a  sufficient  equivalent  fpr  all  the 
privik^s,  immunities,  &c.  in  the  bonus  provided  for  in 
this  amended  charter;  and  to  permit  the  States  to  impose 
a  further  tax,  would  be  too  burdensome  and  improper,  &c. 
Now,  sir,  is  this  so?  Are  we  not  bound  to  view  this  bonus 
as  in  consideratio|i  for  the  franchise,  immunities,  and  the 
deposites  the  Getkral  Government  afford  this  institution 
as  a  corporate  body,  unconnected  with  the  privileges  it 
may  enjoy  by  the  location  of  its  branches  in  the  States, 
under  State  authority?  Can  it  be  presumed  that  a  State 
would  yield  its  right  of  taxation,  as  regards  its  branches, 
for  the  inconsiderable  amount  of  interest  it  may  have  in 
the  bonus?  Of  what  value  will  the  proportion  of  this  one 
and  a  half  million  of  dollars,  to  which  the  State  of  Alabama 
may  be  entitled,  be  to  that  State?  It  will  not  be  the 
means  of  reducing  the  high  taxes  and  heavy  burdens 
which  are  pressing  so  oppressively  upon  our  citizens.  No, 
sir,  this  bonus  will  be  taken  from  the  general  coffers,  and 
appropriated  to  purposes  of  internal  improvement,  the 
erection  of  breakwaters,  lighthouses,  canals,  subscrip- 
tion to  stock  in  the  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company, 
&c.;  for,  sir,  it  was  with  some  difficulty  that  an  attempt  to 
obtain  one  million  from  the  treasury  for  this  project  was 
successfully  resisted  the  other  day.  Sir,  experience  as- 
sures us  Umsc  are  the  purposes  to  which  this  one  and  a 
half  million  of  dollars  will  be  appropriated,  unless,  inde«d| 
the  .amendment  of  the  honorable  Senator  from  Maine 
[Mr.  SrmAOVz]  shall  succeed,  which  provides  that  the 
bonus  shaU  be  divided  among  the  several  States  accoiding 


to  their  respective  representation  in  Congress.  And,  rir, 
although  I  do  not  think  tUs  would  do  justice  to  the  State 
of  Alabama,  yet  I  believe,  as  a  distinct  and  substantive 
proposition,  1  would  support  it  in  preftrenee  to  the  oriei- 
nal  plan;  but,  sir,  I  cannot  vote  for  it  as  a  suhstitute  mr 
the  proporition  I  have  had  the  honor  to  submit 

Whatever,  rir,  may  be  the  final  &te  of  tills  amendment, 
whether  it  shall  receive  the  favorable  oonsiderafion  of  the 
Senate  or  not,  I  shall  have  the  consolation  to  know  I  have, 
in  proposing  it,  discharged  a  solemn  doty  to  my  constitu- 
ents, and  will  onl^  repeat  what  I  have  belbre  intimated, 
that  in  relation  to  it  1  nave  not  been  influenced  from  any 
view  to  embarrass  the  institution,  hut  that  I  have  presum- 
ed it  would  finally  be  promotive  of  ita  best  interest  and 
prosperity,  at  the  same  time  it  ^parded  the  Mcred  and 
constitutional  rights  of  the  sovereign  States. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

TuzsDAT,  Mat  39. 
BALTIMORE  AND  OHIO  RALLROAD- 

Mr.  SBOTH  moved  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  authorizina^  a  subscription  to  the 
stock  of  the  Bahiraore  and  Ohio  railroad. 

Mr.  MILLER  sud  he  had  viewed  the  vote  by  which 
the  Senate  a  few  days  ago  had  refused  to  take  up  this  bill, 
ss  indicating  a  determination  not  to  go  any  further  into 
these  expenditures  for  internal  improvements.  He  now 
asked  for  the  yeas  and  navs;  and  he  hoped  the  decision 
of  the  question  now  would  determine  whether  the  Senate 
intended  to  take  up  the  bill  this  session  or  not.  If  it 
should  be  taken  up,  he  should  consider  it  as  a  refutation 
of  the  charge  that  the  administration  were  disposed  to 
cut  down  wasteful  expenditures  for  internal  improvements. 

Mr.  SMITH  reminded  the  Senate  that  this  was  no  grant 
of  money,  but  an  appropriation  for  a  profitable  investment 
of  stock. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  Xb  consider 
the  bill,  and  was  decided  as  follows: 
\  YEAS. — Messra.  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Ew- 
^itg.  Holmes,  Johnston,  King,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Roh- 
bins,  Rurgles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Tipton,  Wagga^ 
man,  Wilkins. — 18. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Buckner,  Dickerson, 
Dudley,  Ellis,  Foot,  Forsvth,  Frelingfauysen,  Grundy, 
Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  Knight,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller, 
Moore,  Robinson,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tomlinson,  White. 
—23. 

COMMISSIONER  OF  INDIAN  AFFAIRS. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  consider  the  btU  ap- 
pointing a  commissioner  of  Indian  affairs,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Mr.  WHITE  made  a  brief  explanation  of  the  con<fition 
of  the  Indian  office,  to  show  the  necesnty  which  existed 
for  the  appointment  of  this  officer.  He  stated  that  the 
amount  which  had  been  distributed  \vjsX  year  from  this 
office  was  not  less  than  a  million  of  dollars;  that  the  In- 
dian Department  consisted  of  a  superintendent,  twenty 
agents,  and  thirty-six  subagents;  that  the  number  of  In^ 
dians  with  whom  the  Government  had  some  bunness  tp 
transact,  was  313,130;  that  the  licenses  which  were  grant- 
ed in  1838,  were  eighty-eight,  and  in  1830,  ninety-eight; 
that  the  number  of  Indian  schools,  established  by  trea^ 
or  otherwise,  was  fifty-four,  and  that  the  number,  accord- 
ing to  the  last  statement,  of  treaties  contuning  appropria- 
tions, was  fifty-two,  and  some  had  been  negotiated  since. 
To  all  these  different  branches  the  personal  attention  of 
the  Secretarv  of  War  is  now  required.  The  creation, 
therefore,  of  such  an  officer  as  is  provided  by  the  bill,  be 
deemed  to  be  indispensably  necessary.  The  first  section 
of  the  bill  provide  for  the  appointment  of  the  officer, 
leaving  the  amount  of  his  salary  in  blank.    The  second 
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■eetioti  pi«v«iitied  the  iaitroditolioii  of  atdenttpiriti  amon; 
the  Indnns)  and  there  was  aoother  section,  ^ich  autho- 
rized the  dismiissl  of  such  interpreters  and  mechanics  as 
were  no  Ioniser  necetsaiy,  and  the  discontinuance  of 
agents  and  mbagents. 

He  moved  to  fill  the  blank  m  the  firrt  section  with 
<*  three  thousand  deUarsi"  and  the  motioa  was  agreed  to-^ 
yeas  16,  nagrs  1 1. 

T^e  bUl  was  then  ordersd  to  be  read  athM  time. 

'^       BANR  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

nrhe  Senate  then  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  to  modify  and  continue  the  act  to  incor- 
porate the  subscribers  to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States. 

The  ouestion  beinr  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  FoasTTH 
to  amend  the  amenoment  offered  by  Mr.  Moos,  by 
striking  out  so  much  as  requires  the  assent  of  the  States 
to  the  establishment  of  branches  within  their  limits,  and 
inserting  such  words  as  would  complete  the  sense  of  the 
residue  of  the  amendments- 
After  some  observations  from  Mr.  EWING,  Mr.  SMITH 
demanded  a  division  of  the  amendment,  so  that  the  ques- 
tion might  be  first  taken  on  the  motion  to  strike  out. 

After  a  few  remarks  from  Mr.  HOLMES,  Mr.  BUCK- 
NER,  and  Mr.  D  AIXAS,  the  yeas  and  nays  having  been 
\Qrderec1,  on  the  call  of  Mr.  SMITH,  the  question  wssput 
An  the  motion  to  strike  out,  and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS.-rMessrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Chiy,  Cky- 
ton,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Ewing,  Foot,  Forsyth,  Freling- 
huyscn.  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain,  Poindezter, 
Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Buggies,  Seymour,  Silsbee, 
Smith,  Sprague,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wil- 
kins. — ^28. 

NATS.—Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Dudley,  Ellis, 
Grundy.  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum, 
Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  White.— 18. 

The  residue  of  Mr.  Fobstth's  amendment,  being  the 
insertion  of  three  or  four  words  to  render  the  sense  of  the 
aracDdment  complete,  was  agreed  to. 

The  question  was  then  put  on  the  reaidueof  the  amend- 
ment; which  was  agreed  to  without  a  division. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  then  moved  to  amend  the  amendment. 
by  striking  out  the  provision  giving  the  authority  to  tax 
the  branches,  and  substituting  a  provision  that  ^e  bonus 
to  be  paid  by  the  bank  to  Uie  United  States  shall  be  di- 
vided among  the  several  States,  in  proportion  to  their  po- 
pulation. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  then  made  some  observations  at  length, 
m  reply  to  the  argumenU  of  Mr.  TAaawiLt.  After  he 
had  concluded, 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  inquired  if  he  had  understood  the 
Senator  from  MasaachusetU  correctly,  as  entertaining 
doubts  of  the  power  of  the  SUtes  to  create  SUte  banks. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  replied  that  it  was  now  too  late  to  ques- 
tion a  power  which  had  been  acquiesced  in  by  tlie  (Affer- 
ent branches  of  the  Federal  Government  for  these  forty 
years.  But  if  the  question  had  been  originally  put  to  him 
before  such  acquiescence,  he  should  hafre  expressed  great 
doubts  on  the  subject  He  then  referred  to  the  dauses 
of  the  constitution  which  prohibit  the  SUtes  from  coining 
money,  and  reserve  to  the  United  States  the  exclusiye, 
power  of  regulating  the  currency,  and  making  issues  of 
gold  and  silver;  and  inferred,  that,  if  the  constitution  thus 
cautiously  excluded  the  States  from  issuing  a  metallic  cut^ 
rency,  it  never  intended  that  they  should  authorize  the 
issue  of  that  which  is  a  representative  of  the  metallk;  cur- 
rencjr.  The  States  had  been  indulged  with  the  power  of 
creation  banks  for  forty  years,  and  now  they  demanded  to 
make  that  power  exclusive,  and  to  tax  the  branches  of  the 
United  States'  Bank  established  in  their  limits,  for  the  pur^ 
pose  of  establishing  a  uniform  currency. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  asked  if  he  had  understood  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  as  stating  that  the  States  had  tfie  right 


to  tax  such  of  their  citisens  as  held  stock  in  the  United 
States'  Bank,  on  scoeunt  of  that  stock. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  replied  in  tlie  affirmative. 

Mr.  FCMISTTH  replied  that  if  that  was  the  case,  how 
was  it  contended  that  the  eight  and  a  half  milfions  of  stock 
held  by  foreigners  were  to  oe  considered  as  not  liable  to 
taxation? 

Mr.  WEBSTER  replied  that,  by  the  oomi^  of  nations, 
the  property  of  foreigners  was  lield  free  from  taxation. 
Why  did  we  not  tax  the  loans  of  the  Barings  to  the  Ohio 
canal,  or  the  Holland  loan  to  the  Chess peake  and  Ohio 
canal,  or  the  Pennsylvania  loan?  It  is  the  understanding 
between  nations  not  to  tax  private  property  in  peace,  or 
to  confiscate  it  in  wsr.  We  may  hold  stock  in  the  funds 
of  Great  Britain,  but  we  are  not  liable  to  taxation  for  that 
stock. 

After  a  few  wmds  fttim  Mr.  SPRAGUE,  in  explana- 
tion of  his  views. 

Adjourned. 

WxDirBSDAT,  Mat  30. 

The  Senate  <fisposed  of  sundipr  private  bills,  and  then 
spent  the  remainaer  of  the  day  in  executive  burineas. 


Thvasdat,  Mat  31. 
RAILROAD  IRON. 

The  bill  to  exempt  from  duty  imported  iron  actually 
laid  on  railroads  or  incfined  planes,  being  under  considei^ 
ation, 

Mr.  SMITH  explained  the  object  of  the  bill:  it  was  to 
exempt  from  the  present  duty  of  twenty-five  per  cent,  bsra 
of  iron  imported  for  the  use  en  railroads  and  incUned  planes, 
made  by  any  State  or  incorporated  company.  He  sug^ 
gested  the  advantages  which  the  country  was  likely  to  de- 
rive ihnn  railroads;  and  that,  in  the  present  full  state  of 
the  treasury,  it  was  the  dut]r  of  the  Government  to  extend 
to  them  every  possible  fiusility.  The  iron  for  the  carts 
and  carnages  was  manu&ctured  in  the  United  States;  and 
one  company  in  Baltimore  had,  last  year,  expended  one 
hundred  thousand  dollars  in  the  purchase  or  iron.  He 
considered  this  uvn  as  a  raw  material,  which  could  net 
enter  into  competition  with  any  of  our  domestic  manufiic- 
tures. 

Mr.  DALLAS  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  striking  out 
the  words  «  by  any  State  or  incoorporated  company;"  and» 
also^  the  words  *'  on  any  such  railroad  or  inclined  plane." 
It  was  his  purpose  to  extend  the  provision  to  any  indiri- 
dttals  who  may  have  imported,  or  may  import,  iron  for  the 
use  of  a  railroad.  He  had  presented  a  memorial  on  this 
subject,  presenting  a  case  or  that  kind,  which* he  deared 
to  embrace. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  objected  to  the  amendment.  If  the 
Senate  were  about  to  go  beyond  the  exemptions  allowed 
by  the  existing  tariff  law,  he  hoped  the  privilege  would 
not  be  extended  beyond  the  iron  imported  by  any  Stale 
or  incorporated  companjr.  The  iron  referred  to  by  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  was  imported  previous  to  1838» 
before  the  duty  on  iron  was  imposed.  He  inquired  if  this 
iron  was  gaged,  finished,  and  in  every  way  prepared  for 
a  railroaf  The  law  ought  to  be  made  to  operate  on  fu- 
ture cases  alone,  and  limited  to  States  and  incorporated 
companies. 

Mr.  HAYNE  moved  an  amendment,  providing  that  the 
benefit  of  drawback  should  be  extended  to  any  importer 
of  railroad  iron,  on  his  giving  bond  that,  within  three 
years,  it  should  be  laid  down,  or  the  duties  should  be  paid 
in  full. 

Mr.  CLAY  stated  that  the  efifect  of  this  amendment 
would  be  to  destroy  the  security  of  the  Government.  He 
was  of  opinion  that  cases  like  that  to  which  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  looked,  in  his  amendment,  would  be 
of  rare  occurrence.     Railroad  iron  would  rarely  be  im- 
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ported  years  before  it  was  requiredi  when,  in  a  few  montha, 
a  supply  could  always  be  obtained  from  Enffland.  But, 
as  the  tariff  question  would  soon  come  up  for  discussion 
before  the  Senate,  he  thoug^ht  the  best  method  would  be 
to  introduce  into  the  raieral  bill  a  proviwon  to  exempt 
iron  of  this  character,  if  it  was  thought  right  to  exempt  it, 
from  the  full  duty.  He  therefore  mored  to  lay  the  bill 
and  amendment  on  the  table,  and  to  print  the  amendment. 
The  motions  were  agreed  to.  ' 

INDIAN  WAR. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  SMITH,  the  preceding  orders  were 
then  postponed,  and  the  bill  to  reappropriate  the  unex- 
pended balances  of  former  appropriations  was  taken  up. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  inserting 
an  appropriation  of  twenty  thousand  dollars,  to  be  expend* 
ed  for  the  retief  of  such  friendly  Indians  as  may  seek  pro- 
tection within  the  Indian  agencies  on  the  Northwestern 
frontier.  He  stated  that  this  amendment  had  the  sanction 
of  the  War  Department,  being  regarded  by  the  Secretary 
as  a  necessary  appropriation. 

Mr.  TIPTON  said  a  few  words  in  a  low  tone  of  voice. 
Orders,  he  stated,  either  bad  been,  or  would  immediately 
be,  issued,  to  invite  all  friendly  Indians  to  come  within  the 
agencies.  Such  as  did  not  accept  the  invitation,  and  were 
afterwards  found  in  the  woods  and  prairies,  would  be  treat- 
ed as  enemies,  since  it  would  be  impossible  to  discriminate 
between  friends  and  enemies,  unless  they  should  come 
within  the  protection  of  the  agencies. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  sud  he  would  feel  obliged  to  the  Se- 
nator  from  Indiana  to  state  what  was  the  cause  of  the  pre- 
sent war« 

Mr.  TIPTON  replied  that  the  Indians  in  that  quarter  of 
the  country  had  been  for  a  long  time  dissatisfied.  He  had 
been  much  ambng  them,  ana,  during  a  long  residence 
there,  had  repeatedly  heard  their  complaints.  -  In  1839, 
about  twenty  of  them  came  to  him,  and  complained  that 
the  white  men  encroached  on  their  lands,  and  ploughed 
up  their  cornfields,  and  committed  other  depredations 
upon  them)  and  these  complaints  were  repeated  last  year. 
He  attributed  the  present  difficulties  to  the  inadequate 
protection  which  had  been  given  to  them  by  the  Govern- 
ment against  these  intruders  who  interrupted  their  repose, 
and  interfered  with  their  exertions  to  raise  the  crops  ne- 
cessary for  their  subnsCence.  The  Government  Iiad  dis- 
regarded their  complaints,  suflfered  them  to  be  imposed 
upon  and  injured,  and  had  thus  produced  the  hostile  feel- 
ing which  now  exhibited  itself.  There  was  another  cause 
which  had  led  to  the  present  state  of  thin|^.  These  In- 
dians were  still  in  the  habit  of  receiving  British  presents. 
There  was  a  band  who  called  themselves  the  British  band 
of  Sacs  and  Foxes.  It  was  not  to  be  doubted  that  they 
were  influenced  by  a  Power  on  the  other  side  of  the  wa- 
ter. Unless,  however,  the  Government  would  send  among 
these  Indiana  persons  unconnected  witli  trade,  and  who 
would  not  be  guilty  of  acts  of  fraud  and  imposition,  the 
state  of  things  which  has  now  occurred,  will  occur  again 
and  again,  ^^^^ff  «vil  which  now  exhibited  itself  had 
grown  out  of  difficulties  between  the  Indian  agents,  the 
traders,  and  the  Indians;  and  from  the  circumstance  that 
the  Government  had  permitted  the  white  people  to  en- 
croach on  their  grounds  and  break  up  their  cornfields. 

Mr.  KANE  read  a  letter  from  the  Secreury  of  War, 
stating  that  official  accounts  had  been  this  morning  receiv- 
ed at  the  department  of  the  defeat  of  a  body  of  the  militia 
in  an  attack  made  by  the  Indians.  The  Governor  of  Illi- 
nois had  called  out  2,000  additional  troops;  and  it  was  re- 
ported that  there  would  be  great  difficulty  in  procuring 
the  supplies.  These  Indians,  it  was  statc^d,  deceived  the 
commander  of  the  militia,  by  approaching  him  under  a  flag 
of  truce.  The  letter  suggestea  the  propriety  of  increas- 
ing the  appropriation  of  150,000  dollars,  now  contained 
in  the  bill,  to  300,000. 


Mr.  BUCKNER  concurred  in  the  proprietor  of  the 
amendment  oifered  by  the  Senator  mm  Indiana,  but 
thought  the  amount  insufficient.  He  conceived  the  possi- 
bility of  all  the  Indians  translated  to  the  wettem  shores  of 
the  MisHSsippi,  being  obliged  to  throw  themselves  upon 
the  protection  of  the  United  States.  If  all  die  friendly 
Indiana  within  the  limita  of  the  United  States  were  to  be 
received  under  the  protection  of  the  Government,  he  ang^ 
gested  that  tliey  might  be  employed  with  more  efficifsicy 
than  our  own  troops  against  the  hostile  Indiana.        ^' ' 

He  stated  that,  from  his  knowledge  of  some  of  {Bepa^ 
he  would  be  disposed  to  place  implicit  confidence  in  their 
attachment,  fidelity,  and  coura^.  They  would  afford  a 
better  protection  to  .the  firontier,  than  an  equal  number 
of  white  troops^  and  if  they  were  so  employed,  it  would 
be  necessaiy  to  supply  them  with  weapons,  and  to  give 
protection  to  their  wives  and  fiimiUes.  He  thought  it  im- 
possible to  determine  how  long  these  brutalities  migbt 
last.  As  soon  as  it  was  known  that  the  Indians  bad  been 
successful  in  their  attack,  every  hostile  Indian  would  ha» 
ten  to  join  with  them.  He  moved  to  strike  out  30,000,  and 
insert  50,000  dollars. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  accepted  tiie  amendment  as  a  mo£- 
fication  uf  his  motion. 

Some  further  discussion  took  place  on  the  amount  to  be 
appropriated;  when 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN,  in  consequence  of  an  asser- 
tion that  the  Secretaiy  of  War  had  recommended  20,000 
for  tills  object,  moved  to  strike  out  50,000,  and  insert 
20,000  dollars. 

The  motion  was  carried  in  the  affirmative. 

The  amendment,  as  amended,  was  then  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KANE  then  moved,  in  confomuty  with  the  sugges- 
tion in  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  that  the  sum  of 
#150,000  for  the  expenses  of  defending  the  frontier  be 
stricken  out,  and  #300,000  inserted  in  iU  room. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DUDLEY  moved  to  amend  ^e  bill  by  adding  a 
section  appropriating  #500  to  defttiy  the  adititional  expen- 
ses of  one  of  the  commissioners  to  Green  Bay.  He  stated 
that  General  Rich  had  been  required,  after  his  return 
from  Green  Bay,  to  come  on  to  Washington,  and  that  the 
appropriation  was  to  cover  the  expenses  which  he  had  in- 
currea  during  that  journey.  He  had  come  at  a  time  of 
great  inclemency,  and  under  circumstances  of  personal 
inconvenience,  and  while  in  a  state  of  impaired  health,  and 
had  perfi>rmed  his  services  fiuthfiilly, 

Mr.  WHITE  said  that  the  allowance  for  this  journey 
had  been  15  cents  per  mile,  and  #3  a  day,  and  General 
Rich  chumed  40  cents  a  mile,  and  #8  a  day. 

The  motion  was  negatived. 

Mr.  KING  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  inserting  a  clause 
providing  that  any  balsnce  which  might  remain  of  the  ap- 
propriation for  recording  patents,  miglit  be  applied  for  the 
purpose  of  arranging  the  papers  in  the  State  Department, 
which  were  in  a  state  of  much  confuaon. 

The  motion  was  negatived. 

The  bill  was  then  reported  as  amended;  and  the  Senate 
having  concurred  in  die  amendments,  the  bill  was  ordered 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 

BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

The  Senate  then  resumed,  in  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
the  consideration  of  the  bill  to  modify  and  continue  the  act 
to  incorporate  the  subscribers  to  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States.  The  question  being  on  Mr.  Spkagvk's  amend- 
ment to  the  amendment  submitted  by  Mr.  Mookb,  to  the 
effect  that  the  bonus  to  be  paid  by  the  bank  should  be 
distributed  among  the  several  States  according  to  the 
federal  numbers  of  their  population. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  said  a  few  words  in  favor  of  the  amend- 
metit.  The  principle,  he  sud,  had  been  recommended 
by  the  President  of  the  United  States^  in  one  of  his  me»- 
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sages,  and  was  not  liable  to  the  objections  that  had  been 
urged  against  a  distribution  of  surplus  revenue. 

Mr.  MAUCY  called  for  a  division  of  the  question,  so  as 
first  to  take  it  on  striking  out;  and  then  inquired  if,  in  case 
the  amendment  should  be  stricken  out,  it  would  be  in  or- 
der to  propose  an  amendment  to  the  substitute. 

The  CHAIR  having  stated  that  it  would,  a  division  of 
the  question  was  ordered.  . 

Mr.  HAYNE  then  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the 
que^ion;  which  were  ordered. 

Alter  some  remarks  from  Mr.  MOORE, 

Mr.  KANE  rose  to  express  his  views  with  regard  to  the 
amendment,  as  briefly  as  he  could,  for  he  was  sensible  that 
the  late  period  of  the  session  did  not  admit  of  much  argu- 
ment. He  was  in  favor  of  preserving  the  amendment  of 
the  rentleman  from  Alabama,  as  it  then  stood,  in  its  pre- 
cise unguage  throughout,  because  the  corporation  and  its 
members  possessed  privileges,  to  the  exclusion  of  the  rights 
of  the  rest  of  mankind.  He  was  fc^  taxing  the  bank  and  its 
branches  to  the  extent  of  its  loans  and  issues,  because  to 
that  extent  it  prevented  others  from  doing  a  similar  busi- 
ness. It  was  known  that  banking  was  an  original  right; 
every  man  had  the  right  to  bank  on  his  own  account;  and 
m  tiuLt  country  from  whence  banking  was  derived,  it  was 
not  only  an  original,  but  a  common  law  right.  It  would 
be  unjust  in  States  to  deprive  their  citizens  of  rights  in 
&vor  of  a  few,  without  an  equivalent;  and  therefore,  when 
States  did  give  exclusive  privileges,  they  made  those  to 
whom  th«y  were  granted  pay  for  them.  But  the  United 
States  claimed  the  ri^ht  to  grant  this  privilege.  If,  then, 
(he  right  given  to  this  corporation  by  the  United  States 
be  an  exclusive  right,  it  was  not  only  a  deprivation  of  the 
rights  of  individuius,  but  of  the  States,  to  g^rant  such  ex- 
clunve  rights.  It  was  on  this  ground  that  he  was  in  favor 
of  retaining  the  right  of  taxing  the  bank  and  its  branches 
to  the  extent  of  its  loans  and  issues.  But  it  is  said  this  has 
already  been  done.  The  bill  requires  a  bonus  of  $150,000 
annually  for  fifteen  years.  This  provision  was  arbitrar}';  it 
could  not  be  ascertained  the  amount  of  benefit  that  would 
accrue  to  the  bank  for  the  renewal  of  the  charter,  and  there 
were  therefore  no  precise  data  by  which,  in  the  outset,  to 
assess  the  just  amount  to  be  exacted.  A  bonus  for  exclu- 
sive privileges  was  the  offsprinff  of  necessity— tlie  expe- 
dient of  proflieate  princes  of  arbitrary  Governments, 
exacted  simply  because  wanting  a  little  money,  and  there 
were  those  who  were  willing  to  give  it. 

Mr.  SPBAGUE  made  a  few  remarka  in  reply  to  Bfr. 
Kahk,  in  favor  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  HAYNE  observed  that,  when  t!ie  amendment  of 
the  gentleman  from  Alabama  was  first  introduced,  there 
was  some  embarrassment.  Believing,  as  he  -did,  that  the 
States  possessed  the  power  of  taxing  the  branches  of  the 
bank  within  their  limits,  he  was  at  first  unwilling  to  con- 
cur in  an  amendment  that  seemed  to  express  a  doubt  as  to 
that  power?  He  concun>ed  with  the  gentleman  that  no 
tegpslation  on  the  part  of  Congress  could  either  add  to, 
or  take  from,  the  rights  of  the  States.  He  regarded  the 
amendment  as  nothing  more  or  less  than  as  a  limitation 
in  the  charter,  which  will  prevent  any  difficulty  between 
tiie  bank  and  the  State.  By  inserting  the  provision,  the 
bank  would  be  lefl  no  pretext  for  resisting  the  right  of  the 
States  to  tax  its  branches.  It  had  been  said  that  tlus  Ux 
mig^t  be  made  ruinous,  and  drive  the  branches  from  the 
States;  but  this  objection  would  apply  as  well  to  any  other 
objects  of  taxation — ^to  mercantile,  and  all  the  species  of 
property  liable  to  taxation.  With  regard  to  the  substitute  of 
the  gentleman  from  Maine,  he  was  opposed  to  \tioio  eoeb* 
He  regarded  it  as  a  principle  which,  when  once  introduc- 
ed, would  never  cease  to  operate  as  a  cttrse  on  the  coun- 
try. It  had  before  this  been  introduced  in  other  forms, 
and  strenuously  resisted;  it  would  again  be  attempted;  and 
he  would  undertake  t6  say  that,  ifthis  amendment  prc- 
r«led,  it  would  be  only  the  commencement. 
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Mr.  H.  entered  into  various  arguments  agunst  the  pro- 
posed substitute.  If  adopted,  gentlemen  would  see  its 
effects  before  this  bill  passed;  it  would  then  become  the 
interest  of  those  in  favor  of  it  to  increase  the  bonus^ 
which  would  probably  be  fixed  at  $500,000  a  year,  instead 
of  $150,000.  He  should  oppose  the  corrupting  influence 
of  this  system,  which  should  not  be  permitted  to  exist. 

After  some  remarks  from  Messrs.  SPRAGUE  and 
CLAYTON, 

Mr.  BlULLER  said  he  was  opposed  to  striking  out  the 
amendment,  as  well  because  of  its  intrinsic  merits,  as  be- 
cause he  was  opposed  to  the  substitute  "proposed  by  the 
gentleman  from  Maine.  He  regarded  this  proposition  as 
a  universal  truth  that  there  was  no  species  of  property 
in  this  country  that  was  not  liable  to  taxation,  both  by  the 
Federal  and  State  Governments.  The  Federal  Govern- 
ment had  the  right  to  tax  the  State  banks;  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  States  had  a  right  to  tax  the  branches  of 
the  United  States'  Bank  within  their  respective  limits.  If 
it  be  contended  that  the*  emanation  of  the  charter  from 
the  Federal  Government  protected  the  corporation  from 
taxation,  the  same  exemption  might,  with  as  much  reason, 
be  churned  for  a  corporation,  for  a  ferry,  for  mercantile  busi- 
ness, or,  in  short,  for  any  property  owned  by  citizens  out 
of  the  State  imposing  the  tax.  With  regard  to  the  case 
of  McCulloh  and  the  State  of  Maryland  referred  to  by 
the  Senator  from  Delaware,  he  admitted  that  the  Supreme 
Court  had  decided  against  the  power  claimed  by  the  State. 
But  if  a  provision  of  this  kind  were  introduced  in  the  bill, 
the  Supreme  Court  would  never  decide  that  Congress  had 
not  the  right  to  introduce  it;  and  it  would  preclude  the 
court  from  deciding  against  the  power  of  the  States.  The 
gentleman  contended  that  Congress  did  not  possess  the 
right  to  insert  such  a  provision;  but  it  was  obvious  that 
those  who  granted  a  privilege,  had  the  right  to  prescribe 
the  conditions  on  which  it  should  be  exercised.  Mr.  M. 
urged  various  arguments  in  favor  Of  the  amendment,  and 
against  the  substitute  proposed  by  Mr.  Sfraous. 

AAer  some  remarks  from  Messrs.  MABCY,  SMITH, 
and  MANGUM, 

Mr.  HAYNE  said,  before  the  cjuestion  was  taken,  he 
would  read  an  extract  from  a  petition  of  Messrs.  Thorn- 
dike  and  others,  merchants  of  Boston,  praying  for  a  char- 
ter of  a  national  bank.  Mr.  H.  read  the  extract,  by  which 
it  appeared  that  the  petitioners  ofiered  to  pay  a  bonus  of 
one  per  cent,  on  the  amount  of  then*  capital;  and,  also,  to 
pay  to  the  States  a  tax  not  exceeding  the  amount  imposed 
by  them  on  their  own  banks.  The  honus  provided  in  the 
present  bill,  said  Mr.  H.,  is  one-half  per  cent.  These 
gentlemen  offer  double  the  amount — one  per  cent. ;  and 
this  he  only  mentioned  to  show  that  mercantile  men,  of 
great  experience,  were  of  opinion  that  the  bank  could 
not  only  pay  a  bonus  of  $600,000  per  annum»  but  pay  a 
reasonable  tax  to  the  States. 

Adjourned. 

FaiDAT,  Jt7FB  1. 

TOPOGRAPHICAL.  ENGINEERS. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  to  organic 
the  corps  of  topographical  engineers. 

The  bill  having  been  read  in  Committee  of.  the  Whole, 

Mr.  HAYNE  expressed  his  hope  that  some  sufficient 
reason  for  this  or^nization  would  he  given  by  the  chair- 
man of  the  Military  Committee.  Where  was  the  necessity 
for  the  increase  of  officers  proposed  by  the  bill?  We 
were  in  a  period  of  profound  peace;  and  there  was  an  en- 
gineer corps  in  the  service  or  the  Government.  He  re- 
peated his  desire  for  some  explanation. 

Mr.  BENTON  replied  that  a  number  of  citizens  were 
now  in  the  employment  of  the  Government  as  civil  engi- 
neers, and  they  were  employed  at  considerable  expense, 
and  were  not  subject  to  martial  law.     The  bill  organizes 
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a  corps  which  will  be  able  to  render  more  efficient  ser- 
vices to  the  country,  and  which  will  be  more  readily  con- 
trolled, as  it  will  be  under  military  government.  He  also 
sujTgested  that  the  bill  would  effect  a  considerable  reduc- 
tion of  expense. 

Mr.  FOOT  asked  if  there  were  not  now  officers  of  the 
army  who  were  detailed  for  this  very  service.  The  Senate 
had  been  told  that  money  would  be  saved  by  this  creation  of 
new  officers.  During^  the  whole  time  that  he  had  been  in 
the  public  service,  he  had  never  known  any  saving  pro- 
duced by  the  creation  of  new  officers. 

Mr.  SMITH,  in  reply,  stated  that  it  was  true  that  offi- 
cers were  detailed  for  this  service,  but  it  was  a  cause  of 
much  complaint,  because  the  regular  duty  which  was  thus 
devolved  on  those  who  remained  with  their  corps,  was 
double.  It  has  sometimes  happened  that  but  a  single  offi- 
cer has  been  \tti  to  an  artillery  company.  He  stated  that 
instances  had  occurred  of  officers  who,  after  being  in  the 
topographical  service,  had  imbibed  such  a  dislike  of  the 
regular  service,  that,  rather  than  return  to  it,  they  had 
resigned.  Being  once  detailed  on  that  service,  they  be- 
come unfit  for  military  duty;  and  thus  it  frequently  hap- 
pens that  the  best  officers  are  lost  to  the  country, 

Mr.  H AYNE  briefly  expressed  the  objections  to  the  bill, 
which  had  presented  themselves  to  his  mind.  He  regard- 
ed the  new  organization  proposed  bv  the  bill  as  exception- 
able, because  it  left  several  able  and  faithful  officers  to  be 
dismissed.  He  referred  to  the  present  mode  of  employ- 
ing the  graduates  of  West  Point  m  the  topograf^ical  au^. 
Ifthey  were  found  qualified,  they  might  be  still  kept  on 
that  duty;  but  if  not  qualified,  and  any  one  should  feel 
discontent  in  being  ordered  back  to  miHtary  duty,  he 
might  rengn.  There  would  be  found  plenty  of  brevets 
to  take  his  place.  If  it  was  desirable  to  get  rid  of  the 
citizens  from  the  topographical  duty,  that  could  be  done 
bv  repealing  the  law  which  authorizes  the  employment  of 
civil  engineers.  The  Secretary  of  War  baa  found  it  more 
advantageous  to  employ  citizens  than  to  send  the  military 
on  this  service. 

Mr.  FOOT  said  he  had  heard  it  suggested  Chat  this  was 
hit  upon  as  a  convenient  mode  ^f  getting  rid  of  certain 
officers  in  the  army.  He  did  not  know  wnether  this  was 
the  fact  or  not{  ^but  he  thought^  under  all  the  circiun- 
stances,  it  would  be  becoming  in  the  Senate  to  act  cau- 
tiously on  the  subject.  He  would,  therefore,  move  to  lay 
the  bill  on  the  table. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to— -yeas  27. 

EXTENSION  OF  PATENTS. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  a  bill  authorising 

letters  patent  to  be  issued  to  Thomas ^  ^-^  ^-^> 

and  James  Lang;  the  two  former  being  residents  in  Great 
Britain,  Knd  the  last  a  resident  in  Scotland. 

Mr.  MARCY,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  introducing  the  words  "and 
to  Samoel  Hill,  of ,  in  the  county  of  Notting- 
ham, England,  for  an  improved  piston  and  valve  for  steam 
engines,"  &c. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  regarded  this  as  an  important  bill.  It 
granted  letters  patent  to  foreigners  who  did  not  re»de 
here,  who  never  had  resided,  and  who  never  intended  to 
rende  here.  If  it  was  right  to  do  this,  some  general  prin- 
ciple ought  to  be  adopted.  He  had  strong  objections  to 
legislation  in  special  and  individual  cases.  The  law  of  pa- 
tents had  been  already  so  modified  as  to  ^tve  them  to  any 
foreigner  who  showed  a  dispomtion  to  reside  here.  Some 
years  ago,  a  man  named  Brown  obtained  a  patent,  by 
holding  out  the  idea  that  such  was  his  intention;  but  hav- 
ing obtuned  it,  he  gave  it  to  be  understood  tiiat  he  never 
intended  to  reside  here;  and  he  never  came  here  at  all. 
He  was  desirous  Congress  should  exercise  the  powers 
granted  to  it,  by  the  passage  of  a  general  law,  if  the  prin- 
ciple was  to  be  established  that  foreigners  should  nave 


patents.  He  did  not  know  that  he  might  not  give  his  con- 
sent to  such  law.  But  he  could  not  consent  to  take  up 
special  cases.  It  was  not  possible  for  the  two  Houses  to 
sit  in  judgment  on  the  merits  of  any  invention  which  was 
to  be  submitted  to  them;  and,  if  they  could  not,  it  would 
be  impossible  to  refuse  the  passage  of  any  bill  after  this. 

He  moved  to  recommit  the  bill  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary,  witii  instructions  to  report  a  general  bill. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  he  was  opposed  to  this  bill.  He 
was  not  willing  to  extend  these  privileges  to  foreigners. 
Confess  had,  m  his  opinion,  of^en  impeded  the  pro^^ss 
of  science  by  g^nting  patents.  Oliver  Evans's  mills  threw 
an  impediment  in  the  way  of  Improvement.  He  had 
found  out  some  old  invention,  and,  by  g^iing  it  a  new 
dress,  had  obtained  a  patent,  and  thus  injured  the  cause 
of  science.  A  foreigner  might  obtain  a  patent  here,  and 
might  aflerwards  leave  the  country,  and  take  steps  to  pre- 
vent it  from  being  of  any  advantage  to  us.  In  case  of  any 
national  rivalry,  the  foreign  Government  might  buy  up  his 
patent,  in  order  to  preclude  us  from  any  participation  in, 
its  benefits.  He  would  not,  therefore,  grant  patent^  even 
on  the  principle  of  reciprocity,  since  they  were  merely 
g^ven  for  the  benefit  of  individuals. 

Mr.  HOLMES  did  not  see  the  dangerous  consequences 
of  passing  this  bill,  in  such  an  alarming  pmnt  of  view.  He 
could  not  find  in  the  constitution  any  discrimination  made 
between  foreigners  and  American  citizens.  He  referred 
to  the  recommendation  of  General  Washington,  in  his 
first  message,  as  to  the  introdi^tion  of  foreign  improve- 
ments. Under  the  existing  law,  foreigners  might  come 
and  reside  here  two  years,  obtain  their  patently  and  then 
return  home,  and  dispose  of  their  inventions. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  he  was  one  of  the  committee  who  had 
reported  the  bill,  and  he  agreed  with  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  that  it  was  a  subject  involving  some  diffi* 
cultv.  The  question  was,  should  we  p^ant  Jights  of  an 
exclusive  character  to  foreigners;  and,  if  so,  on  whatprui- 
ciples?  Was  it  better  to  act,  for  the  present,  in  particu- 
lar cases,  or  to  adopt  a  general  principle }  The  commit- 
tee had  thought  it  best  to  act  on  a  few  special  cases  first, 
in  order  to  see  how  the  thin|^  worked,  before  a  general 
principle  was  adopted.  In  this  ease,  the  gentleman  had 
himself  appeared  before  the  committee,  and  had  not  only 
established  his  own  respectability,  but  had  satined  the 
committee  that  he  was  associated  with  gentlemen  in  this 
country,  of  large  capital,  whose  object  it  was  to  Introduce 
it  into  use  among  us. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  made  one  or  two  additional  remarks. 
He  suggested  that  foreigners  would  have  the  power  of 
withhoMiing  their  improvements  from  us  for  fourteen 
years.  He  inMsted,  however^  that  we  had  little  to  fear, 
since  we  were  already  ahead  of  our  foreign  brethren  in 
the  progress  of  useful  invention^  If  his  motion  to  recom- 
nut  should  fail,  he  hoped  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
wotild  give  satisfactory  explanations  of  the  nature  of  this 
improvement.  He  further  suggested  that,  in  case  Con- 
gress should  afterwards  desire  to  revoke  a  patent  g^nted 
to  a  foreigner,  it  could  not  well  be  done,  as  the  foreigner 
would  be  out  of  our  reach. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  to  recom^ 
mit,  and  decided. in  the  affirmative — ^yeas  26. 

BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

The  Senate  mtting  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the 
consideration  of  the  bank  bill  was  resumed— the  question 
still  pending  on  Mr.  Moons's  amendment,  giving  the  seve- 
ral States  the  power  of  taxing  the  issues  and  loans  of  the 
bank;  and  on  Mr.  Spbaguk's  motion  to  strike  out  so  much 
of  the  same,  and  to  substitute  a  clause  to  distribute  the 
bonus  to  be  paid  by  the  bank  among  the  States,  accord- 
ing to  their  federal  numbers. 

Mr.  BIBB  rose.  The  amendments  pro]iosed  embraced, 
he  said,  two  distinct  questions.     The  first  question  related 
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to  the  propriety  of  recogni^ngf  the  power  of  taxation  in 
the  several  States  within  their  own  jurisdiction;  and  the 
amendment  to  this  went  to  abrogate  such  power,  and  to  sub- 
stitute a  correlative  proposition  in  its  place,  enacting  that 
the  bonus  to  be  paid  by  the  bank  for  its  exclusire  privi- 
leges  and  franchise  should  be  (&tributed  among  the  States. 
Now,  for  lus  part,  he  could  not  agree  to  such  substitute; 
for  he  could  not  yield  up  the  question  of  the  power  of 
taxation  in  the  States.     Such  a  substitute  would  seem  an 
attempt  to  change  the  nature  of  the  original  federal  com- 
pact— tb  enlarge  it — ^to  make  the  power  of  th^  Federal 
Government  more  transcendent  than  at  the  adoption  of  the 
federal  constitution.     As  regarded  the  first  question,  re- 
lative to  the  power  of  taxinr  residing  in  the  States,  it  had 
been  argued  in  two  ways  that  it  did  not  exist;  that  this 
could  be  proved  by  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court; 
and  again,  that,  if  it  did  not  exist  under  the  old  charter 
of  the  bank.  Congress  could  not  give  it  now.    It  was 
with  the  greatest  reluctance  that  be  would  impugn  any 
decision  of  the  Supreme  Court;  for,  than  himself,  no  man 
had  a  higher  opinion  of  its  merits^  or  held  it  in  higher 
respect.     But,  nevertheless,  he  would  not  blindly  surren- 
der his  judgment  to  any  tribunal,  however  exalted,  when 
it  was  Evident  its  judgment  was  erroneous.     And  when 
the  Supreme  Court  erred,  he  would  not  hesitate  to  ex- 
press his  dissent.     And,  in  the  case  of  McCuUoch  against 
the  bank,  it  was  his  opinion  that  the  court  had  so  erred, 
that  its  decision  amounted  to  feh  de  M.     The  principles 
and  the  preimses  there  assumed  were  erroneous— of  con- 
sequence, so  was  the  conclusion.   It  was  also  argued  that, 
if  the  power  of  taxation  were  granted,  it  included  Uie 
power  to  destroy.     He  [Mr.  B.]  denied  the  proposition, 
and  would  contend  that  the  power  of  taxation  included 
the  power  to  protect.    Ttie  argument  was  only  accordant 
with  t3rrannical  principles,  not  with  republican  doctrines. 
It  was  one  which  coiud  not  be  exercised  in  a  republic. 
Where,  again,  the  power  of  taxation  is  granted,  he  would 
assert  that  the  party  exercising  this  right  is  bound  to  pro- 
tect those  taxed  in  lieu  thereof,  the  same  as  other  institu- 
tions.    If  the  argument  were  conceded,  it  would  allow  of 
the  distinction  of  the  property  of  the  bank,  and  the  indi- 
vidual property  of  the  stockholders.     And  what  would 
become  of  the  property  of  foreigners?    Every  day's  ex- 
perience showed  the  result  of  taxation  within  our  jurisdic- 
tion; if  foreign  merchants  introduced  goods,  they  were 
taxed  at  the  very  threshold,  no  matter  where  the  owners 
were  domiciled,  and  the  protection  of  their  rights  of  pro- 
perty followed.     It  was  a  universal  principle,  that  our 
power  to  taxToreign  goods,  on  their  introduction,  involved 
protection,  not  confiscation.     The  latter  power  would  be 
that  of  a  demon,  not  that  of  a  civilized  Government.     If 
real  estate  is  purchased  by  this  corporation,  as  such,  it  is 
not,  it  is  true,  the  property  of  A  or  B,  but  of  the  stock- 
holders at  large.     It  is  united  property,  and  as  a  whole, 
like  other  property,  is  a  fair  subject  of  taxation.     Again: 
did  he  hold  his  property  in  the  bank,  he  thought  that  it 
should  not,  for  that  reason,  be  exempt  from  taxation. 
And  why  should  not  corporations  be  taxed  ?    Faculties 
were  taxed.     Look  at  our  early  laws  for  internal  improve- 
ments.    Lawyers  were  taxed  for  the  right  of  exercising 
their  profession;  and  even  our  administration— the  pro- 
perty in  their  hands,  under  executory  deeds,  was  a  sub- 
ject of  taxation.     He  would  ask  why,  if  a  person  chose 
to  invest  bis  property  or  his  money  in  this  manner,  in  a 
corporation,  it  should  ftot  be  liable  to  taxation.     Has  it 
not  more  profit,  when  thus  invested,  than  in  any  other 
mode,  and  not  subject  to  as  much  labor  or  attention  on 
the  part  of  the  individual?    It  was  known  that,  after  the 
payment  of  all  expenses,  it  led  a  clear  dividend,  equal,  if 
not  more  than  property  otherwise  invested.     It  should 
be  taxed,  in  his  opinion,  above  all  other  property,  because 
it  allowed  the  stockholders,  witiiout  any  trouble  on  their 
part,  to  exercise  their  different  avocations  and  professions; 


and  that  it  was  the  fiiirest  subject  of  taxation  in  the  world, 
because  it  allowed  its  owner  other  disposal  of  his  time. 

As  this  tax  formed  a  portion  of  the  revenue  of  the  coun- 
try, it  must  be  manif^  that  the  power  to  impose  it  existed 
in  the  General  Government  from  the  adoption  of  the  Fede- 
ral Union.  When  the  constitution  was  formed,  the  right 
was  never  doubted.  But  this  power  (taking  it  for  grant- 
ed) in  the  United  States  was  possessed  as  concurrent  by 
the  several  States,  unless  where,  by  their  own  consent, 
it  was  expressly  denied  them  by  tiie  constitution.  Within 
their  own  jurisdiction  they  possessed  as  full  and  concur- 
rent power  of  taxation  as  the  General  Government.  To 
prove  this,  he  would  refer  to  the  early  expomtion  of  this 
part  of  our  constitution,  at  the  time  of  ib  adoption,  when 
it  was  necessarily  best  understood.  It  would  be  found  in 
the  "Federalist,"  page  33,  written  by  Alexander  Hamil- 
ton.    [Mr.  B.  here  read  the  extract  from  the  Federalist.] 

Now,  sir,  said  Mr.  B.,  let  us  examine  what  is  this  cor- 
poration. It  was  contended  that  the  power  rested  in  the 
Government  to  create  it,  but  he  should  not  now  broach 
the  important  question  which  the  right  involved.  But  let 
it  be  supposed  that  the  Government  has  the  power,  have 
the  States  the  right  of  taxing  it  within  their  juiisdiction? 
What  is  this  corporation?  Is  it  not  merely  the  right  of 
separate  individuals  to  put  their  money,  their  stock,  to-  ^ 
gether,  for  their  better  interest  ?  And  with  the  exception 
of  some  seven  millions  of  stock  owned  by  the  Govern* 
ment,  it  is  the  property  of  individuals.  Government  has 
no  control  over  it  beyond  that  of  other  stockholders,  who 
hold  the  same  amount.  And  whence  the  privilege  of  the^o 
individuals,  by  the  mere  act  of  putting  their  aggregate 
property  under  the  management  of  a  directory,  to  tiius 
exempt  it  from  the  liability  it  would  otherwise  be  subject 
to?  The  Government  holding  but  a  small  portion  of  thia 
property,  he  would  say  that  the  bank  was  under  the  sway 
of  those  individuals,  who  managed  its  concerns,  as  any 
other  property  would  be  managed,  to  redound  most  to 
their  interest,  and  that  it  was  not  a  Government  machine; 
and,  under  such  circumstances,  he  would  ask  if  ftny  cor- 
poration, exercising  the  objects  and  purstiits  of  individuals, 
could  claim  the  immunities  and  privileges  of  a  sovereign 
power.  He  would  never  consent  that  a  corporation^  of 
individuals  should  wield  its  sovereignty — ^that  their  capital 
should  be  above  the  power  or  reach  of  those  .vwy  States 
in  which  they  exercised  their  franchise — in  which  they 
might  be  said  ••  to  live,  move,  and  have  their  being." 

Let  us  suppose,  said  l^lr.  B.,  that  the  branch  of  the  bank 
in  Kentucky,  or  in  Ohio,  for  example,  is  robbed.  Who 
punishes  the  felon?  Is  it  the  Government?  No,  sir.  If 
one  of  its  officers  or  managers  be  assaulted,  is  it  the  Go- 
vernment punishes  for  the  violence  done?  No,  sir;  it  is 
the  State  in  which  those  acts  are  committed  that  punishes, 
and  the  State  alone  has  the  power.  Further,  so  &r  as  the 
Government  holds  property  in  this  corporation,  it  is  a 
surrender  in  so  much  of  its  sovereign  power;  for,  when  a 
sovereignty  mixes  with  mere  individuals,  commingles  with 
them,  it  cannot  elevate  the  individuals  to  its  station,  but 
it  sinks  to  their  level. 

He  had  alreadv  endeavored  to  show,  by  the  opinions  of 
Hamilton,  and  his  exposition  of  tiie  constitution,  that  the 
several  States  possessed  a  concurrent  power  of  taxation 
with  the  Government  itself,  unless  when  defined  to  the 
contrary;  and  these  were  limited  to  two  subjects,  viz.  im- 
ports and  exports,  the  taxing  of  which  is  pli^ced  in  the 
Government  alone.  The  income  on  the  public  lands, 
which  had  since  been  created,  might  be  also  adduced  ;*'but 
where  the  United  States  had  laid  a  tax  on  them,  did  it  pre- 
vent the  State  Government  from  taxinr  the  same?  Both 
had  done  so.  If  the  United  States  laid  its  hand  on  some 
particular  objects  for  taxation,  whether  slaves,  land  tax, 
or  other  things,  it  did  not  place  an  exclusive  right  in  the 
Government;  because,  exeHised  in  those  particulars,  the 
State  was  deprived  of  the  like  power,  but  had  likewise  a 
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correlative,  a  concurrent  power.  Nor  does  it  follow 
that,  if  this  corporation  be  invested  with  certain  immuni- 
ties, they  shall  operate  as  a  bar  against  tlie  ri^ht  inherent 
in  the  States.  Such  privileges,  if  invested  in  those  in- 
dividuals in  their  corporate  capacity,  would  resemble  the 
old  noblesse  in  France,  whose  estates  were  exempt  from 
all  taxation,  throwing  the  burden  on  the  people,  and 
create  in  this  country  a  g^eat  moneyed  aristocracy,  a  privi- 
leged class.  He  would  never  consent  to  such  privileges. 
Out  of  a  capital  of  thirty-six  millions^  only  seven  were  owned 
by  the  Government,  thus  leaving  twenty-nine  millions  of 
exempted  property.  Then,  as  regarded  the  property 
owned  by  non-residents,  which,  it  would  appear,  amount- 
ed to  one-fourth  of  the  whole.  By  the  decision  of  the  Su- 
preme Court,  that  we  could  not  tax  the  subjects  of  a  foreign 
Government,  this  property  vfta  exempt;  and  if  this  argu- 
ment and  decision  were  correct,  the  whole  stock  of  the 
bank  might  be  transferred,  i^nd  thus  a  general  exemption 
take  place.  Could  this  be  allowed^  And  were  the  States 
to  be  called  on  by  their  authority,  to  give  their  protection 
to  the  officers  of  this  corporation  resident  within  them, 
and  vet  be  restricted  from  taxing  the  property  and  the  in- 
dividuals thus  protected?  He  would  ask,  what  boon  was 
given  to  the  States  in  lieu? 

Mr.  B.  referred  to  the  laws  that  had  already  been  passed 
for  taxing  the  Bank  of  the  United  States.  In  the  third  vo- 
lume of  the  LaWs  of  the  United  States,  would  be  found  an 
imposition  of  a  direct  tax,  and,  amoi^  otiier  things,  the  law 
imposes  a  stamp  tax  on  the  notes  of  all  the  banks;  and  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States  then,  existing  under  the  autho- 
rity of  the  United  States,  had  a  tax  imposed  on  it,  and  did 
make  the  composition  of  one  per  cent,  provided  for  by  that 
law.  The  other  law  was  that  of  1813,  which  law  im- 
posed a  tax  on  banks,  and  the  Bank  of  the  United  States 
was  not  then  exempted.  If  the  Government,  then,  pos- 
sesses the  power  of  taxing  the  United  States'  Bank,  how 
is  it  that  the  States  are  to  be  divested  of  that  power?  ,  It 
has  been  said  that,  if  this  power  be  conceded  to  the  States, 
tiiey  will  act  widely  and  inconsiderately,  and  tax  the  bank 
to  its  ruin.  But,  because  a  power  may  be  abused,  does  It 
argue  that  this  power  does  not  exist  ?  If  this  be  conceded, 
it  would  prohibit  tlie  exercise  of  all  lawful  power,  both 
by  the  Federal  and  State  Governments.  He  meant  no 
disrespect  to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  when  he 
asked  if  there  had  never  been  an  abuse,  or  indiscreet  ex- 
ercise of  power,  on  tlieir  part.  Where  was  the  remedy, 
when  there  was  such  an  indiscreet  exercise  of  power? 
There  was  none,  other  than  in  the  returning  good  sense 
of  ^e  people  of  the  United  States,  exercised  tlirough 
their  representatives.  He  admitted  that  the  State  of  Ohio 
had  acted  indiscreetly  in  taxing  the  bank  so  extravagantly 
aa  she  did.  But  let  us  review  the  circumstances  under 
which  she  acted.  At  the  close  of  the  war,  there  was  no 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  but  the  currency  of  the  coun- 
try was  confined  to  notes  of  the  State  banks.  The  Go- 
vernment applied  to  these  banks,  and  urged  them  to  take 
its  loans.  He  was  in  Congress  at  the  time  that  the  cashiers 
attended,  and  exposed  the  situation  of  the  bank.  We 
have  no  money,  said  they;  but  we  have  stock  on  which 
we  make  our  discounts;  we  consider  this  cash,  which  could 
be  realized  in  time  of  peace,  but  now  not  available.  Every 
bank  applied  to,  thus  exposed  their  situation,  and  declared 
their  inability  to  lend;  that  when  war  came,  their  situa- 
tion would  b'e  perilous,  for  the  stock  on  which  they  relied, 
and  which  yielded  them  six  percent.,  could  not  be  turned 
into  money,  in  case  of  a  pressure  on  their  banks.  The 
repty  of  the  Secretary  was  that  of  a  statesman.  The  Go- 
vernment, said  he,  must  have  money;  and  the  consequence 
was,  specie  payments  by  the  banks  ceased;  the  Govern- 
ment continued  to  sell  treasury  notes  to  them,  and  they 
continued  to  make  loans  to  the  Government.  The  notes 
of  these  banks  not  paying  specie,  were  taken  to  an  im« 
mense  amount,  and  circulated  throughout  the  country. 


for  the  payment  of  the  troops,  and  for  the  purchase  of  all 
the  supplies  needed  to  canyon  the  War;  for,  unfortunate- 
ly, tile  banks  that  did  pay  specie,  refused  to  lend  money 
to  support  an  **  unnatural  and  unjust  war."    When  peace 
came,  no  time  was  allowed  to  these  banks,  who  hsd  put 
into  circulation  such  a  vast  amount  of  notes  in  order  to 
serve  the  Government,  to  call  in  their  circulation;  biit,  for- 
getful of  the  benefits  receiv^  from  them,  the  Govern- 
ment immediately  created  another  bank,  to  compel  those 
banks  to  find  specie  for  the  amount  tliey  had  out.     What 
was  the  consequence?    l1ie  Bank  of  the  United  Stsites 
went  into  operation  with  not  three  millions,  and,  in  less 
than  eighteen  months,  issued  notes  to  the  amount  of  eigh- 
teen millions,  which  was  afterwards  reduced  to  nine  mil- 
lions.     The  State  banks  were  drained  of  their  specie  to 
supply  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  (upwards  of  seventy- 
two  millions  were  drawn  from  Kentucky  and  Ohio  alone,) 
until  they  found  themselves  in  a  ntuation  of  great  depres- 
sion and  embarrassment,  and  many  of  them  were  ruin- 
ed.   Now,   it  was  not  astonishing  that,  in  this  state  of 
things,  when  such  a  besom  of  destruction  was  sweeping 
away  the  State  institutions,  and  the  fortunes  of  indiviouala 
connected  with  them,  that  there  should  have  been  such 
an  excitement  as  caused  the  legislation  of  the  State  of 
Ohio,  before  referred  to.     At  that  very  time,  the  State  of 
Kentucky  was  employing,  through  the  medium  of  her 
State  bank,  a  capital  of  seven  hundred  and  fift^  thousand 
dollars,  acquired  by  the  sale  of  her  Green  nver  lands. 
This  was  tlie  case,  also,  with  the  State  of  Ohio,  who  msde 
a  similar  investment  of  her  capital.     The  bank  interfered,  j 
and  these  State  Institutions  were  ruined.     Here  was  the 
cause  of  the  extraordinary  excitement  which  produced 
that  extraordinary  taxation  of  a  bank  that  had  produced 
so  much  injury.     He  was  not  now  arguing  the  question 
whether  the  bank  should  be  recliartered  or  not^  he  waa 
only  contending  that,  if  it  should  be  recbartered,  it  should 
not  be  in  such  a  way  as  to  have  the  power  of  breaking- 
down  the  State  institutions. 

Mr.  B.  here  entered,  at  length,  into  the  argument  as  to 
the  right  of  the  States  to  tax  the  branches  within  their 
limits,  'and  the  propriety  and  expediency  of  the  National 
Legislature  affirming  the  right,  by  introducing  such  a  pro- 
vision in  the  charter. 

Mr.  B.  concluded  by  arguing  that  the  right  of  taxation 
belonged  to  the  States  in  their  sovereign  capacity — ^tbat 
such  rights  were  not  specially  adverted  to  in  the  constitu- 
tion |  tlie  Congress  bad  not  the  power  to  delegate  or  to 
compromit.  That  he  was  one  of  those  who  denied  the 
power  of  the  General  Government  to  raise  money  for  dis- 
tribution— a  proposition  wMch  the  substitute  of  the  gen- 
tleman  from  Maine,  [Mr.  Sp&aock,]  so  to  apply  the  bonus, 
would  carry  into  operation.  He  would  oppose  it  on  con- 
stitutional grounds — he  woiad  oppose  it  as  inexpedient; 
and,  further,  he  would  vote  ag^nst  the  substitute  as  re- 
garded the  striking  out  of  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
nuin  from  Alabama,  [Mr.  Moors,]  as  denying  the  power 
of  taxation  in  tlie  several  States. 

Mr.  DUDLEY  said  that,  recognising  the  right  of  the 
several  States  to  g^ve  instructions  to  their  Senators  who 
ought  to  consider  themselves  bound  to  obey  them,  he  had 
no  difficultv  in  yielding  a  ready  obedience  to  the  instruc- 
tions contamed  in  the  resolutions  he  then  held  in  his  hands. 
These  resolutions  were  adopted  at  the  late  session  oC  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  New  York,  and  had  never  yet 
been  presented  to  the  Senate.  The  subject  had  a  long 
time  been  under  discussion,  and  that  resolution  had  finally 
received  the  concurrence  of  a  majority  of  two-thirds  of 
the  Legislature.  He  believed,  therefore,  that  they  spoke 
the  language  of  a  majority  of  the  State.  He  should  ac- 
cordingly vote  agiunst  the  bill,  in  whatever  shape  or  form 
it  might  be  modified.  He  took  this  opportunity  of 
expressing  his  disapprobation  to  g^rantinga  great  moneyed 
monopoly  in  consideration  of  a  bonus.     He  concurred  in 
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the  principles  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Alabama,  affirming  the  rights  of  the  States  to  tax 
the  branches  of  the  bank  to  the  extent  that  they  tax  their 
own  institutions,  and  should  give  to  the  amendment  his 
support.  In  the  State  of  New  York,  which  had  a  banking 
capital  of  twenty^four  millions,  all  paid  in,  and  many  insu- 
rance ftnd  other  incorporated  companies,  all  such  institu- 
tions were  taxed,  not  by  the  State,  for  there  was  no  State 
tax,  so  called,  but  taxed  under  the  authority  of  the  State 
for  local  purposes.  The  taxes  nused  ftiom  forty  to  eirhty 
cents,  averaging  about  fifty  cents  on  the  one  hunared 
doUara.  He  felt  that  he  should  neglect  the  interests  of 
tiie  State  he  represented  here,  if  he  did  not  urge  the  intro- 
duction of  a  clause  in  the  bill,  reserving  to  the  States  the 
right  to  tax  the  branches  of  the  bank  equally  with  their 
institutions.  He  asked  the  reading  of  the  resolutions,  and 
^at  they  might  be  laid  on  the  table.  Mr.  D.  then  handed 
in  and  the  Secretary  read  the  resolutions  adopted  by  both 
branches  of  the  Legislature  of  New  York,  instructing 
their  Senators  and  requesting  their  Representatives  in 
Congress  to  oppose  the  rechartering  of  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  BENTON  rose  to  say  that  this  motion  presented  the 
moat  direct  attack  upon  the  rights,  the  interests,  the  inde- 
pendence, and  the  sovereignty  of  the  States,  which  he  had 
ever  personally  witnessed.  The  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Moos  a]  was  declaratory  of 
the  rights  of  the  States,  both  to  refuse  admission'  of  these 
branch  banks  into  their  limits,  and  to  tax  them  like  gther 
property,  if  admitted;  if  this  amendment  was  struck  out. 
It  was  tantamount  to  a  legislative  declaration  that  no 
such  rights  existed,  and  would  operate  as  a  confirmation 
of  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  to  that  effect.  It 
is  to  no  purpose  to  say  that  the  rejection  of  the  amend- 
ment will  leave  the  charter  silent  upon  the  subject;  and 
the  rights  of  the  States,  whatsoever  they  may  be,  will  re- 
main in  full  force.  That  is  the  state  of  the  existing  charter^ 
It  is  silent  upon  the  subject  of  State  taxation;  and  in  that 
silence  the  Supreme  Court  has  spoken,  and  nullified  the 
rights  of  the  States.  That  court  has  decided  that  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States  is  independent  of  State  legisla- 
tion! consequently,  that  she  may  send  branches  into  the 
States  in  defiance  of  their  laws,  and  keep  them  there  with- 
out the  payment  of  tax.  This  is  the  decidon;  and  the  de- 
cision or  the  court  is  the  law  of  the  land;  so  that,  if  no 
declaratory  clause  is  put  into  the  charter,  it  cannot  be 
said  that  the  uew  charter  will  be  nlent,  as  the  old  one  was. 
The  voice  of  the  Supreme  Court  is  now  heard  in  that 
silence,  proclaiming  the  supremacy  of  the  bank,  and  the 
degradation  of  the  States;  and,  unless  we  interpose  now 
to  countervail  that  voice  by  a  legislative  declaration,  it 
will  be  imposnble  for  the  States  to  resist  it,  except  by 
measures  which  no  one  wishes  to  contemplate. 

Mr.  B.  regretted  that  he  had  not  seen  in  Uie  papers  any 
report  of  the  argument  of  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Tazkwxll]  in  vindication  of  the  right  of  the  States  to  tax 
these  branches.  It  was  an  argument  bripf,  powerful,  and 
conclusive— lucid  as  a  sunbeam,  direct  as  an  arrow,  and 
mortal  as  the  stroke  of  fate  to  the  adversary  speakers. 
Since  the  delivery  of  that  argument,  they  had  sat  in  dumb 
show,  silent  as  the  g^ve,  mute  as  the  dead,  and  present- 
ing to  our  imaginations  the  realization  of  the  Abbe  Sieyes's 
famous  conception  of  a  dumb  leg^islature.  Before  the 
States  surrendered  a  portion  of  their  sovereignty  to  cre- 
ate this  Federal  Government,  they  possessed  the  unlimited 
power  of  taxation;  hi  the  act  of  the  surrender,  which  is 
the  constitution,  they  abridged  this  unlimited  right  but  in 
two  particulars— exports  ana  imports — which  they  agreed 
no  longer  to  tax,  and  therefore  retained  the  taxing  power 
entire  over  all  other  subjects.  This  was  the  substance  of 
the  argument  which  dumb-founded  the  adversary:  and 
the  distinction  which  was  attempted  to  be  set  up  between 
tangible  and  intangible,  vinble  and  mvisible,  objects  of 


taxation;  between  franchises  and  privileges  on  one  side, 
and  material  substances  on  the  other,  was  so  completely 
blasted  and  annihilated  by  one  additional  stroke  of  light* 
ning,  that  the  fathers  of  the  distinction  really  believed 
that  they  had  never  made  it!  and  sung  their  palinodes  in 
the  face  of  the  House. 

The  argument  that  these  branches  are  necessary  to 
enable  the  Federal  Government  to  carry  on  its  fiscal  ope- 
rations, and|,  therefore,  ought  to  be  independent  of  State 
legislation,  is  answered  and  expunged  by  a  matter  of  fact, 
namely,  that  Congress  itself  has  determined  otherwise, 
and  that  in  the  very  charter  of  the  bank.     The  charter 
limits  the  right  of  the  Federal  Government  to  the  establish- 
ment of  a  single  branch,  and  that  one  in  the  District  of 
Columbia!     The  branch  at  this  place,  and  the  parent 
bank  at  Philadelphia,  are  all  that  the  Federal  Government 
has  stipulated  for.     All  beyond  that  is  lef^  to  the  bank 
itself  to  establish  branches  in  the  States  or  not,  as  it  suited 
its  own  interest,  or  to  employ  State  banks,  with  the  ap- 
probation of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  to  do  the 
business  of  the  branches  for  the  United  States.     Congress 
is  contented  with  State  banks  to  do  the  business  of  the 
branches  in  the  States;  and,  therefore,  authorizes  the  very 
case  which  gentlemen  apprehend  and  so  loudly  deprecate, 
that  New  York  may  refuse  her  assent  to  the  continuance 
of  the  branches  within  her  limits,  and  send  the  public  de- 
posites  to  the  State  banks.     This  is  what  the  charter  con- 
templates.    Look  at  the  charter;  see  the  fourteenth  arti- 
cle of  the  constitution  of  the  bank;  it  makes  it  optionary 
with  the  directors  of  the  bank  to  establish  branches  in 
such  States  as  they  shall  think  fit,  with  the  alternative  of 
uung  State  banks  as  their  substitutes  in  States  in  which 
they  do  not  choose  to  establish  branches.     This  brings 
the  establishment  of  branches  to  a  private  affair,  a  mere 
question  of  profit  and  loss  to  the  bank  itself;  and  cuts  up 
by  the  roots  the  whole  argument  of  the  necessity  of  these 
branches  to  the  fiscal  operations  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment.    The  establishment  of  branches  in  the  States  is, 
then,  a  private  concern,  and  presents  this  question:  shall 
non-residents  and  aliens— even  alien  enemies,  for  such 
they  may  be— »have  a  right  to  carry  on  the  trade  of  bank- 
ing within  the  limits  of  the  States,  without  their  consent, 
without  liability  to' taxation,  and  without  amenability  to 
State  legislation.^    The  suggestion  that  the  United  States 
owns  an  interest  in  this  bank,  is  of  no  avail.     If  she  owned 
it  all,  it  would  still  be  subject  to  taxation,  like  all  other 
property  is  which  she  holds  in  the  States.     The  lands 
which  she  had  obtained  from  individuals  in  satisfaction  of 
debts,  were  all  subject  to  taxation;  the  public  lands  which 
she  held  by  grants  from  the  States,  or  purchases  from 
foreign  Powers,  were  only  exempted  from  taxation  by 
virtue  of  compacts,  and  the  payment  of  five  per  centum 
on  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  for  that  exemption. 

The  right  of  the  States  to  tax  banking  institutions  of 
every  kind.  State  or  federal,  is  just  as  clear,  and  rests 
upon  the  same  foundation,  as  her  right  to  tax  land  and 
houses,  merchants  and  jewellers,  ferries  and  taverns. 
The  right  clearly  exists  with  respect  to  the  branches  of 
the  United  States'  Bank;  and  ought  Congress  to  destroy 
that  right,  by  refusing  to  insert  a  declaratory  clause  to  pro- 
tect it  against  the  decision  of  tiie  Supreme  Court  .^  Of  all 
the  subjects  of  taxation,  the  moneyed  power  is  the  most 
suitable  and  proper.  Jews  were  taxed,  and  enormously 
taxed,  all  over  Europe,  because  they  dealt  in  money. 
They  were  made  to  bear  the  chief  burden  of  taxation, 
because,  having  most  money,  they  were  most  able  to  bear 
it.  These  branch  banks  ought  to  be  taxed,  at  least  as 
much  as  the  citizens  of  the  State,  upon  the  same  princi- 
ple. These  foreigners  and  non-residents,  cariTring  on  the 
trade  of  banking  within  a  State,  and  making  immense 
sums  out  of  the  people  of  the  State,  to  be  carried  off  and 
expended  elsewhere,  and  contributing  noticing  to  the 
military  defence  of  the  State,  ought  certainly  to  contri- 
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bute  in  money  to  the  support  of  the  GoTemment  iroin 
which  they  derive  all  the  benefits  of  wealth  and  protec- 
tion. The  lands  of  non-residents,  and  of  aliens,  are  not 
exempted  from  taxation;  why  should  their  banks  be 
exempted?  Great  is  the  profit  which  they  derive  from 
the  banking  business {  great  is  the  power  which  \t  g^ves 
them  over  the  persons  and  the  property  of  our  citizens. 
The  bank  debt  is  now  about  seventy  millions  of  dollars, 
which  cannot  be  a  less  annual  tax  upon  the  people  of  this 
Union  than  five  or  six  millions  of  dollars.  In  the  West 
alone  the  debt  is  near  thirty  millions,  and  the  annual  inte- 
rest, with  exchange  and  other  charges,  near  three  millions. 
The  abduction  of  specie  from  the  South  and  West,  by 
the  operation  of  these  branches,  is  now  ascertained  to 
exceed  twenty-three  millions  of  dollars !  Of  this  immense 
sum,  Louisville  has  furnished  one  million  one  hundred 
and  seven  thousand  five  hundred  and  sixty-three  dollars; 
Cincinnati,  six  hundred  and  twenty-seven  thousand  dol- 
lars; Pittsburg,  about  nine  hundred  thousand;  St.  Louisi 
three  hundred  thousand,  (within  the  last  two  years;)  New 
Orleans,  about  twelve  millions  of  dollars,  besides  near  a 
million  more  shipped  direct  to  Europe,  without  passing 
through  tlie  motlier  bank.  When  carried  to  Philadel- 
phia, much  of  this  specie  is  sent  abroad,  to  be  sold  at  a 
premium  in  Europe.  About  five  millions  of  dollars  have 
thus  been  exported  and  sold  by  the  bank  within  a  few 
years  at  a  premium  of  ninety-seven  thousand  one  hundred 
and  forty  dollars;  and,  in  lieu  of  specie  thus  abducted 
from  the  South  and  West,  these  sections  are  deluged  with 
a  small  paper  currency,  as  illegal  as  it  is  unsound  and 
vicious,  and  practically  unconvertible  into  specie,  because 
it  is  made  payable  five  hundred  or  a  thousand  miles  off. 
All  the  fiourishing  cities  of  the  West  are  mortgaged  to 
this  moneyed  power.  They  may  be  devoured  by  it  at  any 
moment.  They  are  in  the  jaws  of  the  monster !  A  lump 
of  butter  in  the  mouth  of  a  dog!  one  gulp,  one  swallow, 
and  all  u  gone! 

The  story  of  foreign  capital  brought  into  the  States  is 
an  illusion,  contradicted  by  the  bank  itself.  The  branches 
at  Mobile,  Natchez,  St.  Louis,  Buffalo,  Utica,  and  Port- 
land, are  shown  in  th^  monthly  statements  to  have  no 
capital.  The  other  branches  are  shown  by  the  Presi- 
dent's letter,  in  answer  to  a  call  of  the  Senate,  to  have 
nothing  but  a  nominal  capital,  without  any  solid  or  real 
foundation.*  The  investigating  committee  have  ascer- 
tained from  the  bank  itself  tliat  the  whole  amount  of  spe- 
cie ever  furnished  by  the  parent  bank  to  the  whole  batch 
of  her  Southern  and  Westei  n  branches,  only  amounts  to 
I'.c  precise  sum  of  eight  hundred  and  ninety-six  thousand 
fuui*  hundred  and  seventy-two  dollars!  And  this  is  the- 
capital  for  which  the  West  and  South  are  to  be  grateful! 
This  is  the  capital  on  which  a  debt  of  about  forty  millions 
in  these  two  sections  of  the  country  has  been  created! 
This  is  the  capital  for  which  foreigners  and  non-residents  are 
to  become  the  lords  and  masters  of  the  land,  and  for  which 
tlie  States  are  to  be  so  thankful  and  so  humble  as  not  to 
require  them  to  pay  any  tax  upon  their  loans  and  issues! 

The  justice  of  taxing  these  branches  is  just  as  clear  as 
the  right  to  do  so,  and  it  belongs  to  the  Stale  itself  to  ex- 
ercise the  right  of  taxation,  or  to  compound  it  for  a  bonus. 
The  substituted  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  Maine,  [Mr.  SpaAovx,]  besides  being  a  direct  attack 
upon  the  rights  of  the  States,  is  radically  wrong  in  as* 
suming  to  accept  a  sum  for  the  States  without  their  con- 
sent. Congress  cannot  bargain  for  the  States.  She 
cannot  ag^ee  with  the  bank  for  a  certain  sum,  and  then 
assign  it  to  the  States,  as  to  so  many  dependent  provinces 
of  a  paramount  empire.  It  is  for  the  States  themselves 
to  say  whether  this  bonus  is  sufficient,  or  whether  they 
choose  to  sell  their,  birthright  for  any  bonus  at  alt;  and  if 
this  amendment  shall  be  adopted,  a  proviso  will  certainly 
be  offered,  to  refer  the  acceptance  of  the  bonus  to  the 
will  of  the  States:  and  thus  a  veto  will  be  placed  at  once 


in  the  hands  of  four  and  twenty  States  upon  the  approval 
of  the  charter.  This  is  a  consequence  which  the  friends 
of  the  bank  would  not  relish;  yet,  if  the  scheme  of  pay- 
ing the  bonus  to  the  States  individually,  instead  of  paying 
it  to  the  Federal  Government,  a  reference  of  the  charter 
to  the  States,  for  their  acceptance  or  rejection  of  tlie  bo- 
nus offered,  becomes  indispensable,  unless  they  are  to  be 
treated  as  miserable  dependents  of  the  bank,  without 
even  the  rig^t  of  giving  an  opinion  upon  the  sufficiency 
of  what  is  offered.  Whether  referred  to  them  or  not, 
the  States  will  have  the  power  of  refunng  to  accept  the 
bonus:  some  States  may  refuse;  some  are  certainly  bound 
to  refuse.  What  thenf  Does  the  charter  go  into  effect, 
without  regard  to  tlie  refusal  of  the  State  to  receive  the 
bonus?  The  bank,  assuming  the  loAy  superiority  of  throw- 
ing her  so  much,  (and,  if  she  did  not  pick  It  up,  she  might 
do  without  it,)  the  imperial  bank,  would  disregard  her 
pouting,  and  go  on  as  sne  pleased.  The  substitute  of  the 
Senator  from  Maine  is  certainly  ingeniously  worded;  it 
suits  some  State  right  men,  and  some  anti-State  riglit  men. 
He  [Mr.  B.]  was  opposed  to  eveiy  thing  in  legislation 
which  suited  persons  irreconcilably  opposed  on  funda- 
mental principles.  The  substitute  seemed  to  blink  the 
question.  Yesterday,  when  first  offered,  it  had  a  phrase 
in  it  which  is  now  taken  out.  The  States  were  then  to 
have  this  bonus  **  in  consideration"  of  not  taxing  the 
branches;  but  this  clause,  which  implies  a  right,  and  the 
sale  of  a  ri^t,  is  now  taken  out,  and  the  substituted 
amendment  had  lost  its  first  distinguishing  feature. 

The  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Maine  proposes 
to  grant  an  annuity  to  the  States  in  lieu  of  the  taxes  they 
would  have  a  right  to  receive,  thus  placing  the  States  in 
the  same  elevated  relation  with  respect  to  the  bank,  which 
the  Indian  tribes  now  occupy  with  respect  to  the  Federal 
Government.  The  annuity  now  in  the  bill  is  $150,000, 
which,  being  fairly  dutributed/wr  eajfite,  according  to  the 
Indian  rule,  would  furnish  about  eight  mills,  or  three- 
fourths  of  a  cent,  to  each  inhabitant  of  tlie  States.  This 
is  a  fine  sum  to  be  given  for  the  sovereignty  of  a  State; 
and  must  have  some  relation  or  reference  to  the  vahie  of 
the  mess  of  pottage  which  a  foolish  boy  once  received  for 
his  birthright.  If  Congress  must  sell  the  rights  of  the 
States,  let  them  at  least  take  the  best  price  which  is  offer- 
ed; and  a  hr  better  one  than  that  in  the  bill  has  been  of- 
fered. The  memorial  for  a  new  bank,  to  be  owned 
wholly  by  American  citisens,  offers  $700,000  a  year  du- 
ring the  continuance  for  the  charter;  why  not  take  that, 
which  is  nearly  five  times  the  amount  of  the  bonus  in  the 
bill?  The  citizens  who  offer  it  are  acknowledged  to  be 
able  to  take  the  stock  of  the  bank,  to  pay  the  bonus,  and 
to  manage  its  affairs.  Why  not  sell  to  them  in  preference 
to  this  old  company,  which  offers  but  the  fifth  part,  and 
has  already  had  their  privilege  for  twenty  years,  and  is 
besides  so  largely  made  up  of  foreigners,  and  now  known 
to  be  in  the  hands  of  the  political  party  which  the  people 
of  the  United  States  have  discarded  from  office? 

Mr.  B.  expressed  his  earnest  wishes  that  this  deadly 
blow  at  the  rights  of  the  States  might  be  averted;  that 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Mooax]  might  be  adopted;  and  the  sovereignty  of  the 
States  be  vindicated  from  the  authority  of  the  Supreme 
Court;  and  tluit  the  great  moneyed  power  of  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States  might  be  forced  to  contribute,  with  the 
citizens  of  the  States,  to  the  support  of  the  Government 
whose  protection  they  received. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  replied  to  Mr.  BaxTox.  It  was  the 
general  custom,  he  said,  for  those  who  were  unable  to  re- 
ply to  a  proposition,  to  assail  it  with  invective,  and  to  load 
it  with  abusive  epithets.  When,  tlierefore,  it  is  said  that 
the  amendment  he  proposed  was  a  contrivance  unworthy 
of  legislation,  he  could  de^g^  no  other  reply  than  that  the 
assertion  itself  was  unworthv.  He  denied  that  he  bad,  in 
any  way,  attempted  to  blink  or  evade  the  question.     He 
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stated,  in  distinct  terms,  his  opinion  that  the  States  had 
no  rig^ht  to  tax  the  branches  of  the  United  States'  Bank. 
He  a^e^  perfectly  with  the  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court;  and  luid  unhentating^ly  avowed  that,  unless  a  pro- 
vision to  that  effect  be  inserted  in  the  charter,  the  States 
will  have  no  ri^t  to  tax  the  bank.  If  you  come  to  the 
expediency,  said  he,  I  deny  that  also.  As  to  any  derrap 
dation  in  the  States  receiving  such  trifiing  annuities,  like 
the  Indian  tribes,  as  spoken  of  by  the  j^ntleman  from  Mis- 
souri, he  could  not,  for  himself,  perceive  it.  The  amend-  veaa  2,  nays  43. 
ment  did  not  make  the  annuity;  it  was  already  in  the  bill  V YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb. — 2. 
provided  that  the  United  States  should  receive  it.     Now,>  ^  NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Brown,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton, 


if  it  was  degrading  for  the  States  to  receive  annuities, 
which,  divided  among  the  people,  would  only  amount  to 
seven  or  eight  mills  each,  would  the  proportion  be  much 
greater  if  paid  to  the  United  States?  And  such,  said  Mr. 
S.,  are  the  materials  of  which  arguments  are  made,  to  be 
addressed  to  the  people  of  the  United  States.  The  gen- 
tleman from  Missouri  tells  me,  said  Mr.  S.,  that  I  ought  to 
make  a  motion  to  increase  the  bonus.  I  cannot  do  so, 
said  he,  at  this  stage  of  the  business,  but  will  unquestiona- 
bly make  the  motion  at  a  proper  .time. 


the  following  vote: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas, 
Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  John- 
ston, Knight,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins, 
Buggies,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith.  Sprague,  Tipton, 
Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — ^26. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Dickerson, 
Dudley,  Ellis,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Man- 
gum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Bobinson,  Tazewell,  White, 
—18. 


The  third  providing  that  no  person  shall  vote  at  any 
election  more  than  tliirty  shares,  including  those  he  shall 
vote  in  his  own  right,  as  stockholder,  and  as  attorney, 
agent,  or  proxy.       «  • 

After  a  debate,  in  which  Messrs.  BIBB,  DALLAS, 
SMITH,  and  GRUNDY,  took  part, 

Mr.  BUCKNER  called  for  a  division  of  the  question, 
which  was  ordered,  and  it  was  first  taken  on  the  first 
amendment;  which  was  rejected  by  the  following  vote — 


Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Ewing,  Foot,  Freling- 
huysen, Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes,  John- 
ston, Kane,  King,  Knight,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore, 
Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Rug- 
gles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tip- 
ton, Tomlinson,  Troup,  Waggaman,  Webster,  White, 
Willdns.— 43. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  second  amendment 
to  reduce  the  interest  taken  by  the  bank  to  five  per  cent., 
and  decided  in  the  negative,  as  follows: 


The  question  was  then  taken    on  striking  out  Mr.  ^  YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Dick 
Mooma's  amendment,  and  decided  in  the  afiiraiative,  by^  trson,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King, 


Mangum,  Mai'cy,   Moore,   Robinson,  Smith,   Tazewell, 
Troup,  White.— 20. 

NAYS.—Messrs.  Bell,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Ewing, 
Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks,  Holme.s,  Johnston, 
Knight,  MUler,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins, 
Rugbies,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinson, 
Waggaman,  Webster,  Wi]kins.--*25. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  third  amendment,- 
and  it  was  rejected  by  the  following  vote: 
1^  YEAS.*— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Ellis,  Grundy,  Hayne, 


The  question  was  then  taken  on  inserting  Mr.  Spkaovx's'  Hill,  Kane,  Marcy,  Moore,  White. — 10. 


amendment,  and  it  was  also  decided  in  the  affirmative— 
yeas  25,  nays  19,  as  follows: 

YEAS.—- Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas, 
Dickerson,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks, 
Holmes,' Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins, 
Buggies,  Seymotu*,  Silsbee,  Sooitli,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tom- 
linson, Waggaman,  Wilkins. — ^25. 

NAYS — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Dudley,  Ellis, 
Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Mil- 
ler, Moore,  Poindexter,  Robinson,  Tazewell,  Webster, 
White.— 19. 

'  Mr.  FOOT  then  moved  further  to  amend  the  bill,  by 
adding  an  additional  section  providing  that  the  cashier 
of  tlie  bank  shall  annually  report  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  the  names  of  all  the  stockholders  of  the  bank 
who  are  not  residents  of  the  United  States;  and,  on  appU- 
cation  from  the  Executives  of  the  several  States,  furnish 
them  the  names  of  the  stockholders  who  reside  in  the 
United  SUtes. 

Mr.  F.  said  the  object  of  this  amendment  was  to  enable 
the  States  to  tax  the  stockholders  of  the  bank  who  reside 
within  their  limits.  In  Connecticut,  said  Mr.  F.,  we  tax 
the  stockholders  of  our  own  banks,  and  would  also  tax 
those  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  who  reside  in  the 
State;  but,  on  application  being  made  to  the  cashier  of  the 
bank  for  their  names,  they  were  refused. 

This  an\endment  was  adopted  without  a  division. 

Mr.  BIBB  then  offered  three  sections  as  amendments: 

The  first  prescribing  that  the  parent  bank  shall  be  man- 
aged by  a  president  and  twenty-four  directors,  and  of  the 
branches  by  a  president  and  twelve  directors  each;  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  by  and  with  the  advice 
and  consent  of  the  Senate,  to  appoint  all. the  presidents, 
and  one-half  of  the  directors,  and  that  it  shall  not  be  ne- 
cessary that  they  shall  be  stockholders  of  the  bank; 

The  second  amendment  providing  that  the  bank  shall 
not  take  more  than  five  per  cent,  per  annum,  in  the  shape 
of  interest  and  discounts;  and 


NAYSi — Messrs.  Bell,  Brown,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton, 
Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frehnghuysen, 
Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  King,  Knight,  Mangum, 
Miller,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robin- 
son, Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Taze- 
well, Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Troup,  Waggaman,  Webster, 
Wilkins 35. 

Mr.  EWING  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  striking 
out  tiie  fifth  section,  which  provides  that  it  shall  not  be 
fawful  for  the  bank,  two  years  after  the  3d  of  March  next, 
to  hold  any  real  estate,  except  on  mortgage,  or  for  the 
transaction  of  its  bunness,  directing  a  sale  af^er  that  time, 
and  imposing  a  penalty  of  ten  thousand  dollars  for  the  in- 
fraction of  this  clause. 

This  motion  was  rejected — yeas  22,  nays  23,  as  fol- 
lows: 

yTEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Clajr,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Ewing, 
root,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendncks,  Holmes,  Knight,  Nau« 
dain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Bobinson,  Seymour, 
Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tomlinson,  Wag^^man,  Webster, 
Wilkins.— 22. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Dick- 
erson, Dudley,  Ellis,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Johnston, 
Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Ruggles, 
Smith,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Troup,  White — ^23. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  then  proposed  to  amend  the  fifth  sec- 
tion by  striking  out  two  years  and  inserting  five  years,  so 
as  to  allow  the  bank  five  years  instead  of  two  to  sell  its 
real  estate.  . 

This  motion  was  carried  without  a  division. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  then  proposed  an  amendment,  striking 
out  that  part  of  the  bill  providing  that  the  bank  and  its 
branches  shall  receive  in  payment  of  debts  due  by  State 
banks  the  notes  of  any  of  tlie  branches. 

Afteradebate, in  which  Messrs.  WEBSTER,  KNIGHT, 
and  TAZEWELL  took  part,  the  amendment  having  been 
opposed  by  tlie  two  last  named  gentlemen, 

Mr.  WEBSTER  witlidrew  the  amendment,  sUting  that 
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some  modification  of  this  section  could  be  made  after  the 
bill  should  be  reported  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BIBB  then  moved  to  amend  the  fourth  section,  by 
striking  out  the  words  '**  from  any-  other  incorporated 
bank,"  so  as  to  make  it  incumbent  on  the  bank  and  its 
branches  to  receive  the  notes  of  any  and  all  of  their 
branches  in  payment  of  debts  due  from  individuals  as 
well  as  from  State  banks. 

This  amendment  was  opposed  by  Mr.  WEBSTER,  and 
supported  by  Messrs.  BIBB,  HAYNE,  KNIGHT,  and 
GRUNDY,  and  finally  adopted— yeas  25,  nays  19,  as 
follows: 
y  YEAS. — Messrs.  Bibb,  Clayton,  Dickerson,  Dudley, 
Ellis,  Foot,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Knight, 
Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Prentiss, 
Robinson,  Ruggles,  Tazewell,  Tomlinson,  Troup,  White, 
Wilkins.—25. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Brown,  Buckner,  Clay, 
Dallas,  Ewing,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  John- 
ston, Naudain,  Bobbins,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague, 
Tipton,  Webster.— 19. 

Mr.  EWING  then  moved  to  strike  out  the  fifth  section 
of  the  bill,  prohibiting  the  bank  from  issuing  and  circulat- 
ing notes  of  a  less  denomination  than  fifty  doUars,  not 
payable  at  the  bank  or  branch  whence  issued,  or  circu- 
lated, unless  at  the  special  instance  and  request  of  the 
person  to  whom  the  same  is  payable  or  issued. 

Mr.  SMIl^H  here  moved  an  adjournment:  negatived — 
yeas  20,  nays  23. 

A  debate  then  ensued,  in  which  the  motion  was  advo- 
cated by  Messrs.  EWING,  WEBSTER,  JOHNSTON, 
and  SILSBEE,  and  opposed  by  Messrs.  BIBB,  KING, 
HAYNE,  MARCY,  and  TAZEWELL;  when 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  moved  a  division  of  the  question,  so 
as  to  take  it  first  on  striking  out  the  last  words  of  the  sec- 
tion, which  he  said  rendered  the  whole  nugatory,  viz. 
'I  unless  at  the  request  of  the  person  to  whom  the  same 
(i.  e.  the  notes)  shsAl  be  issued,  paid  out,  or  put  in  circu- 
lation." 

The  division  having  been  ordered,  the  question  was  ta- 
ken on  striking  out  the  latter,  part  of  the  section  as  above, 
and  lost — ^yeas  17,  nays  not  counted. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  Mr.  Ewive's  motion 
to  strike  out  the  whole  section,  and  it  was  decided  in  the 
affirmative— yeas  24,  nays  15,  as  follows: 
vyYEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Bibb,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton, 
iJallas,  Ewing,  Frelinghuysen,  Grundy,  Hendricks, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Pren- 
tiss, Bobbins,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tom- 
linson, Webster,  Wilklns.— 24. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Foot, 
Hayne,  Hill,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Ro- 
binsoil,  Tazewell,  Troup,  White*- 15. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  moved  an  adjournment;  rejected — yeas 
18,  nays  21. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  he  had  several  amendments  to  offer; 
and  first  proposed  one  repealing  so  much  of  the  original 
charter  of  the  bank  as  restricts  Congress  from  granting 
a  charter  to  another  bank,  and  (grants  an  exclusive  privi- 
lege to  the  Bank  of  the  United  SUtes. 

Mr.  KING  moved  that  the  Senate  adjourn.  It  was  im- 
possible, he  said,  for  gentlemen  to  expect  to  gfet  through 
witli  the  amendments  that  evening;  it  was  six  o'clock, 
and  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  had  several  other  amend- 
ments to  propose,  which  would  probably  occasion  debate. 
On  the  motion  to  adjourn,  he  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays, 
which  were  ordered;  and  on  their  being  called,  the  Senate 
refused  to  adjourn,  by  the  following  vote: 
H  YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Dudley,  Ellis, 
Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy, 
Miller,  Moore,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Troup,  White.— 18. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Ew- 
ing*  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,   Holmes,  Johnston,    Knight, 


Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  8e3rroour,  Sila- 
bee,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Webster,  Wilkins. — ^20. 

Mr.  KING  then  demanded  that  the  hour  should  be  re- 
corded on  the  journal  at  which  the  Senate  refused  to 
adjourn.     This,  he  said,  he  had  a  right  to  ask. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  said  he  was  glad  to  see  an  evidence  of 
a  determination  to  do  business;  but  he  thought  gentlemen 
were  going  too  far — they  were  not  going  to  make  their 
bank  that  night,  he  would  assure  them.  He  would  sug- 
gest that  the  Senator  from  Missouri  should  give  in  aU  hia 
amendments  at  once,  and  that  the  Senate  should  then  ad- 
journ, and  consider  on  them,  in  order  to  act  promptly  in 
the  morning. 

Mr.  BENTON  then  handed  to  the  Secretary  h'ls  amend- 
ments; and,  without  reading,  they  were,  on  motion  of 
Mr.  GRUNDY,  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Adjourned. 

Satvebat,  Jvstk  2. 
BANK  OF  THE  UNITBD  STATES. 

The  Senate  again,  sitting  as  a  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bank  bill.  * 

The  series  of  amendments  submitted  by  Mr.  Bksttoh 
came  up  in  order. 

The  first  was  in  the  following  words: 

**  That  so  much  of  the  original  charter  as  restricts  any 
future  Congress  from  granting  charters  of  incorporation 
to  other  banking  companies,  and  grants  an  exclusive  pri- 
vilege to  the  stockholders  in  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States,  shall  be,  and  the  same  hereby  js,  repealed  from 
and  after  the  third  day  of  March,  in  the  year  one  thou* 
sand  eight  hundred  and  thirty-six." 

Mr.  BENTON  pointed  out  the  clauses  in  the  charter 
which  granted  the  exclusive  privilege,  and  imposed  tlte 
restriction,  which  it  was  the  object  of  his  motion  to  abo- 
lish; and  read  a  part  of  the  21st  section,  which  enacted  that 
no  other  bank  should  be  established  by  any  future  law  of 
the  United  States,  during  the  continuance  of  that  charter, 
and  which  pledged  the  faith  of  the  United  States  to  the 
observance  of  the  monopoly  thereby  created.  He  said 
the  privilege  of  banking,  here  granted,  was  an  exclusive 
privilege,  a  monopoly,  and  an  invasion  of  the  rights  of  all 
future  Con^sses,  as  well  as  of  the  rights  of  ul  citizens 
of  the  Union,  for  the  term  the  charter  had  to  run, 
and  which  might  be  conadered  perpetual;  as  this  was  the 
last  time  that  the  people  could  ever  make  head  against 
the  new  political  power  which  raised  itself  in  the  form  of 
the  bank  to  overbalance  every  other  power  in  the  Govern- 
ment. This  exclusive  privilege  is  contrary  to  the  genius 
of  our  Government,  which  is  a  Government  of  equal  rights 
and  not  of  exclusive  privileges;  and  it  is  clearlv  unautho- 
rized by  the  constitution,  which  only  admits  or  exclusive 
privileges  in  two  solitary,  specified  cases,  and  each  of 
these  founded  upon  a  natural  right,  the  case  of  authors 
and  inventors;  to  whom  Congress  is  authorized  to  grant, 
for  a  limited  time,  the  exclusive  privilege  of  selling  their 
own  writings  and  discoveries.  But  in.  the  case  of  this 
charter  there  is  no  natural  right,  and  it  may  be  well  said 
there  is  no  limited  time;  and  the  monopoly  is  hr  more 
glaring  and  indefensible  now  than  when  nrst  granted;  for 
then  the  charter  was  not  g^nted  to  any  particular  set  of 
individuals,  but  lay  open  to  all  to  subscribe  to  it^  but  now 
it  is  to  be  continued  to  a  particular  set,  and  many  of  them 
foreigners,  and  all  of  whom,  or  their  assignees,  had  alrea- 
dy enjoyed  the  privilege  for  twenty  years.  If  this  com- 
pany succeeds  now  in  getting  their  monopoly  continued 
tor  fifteen  years,  they  will  so  entrench  themselves  in  wealth 
and  power,  that  they  will  be  enabled  to  perpetuate  their 
charter,  and  transmit  it  as  a  private  inheritance  to  their  pos- 
terity. Our  Government  delights  in  rotation  of  office;  all 
officers,  from  the  highest  to  the  lowest,  are  amenable  to  that 
I  principle;  no  one  is  suffered  to  remain  in  power  thirty-fire 
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yearsf  «nd  why  should  one  company  hare  tliexommand  of 
the  moneyed  power  of  America  for  that  longf  period.^  Can 
it  be  the  wish  of  any  person  to  establish  an  oligarchy  with 
unbounded  wealth  and  perpetual  existence,  to  lay  the 
foundation  for  a  nobility  and  monarchy  in  this  America! 

The  restriction  upon  ^iture  Congresses  is  at  war  with 
every  principle  of  constitutional  right  and  legislative 
equality.  If  the.  constitution  has  given  to  one  Congress  the 
right  to  charter  banks,  it  has  given  it  to  every  one.  If 
this  Congress  has  a  right  to  establish  a  bank,  every  other 
Congress  has.  The  power  to  tie  tlie  hands  of  our  successors 
is  nowhere  given  to  iis;  What  we  can  do,  our  successors 
cant  a  legislative  body  is  always  equal  to  itself.  To  make, 
and  to  amend;  to  do,  and  to  undo;  is  the  prerogative  of 
each.  But  here  the  attempt  b  to  do  what  we  ourselves 
cannot  amend — what  our  successors  cannot  amend—^and 
what  our  successors  are  forbidden  to  imitate,  or  to  do  in  any 
form.  Thn  shows  tlie  danger  of  assuming  implied  powers. 
If  the  power  to  establish  a  national  bank  had  been  ex- 
.  presaly  granted,  then  the  exercise  of  that  power,  being 
once  exerted,  would  be  exhausted,  and  no  further  legisla- 
tion would  remain  to  be  done«  but  this  power  is  bow  as- 
sumed upon  construction,  after  having  been  twice  rejected 
in  the  convention  which  framed  the  constitution,  and  is, 
therefore,  without  limitation  as  to  number  or  character. 
Mr.  Madison  was  express  in  his  opinions  in  the  year  1791, 


bankbill,which  requires  no  decision  for  three  years  to  come 
But  the  difference  is  greater  still;  for  the  land  bill  and  tariflT 
bill  are  ordinary  acts  of  legislation,  open  to  amendment, 
or  repeal,  by  ourselves  and  successors;  but  the  charter  is 
to  be  irrevocable,  unamendable,  binding  upon  all  Con- 
gresses  till  the  year  1851.  This  is  rank  usurpation;  and 
if  perpetrated  by  Congress,  and  afterwards  arrested  by 
an  Executive  veto,  the  President  will  become  the  true  re- 
presentative of  the  people,  the  faithful  defender  »f  their 
rights,  and  the  defender  of  the  rights  of  the  new  Congress 
which  which  will  assemble  under  the  new  census. 

Mr.  B.  concluded  his  remarks  with  showing  the  origin, 
and  also  the  extinction,  of  this  doctrine  in  England.  A 
tory  Parliament  in  the  reign  of  Queen  Anne  had  first 
granted  an  exclusive  privilege  to  the  Bank  of  England, 
and  imposed  a  restriction  upon  the  right  of  future  Parlia- 
ments to  establish  another  bank;  and  the  ministry  of  1836 
had  condemned  tliis  doctrine,  and  proscribed  its  continu- 
ance in  England.  The  charter  granted  to  the  old  Bank 
of  the  United  States  and  to  the  existing  bank  had  copied 
those  obnoxious  clauses;  but  now  that  they  were  condemn- 
ed in  England  as  too  ui^ust  and  odious  for  that  monarchi- 
al  country,  they  ought  certainly  to  be  discarded  in  this 
republic,  where  equal  rij^ts  was  the  vital  principle  and 
ruling  feature  of  all  our  uistitutions. 

There  was  now  a  call  for  the  question;  and,  on  divinon. 


that,  if  there  was  one  bank  chartered,  there  ought  to  be^  the  amendment  was  rejected,  as  follows: 

several!     The  genius  of  the  British  monarchy,  he  said, If  YEAS. — Messrs. Benton,  Brown,  Dudley, Ellis,  Grundy, 


Davpred  the  concentration  of  wealtli  and  power!  In 
America,  the  genius  of  the  Government  required  the  dif- 
fusion of  wealth  and  power.  The  establishment  of  branches 
did  not  satisfy  the  principle  of  diffusion.  Several  inde- 
pendent banks  alone  could  do  it.  The  branches,  instead 
of  lessening  the  wealth  and  power  of  tiie  single  institu- 
tion, greatly  increased  both,  by  giving  to  the  great  central 
parent  bank  an  organization  and  ramification  which  per- 
vaded the  whole  Union,  drawing  wealth  from  every  part, 
and  subjecting  every  part  to  the  operations,  political  and 
pecuniary,  of  the  central  institution.  But  this  restriction 
ties  up  the  hands  of  Congress  from  granting  other  char- 
ters. Behave  as  it  may-r-plunge  into  all  elections—con- 
vulse the  country  with  expansions  and  contractions  of 
paper  currency — fail  in  its  ability  to  help  the  merchants  to 
pay  their  bonds— stop  payment,  and  leave  the  Government 
no  option  but  to  receive  its  dishonored  notes  in  revenue 
payments— and  still  it  would  be  secure  of  its  monopoly; 
the  hands  of  all  Aiture  Cung^sses  would  be  tied  up;  and 
no  rival  or  additional  banks  could  be  established,  to  hold  it 
in  check,  or  to  supply  its  place. 

Is  this  the  Congress  to  do  these  things.^  Is  this  the 
Congress  to  impose  restrictions  upon'  the  power  of  their 
successors  P  Is  this  the  Congress  to  tie  the  hands  of  all 
Congresses  till  the  year  1851  f  In  nine  months  this  Con- 
gress  is  defunct!  A  new  and  full  representation  of  the 
people  will  come  into  power.  ThiKy  additional  members 
will  be  in  the  House  of  Representatives;  two  millions  of 
additional  people  will  be  represented.  The  renewed 
charter  is  not  to  take  effect  till  tiiree  years  after  this  full 
representation  is  in  power!  And  are  we  to  forestall  and 
anticipate  them?  Take  their  proper  business  out  of  their 
handfl^ — snatch  the  sceptre  of  legislation  from  them^-do  ftn 
act  which  we  cannot  amend — which  they  cannot  amend — 
which  is  irrevocable  and  intangible;  and,  to  crown  this  act 
of  usurpation,  deliberately  set  about  tieing  the  hands, 
and  imposing  a  restriction  upon  a  Congress  equal  to  us 
in  constitutional  power,  superior  to  us  in  representative 
numbers,  and  better  entitled  to  act  upon  the  subject,  be- 
cause the  present  charter  is  not  to  expire,  nor  the  new 
one  to  take  effect,  until  three  years  after  the  new  Congress 
shall  be  in  power!  It  is  in  vain  to  say  that  this  reasoning 
would  apply  to  other  legislative  measures,  and  require  the 
postponement  of  the  land  bill  and  the  tariff  bill.  Both  these 
bills  require  immediate  decision,  and  therein  differ  from  the 
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Hayue,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Taze- 
well, Troup,  Tyler,  Wh)te.~16. 

NAYS — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas, 
Ewing,  Foot,  Frelin^^uysen,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  John- 
ston, Knight,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins, 
Robinson,  Buggies,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague, 
Tipton,  Tomltnson,  Waggaroan,  Webster. — 26. 

Mr.  Bsittoh's  second  amendment  was  as  follows: 

••That,  from  and  after  the  1st  day  of  April,  1836,  no 
member  of  Coneress,  or  ofiicer  of  the  Federal  Qovem- 
ment,  or  alien,  shall  hold  any  stock  in  said  bank." 

This  provision,  said  Mr.  B.,  is  copied  from  the  chatter 
of  the  ramous  Scottish  banks,  which  are  now  considered 
as  the  models  of  all  good  banks;  and  the  good  effects  it 
has  produced  in  thoee  institutions  should  encourage  all 
others  to  assume  it.  The  provision  is  founded  in  the  just 
medium  between  the  common  law  principle  of  partner- 
ships, which  makes  each  partner  liable  for  the  whole 
debts  of  the  concern,  and  the  corporation  principle,  which 
absolves  each  partner  from  all  liability.  Each  of  these 
extremes  was  equally  unjust  in  a  banking  institution.  The 
liability  of  each  stockholder  for  the  whole  debts  of  the 
corporation,  would  always  be  unjust  with  respect  to  him« 
self,  and  nugatory  with  respect  to  the  public;  the  total 
exemption  from  all  liability  was  unjust  to  the  public,  as 
stockholders  might  continue  to  live  in  affluence,  while 
those  who  held  their  notes  might  be  reduced  to  beggary. 
Liability  to  the  am^nt  of  the  stock  was  the  true  principle, 
and,  beisides  being  just  in  itself,  was  a  principle  of  easy 
appbcation;  as  the  holders  of  the  notes,  on  the  failure  oif 
tlie  bank,  could  immediately  bring  their  actions  against 
any  stockholder,  and  continue  to  recover  from  him  until 
be  had  paid  up  the  amount  of  his  stock. 

But  the  fact  was,  that,  where  this  principle  prevuled, 
there  was  no  occasion  to  enforce  it.  It  wastne  true  check 
and  control  over  banks;  the  effectual  restraint  upon  over- 
issues. The  Scottish  banks,  which  contained  it,  had  never 
stopped  payment;  the  Bank  of  England,  which  did  not 
contain  it,  had  twice  stopped.  It  was  the  true  security, 
and  the  only  one,  against  sudden  expansions  and  contrac- 
tions of  the  currency — ^thoee  ebbs  and  flows,  in  which 
there  is  a  deluge  of  paper  to-day,  and  every  body  runs 
in  debt,  and  a  dearth  of  paper  to-morrow,  and  all  debtors 
are  ruined.  The  presence  of  sash  a  provision  prevents 
the  bank  from  nmning  the  risk  of  these  expansions  and 
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contractions^  and  keeps  it  to  the  same  steady  line  of  biiai-| 
ness  which  prudent  merchants  and  traders  follow.  It  was 
the  best  of  remedies  for  the  evils  to  which  banks  were 
roost  subject}  it  was  the  remedy  of  prevention!  for  wher- 
ever it  existed,  it  had  prevented  over-issues,  and  suspen- , 
Btons  of  specie  payment.  Mr.  B.  said  it  was  a  common 
opinion  now  in  the  remote  parts  of  the  Union,  that  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  was  responsible  for  the 
pajrment  of  the  notes  issued  by  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States.  Many  people  were  deceived  by  the  name,  and 
gave  a  credit  to  the  bank  to  which  it  was  not  entitled. 
The  United  States  were  not  responsible  for  one  dollar  of 
these  bank  notes,  ^f  the  bank  stopped  payment  to- 
morrow, not  a  dollar  would  this  Government  be  liable  to 
pay  I  neither  would  the  stockholders  be  liable.  It  was 
his  wish  to  realize,  in  some  degree,  the  belief  of  those 
persons,  by  making  all  stockholders  liable  to  the  amount 
of  their  stock,  of  course,  the  Government  with  others,  to 
the  amount  of  the  stock  held  by  it.  Forei^ers  alone 
could  not  be  reached  by  the  provision,  as  their  residence 
in  foreign  conntries  would  protect  tliem  against  suits;  and 
this  formed  an  additional  argument  against  the  admission 
of  aliens  into  this  corporation* 

The  question  being  taken  on  this  amendment,  it  was 
also  rejected  by  the  following  vote: 

y,    YEAS — Messrs.  Benton,  Ellis,  Grundy,  Miller,  Robin* 

/  son,  Wiiite. — 6. 

NAYS — Messrs.  Bell,  Brown,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton, 
DaUas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot^  Frehnghuysen, 
Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  Knight, 
Naudain,  Potndezter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Buggies,  Sey- 
mour, Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tipton, 
Tomlinson,  Troup,  Tyler,  Waggaman,  Webster.--^. 

Mr.  Bsittof's  third  amendment  was  then  read:  ~ 

<*  That  the  stockholders  in  said  corporation  shall  be  lia- 
ble in  their  individual  and  private  capacities  to  the  amounl 
of  their  stock,  if  the  said  corporation  should,  at  any  time, 
fail  or  refuse  to  pay  its  notes,  bills,  bonds,  obligations, 
drafts,  or  other  securities,-  in  eold  or  silver  coin;  and 
the  holders  thereof  may  sue  said  stockholders  before  any 
tribunal  having  jurisdiction  thereof," 

Mr.  BENTON  said,  it  was  from  no  illiberal  prejudice 
against  foreigners  that  he  proposed  to  exclude  them  from 
an  interest  in  this  national  institution.  If  foreigners  came 
to  the  United  States  to  live,  and  to  plant  their  posterity 
among  us,  he  was  for  receiving  them  with  kindness  and 
respect,  and  extending  to  them  all  the  advantages  of  our 
laws  and  Governments  but  while  these  foreigners  remained 
in  their  own  countries,  subject  to  a  foreign  prince,  and 
bound  by  their  allegiance  to  him  to  prefer  his  interest  to 
ours,  whenever  they  came  in  conflict,  be  was  -wholly  op- 
posed to  conferring  upon  them  powers  and  privileges 
which  would  enable  tMm  to  exercise  an  influence  over 
our  prosperity » and  to  engross  advantages  which  our  citizens 
would  rej<Mce  to  possess.'  This  bank  is  called  a  national 
institution;  it  even  bears  the  name  of  the  United  States, 
as  if  it  actually  belon^d  to  the  Federal  Government:  yet 
at  this  very  moment  foreigner^  hold  eight  and  a  half  mil- 
lions of  the  stock,  are  rapidly  increasing  Uieir  investments 
in  it,  and  may,  if  they  please,  become  its  sole  owners! 
How  contradictory  and  absurd  that  a  national  institution 
should  belong  to  aliens!  That  a  bank  bearing  the  name  of 
the  United  Stales,  should,  in  fact,  be  the  private  property 
of  the  nobility  and  g^entry  of  Great  Britain! 

Money  is  called  the  nnews  of  war:  what  then  must  be 
the  condition  of  the  United  States,  if.  involved  in  another 
war  with  Great  Britain,  all  these  sinews  should  be  in  the 
possession  of  the  enemy?  But,  without  extending  our 
speculations  to  a  state  of  war,  which  may  be  remote,  and 
which  we  would  wish  to  be  improbable,  it  is  sufficient  to 
contemplate  the  dangers  of  a  foreign  moneyed  influence 
among  us  in  time  of  peace.  What  has  been  the  bane  of 
all  confederacies,  ancient  and  moilcrn?    Was  it  not  fo- 


reign influence,  and  that  influence  procured  by  money? 
Xx>ok  at  the  intrigues  of  Philip  in  Greece;  look  at  the  in- 
trigues of  the  neighboring  Powers  in  the  affairs  of  the 
Dutch,  the  Swiss,  and  the  Germanicjconfederacies;  money 
was  at  the  root  of  all  these  intriguesf  and  the  arrival  oi 
armies  was  always  preceded  by  the  corruption  of  oratcHv 
and  writers.  Suppose  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  to 
continue  to  glide  mto  the  hands  of  foreigners  until  it  ia 
swallowed  up,  or  neariy  swallowed  up,  by  the  hereditary 
nobility,  the  prime  ministers,  and  the  m'ditary  and  nav^ 
officers,  of  European  sovereigns;  will  not  this  foreign 
aristocracy  then  have  the  control  of  the  moneyed  power  of 
our  America?  And  will  they  not  use  that  power  to  raise  up 
an  American  aristocracy,  and  to  depress  the  American 
democracy  ^  Assuredly  they  will;  and,  as  the  charter  now 
stands,  they  may  not  only  use  their  own  money,  bat  the 
credit  and  revenues  of  the  United  States,  to  corrupt  the 
press  and  the  Legislature,  to  govern  elections,  to  tamper 
with  individuals,  to  enrich  and  to  impoverish  whom  ikej 
please,  and  to  put  up  and  puU  down  public  men  accord- 
ing to  their  own  views. 

There  is  no  excuse  for  incurring  this  danger.  Foreign 
capital  is  not  needed  in  the  United  SUtes.  Our  own 
citizens  have  more  than  they  can  employ;  and,  besides,  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States  needs  less  private  capital  than 
any  other  bank  m  the  world.  The  credit  and  revenues  of 
the  United  States,  and  the  receivability  of  its  notes  in  pay- 
ment of  public  dues,  are  its  real  capital,  and  diminish 
the  want  of  private  capital  throughout  the  institution* 
and  totally  dispense  with  it  in  one-third  of  the  branches. 
This  is  known  to  every  body.  Then,  why  go  abroad  for 
foreign  capital?  Our  own  citizens  are  app^in^  for  thia 
charter;  they  m  offering  five  times  as  much  for  it  as  these 
foreigners  ofier;  then,  why  continue  the  monopoly  to  fo- 
reigners? If  the  capital  of  the  bank  was  three  times 
what  it  is,  every  dollar  of  the  atock  would  be  taken  by 
our  own  citizens.  If  the  present  bank  was  broken  up  into 
three  independent  moderate  institutions,  the  citizens  of 
the  South  and  West  would  quickly  subscribe  for  one  bank 
each.  Besides,  the  dangers  of  foreign  influence,  and  the 
injury  to  our  own  citizens,  from  permitting  foreigners  to 
continue  to  hold  stock  in  this  bank.  Mr.  B.  dwelt  con- 
siderably on  the  injury  which  was  done  to  Uie  country  from 
the  annual  transfer  of  money  from  the  United  States  to 
Europe,  to  pay  the  dividends  to  the  foreign  stockholders. 
The  amount  now  annually  drawn  was  great;  it  was  on  the 
increase,  for  aliens  were  continually  engrossing  stock;  it 
might  amount  to  the  whole  annual  profits  of  the  bank,  for 
aliens  might  succeed  in  acquiring  the  whole  stock;  and 
then  the  American  citizens  might  pay  a  larger  revenue  to 
their  bank  lords  in  Europe  than  to  their  own  Government 
in  the  United  States.  The  annual  profits  of  the  6ank 
now  were  between  four  and  five  millions  of  dollars^  they 
might  be  carried  up  to  double  that  8um»  and  doubtless 
would  be  under  the  new  and  extended  charter^  and  then 
the  people  of  America  would  find  their  resources  in  the 
hands  of  absentees,  to  be  expended  abroad  for  the  enrich- 
ment of  foreign  States. 

The  exclusion  of  members  of  Congress,  and  officers  of 
Government,  from  participation  in  the  bank,  was  neces- 
sary, in  the  opinion  of  Mr.  B.,  to  the  purity  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  to  the  better  admioistration  of  the  afiairs  of 
the  bank.  One  of  the  most  baleful  operatioiis  in  a  na- 
tional bank  was  the  business,  or  trick,  of  stockjobbing.  It 
was  a  species  of  gambing,  in  which  public  measures  were 
made  to  operate  upon  private  fortunes;  a  system  of  put- 
ting up  and  pulling  down,  in  which  a  motion  in  Congress, 
or  piece  of  news  from  a  department,  would  have  the 
efiiect  of  raimng  or  depresmng  stopks,  and  throwing  bar- 
gains and  speculations  in  the  hands  of  the  initiated,  at  the 
expense  of  bonafidt  holders.  Pubfic  men  should  have  no 
temptation  to  engage  in  such  practices,  and,  therefore, 
should  have  no  inurest  in  the  bank.    Again:  the  bank  is 
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to  be  under  the  supervision  of  Congress;  it  has  &  right  to 
investigate. its  proceedings,  to  condemn  its  conduct,  and 
to  order  tk  scire  facieu  against  it  for  violations  of  its  charter. 
Is  it  to  be  supposed  that  this  supervisory  power  will  ever 
be  exerted  it  Congress  is  filled  with  the  stockholders 
of  the  bank?  The  evils  of  this  connexion  between  the 
officers  of  the  Government  and  the  bank,  have  been  fully 
experienced  in  Great  Britain,  where  members  of  Parlia- 
ment had,  by  a  clause  in  the  Bank  of  England  charter, 
a  right  to  own  its  stock,  and  where  they  had  always  voted 
on  the  side  of  the  bank  against  the  people  in  eveiy  ques- 
tion between  them.  In  1797,  they  had  absolved  the  bank 
from  liability  to  redeem  its  notes  in  specie,  and  afterwards 
made  the  notes  of  this  insolvent  bank,  that  is  to  say,  their 
own  notes,  a  legal  tender  in  discharge  of  all  debts,  and 
continued  tliat  iniquitous  law  for  twenty-five  years.  To 
guard  against  such  dangers  in  America,  we  should  avoid 
the  cause  which  led  to  them  in  England,  and  exclude  our 
public  functionaries  from  all  interest  in  our  bank. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  said,  if  the  effect  of  the  amendment 
would  be  that  the  individual  stockholders  would  be  lia- 
ble for  all  the  debts  of  the  body  at  large,  he  should  vote 
against  it;  but  if  it  were  merely  intended  that  each  stock- 
holder should  be  liable  for  the  amount  of  the  stock  held 
by  himself,  it  would  be  an  improvement  in  the  language 
of  the  clause,  and  would  put  its  meaning  beyond  doubt,  to 
insert  the  word  "respectively"  after  <<  stock,"  to  read 
**  to  the  amount  of  their  stock  respectively." 

Mr.  BENTON  adopted  this  suggestion. 

The  vote  was  then  taken  on  the  amendment,  when  it 
^^ras  rejected,  as  follows: 

^^EAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Ellis,    Grundy,  Hill,  Kane, 
Ruig,  Miller,  Mqor6,  Kobinson,  Troup,  White. — 11. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Brown,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton, 
Dallas,  Dtckerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frehnghuysen, 
Hayne,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Marcy, 
Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Ruggles,  Sey- 
mour, Silsbec,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tom- 
linson,  Tyler,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 33, 

Mr.  Bbittoh's  fourth  amendment  was  as  follows: 

**  That  the  said  corporation  shall  not  issue  any  currency 
which  shall  not  be  payable,  on  demand,  at  the  branch  bank 
where  first  issued^  and  subject  to  the  penalties  for  non- 
paymenty  or  delay  of  payment,  mentioned  in  the  seven- 
teenth section  of  the  charter." 

Mr.  BENTON  remarked  that  he  had  proposed  this 
'  amendment  to  test  whctlier  it  was  intended  to  make  the 
bank  a  specie-paying  bank,  or  the  contrary.     He  would 
ask  the  yeas  and  nays. 

XThe  amendment  was  lost,  by  the  following  vote: 
YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Grun- 
dy, Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller, 
Moore,  Tazewell,  Troup,  Tyler,  White. — 17. 

NAYS.-— Messrs.  Bell,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Dicker- 
son,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks,  Holmes, 
Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Robbins, 
Robinson,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Spragtie, 
Tipton,  Tomhnson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 27. 

Mr.  MARCY  rose  to  move  an  amendment,  that  nothing 
in  the  act  contained  should  be  construed  to  prevent  Con- 
gress from  modifying,  altering,  or  clumging  the  same  after 
the  10th  of  April,  1836. 

Mr.  M.  observed,  that,  in  chartering  State  banks,  the 
States  were  in  the  habit  of  reserving  this  power  to  them- 
selves. He  thought. that  Congress  should  have  the  same 
reservation. 

Mr.  MARCY  and  Mr.  HILX.  both  rose  together,  to  ask 
for  th^'  yeas  and  navs.  They  were  ordered  accordingly. 
The  vote  was  as  follows: 

E AS. —Messrs.  Benton,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Grundy,  Hayne, 
Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Marcy,  Moore,  Tazewell, 
Troup,  Tykr,  White.— 15. 

NAYS.— Messrs.   Bell,  Brown,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas, 
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Dickerson,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Holmes,  John- 
ston, Knight,  Man^m,  Miller,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Pren- 
tiss, Bobbins,  Robmson,  Ruggles,  Waggtunan,  Webster, 
Wilkins— 29. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  then  mpved  to  amend  the  clause 
(relative  to  the  term  of  the  duration  of  the  charter)  by 
striking  out  fifteen  and  inserting  ten.  His  reasons,  he  saicf, 
for  wishing  to  substitute  ten  years,  in  lieu  of  fifteen,  arose 
from  the  attempted  provision  to  give  Congress  a  control 
over  the  charter  of  the  bank  havmg  been  rejected.  By 
this  and  other  decisions,  the  Senate  had  voted  that  tins 
great  moneyed  institution  should  come  into  the  hands  of 
they  knew  not  whom,  and  the  currency  be  regulated  at 
their  discretion.  Now,  since  the  Senate  thought  that 
Congress  should  not  liave  power,  by  such  restrictions,  over 
the  currejicy,  he  hoped,  at  least,  that  there  would  be  a  re- 
striction on  the  length  of  time  that  this  power  was  to  be 
wielded  by  the  bank.  Those  who  had  sent  them  (the 
Senate)  there,  did  not,  probably,  calculate  that  the  power 
vested  in  tliem  they  should  delegate  away  to  others.  If 
they  had  supposed  that  Congress  would  thus  have  dele- 
gated away  such  rights,  he  [Mr.  T.]  apprehended  they 
would  have  said  to  them,  in  such  case,  if  it  must  be  so, 
make  the  term  of  the  delegated  power  as  short  as  possi- 
ble. And  ten  years,  he  was  confident,  would  be  found 
long  enough  to  vest  such  power  in  this  corporation;  and 
he  should,  therefore,  urge  his  amendment. 

Mr.  DALLAS  said  that  the  fixing  of  any  particular  time 
for  the,  duration  of  the  charter  was,  altogether,  an  arbi- 
trary measure.  The  time  fixed  by  the  committee  was 
predicated  on  what  had  been  the  practice,  heretofore,  in 
granting  former  charters.  Yet,  the  last  charter,  still  in 
force,  was  for  a  longer  peri(^ — that  of  twenty  years.  But 
the  committee  were  induced  to  shorten  the  present  term, 
from  the  reflection  that  the  bank  differs  now  from  what  it 
did  formerly;  being,  at  present,  in  full  operation.  Be- 
sides, the  early  application  for  the  new  charter,  some 
three  or  four  years  in  anticipation,  would  operate  with 
the  fifteen  vears  proposed  as  equivalent  to  eighteen.  To 
this  view  of  the  committee  he  had  acceded,  in  every  way 
possible.  Mr.  D.  would  remark  that  the  charge  of  their 
giving  to  the  bank  unrestricted  power  over  the  currency, 
beyond  the  control  of  the  Government,  was  too  broad;  it 
went  too  far.  The  charter  contained  every  restriction 
that  was  necessary.  The  bank,  in  its  means  of  doing 
good,  and  every  thing  that  was  beneficial  to  the  country, 
was  uncontrolled — to  effect  any  mischief,  strongly  re- 
stricted. It  had  not,  heretofore,  done  any  mischief,  nor 
could  it  now;  for,  where  they  have  seemingly  gone  be- 
yond the  charter,  Cohgress  has  interfered,  and  would 
interfere  again;  and,  in  the  event  of  their  going  an  iota 
beyond,  would  abrogate  it  altogether.  Then,  looking  at 
the  restrictions  which  the  present  charter  contained,  assur- 
edly the  accusation  that  had  been  made  was  too  broad. 
But  there  was  one  g^eat  objection — one  strong  reason 
against  shortening  the  charter;  and  that  was,  the  frequent 
recurrence  of  the  warm  excitement  which  the  discussion 
of  the  subject  always  caused — an  excitement  which  be- 
came general  throughout  tlie  country,  and  which,  in  the 
present  instance,  has  been  both  felt  and  seen.  Besides, 
the  stockholders  had  made  too  early  an  application  for  the 
renewal  of  their  charter.  The  ipeasure  had  been  forced 
on  Congress  by  the  interest  created.  The  same  feelinr 
might  he  expected  to  recur  prior  to  every  renewal;  and 
thus  it  would  be  impolitic  to  bring  on  the  same,  at  such 
short  intervals. 

If  you  bring  the  measure  up  again  within  ten  years,  and 
thatwgun  its  discussion  is  commenced  four  or  five  years 
antecedent  to  the  limitation  of  its  charter,  the  whole  time 
of  Congress  would  he  occupied,  to  the  neglect  of  every 
thing  beside.  If  for  no  other  reason,  then,  but  that  of 
self-defence,  he  [Mr.  IX]  thought  the  period  should  not 
be  shortened.     He  would  add,  as  regarded  his  individual 
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opinton,  if  it  lay  with  him,  he  would  take  from  those  who 
had  a  stake  in  the  bank  all  interest  in  making  applica* 
tionsfor  a  rcchartcr — even  from  calling'  for  legislative  de- 
liberation on  the  subject.  The  interest  thus  had  In  ob- 
taining a  recharter  was  productive  of  mischief;  and  the 
mischief  was  liable  to  be  increased,  if  the  interest  so  felt 
should  beget  electioneering  policy  to  aid  the  cause.  But 
to  political  excitement  in  the  public  mind  he  was  far 
from  being  adverse.  He  rather  rejoiced  in  it,  and  looked 
on  it  as  generally  salutary  in  its  results. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  replied.  If  he  required  any  addi- 
tional argument  in  support  of  his  motion,  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Dallas]  had  furnished  it  in  his  answer. 
What  has  now  been  avowed?  The  charter  must  be  pro- 
longed to  prevent  those  having  an  interest  in  its  rechar- 
ter from  interfering  in  and  influencing  the  elections.  Is 
this  the  reason  g^ven  to  us  to  prove  the  necessity  for  its 
prolongation,  in  order  that  we  may  prevent  such  inter- 
ference, and  guard  against  the  influence  of  tliis  money 
corporation >  He  [Mr.  T.]  had  proposed  to  substitute  ten 
years  as  the  term;  but  if,  after  this  avowal,  any  gentleman 
would  propose  to  make  it  for  one  year,  he  would  vote  for 
such  proposition  with  nuire  pleasure  than  for  his  own. 
W*hen  he  had  proposed  his  substitute,  he  had  stated  but  a 
single  motive  for  the  necessity  of  the  amendment,  and 
that  was  the  intangibility  of  the  bank  by  Congress;  for  he 
thought  tliat  intangibility  should  not  be  gp'anted  for  long 
duration.  To  this  restriction  against  Congress  changing 
the  charter  during  its  continuance,  ai\er  its  policy  had 
been  once  fixed,  he  had  no  objection  to  subscribe.  Let 
it  have  settled  interests,  and  so  long  to  abide.  For  this 
reason  he  would  wish  to  leave  it  free;  and,  if  the  public 
good  required  it,  let  Congress  be  bound — be  restrained 
from  after  intermeddling  with  it  for  a  certain  period.  But 
if  such  was  to  be  the  case,  let  that  period  be  as  short  as 
possible.  We  were  now  about  to  recharter,  in  1832,  say 
ten  years  more  from  the  expiration  of  the  charter,  in 
1836,  and  this  would  make  a  term  of  fourteen  years, 
which  was  certainly  long  enough.  Longer  than  this,  we 
should  not  bind  ourselves.  If  good,  in  ten  years  its  be- 
nefits would  be  seen  and  acknowledged.  If,  on  the  con- 
trary, it  sliall  prove  a  curse,  shall  we  bind  ourselves  for 
so  long  a  period  from  effecting  a  remedy?  It  wotdd  ap- 
pear, if  the  arguments  of  its  friends  were  good,  that  we 
should  even  further  prolong  its  duration.  If  this  were  a 
salutary  measure,  Jii  place  of  being  an  evil;  if  It  were  a 
public  benefit,  let  us,  in  Go(J*8  name,  make  the  term  at 
once  fifty  years;  ay,  or  five  hundred.  But  he  appre- 
hended tlie  nece.ssity  for  occasional  recurrence  to  first 
prJncipLs  wouUl  be  felt;  and  certainly  every  ten  years 
was  too  Seldom,  in  his  opinion,  to  recur  to  them.  Forh'.s 
part,  he  wislud  they  would  recur  to  tliem  more  frequcnlly 
than  for  some  time  had  been  the  habit. 

The  Senator  from  Pcnns}  Ivania  [Mr.  Dallas]  had  said 
that  the  charter  was  guarded  by  many  salutary  restric- 
tions. When  have  mere  words  been  binding  on  intei  ested 
parties,  or  of  aught  effect?  Look  at  the  constitution  of 
the  United  States — a  document  sacred — of  tenfold  more 
weight  than  any  act  whatsoever;  and  what  respect  bus 
been  paid  to  its  wording,  or  the  tenor  of  its  language? 
Are  wc  not  in  the  daily  habit  of  frittering  it  away — of  in- 
terpreting it — of  putting  constructions  on  it  which  it*  fra- 
mers  denied  it  ctndd  contain?  And  have  we  not  had  evi- 
dence of  the  faith  tliat  may  be  placed  in  this  corporation 
when  interest  shall  d.ctate'  What  had  been  sa  d  by  a  Se- 
nator from  Georgia,  when  speaking  of  the  former  charter? 
That,  had  he  thought,  by  that  enactment,  ihut  the  States 
were  excluded  from  tlie  right  of  taxation  within  their  own 
jurisdiction,  he  would  never  have  voted  for  it.  And  this 
Senator  was  one  of  it»  frame rs,  conversant  with  the  import 
and  meaning  intended;  and  yet  this  very  riglit  we  have 
jubt  seen  taken  away  by  a  vote  of  this  Senate.  And  if  we 
are  to  make  this  exclu-sion,  am  I,  said  Mr.  T.,  to  tie  my 


State  for  so  long  a  period?  If  wc  are  to  grant  tlus  exemp- 
tion for  a  time,  let  us  recur  to  our  own  power  as  fre- 
quently as  possible.  Mr.  T.,  in  conclusion,  alluded  to  the 
practice  of  issuing  branch  bank  orders  made  payable,  he 
said,  probably  five  hundred  or  one  thousand  miles  off — a 
practice,  in  his  opinion,  illegal.  Besides,  from  the  deci* 
sion  which  had  just  been  made,  as  regarded  one  of  the 
amendments  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Missouri, 
[Mr.  Bk^ttow,!  the  bank  would  not,  in  reality,  be  a  specie- 
paying  bank;  for  it  could  be  so  arranged,  by  giving  drafts 
on  St  Louis  in  Portland — in  PortlaiKl  on  St.  Louis,  6tc., 
that  the  supposed  power  of  obtaining  specie  was  only 
nominal. 

Mr.  DALLAS  said  he  might,  very  possibly,  in  the  ex- 
pression of  his  opinions  with  regard  to  the  motion  under 
consideration,  have  failed  to  communicate  the  idea  he  had 
in  his  mind,  as  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  seemed  to 
have  misunderstood  him.  He  did  not,  in  taking  part  in 
tills  discussion,  consider  himself  for  one  moment  as  the 
advocate  of  the  bank.  He  was  here  in  the  discharge  of 
a  public  duty,  and  he  should  endeavor  to  discharge  it 
faithfully;  and,  if  ever  he  overstepped  the  line  of  duty, 
and  became  the  public  or  private  advocate,  he  should  suf- 
fer, as  he  would  deser%*e,  in  the  jrstimation  of  the  Senate 
and  of  the  public  at  large.  He  did  not  mean,  nor  did  he 
say,  that  he  deprecated  a  popular  examination  into  abuses 
that  this  corporation  might  commit — not  that  he  would 
avoid  popular  excitement;  that  was  not  the  scope  of  his 
remarks.  These  popular  excitements  are,  on  many  oc- 
casions, in  the  highest  degree,  salutary;  and  during  the 
course  of  his  public  life,  he  had,  on  more  than  one  occa- 
sion, endeavored  to  provoke  them  as  tending  to  purify 
the  public  atmosphere.  The  idea  he  intended  to  convey 
was,  that,  looking  at  tlie  practical  operations  and  relations 
of  the  bank,  it  was  necessary  to  deprive  it  of  the  motives 
for  mixing  in  political  movements.  Do  wc  not  see,  from 
day  to  day,  that  the  great^interest  which  the  stockholders 
have  in  the  institution  gives  them  an  inducement  to  en- 
gage in  pt)litical  operations;  and,  if  that  inducement  does 
exist,  the  less  you  can  make  it  consistent  with  a  reason- 
able time  for  the  Government  again  to  have  the  control 
of  the  institution,  the  less  frequent  will  be  the  popalar 
excitement  connected  with  W 

It  was  true  that  many  things  have  taken  place  In  the 
corporation  that  may  not  have  been  anticipated  by  those 
who  framed  its  charter.  It  was  impossible,  however,  for 
tlie  gentleman  from  Georgia  to  speak  for  others.  The 
judicial  decision  referred  to  may  have  been  foreseen  and 
t  xpecitd  by  other  gentlemen  who  voted  on  the  bank  char- 
ter, though  not  by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia;  and  the 
decision  ap^ainst  tlie  right  of  the  States  to  tax,  and  the 
orders  of  the  branch  banks,  may  have  received  their  en- 
tire acquiescence.  One  or  two  gentlemen,  whatever  may 
be  their  own  sentiments,  cannot  pretend  to  answer  for  the 
fest.  "A  variety  of  things  might  happen  to  change  ptiblic 
opinion  in  the  course  of  ten,  fifteen,  or  twenty  years,  the 
great  and  leading  results  of  which  might  be  anticipated 
and  provided  for  by  a  legislator  so  intelligent  as  the  Sena- 
tor from  Virginia;  but  all  the  minor  results  can  be  fore- 
seen by  no  human  eye.  In  determining  the  expediency 
or  inexpediency  of  abbreviating  the  charter  of  the  bank.» 
the  Senate  must  be  governed  by  other  considerations  than 
those  connected  with  the  corporation;  it  must  drpeml 
alone  on  pub!  c  consideration,  whether  the  charter  is  to  be 
prolonged  or  abbreviated,  ll  was  often  dlflicult  to  deter- 
mine the  precise  period  to  which  legislation  should  ex- 
tend. That  we  often  do  legislate  for  an  indefinite  periotl, 
and  deprive  stibiequent  Legislatures  from  reviewmg  our 
acts,  is  beyond  all  question.  Congress  had  formtd  new 
States,  and  agreed  with  them  on  the  terms  and  cond.tious 
upon  which  they  should  enter  Into  the  Union,  to  lant  at 
long  as  the  Union  itself.  £very  day's  practice  in  legisla- 
{ tion  presented  contracts  entered  into  to  endure  for  au 
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indefinite  period.  There  is  a  proposition  before  Congress 
for  such  a  contract,  that  wil),  tf  adopted,  operate  to  the 
exclusion  of  future  leg^ation.  We  have  had  a  proposi- 
tion for  a  gradual  reduction  of  the  tariff;  and  he  believed 
that  one  of  the  tariffs  was  not  to  take  effect  until  the  next 
Congress.  The  committee,  in  framing  this  charter,  had 
not  been  particularly  attached  to  any  particular  number 
of  years  for  its  duration.  They  found  that  all  the  former 
banks  of  tlie  United  States  had  been  chartered  for  a  longer 
period  tlun  tliey  proposed  to  charter  this  one.  All  the 
experience  they  h^d,  went  to  show  that  twenty  years  had 
heretofore  been  considered  a  reasonable  time.  Make  the 
charter  as  short  as  you  please,  and  it  will  be  abused  if 
diose  who  have  the  government  of  the  institution  are  dis- 
posed to  do  SO;  and  make  it  as  long  as  you  pleasej  and  it 
never  will  be  abused  if  they  are  governed  by  correct 
principles.  Let  the  bank  ever  come  in  conflict  with  the 
legisbtors  of  the  nation,  and  the  charter  will  be  found  to 
be  as  weak  as  any  gentleman  on  that  floor  could  desire  it 


mittee  who  had  deliberated  on  the  measure,  and  reported 
the  bill;  but  the  IKends  of  the  bank  did  not  think  fit  to 
retain  this  section,  and  they  had  now  stricken  out  what  their 
own  committee  thought  advisable.  Mr.  H.  then  alluded 
to  the  magnitude  of  the  evil  that  had  g^wn  up  f}*om  what 
he  denounced  as  the  issue  of  base  paper;  the  branch  bank 
drafts  put  into  circulation;  to  the  difficulty,  the  impossi- 
bility, of  causing  the  bank  to  make  specie  payments;  from 
their  notes  not  being  payable,  but  (probably)  at  a  c^stant 
branch  where  issued,  that  thus  the  call  for  specie  must  be 
answered  by  the  State  banks,  who  could  not  refuse,  and 
that  under  such  system  no  State  bank  could  exist  but  at  the 
mere  will  and  pleasure  of  this  great  moneyed  institution. 
Mr.  CLAY  said  the  propontion  before  the  Senate  to 
limit  the  charter  of  the  bank  to  ten  instead  of  fifteen 
years,  was  one  which  might  have  been  discussed  with  re- 
nrd  to  its  reasonableness,  and  with  reference  to  its  expe- 
diency; but,  instead  of  timt,  they  had  been  drawn  into  the 
discussion  of  collateral  matters,  and  arguments  had  been 


to  be.  In  his  apprehension,  nothing  was  so  weak,  so  con- !  used,  which  it  became  the  friends  of  the  bank  to  take 
temptibly  weak,  as  a  moneyed  corporation.  It  is  looked  '.notice  of.  Who,  be  asked,  has  said  that  the  bank  will 
at  with  much  jealousy  by  the  people  of  the  United  States; « take  part  in  political  movements,  unless  the  charter  is  so 


and  though  other  powers  may  be  overlooked,  the  money 
power  is  liable  to  strict  and  unceasing  scrutiny.  That 
limitation  of  the  charter  to  fifteen  years  had  been  scanned 
over  and  over  again  in  the  committee  who  had  been  satis- 
fied so  to  report  it;  and  really  the  difference  between 
ten  years  and  fifteen  was  so  slight  as  not  to  be  worthy  of  dis- 
pute. If  bethought,  with  the  eentlemen,  that  the  power 
of  the  bank  was  unlimited,  and  not  within  the  control  of 
Congress,  he  wotdd  prefer  its  being  renewed  from  year 
to  year;  but,  being  of  a  different  opinion,  having  no  ap- 
prehensions on  that  account,  he  should  vote  against  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  that  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  TAZiwxti]  was  the  simple  proposi- 
tion to  limit  tlie  duradon  of  the  charter  to  ten  years  in 
place  of  fifteen.  If  it  could  be  shown  that  the  period  of 
fifteen  years  was  preferable,  why,  so  far,  good;  but  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Dallas]  had  gone  further; 
he  tells  as  that  this  prolongation  of  the  time  is  not  only 
wise,  but  it  is  necessary  to  prevent,  at  loo  frequent  re- 
currence, the  interFerence  of^ those  interested  in  the  bank 
in  our  elections,  its  political  operation  and  influence  on 
public  affairs,  and  to  deprive  it  of  the  n^otives  for  such 
interference.  Such  was  the  avowal  of  the  gentleman  who 
stood  as  its  organ  on  this  floor,  and  who  had  the  framing 
of  the  present  charter.  If  this  be  true,  that,  for  such  rea- 
son, it  is  necessary  to  guard  against  such  influence,  in 
place  of  restriction,  we  are,  it  appears,  tcf  legislate  by  cx- 


prolong^d  as  to  take  away  the  temptation  to  do  so?  The 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Dallas]  has  said 
something  which  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  caught  at 
with  great  avidity,  from  which,  in  his  opinion,  the  deduc- 
tion could  not  be  made  that  the  bank  would,  ii\any  event, 
take  part  in  political  contentions.  There  was  all  the  dif- 
ference in  the  world  between  the  practical  effect  of  poli- 
tical movements,  and  such  an  Organization  of  the  bank  aa 
may  create  motives  for  them.  So  fair'  from  the  bank's 
ever  taking  pkrt  in  any  political  questions,  he  unhesitat- 
ingly said,  in  his  place,  there  was  not  the  slightest  color 
for  such  a  charge.  It  had  been  said  that  the  agitation  of* 
the  question  of  the  renewal  of  the  bank  charter,  at  this 
time,  was  premature;  but  who,  he  asked,  first  provoked 
it^  Did  the  bank?  No,  sir;  you  must  look  to  the  news- 
papers of  the  country;  you  roust  look  to  the  demagogues 
of  the  country,  for  any  premature  excitement  that 
has  been  created  on  this  question.  But  to  come  back  to 
the  question  before  the  Senate,  the  amendment  limiting 
Uie  charter  to  a  period  of  ten  years  from  its  commence- 
ment, I  say  again,  sir,  that  this  is  a  question  to  be  decided 
confbrmably  to  the  fitness  of  things — ^by  the  lights  of  ex- 
perience emanating  from  the  general  practice  of  the 
country.  If  you  look  to  former  banks  chartered  by  the 
United'  States,  you  will  find  that  twenty  years  is  always 
considered  a  reasonable  duration  of  their  charter;  and  if  you 
look  to  the  numberless  banks  in  the  States,  you  will  see 
that  almost  all  of  them  have  been  chartered  for  that  length 


tending  its  time,  by  loosening  the  hands  of  Congress  so  of  time.     The  operations  of  this  bank  will  extend  over  a 


much  longer  from  the  power  of  control.  He  [Mr.  H.] 
was  of  opinion  that  more  ^lards  and  restrictions  were  nc-, 
cessiry,  and  in  tliis  he  differed  from  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania.  The  gentleman  had  admitted  that^buses 
might  occur;  it  was  also  argued  in  defence  that  there  was 
no  danger  of  such  abuse;  that  the  bank  was  too  weak  to 
make  such  attempt.  This  great  moneyed  corporation  too 
weak!  What,  sir,  this  bank  weak,  to  which,  by  the  en- 
actments that  have  been  carried,  the  power  of  regulating 
the  whole  currency  of  the  country,  from  Maine  to  west 
of  the  Rocky  Mountain^,  has  been  given?  But  they  are 
bound  by  the  words  of  a  restrictive  character;  in  the 
charter  it  is  said — what,  sir,  does  a  moneyed  corporation 
care  for  such  verbal  restrictions?  They  have  power,  at 
discretion,  to  change  the  currency  at  their  pleasure;  they 
can  depreciate  the  value  of  property,  by  simp\y  drawing 
in  their  discounts,  and  thus  acquire  it  on  their  own  terms. 
It  is  absurd,  then,  to  say  that  the  bank  is  weak;  it  is  made 
stronger  than  the  Government  itself.  Look  at  the  deci- 
non  which  the  Senate  had  made,  preventing,  in  effect, 
specie  payments.  Such  provision  had  been  thought  ne- 
cessary to  make  specie  payments  obligatory  by  the  coin- 


vast  continent;  and  why  not  give  a  charter  of  twenty 
years  to  this  as  well  as  to  banks  whose  business  is  confined 
to  a  single  State?  The  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Tazswxll]  spoke  of  the  weakness  of  paper  restrictions, 
and  said  that  he  had  seen  violations  of  the  constitution 
again  and  sgain.  Gentlemen  ought  not  lightly  to  make 
such  assertions.  What  are  these  violations  of  the  consti- 
tution that  the  gentleman  alludes  to  ?  There  are  a  variety 
of  opinions  entertained  with  respect  to  a  proper  construc- 
tion of  the  constitution.  On  the  constitutionality  of  the 
tarifl^  a  vast  majority  of  the  people  of  the  United  States 
entertain  opinions  opposite  to  those  entertained  by  the 
gentleman  and  his  friends;  and  has  the  gentleman  a  ri^ht 
to  attribute  to  this^majority  opinions  hostile  to  the  constitu- 
tion, any  more  than  they  have  to  charge  him  with  a  dispo- 
sition to  violate  that  instrument  ?  Such  assertions,  calculated 
to  weaken  the  confidence  of  the  people  in  the  Govern- 
ment, ought  not  to  be  made  without  being  supported  by 
some  specific  allegations,  other  than  those  differences  of 
opinion  which  belonged  to  human  nature,  and  were  in- 
sepanible  firom  our  free  institutions.  Mr.  C.  here  entered 
into  an  argument  at  lengfth  in  support  of  the  legality  of 
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the  currency  of  the  bank  in  the  shape  of  orders,  and  con- 
cluded by  contending  that  the  striking  out  the  provision 
limiting  the  issues  of  notes  to  the  branches  where  payable 
was  a  necessary  consequence  of  the  vote  of  the  Senate 
compelling  the  bank  to  receive  in  payment  at  aU  of  the 
branches  the  notes  of  any  of  them. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  observed,  that  though  the  discus- 
sion  on  tlie  amendment  submitted  by  him  had  been  pro- 
tracted, he  hoped  the  Senate  would  do  him  the  justice 
to  see  that  he  was  not  the  author  of  it.  He  had  made  a 
very  simple  proposition  to  limit  the  charter  of  the  bank 
to  ten  years,  instead  of  fifteen,  and,  in  support  of  it,  said 
that,  inasmuch  as  it  would  be  intangible  by  legislation 
during  the  period  of  its  legal  existence,  and  as  they  were 
about  to  strip  themselves  of  all  future  power  over  one  of 
the  most  important  subjects  of  legislation,  that  regiilating 
tlie  currency  of  the  country,  and  about  also*  to  strip  the 
States  of  tlie  power  of  taxation,  it  would  be  prudent  to 
limit  the  existence  of  the  institution  to  a  shorter  period 
than  that  named  in  tlie  bill,  inasmuch  as  they  could  not 
foresee  all  the  results  of  their  present  legislation.  He 
made  a  simple  proposition  to  abbreviate  the  term  of  the 
existence  of  the  bank,  and  assigned  his  simple  reasons  in 
support  of  it.  And  what  was  the  answer?  The  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania  agreed  that  the  motion  ought  not 
to  prevail,  because,  if  it  did,  you  would  furnish  motives 
for  this  bank  to  intermingle  in  the  political  concerns  of 
the  country. 

Having  to  mention  my  original  proposition  thus  answer- 
ed, what  did  I  say  against  the  answer?  That  it  bad  been 
affirmed,  for  the  first  time  here,  that  this  bank  might  in- 
termingle in  the  political  concerns  of  the  eoontry.  Then 
eame  the  answer  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania.  He 
did  not  ssy  that  the  bank  would  intermingle  in  the  politi- 
cal concerns'  of  the  country,  but  he  referred  to  the  re- 
marks of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  and  did  say, 
that,*  if  this  was  the  argument,  let  us  make  the  charter 
mdefinite;  if  excitement  was  an  evil,  the  longer  it  was 
put  off  the  better.  What  was  next?  The  Senator  from* 
Pennsylvania  had  contended  that  the  restrictions  in  the 
charter  were  abundant.  To  this,  he  answered,  by  asking 
the  question,  when  did  paper  restrictions  have  any  forcer 
Even  the  constitution  of  the  United  States  had  been  vio- 
lated again  and  again.  The  honorable  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky [Mr.  Clat]  then  took  him  to  task,  and  said  that  such 


But  be  was  to  specify,  and  he  did  specify  $  he  had  said 
that,  under  the  charter,  as  then  amended,  there  would  not 
be  a  specie-paying  bank.     He  knew  that  gentlemen  did 
not  believe  that  such  would  be  the  effect  of  the  amend- 
ments; but  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  had  fully 
demonstrated  it.     Af^er  some  fuilber  remarks  in  favor  of 
limiting  the  charter,  and  in  reply  to  Mr.  Ci<at,  Mr.  T. 
went  on  to  say,  in  reference  to  the  argument  of  Mr.  Dax- 
LAS,  and  the  various  opinions  entertained,  tliat  some  gen- 
tlemen honestly,  and  perhaps  wisely,  were  in  favor  of  en- 
larging  the   powers  of  the  Federal    Government,  and 
thought  they  were  taking  the  wisest  course  to  promote  the 
general  welfare,  by  legislating  to  that  end;  and  one  set  of 
gentlemen  dreaded  popular  excitement  as  the  greatest  of 
evils,  while  others  thought  that  excitement  wasnecesnry, 
and.  entertained  much  greater  apprehensions  of  the  conse- 
quences of  a  state  of  apathy  and  indifference  to  public 
questions,  on  the  part  of  the  people.     We  are  making  the 
experiment,  said  Mr.  T.,  of^a  republican  Government, 
such  as  was  never  before  made  in  the  world.     It  may  be 
an  evil  for  the  people  to  be  excited;  but  it  is  a  sure  and 
inevitable  destruction  to  oar  republican  institutions,  for 
tliem  to  sink  into  a  state  of  apathy  and  indifference. 

Mr.  WEJ3STER  replied.  He  had  supposed  that  the 
Government  heretofore,  in  fixing  the  duration  of  the  char- 
ter, had  not  done  so  without  due  consideratiun.  He  tltought 
the  mere  matter  of  time  of  little  consequence,  provided 
the  clause  was  properly  guarded;  and  in  the  present  char- 
ter there  was  every  safety.  The  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia [Mr.  Tazewsll]  had  expressed  his  pleasure  in 
being  afforded  an  opportunity  to  vote  for  a  term  of  one 
year;  but  he  [Mr.  W.]  had  not  a  doubt  but  the  honor- 
able Senator  would  rather  even  limit  it  to  one  day.  A 
fear  had  been  expressed  for  the  State  banks;  but  the  State 
banks,  who  must  know  their  own  interests  beat,  had  been 
the  most  numerous  in  giving  their  opinion  in  fiivor  of  re- 
chartering.  Past  experience  had  shown  that  the  fears  ex- 
pressed were  visionary;  he  denied  the  arguments  made 
use  of  to  prove  that  specie  payments^  on  the  part  of  the 
banks,  would  be  prevented  by  the  operation  of  the  char« 
ter,  and  giving  in  to  idle  fears.  He  should  vote  against 
the  amendment  proposed. 

Mr.  SMITH  and  Mr.  BENTON  having  also  made  some 
further  remarks,  the  question  was  taken  on  &ir.  Tazs- 
well's  amendment,  when  it  was  negatived,  27  to  20,  by 


assertions  ought  not  to  be  madC)  that  they  weakened  thci  Uie  following  vote: 

confidence  of  the  people  in  the  Government;  denied  thsl^  C  YEAS. — Messrs.    Benton,   Bibb,   Brown,   Dickerson» 

the  constitution  had  ever  been  violated,  and  spoke  of  the  Dudley,  Ellis,   Grundy»  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane, 


constitutional  opinions  on  the  tariff  held  by  so  large  a 
msjority  of  the  people  of  the  United  States.  Sir,  if  1 
could  find  the  book,  I  would  refer  to  the  language  once 
held  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  himself  in  relation  to 
the  constitutionality  of  tl)is  charter.  I  am  sure  that  even 
now  the  honorable  Senator  will  agree  with  me  that  tlie 
alien  and  sedition  laws  were  violations  of  the  constitution. 

To  refer  to  other  gentlemen,  show  me,  said  Mr.  T.,  the 
man  who  will  not  say  that,  in  some  instances,  the  constitu- 
tion has  been  violated.  Is  it  hot  the  common  topic  every 
day  ^  I  need  not  %q  beyond  this  session,  or  acts  of  tliis  ad- 
ministration, to  find  charges  of  violation  of  the  constitution. 

May  I  not  say  to  every  gentleman,  you  have  said  this,  and 
you  have  said  that,  and  in  all  I  agree  with  you.  Sir,  I 
never  heard  any  pave  man  say  seriously  that  the  constitu- 
tion had  been  violated,  that  I  did  not  perfectly  agree 
with  him.  But  with  respect  to  his  argument  referred  to. 
Remember  he  was  speaking  of  the  charter  of  tlie  Bank  of 
the  United  States;  and  his  argument  was  an  illustration 
merely.  He  said  not  one  word  about  the  tariff,  or  the  opi- 
nions entertained  as  to  its  constitutionality.  Perhaps  he 
might  properly  have  gone  further,  and  referred  to  higher 
authority  than  even  the  constitution  of  the  United  States, 
and  said  that  written  instrtiments  liad,  at  all  times,  been 
perverted  by  the  hand  of  power. 


King,  Mangum,  &{arcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Tazewell,  Troup« 
Tyler,  White.— 20. 

NATS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Holmes,  John- 
ston, Knight,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Robbina» 
Robinson,  Ru^gles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague^ 
Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins 37. 

The  bill  was  then  reported  to  the  Senate  as  amended. 

Moiri>AT,^Ju2rK  4* 
BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES.       ^ 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  to  modifjr 
and  continue  the  act  to  incorporate  the  subscribers  to  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States. 

The  question  being  to  concur  in  the  amendments  made 
in  Committee  of  the  Whole;  and  the  first  amendment^ 
striking  out  the  third  section  of  the  bill,  being  under  con* 
sideration, 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  that  the  special  committee  by  whom 
the  bill  was  introduced  had  thought  it  advisable  to  put  a 
check  on  the  practice  which  had  grown  up  of  circulating 
bank  orders  as  currency;  and  also  to  restrict  the  iasuingoT 
notes  not  payable  at  the  office  where  issued.  The  bill,  as 
now  reported,  would  not  effect  these  objects.     The  third 
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section,  which  it  was  proposed  to  strike  out,  enacted  that  it 
should  not  be  lawful  for  the  bank  to  issue  or  put  into  cir- 
culation notes  of  a  less  amount  than  $50,  which  would  not 
be  payable  at  the  office  where  issued,  **  except  the  same 
be  done  at  the  instance  and  request  of  the  persons  to,  or  for 
whom  the  notes  shall  be  issued."  He  thought  that  tliis 
section  was  absolutely  necessary,  with  the  exception  of 
the  last  clause,  which  had  a  nugatory  effect.  He  would, 
therefore,  move  that  the  Senate  only  concur  in  striking 
out  the  last  clause,  retaining  the  first  part  of  the  section. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  said  that  he  was  one  of  those  who  had 
voted  for  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Kentuc- 
ky, [Mr.  Bibb,]  to  erase  from  the  fourth  section  the  words 
*«from  any  other  incorporated  bank."  The  effect  of 
which  was  to  make  the  bills  of  the  bank,  although  on  their 
feces  payable  at  one  place  only,  receivable  at  the  bank  and 
aU  its  branches,  if  tendered  in  liquidation  of  any  balance 
due  the  bank,  or  any  branch  of  it,  whether  that  balance 
be  due  from  any  individual  or  any  incorporated  bank.  He 
was  willing  now  to  substitute  for  this  restriolion  ou  the 
bank,  another,  declaring  it  unlawful  to  issue  any  note  of 
a  leas  denomination  than  ddy  dollars,  which  shall  hot  on 
its  face  be  payable  at  the  bank  or  office  of  discount  and. 
deposite  whence  it  shall  be  issued.  He  would  therefore 
▼ote  for  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  South  Ca- 
rolina, with  an  explicit  understanding,  however,  at  the 
tune,  that  the  fourth  section  should  be  restored,  as  it  was 
reported  by  the  committee. 

His  only  object  in  supporting  the  amendment  to  the 
fourth  section,  in  opposition  to  the  general  sentiment  of 
those  with  whom  he  usually  acted,  had  been  to  yiekl  some- 
thing to  the  views  of  those  gentlemen  who  so  strenuously 
had  msisted  that  without  additional  restrictions  the  bank 
would  cease  to  be  a  specie-paying  institution;  and,  by  do- 
ing so,  to  increase  public  confidence  in  the  issues  of  the 
bank  and  its  branches.  He  did  not  believe  that  the  bank, 
without  either  the  third  or  fourth  sections,  had  been,  was, 
or  would  be  a  bank'  refunm;'  to  pay  specie.  Neither  of 
these  provisions  was  to  be  found  in  the  original  charter, 
and  yet  the  bank  was,  to  aU  intents  and  purposes,  a  spe- 
cie-paying bank.  Without  the  fourth  section,  the  bank 
had  never  refused,  in  any  instance,  to  receive  its  notes,  no 
matter  where  issued,  in  payment  of  its  debts;  and  if  any 
gentleman  here  would  now  stand  up  in  his  place  and  state 
an  instance  in  which  it  had  refused  to  do  so,  or  show  any 
reasonable  ground  to  apprehend  that  it  ever  would  refuse 
to  do  it,  he  should  pause  before  he  agreed  to  restrict  the 
benefitsof  this  section  to  incorporated  banks.  Believing 
that  no  such  case  ever  had  occurred  or  "ever  would  occur, 
be  cared  not  to  retain  the  provision  while  the  third  sec- 
tion could  be  substituted  for  it,  and  while  it  was  probable 
that  its  beneficial  provisions  mi^htbe  perverted  to  answer 
the  ends  of  the  enemies  of  the  institution,  or  the  purposes 
of  brokers,  who  might,  in  consequence  of  it,  speculate 
more  advantageously  in  the  notes  of  the  bank.  He  pro* 
ceeded  then  to  show  how  the  fourth  section,  as  amended 
in  committee,  might  require  the  bank  to  keep  a  burden- 
some and  very  unnecessary  quantity  of  specie  in  the  vaults 
of  the  branches,  without  any  benefit  to  the  country,  which 
wasiiot  equally  well  secured  by  the  third  section.  His 
object  was  to  secure  as  far  as  possible,  by  the  most  ample 
guaranties,  a  sound  and  uniform  currency  to  the  whole 
country;  the  want  of  which  before  the  establishokent  of 
this  institution  had  been  most  severely  felt  in  all  its  parts, 
and  in  none  more  injuriously  than  in  that  section  of  it 
whose  representative  he  was.  But  he  would  not  know- 
ingly step  an  inch  beyond  the  true  and  legitimate  objects 
of  its  creation,  to  burden  or  oppress  an  institution,  from 
whose  skilful  management,  ana  liberal  accommodations, 
the  public  had  derived  so  many  blessings,  as  has  been 
abundantly  testified  by  the  very  numerous  memorials  from 
every  portion  of  this  widely  extended  republic,  praying 
for  a  renewal  of  the  charter. 


He  ooncluded  by  some  remarks  on  the  probable  effects 
of  the  bill  on  the  currency  of  the  country  as  compared 
with  those  of  the  original  charter. 

After  some  discussion,  in  which  Mr.  EWING,  Mr. 
SMITH,  Mr.  WEBSTER,  Mr.  JOHNSTON,  and  Mr. 
BUCKNER  took  part, 

The  motion  of  Mr.  Hatitb  was  sgreed  to. 

The  amendment  to  the  fourth  section,  striking  out  the 
words  *<  from  any  other  incorporated  bank,"  at  the  end 
of  the  same,  was  agreed  to,  makrog  the  section  to  read, 
that  notes  or  bills  of  the  corporation,  although  on  the  face 
thereof  made  payable  atone  place  only,  shall  be  received 
by  the  bank  in  liquidation  or  payment  of  any  balances  due 
to  the  bai^k  or  its  branches. 

The  amendment  to  tiie  fiftii  section  was  also  concurred 
in,  striking  out  «*  two,"  and  making  «*  five"  years  the  pe- 
riod limited  for  the  bank  to  retain  real  estate  after  the  date 
of  acquiring  the  same,  except  by  way  of  mortgage  or  judg« 
ment  lien  in  security  of  debts. 

The  amendment  to  the  sixth  section  was  concurred  in, 
striking  out  the  clause  which  restricted  the  bank  from  es- 
tablLshing  more  than  one  branch  in  those  Sutes  wher» 
none  at  present  existed.  The  section  now  allows  of  two» 
and  no  more,  in  any  State. 

The  amendment  to  the  seventh  section  was  then  taken 
up  for  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate,  It  change^  the  bo- 
nus to  be  paid  by  the  bank  from  three  yearly  instalments 
of  ^(X),0UO  each,  to  the  payment  of  the  yearly  sum  or 
annuity  of  $150,000  in  each  and  every  year  during  the 
term  of  the  charter. 

Mr.  BIBB  rose  to  submit  a  motion.  He  proposed  that 
the  first  part  of  the  original  section  should  stand,  and  to 
amend  it  by  enacting  t^t  the  bank,  in  lieu  of  a  bonus, 
should,  during  the  continuance  of  the  charter,  make  loans 
and  discounts  at  a  rate  of  interest  not  exoeecUng  five  per 
cent,  per  annum.  In  advocating  the  policy  of  the  mea- 
sure, Mr.-  B.  expressed  himself  against  the  payment  of  a 
bonus  by  the  bank.  He  would  dispense  wiUi  it  altogether, 
for  two  reasons.  He  was  disposed  against  the  Unitea  States 
selling  out  privileges:  if  the  bank  wi&s  necessary  fur  the 
operations  of  (xovernment— ^the  creation  of  such  an  insti- 
tution requisite — the  United  States  should  take  no  money 
from  an  agent  thus  indispensable.  And  again,  he  was  ad* 
verse  to  putting  more  money  into  the  treasury  than  exi- 
gencies called  for;  and  he  was  sorry  to  say  Uiere  was 
every  fear  of  our  revenue  being  too  abundant. 

but,  inasmuch  as  benefits  will  arise  to  the  institution 
thus  created,  from  the  exclusive  privileges  and  franchise 
with  which  it  will  be  invested,  the  benetits  tlius  resulting 
will  justify  the  corporation  being  c4lled  on  to  give  corre- 
sponding benefits  to  the  country;  and  in  no  way  could  the 
country  at  lai*ge  be  more  benefited  than  in  a  reduction  of 
the  interest  on  money.  It  would  facilitate  ti-ade,  and  im- 
prove and  increase  the  productive  labor  throughout  the 
Union.  And,  considering  the  higli  advantages  which  the 
stockholders  gained  from  tiieir  property  being  thus 
invested,  affording  them  profit  and  value  witiiout  ex- 
pense or  trouble  on  their  part,  exceeding  that  of  private 
individuals  in  any  other  business  or  trade,  he  thought 
that  a  reduction  of  one  per  cent,  would  be  but  a  small 
equivalent. 

Mr.  EWING  opposed  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Bibb.]  It  would  not  have  the  ef- 
fect which  was  contemplated,  of  lowering  the  interest  of 
money  throughout  the  country.  This  must  be  left  to  its 
own  operation;  the  value  of  mopey  would  rise  or  fall  ac- 
cording to  its  productions;  it  must  be  lef\  to  find  its  own 
level.  In  the  State  of  New  York,  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States  was  limited,  as  elsewhere,  to  six  per  cent,  interest, 
and  yet  the  State  banks  were  charging  seven  per  cent.  It 
could  not  effect  the  benefit  that  was  promised  to  the  whole 
country,  because,  let  the  bank  lower  its  interest  to  five 
per  cent.,  its  capital  is  not  Urge  for  the  whole  circulation 
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of  the  country.     He  would  vote  against  the  gentleman's 
proposition. 

Mr.  CLAY  Baid  that»  if  he  thought  tliis  reduction  of  in- 
terest would  hare  the  effect  of  producing  a  general  reduc- 
tion of  interest  throughout  the  Union,  he  might  perhaps 
be  induced  to  vote  for  it;  but  still  he  should  hemtate  to  re- 
duce it  so  much  as  one  percent.,  a  reduction  which  would 
greatly  exceed  the  bonus  required  from  the  bank.  A  re- 
auction  from  six  per  cent,  to  five  per  cent,  on  thirty-five 
naillions  of  capital,  would  only  be  a  reduction  on  Itbout 
one-tenth  of  the  whole  banking  capital  of  the  country.  It 
was  a  benefit  which  would  only  result  to  borrowers  from 
the  bank,  and  not  to  the  people  generally;  and  this  con- 
stituted his  greatest  objection  to  the  amendment  of  his 
coUeague. 

Mr.  WHITE  would  give  it  his  partial  consent,  as  better 
than  exacting  a  bonus,  on  the  selling  of  privileges;  and  he 
thought  that  the  bank  would  now  have  more  emolument 
at  five  per  cent,  than  under  the  last  charter  limiting  them 
to  six  percent,  when  all  the  expensea,  risk,  &c.  of  bring- 
ing the  bank  into  operation  had  to  be  incurred. 

Mr.  MANGUM  expressed  his  opmion  tbat  the  bonus 
was  too  low;  he  thought  ^300,000  a  year  would  be  little 
enough. 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN  said  that,  if  the  proposition 
contained  in  the  amendment  of  the  honorable  Senator  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  Bibb]  was  the  result  of  a  general  re- 
view of  our  fiscal  and  conunercial  condition  and  relations, 
and  if  the  ascertained  sUte  of  our  money  market  called  for 
or  justified  the  proposed  reduction  of  interest,  the  ques- 
tion would  present  itself  under  more  favorable  circum- 
stances than  we  are  now  to  consider  it.  For,  sir,  said  Mr. 
F.,  in  the  place  of  its  growing  out  of  the  actual  state  of 
business  in  the  country,  we  are,  in  tins  collateral  manner, 
and  aside  from  most  of  those  considerations  that  should 
prompt  to  a  measure  so  important,  called  upon  to  interfere 
with  a  delicate  question  in  economy,  as  a  ready  way  of  re- 
ceiving a  bonus  from  this  bank  for  the  extension  of  its 
privileges.  Now  H  seems,  in  my  judgment,  to  be  objec- 
tionable, under  any  view  of  it.  If  it  could  accomplish  a 
l^neral  reductioh  of  the  rate  of  interest  in  the  States,  as 
Its  sanguine  friends  promise  fat  it,  why,  then,  sir,  I  re- 
gard it  as  of  very  questionable  expediency:  for  it  w^ill  be 
indirectly,  and,  1  fear,  oflTensively,  interfering  with  a  point 
of  State  policy,  and  where  the  State  Legislatures  are  much 
the  best  judges  of  the  vtAiie  of  money  amongst  their  citi- 
zens. Why  should  Congress  without  any  necessary  or 
urgent  inducement,  move  in  this  delicate  matter,  and  pro- 
bably lead  to  unhappy  collisions  in  feeling,  at  least,  be- 
tween general  and  State  jurisdiction? 

But,  in  the  next  place,  the  proposed  measure  would  fiul 
to  produce  this  pre<ficted  result.  The  capital  of  the  Bank 
of  tlie  United  States  forms,  to  tlie  whole  banking  capital 
employed  in  this  country,  a  proportion  of  less  than  one- 
third.  It  stood,  at  the  close  of  1829,  as  ^^,000,000  to 
$110,192,268;  and  when  we  take  into  the  account  the 
amount  of  capital  loaned  by  individuals  on  landed  and  other 
securities,  we  must  perceive  that  the  power  of  regulathig 
the  value  of  money  and  rate  of  loans  is  attributed  to  this 
bank,  under  great  misapprehensions  of  its  ability.  This 
amendment  would  only  augment  the  privileges  of  the 
wealthy.  The  bank,  compelled  to  discount  at  five  per 
cent.,  would  have  the  choice  of  paper.  Those  dealers  of 
best  standing  and  soundest  capital,  and  who  least  needed 
the  helping  hand  of  the  institution,  would  of  course  be  pre- 
ferred; and  thus  distinctions  of  an  odious  character  would 
be  cherished. 

So  that,  under  whatever  aspect  the  amendment  pre- 
sents itself,  it  is  liable  to  just  exceptions.  If  it  could  pro- 
duce a  universal  abatement  of  interest,  we  should  not 
legislate  for  such  an  object,  but  leave  it  with  the  States: 
if  it  cannot  achieve  such  a  reduction,  as  1  believe  it  cannot, 
why,  then,  it  will  shed  its  benefits  only  or  chiefiy  upon  those 


who  ace  in  the  least  want  of  them;  and  I,  therefore,  hope 
tbat  the  amendment  will  not  prevail. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  also  oppioacd  the  mcMuref  and  the 
question  was  not  decided,  when 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


TuxsDAT,  Juki  5. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  said,  after  what  occurred  the  other 
day,  I  think  it  my  duty,  Mr.  President,  to  move  tliat  the 
Senate  now  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  executive 
business. 

Tlic  motion  was  decided  in  the  negative — yeas  IS,  nays 
20. 

BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  to  mo- 
dify and  continue  the  act  to  incorporate  the  subacrtfoersto 
the  Bank  of  the  United  SUtes. 

The  question  pending  being  on  the  motion  to  strikeout 
the  clause  providing  for  the  bonus,  and  to  insert  a  provi- 
sion that  the  interest  on  loans  and  discounts  made  by  the 
bank  should  not  exceed  five  per  cent, 

Mr.  CLAYTON  gave  the  reasons  which  induced  him  to 
vote  aj^nst  the  provision  to  amend.  His  own  opinion  wa^ 
that,  if  the  amendment  prevailed,  it  would  prove  inju- 
riCms  to  the  bank,  to  the  State  banks,  and  to  the  people  of 
the  country.  Some  gentlemen  seemed  to  tliink  that  the 
reduction  of  the  rate  of  interest  would  be  highly  benefi- 
cial to  the  bank,  by  increasing  its  profits.  The  bank  had 
always  had  the  abiTity  to  discount  at  five  per  cent.;  and, 
always  having  the  ab'dity,  if  it  was  ao  advantageous^  why 
had  not  the  oirectord  resorted  to  the  practice  of  making 
loans  and  discounts  at  five  per  cent. }  The  astuteness  of 
those  who  administered  the  afiidra  of  the  bank  had  never 
discovered  what  seemed  to  have  been  so  suddenly  found 
out  here.  He  thought  that  those -whose  duty  it  was  to 
protect  the  interests  of  the  stockholders,  had  taken  this 
subject  into  consideration  before  now,  and  had  given  to 
it  a  proper  examination.  He  was  not  disposed  to  legislate 
on  tnia  bill,  merely  for  the  benefit  of  the  batik,  but  he 
still  thought  that  the  institution  was  entitled  to  some  con- 
sideration, because  it  was  the  instrument  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  great  national  objects,  which  would  be  defeated 
if  its  interests  were  entirely  overlooked.  If  the  Senate, 
however,  looked  to  the  imerests  of  the  bank  alone,  the 
present  motion  could  not  be  sustained.  It  wouki  go  to 
change  the  whole  system  of  the  banking  operations,  and 
such  change  was  not  required  by  public  opinion.  In  not 
one  of  dl  the  numerous  memorials  which  had  been  pre- 
sented to  the  Senate,  was  there  any  request  to  reduce  the 
rate  of  interest  Neither  in  anv  of  the  memorials  from 
the  State  banks,  nor  in  those  from  the  people,  had  the 
Subject  been  touched.  There  had  not  been  a  single  indi- 
cation of  public  opinion  that  such  a  change  was  desired; 
and  no  one  but  the  mover  of  the  proposition  attached  the 
slightest  importance  to  the  idea.  Most  of  the  State  banks, 
and  especially  those  which  stood  on  the  most  solid  basesi, 
had  presented  themselves  to  the  Senate  in  favor  of  the 
bank.  Let  this  amendment  prevail,  and  twenty  days 
would  not  elapse  before  tlie  same  banks  would  send  on 
memorials  against  the  passage  of  the  bill.  The  operation 
of  the  measure  must,  in  some  measure,  be  to  reduce  their 
profits,  and  compel  them  to  curtail  their  business.  The 
hostility  of  all  these  institutions  would  be  enlisted  against 
the  bank,  and  that  hostility  would  be  felt  on  some  future 
occanon.  The  banks  would  stiU  continue  to  lend  money 
at  an  interest  of  nx  per  cent,  and  favorite  borrowers 
would  obtain  loans  at  five  per  cent.,  and  lend  them  out 
again  at  six  or  seven  per  cent  There  could  not  be  a 
worse  proposition  than  to  fix  the  interest  at  five  per 
cent,  since  it  would  array  all  the  State  banks  against  the 
institution. 
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'  In  reference  to  the  Government,  what  would  be  the 
effect?  It  would  cripple  the  institution,  and  disable  the 
agent  of  the  Govei'nmcnt  from  collecting  the  public  re- 
venue, and  performing  its  otlier  obligations  to  the  people. 
Would  this  be  wise?  Would  it  be  politic?  The  bank 
would  thus  be  compelled  either  to  create  new  notes,  in 
order  to  sustain  itself,  and  yield  a  proper  dividend  to  the 
stockholders,  or  it  must  change  the  course  of  its  business, 
and  make  profits  in  its  exchange.  One  of  the  objects  of 
the  institution  was  to  equalize  the  exchange,  and  there  is 
now  no  perceptible  burden  on.  excluinges.  There  is  no 
countiy  where  so  many  facilities  are  g^ven  to  exchange; 
«nd  all  these  facilities  owe  their  existence  to  the  bank.  To 
sustain  the  stockholders,  the  bank  would  be  compelled  to 
go  to  the  exchanges,  and  to  burden  them  for  the  purpose 
of  making  its  dividends.  The  effect  of  the  amendment 
would  be  to  destroy  all  the  advantages  which  now  result 
.  u  from  the  bank,  and  to  make  the  institution  less  worthy  of 
rfy  ^  the  public  confidence.  Much  more  advantage,  however, 
p  had  resulted  from  the  bank  than  the  mere  facility  of  ex- 
<:hange;  since,  by  means  of  this  institution,  there  has  been 
established  a  standard  of  value  for  money,  the  same  at  all 
places^  and  almost  at  all  tiroes.  In  this  rejpect,  the 
greatest  advantages  had  resulted  from  the  bank.  What 
would  be  the  effect  of  the  proposition  in  re^d  to  this? 
The  bank  would  be  Qonstramed  to  increase  its  issues  be- 
yond what  it  had  previously  done»  in  order  to  make  up 
the  deficiency  in  its  profits.  The  State  banks  would  also 
be  obliged  to  add  to  their  issues;  and  thus  an  immense 
accumulation  of  paper  would  be  thrown  into  circulation, 
and  a  depreciation  in  its  value  would  necessarily  follow. 

Relying  on  the  ability  and  patriotism  of  the  administra- 
tion of  the  bank,  some  might  reply  that  they  would  npt 
throw  an  excessive  issue  of  paper  into  the  market.  It 
might  be  so.  But  how  iQng  would  tliis  reliance  continue? 
A  new  president,  new  directors,  would  come  in;  and 
these,  to  gain  the  object  of  large  dividends,  would  Increase 
the  issues.  The  standard  of  money,  which  is  now  nearly 
uniform,  would  then  be  no  longer  so,  and  all  the  advan- 
tages of  a  national  bank  would  be  lost. 

On  the  people,  the  effect  would  be  to  establish  an  ex- 
tensive system  of  brokerage.  The  people  would  only  be 
able  to  borrow  at  six  or  seven  per  cent.  The  favorites 
would  obtain  loans  at  tbe  national  bank  at  the  reduced 
rate  of  five  per  cent.,  and  would  immediately  loan  out 
the  money  at  six  or  seven  per  cent.  The  advantages 
would  thus  be  confined  to  a  few,  who  would  be  able  to 
obtaiu  loans  at  the  national  bank,  but  could  not  be  felt 
by  individuals  who,  possessing  less  facility  of  raising 
money,  would  be  obliged  to  resort  to  State  banks,  or  to 
the  brokers. 

These  are  the  connderations  which  had  brought  him  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  would  be  productive  of  the  most  disastrous 
consequences  to  the  bank  itself,  to  the  State  banks,  and 
to  the  country. 

Mr.  TYL.ER  said  the  more  he  had  reflected  on  the  pro- 
position now  before  the  Senate,  the  more  he  bad  been 
impressed  with  its  iiQportance  and  magnitude.  He  would 
go  so  far  as  to  say  that,  in  his  opinion,  it  was  second  to 
but  one  which  had  engaged  the  attention  of  Congress 
during  tbe  present  session.  He  believed  that  while  the 
adoption  of  the  proposed  amendment  would  inflict  no 
injury  upon  the  bank,  it  would  confer  the  greatest  benefit 
upon  society.  Would  it  impose  an  unjust  limitation  on 
the  bank?  If  it  would,  he  would  abandon  it  altogether; 
for  while  he  could  not  vote  for  rechartering  the  mstitu- 
tion,  be  would  not  infuse  a  secret  poison  into  its  vitals, 
^hich  would  affect  its  capacity  to  do  good.  It  asked  a 
prolongation  of  its  existence,  and  Congress  should  take 
care  to  engraft  upon  its  charter  such  provisions  as  would 
benefit  the  community. 

The  first  reflection  which  occurs,  is,  that  the  bank  does 
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not  loan  money.  It  merely  exchanges  credit.  It  gives 
its  notes  of  hand  for  the  notes  of  hand  of  individuals,  and» 
paying  no  premium  in  the  form  of  interest  itself,  requires 
a  premium  of  the  individusds  witli  whom  it  deals.  Its 
credit  is  founded  on  the  confidence  of  the  public  in  its 
capacity,  which  confidence  is  the  result  of  the  govern- 
mental action  in  its  creation.  This  remark  applies  to  all 
incorporated  banks;  but  another  circumstance  exists  in 
regard  to  this  bank,  which  extends  its  control  throughout 
the  mercantile  world— the  fact  of  its  notes  being  made 
receivable  every  where  in  payment  of  the  Government 
dues.  However  solvent  an  individual  may  be,  his  notes 
will  not  pass  currently  beyond  a  small  neighborhood 
circle.  He  is,  therefore,  under  frequent  necessity  of 
adopting  the  bank  credit  or  notes  for  his  own  credit  or 
notes,  and  of  giving  a  premium  in  the  form  of  interest, 
when,  in  fact,  his  solvency  is  as  perfect,  his  responsibility  is 
as  entire,  to  the  extent  of  his  undertaking,  as  that  of  tbe 
bank,  to  the  extent  of  its  engagements*  True,  the  bank 
is  liable  to  be  called  upon  to  redeem  its  notes  daily;  but 
the  fact  that  its  issues  exceed  its  capital  twice  or  thrice^ 
shows  that  that  responsibility  is  remote  and  inconsiderable. 
Is  then  five  per  cent,  enough  to  compensate  the  bank  for 
this  exchange  of  its  credit  for  the  credit  of  individuals? 
Can  any  one  doubt  it?  Take  a  beggar  in  the  streets,  and 
let  the  Government  announce  its  determination  to  receive 
bis  notes  in  the  payment  of  it&  dues,  amounting  as  they 
do  to  from  25  to  130,000,000  annually,  and  who  doubts 
but  that  the  credit  of  the  beggaf  would  be  sought  afler 
with  avidity,  and  that  he  woiud  speedily  be  enriched  if 
he  was  permitted  to  receive  a  premium  greatly  below  five 
per  cent.  Who  can  doubt  but  that  five  per  cent,  is  an 
ample  allowance?  The  stock  is  at  this  moment,  when 
there  hangs  over  the  institution  some  doubt  as  to  the  con- 
tinuance of  its  existence,  twenty-five  per  cent,  above  par; 
and  the  very  day  after  its  new  charter  shall  have  passed, 
the  calculation  is  that  the  stock  will  run  to  from  $150  to 
$200  per  share.  What  is  more  conclusive  than  this,  to 
show  the  immensity  of  its  profits?  And  tliis,  too,  although 
it  has  to  sustain  out  of  its  profits  countless  numbers  of 
officers  and  dependents.  This  regulation,  then,  cannot  be 
considered  unjust  to  the  bank. 

Its  effects  on  the  community  would  be  decidedly  benefi- 
cial, as  I  shall  attempt  presently  to  show,  and  would, 
therefore,  tend  greatly  to  increase  the  popularity  of  the 
institution;  an  effect  of  the  highest  importance  to  the  in- 
stitution. A  suggestion  has  oeen  made,  that  it  would 
concentre  its  loans  in  the  hands  of  the  few.  All  that  1 
can  say  in  reply  is,  that,  if  it  did  so,  it  would  act  injudi- 
ciously. In  my  opinion,  it  should  diffuse  its  loans  as  much 
as  possible,  consistently  with  a  just  regard  to  its  interests. 
Extravagant  loans  to  a  few  would  weaken  it  in  the  estima- 
tion of  the  public,  and  abridge  its  usefulness. 

What  would  be  the  effect  of  this  measure  on  the  com- 
munity? This  is  the  important  inc^uiry,  since  the  institu- 
tion should  be  created  for  the  public  interest,  and  not  the 
good  of  a  few,  exclusively.  The  first  effect  would  be  to 
feadthe  State  banks  to  adopt  a  similar  regulation;  in  no 
other  way  could  they  move  on  harmoniously  with  this 
bank.  The  argument  ventured  in  this  debate,  that  this 
regulation  would  place  this  bank  at  the  mercy  of  the 
State  banks,  is  ideal.  The  State  banks,  on  the  contrary, 
hold  their  existence  but  at  the  pleasure  of  this;  and  who 
can  doubt  but  that  an  arrangement  would  readily  be  forc- 
ed upon  those  banks  to  receive,  in  the  settlement  of 
balances  with  this  bank,  the  same  interest  which  it  would 
receive  of  them? 

The  next  effect  would  be  to  induce  the  Legislatures  of 
the  different  States  to  reduce  the  rate  of  legal  interest  to 
five  per  cent. ;  of  this  I  have  no  doubt  I  nave  not  had 
time  to  trace  out  the  causes  of  the  change  in  the  rate  of 
interest  which  occurred  in  Virginia,  but  I  incline  to  be- 
lieve that  it  was  consequent  npon  tiie  chartering  of  the 
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first  United  States'  Bank.  Before  that,  it  was  at  five  per  | 
cent.,  it  was  changed  to  six  per  cent.,  and  the  first  bank 
was  authorized  to  receive  that  amount;  and  now  we  come 
to  the  important  influence  which  a  reduction  in  the  rate 
of  interest  would  have  upon  the  great  interests  of  the 
community. 

It  is  this  view  which  imparts  to  this  subject  its  greatest 
interest}  and  it  rests  upon  plain  principles  of  political 
economy.  Where  money  converted  into  public  stocks  or 
individual  loans  yields  a  higher  profit  than  the  same  money 
invested  in  lands,  ships,  or  machinery,  agriculture,  com* 
merce,  and  manufactures  necessarily  become  neglected. 
If  money  put  at  usance  breeds  higher  profits  than  the 
loom,  the  ship,  or  the  land,  then  capital  is  withdrawn  from 
tliese  less  proifitable  employments,  and  seeks  investments 
in  the  pubhc  stocks  or  individual  loans.  This  can  admit 
of  no  doubt.  In  this,  then,  connsts  the  true  secret  of  giv- 
ing activity  to  the  industry  of  a  community.  If  the  profits 
from  agriculture,  pommerce,  and  manufactures,  be  equal 
to  the  profits  on  loans,  then  do  these  employments  invite 
the  attention  of  mankind,  and  each  in  its  turn  puts  forth 
all  its  energies.  Commerce  takes  new  wings,  agriculture 
develops  all  her  beneficent  fiicalties,  and  the  arts  are 
made  to  flourish.  Hence  the  vital  importance  of  laws  re- 
gulating the  rate  of  interest;  without  them  a  nation  soon 
becomes  a  nation  of  money  lenders;  and  that  which  was 
designed  as  a  mere  medium  through  which  agriculture, 
commerce,  and  manufactures  should  carry  on.  their  ex- 
changes, is  converted  into  the  instrument  of  their  greatest 
oppression. 

The  great  lawgiver  of  the  Jews  understood  this  most 
perfectly.  The  Israelites  had  just  entered  upon  the 
possession  of  the  promised  land.  It  was  every  way  de- 
sirable that  the  land  should  be  reclaimed,  and  its  faculties 
developed,  and  "hence  the  regulation  that  no  Israelite 
should  take  usance  of  an  Israelite.  Capital  could  thereby 
be  profitably  invested,  both  in  the  culture  of  the  earth 
and  in  commerce,  and  the  land  of  Galilee  repaid  most 
abundantly  the  laborer.  But  when  these  influences  had 
ceased  to  operate,  and  the  tribes  were  scattered  over  the 
face  of  the  earth,  the  Mosaic  regulation  which  permitted 
usance  to  be  taken  of  strangers,  aided  by  the  oppressions 
Under  which  they  labored,  converted  the  Jews  into  a  na- 
tion of  money  lenders.  I  mention  not  this  to  their  dis- 
credit. They  are  like  all  the  rest  of  the  human  family, 
no  better  and  no  worse— devoting  themselves  to  the  ac- 
quisition of  money,  and  seeking  for  their  money  such 
investment  as  yields  tlie  greatest  return.  Into  the  same 
condition  may  tlie  people  of  any  country  be  changed. 
Only  make  the  proms  on  loans  high  enough;  if  six  per 
cent,  would  not  do,  take  ten;  and  if  ten  will  not  do,  take 
twenty;  in  other  words,  make  it  more  profitable  to  the' 
capitalists  to  loan  out  their  money,  than  to  invest  it  in 
lands,  ships,  or  machinery,  and  the  work  is  accomplished. 
Government  will  have  converted  the  community  into  a 
nation  of  money  lenders. 

These  considerations  led  him  to  oppose  his  vote  to  all 
moneyed  corporations;  but  while  he  felt  himself  con- 
strained to  vote  against  the  recbartering  of  this  bank,  if  it 
is  to  pass,  he  wished  to  protect  the  other  interests  of  the 
community  against  evil.  The  per  centage  proposed  to 
be  allowed  is  greater  titan  that  derived  from  agriculture, 
but  the  contemplated  reduction  will  relieve  it  in  some 
small  degree  of  its  burdens,  and  should  therefore  have 
his  support;  and  its  reasonableness  is  fully  e\idenced  by 
the  fact  that  the  capitalists  of  other  countries  send  their 
funds  here  to  be  invested  in  stocks  yielding  no  greater  in- 
terest than  five  per  cent. 

Mr.  SPBAGUE  said  the  object  of  the  proposition  was, 
he  presumed,  to  make  the  reduction  of  interest  through- 
out the  country  general,  but  he  would  ask  if  the  price  of 
the  commodity  did  not  depend  upon  the  supply  and  the 
demand.     Then,  how  could  this  object  be  attained  by 


restricting  an  individual  corporation }  You  propose  to  make 
one  body  subject  to  this  reduction,  but  you  do  not  say  all 
shall  do  so,  because  you  cannot  control  the  State  banks» 
and  they  can  charge  according  to  their  own  regulations. 
Let  the  interest  be  lowered  by  this  individual  company, 
and  it  will  not  alter  the  price  with  others.  A  change  can 
only  be  produced  by  a  change  in  the  supply;  and  will  this 
restriction  on  the  bank  increase  the  money  in  the  market' 
No;  it  must  g^ow  out  of  uther  causes.  The  gentleman 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Ttler]  had  alluded  to  the  regulation 
of  Moses  regarding  usury,  and  he  had  reprobated  the 
making  of  this  a  nation  of  usurers.  But  he  [Mr.  S.] 
thought  there  was  a  wrong  application  of  the  argument  on 
the  part  of  the  gentleman.  The  Jews,  under  tlie  restric- 
tion of  Moses,  had  become  usurers — here,  in  the  absence 
of  restriction,  we  are  to  become  usurers. 

[Mr.  TYLER  explained.  The  Jewish  law  said,  *<  thou 
shalt  not  take  usury  of  thy  brother,"  but  it  did  not  restrict 
them  from  charging  wliat  they  would  of  strangers;  the  in- 
tercourse with  other  nations  was  then  but  snoall,  which 
probably  was  the  cause  of  the  inhibition  not  having  ex- 
tended to  themselves.] 

Mr.  Spragvs  still  was  of  opinion  that  the  application 
went  against  the  gentleman's  own  argument.  At  all  events 
he  did  not  think  tne  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
would  prove  conclusive  to  the  benefit  of  the  country,  and 
it  was  for  the  comipunity  we  should  legislate;  the  indi" 
vidual  interests  of  the  stockholders  had  no  claim  on  us. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  called  for  a  division  of  the  question,  so 
as  to  take  the  question  first  on  striking  out.  He  wished 
to  move  an  amendment,  and  he  sliould  therefore  vote 
against  striking  out.  He  thought  five  per  cent,  would  be 
an  ample  compensation  to  the  bank,  because  it  was  equal 
to  six  per  cent,  in  1816,  when  the  bank  was  recharteredi 
so  that  it  would  be  giving  as  much.  Another  reason  was, 
the  bank  stock  is  now  at  120  to  130,  so  that  it  waa  enough 
above  par  to  justify  the  reduction  of  interest.  A  proposi> 
tion  from  Boston  was  before  Congress,  offering  to  give 
more  favorable  terms  for  a  bank;  they  offer  to  reduce 
their  interest  to  five  percent,  and  he  saw  no  reason  to 
allow  the  present  institation  six  per  cent. 

The  mind  of  Hamilton  fluctuated  between  five  and  six 
per  cent. ;  and  he  read  extracts  from  his  report,  to  show 
that  the  only  fear  of  Hamilton  was,  that  a  limitation  of 
the  interest  to  five  per  cent,  would  prevent  capitalist^ 
from  embarking  their  capital  in  the  bank.  He  had  none 
uf  the  fears  which  now  affect  Senators  who  oppose  the 
reduction.  It  was  apprehended  thsit  the  change  would 
be  injurious  to  the  State  banks  and  the  community.  He 
referred  to  the  history  of  the  banks  of  Georgia,  to  show 
that  this  was  not  likely  to  be  the  result.  The  amount  of 
the  bank  capital  being  so  large,  the  effect  of  the  reduction 
of  interest  on  that  capital  would  he  felt  throughout  the 
country.  He  denied  the  applicability  of  the  statement  of 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  that  the  State  banks  would 
be  ponrpelled  to  increase  the  amount  of  tlieir  issues.  He 
stated  that  the  interest  on  loans  by  State  banks  was,  in  many 
cases,  now  higher  than  that  on  loans  by  the  United  States* 
Bank.  The  United  States'  Bank  has  now  the  power  to 
reduce  the  interest  to  favor  any  particular  institutions  or 
individuals,  and  had  reduced  it  in  some  instances.  He 
would  vote  against  the  striking  out,  and  would  afterwards 
move  to  add  a  provision  reducing  the  rate  of  interest  to 
five  per  cent. 

Mr.  HOLMES  stated  that,  if  the  object  be  a  general  re- 
duction of  the  rate  of  the  interest,  the  two  questions  which 
presented  tliemselvcs  were,  ••  Will  you,  if  you  can?"  and 
the  second,  **  Can  you,  if  }0U  will?"  He  stated  that  in 
one  State  thej'e  was  no  legal  regulation  of  interest.  It 
was  lefl  to  regulate  itself.  Money  is  a  medium'  of  exchange 
of  capital,  and  paper  a  representation  of  money.  He 
quoted  from  an  ingenious  author  on  the  considerations 
which  ought  to  enter  into  view  when  a  reduction  of  inte> 
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rest  wu  proposed.  When  there  are  more  borrowers  than 
lenders,  the  rate  of  interest  will  be  hlgh^  when  lenders 
outnumber  borrowers,  it  will  be  low.  He  referred  to 
the  history  of  other  countries  on  the  subject  of  the  rates 
of  interest,  at 'different  periods.  In  reference  to  the  Jews, 
he  stated  that  there  were  many  of  their  practices  which 
we  should  be  reluctant  to  adopt  as  a  rule  of  action.  They 
would  not  eat  the  animals  which  died  of  themselves,  but 
they  miffht  sell  them  to  strangers:  so  they  would  not  take 
usuty  of  each  other,  but  thev  would  of  strangers.  It  was 
their  policy  to  take  care  of  themselves.  If  such  a  bank  sis 
ours  had  been  proposed  to  Moses,  he  would  have  put  his 
veto  on  it,  as  unfit  for  the  Jewish  population.  He  wished 
to  know  if  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  intended  that  we 
should  follow  out  the  Jewish  feeling  and  policy.  If  the 
effect  o£  a  reduction  of  the  mte  otinterest  would  be  to 
xeduce  it  every  where,  the  banks  which  had  memorializ- 
ed Congress  for  the  renewal  of  the  charter  of  the  United 
States'  Bank  have  prayed  for  a  diminution  of  their  own 
profits.  He  stated  that,  by  a  reguhition  of  loans  of  pro- 
perty under  the  ordinary  rate,  lenders  would  have  so 
many  borrowers,  and  there  would  be  such  an  overtrading 
in  consequence  of  the  increase  of  money  that  evil  effects 
might  be  expected. 

But  he  denied  that  Congress  bould,  if  thev  would,  by 
reducing  the  rate  of  interest  on  United  States'  Bank  loans 
and  discounts,  compel  the  State  banks  to  reduce  their  rate 
of  interest.  He  reiterated  the  statement  tliat  the  banks 
mnd  other  favorites  of  the  United  States'  Bank  could,  in 
the  event  of  the  reduction  of  interest,  reinvest  it  at  six  or 
seven  per  cent.,  and  thus  the  bank  might  be  made  apoliti- 
cal engine.  He  believed  the  proposition  to  be  one  of  the 
worst  features  which  could  be  introduced  into  the  bill. 
As  to  the  Boston  offer,  he  considered  it  extravagant;  and 
as  the  present  bsrnk  had  been  tried  for  twenty  years,  and 
had  always  paid  its  bills,  and  fulfilled  all  the  great  objects  of 
its  constitution,  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  politic  to 
compel  it  to  give  way  to  any  substitute.  He  laid  it  down 
that  while  we  had  a  bank  which  could  issue  and  keep  in 
circulation  twice  the  amount  of  its  gold  and  silver,  of 
sound  currency,  we  had  all  the  benefits  which  could  be 
desired. 

Mr.  DALLAS  then  stated  that  he  had  been  much  im- 
pressed by  some  views  which  had  been  thrown  out  by  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  on  a  pj^ceding  day,  but  he 
had  not  been  able  to  bring  himself  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  change  now  proposed  Hfould  be  beneficial.  He  re- 
plied to  the  various  objections  which  had  been  taken  to 
the  present  rate  of  interest,  and  deprecated  any  interfer- 
ence with  the  rate  at  which  money  might  be  loaned,  the 
effect  of  which  interference  would  be  to  produce  over- 
trading, which  would  tend  to  public  injury.  The  princio 
pie  thus  introduced  would  be  one  which  ought  to  be 
discouraged.  An  injurious  effect  might  also  be  produced 
on  the  State  banks.  If  they  would  come  down  to  five 
per  cent,  there  would  be  an  inducement  to  overtrade. 
The  United  States'  Bank  is  not  the  only  source  from  which 
borrowers  obtain  loans;  it  is  surrounded  by  other  institu- 
tions of  a  similar  character,  and  the  same  consequences 
were  to  be  expected  in  the  latter  as  would  exhibit  them- 
selves in  the  former.  But  suppose  the  United  States' 
Bank  would  not  overtrade  to  make  up  the  difference  be- 
tween six  and  five  per  cent,  interest,  it  would  be  compel- 
led to  resort  to  another  mode  of  increasing  its  profits,  and 
making  up  for  the  deficiency  of  interest,  and  that  mode 
would  be  oy  operating  on  the  exchange. 

He  did  not  believe  that  this  reduction  of  interest  would 
be  beneficial  to  the  community.  Not  one  tenth,  one  hun- 
dredth part  of  the  people  would  be  benefited  by  the 
change  in  the  rate  of  interest.  He  attached  weight  to 
the  argument  of  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey,  that,  if 
this  is  to  act  on  all  the  people  of  the  United  States,  it 
ought  not  to  be  an  act  of  Congress,  but  should  be  regu- 


lated by  the  State  Legislatures.  He  arvued  that  this  was 
an  important  question — so  important  that  he  could  not 
venture  to  change  what  had  been  the  experience  of  the 
countr>'  for  the  last  forty  years.  Again,  he  insisted  that 
after  the  bank,  on  its  part,  had  fulnlled  every  purpose 
which  it  had  contracted  to  fulfil,  had  regulated  exchange, 
and  purified  the  currency,  collected  and  distributed  the 
pubhc  revenue,  it  should  then  be  coerced  to  lend  its  mo- 
ney at  less  than  its  real  value.  The  bank,  left  to  itself, 
would  be  carried  on  upon  its  own  responsibility.  If  con- 
ducted skilfully,  it  would  come  out  well;  if  unskilfully,  it 
would  come  out  ill.  The  reduction  of  the  interest  does 
not  enable  a  borrower  more  easily  to  obtain  his  loan.  If 
he  cannot  get  his  loan  of  the  United  States'  Bank  at  five 
per  cent,  be  is  obliged  to  cross  to  the  oppoate  bank,  and 
borrow  at  six  per  cent. ;  and  as  he  is  lender  as  well  as 
borrower,  he  makes  the  borrower  of  him  pay  the  addi- 
tional interest  which  he  has  himself  paid.  He  stated  that 
he  did  with  reluctance  oppose  the  motion. 

Mr.  MANGUM  stated  that  he  had  probably  overrated 
the  beneficial  consequences  which  he  expected  to  result 
from  the  adoption  of  the  amendment.  But  he  could  not 
but  express  nis  gratification  tliat  the  sentiments  of  Mr. 
Hamilton  had  received  such  respect  from  the  Senate.  He 
stated  that  every  State  in  the  Union,  except  Mississippi, 
had  regulated  the  rate  of  interest,  and  therefore  all  which 
had  been  said  on  the  inexpediency  of  any  interference  with 
the  subject  was  inapplicable.  His  reflections,  he  said, 
had  led  him  td  the  conviction  that  every  bank  would  be 
coerced,  by  the  example  of  the  United  States'  Bank,  to  a 
reduction  of  interest,  or  they  would  lose  the  confidence 
of  the  people.  He  had  no  apprehension  that  the  State 
banks  could  keep  up  this  discrimination  in  the  rate  of  in- 
terest. If  they  did  so,  all  the  best  business  would  go  into 
the  United  States'  Bank.  He  was  not  alarmed  by  the  fear 
of  any  over-issues  of  tlie  United  States'  Bank.  Any  excess 
of  circulation  would  merely  fill  up  the  deficiencies  in  the 
State  currency.  While  he  expressed  his  determination 
to  go  as  far  as  any  io  checking  any  excesses  of  feeling  in 
reference  to  the  dissolution  of  the  Union,  be  still  thought 
that  something  ought  to  be  done  to  soothe  dissatisfaction 
and  discontent  where  they  were  found  to  exist.  And  he 
argued  that  the  reduction  of  the  rate  of  interest  would  have 
a  beneficial  effect.  If  it  should  fail  to  produce  the  benefiti 
which  he  expected,  it  would  be  ea^  to  apply  a  correct* 
ive.  Public  opinion  would  apply  such  a  corrective. 
He  invited  a  review  of  the  subject,  and  suggested  that  a 
provision  should  be  inserted,  retaining  the  power  to  re- 
store the  present  rate  of  interest  whenever  the  reduced 
rate  should  be  found  to  fail  in  producing  any  henefit.  He 
would  view  the  adoption  of  the  amendment  as  a  concession 
to  allay  public  excitement  in  the  SouUi,  of  more  power 
than  any  which  had  been  exliibited  during  twenty  years. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  made  some  observations  in  ^avor  of 
the  reduction  of  interest,  and  in  replv  to  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania.  That  Senator  had  asked  why  the  Govern- 
ment should  compel  the  bank  to  lend  money  for  less  than 
its  value.  If  the  chartering  of  the  bank  was  advantageous 
to  the  Government,  it  was  advantageous  to  the  stockhold- 
ers. Like  the  Senator  from  Maine,  he  knew  of  no  obli- 
gation which  the  Government  owed  to  the  stockholders. 
At  the  same  time,  however,  that  he  did  not  desire  to  let 
them  have  this  charter  at  any  thing  less  than  it  was  worthy 
he  had  no  disposition  to  extort  one  cent  more.  The  legal 
rate  of  interest  would  always  be  more  than  the  actual  vaEie 
of  money.  It  had  been  fij^ed  at  six  per  cent,  by  the  law 
of  1791,  because  such  was  the  average  rate  of  interest  in 
most  of  the  States  of  the  Union.  It  varied  from  seven  to 
five,  and  ax  per  cent,  was  taken  as  the  mean  rate  of  in- 
terest. Since  1791,  there  has  been  some  change  in  the 
value  of  money.  If  money  was  worth  sixj>er  cent,  then, 
it  must  be  worth  more  or  less  now.  He  contended  that 
it  would  not  require  an  argument  to  prove  that  the  value 
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of  money  is  much  less  now  than  it  was  in  1791.  He  in* 
stanccd  the  terms  on  which  the  United  States'  Bank  took 
the  loans  of  the  United  States  at  an  interest  below  six  per 
cent.,  and  even  paid  a  premium  to  obtain  them.  The  four 
and  a  half  per  cent,  stock  at  this  moment,  when  about  to 
expire,  is  selling  at  more  than  par.  The  bank  took  the 
loans  on  these  terms,  and  then  carried  them  into  ^he  mar- 
ket, and  made  a  profit  upon  them.  The  bank  had  divided 
about  seven  per  cent,  after  appropriating  a  connderable 
sum  as  a  surplus  fund  to  cover  tlw' effects  of  former  mis- 
management, and  paying  all  ifs'expenses.  Consequently, 
the  stockholders  were  doing  a  profitable  business  at  the 
present  rate  of  interest.  The  practice  of  paying  interest 
at  the  moment  of  making  the  loan,  brought  it  to  the  cha- 
racter of  discount,  and  not  interest,  interest  being  demanda- 
ble  at  the  end  of  tlie  term  of  the  loan,  instead  of  at  the  com- 
mencement, and  here  the  bank  enjoyed  an  advantage. 
There  was  also  an  advanttfg«  .arising  from  the  practice  of 
counting  both  the  day  on  which  a  note  was  dated,  and  Xht 
day  on  which  it  was  due.  Suppose  the  .iiaterest  was  re- 
duced to  five  per  cent,  with  all  the  adyrfoiag^  of  the  pre- 
vious payment  of  tlic  interest,  attdibe  practice  of*  counting 
sixty-fcur  days  for  sixty -three,  the  interest  would  be 
brought  up  nearly  to  six  pV  cent,  >  as  it  now  is  to  seven 
per  cent.  He  put  the  qu«s^dn'how  it  has  happened  that 
the  four  and  a  half  per  ,4hint.  stock  was  above  par,  and 
the  stock  of  the  bank  sor  g^reatly  above  par.  The  stock 
of  the  bank  was  high,  on  account  of  the  amount  of  profit- 
able discounts  made  by.  the  bank  on  its  own  notes.  He 
was  against  allowing  the  bank  to  take  more  than  an  indivi- 
dual was  permitted  to  take.. ^  But  it  was  said  that,  if  the 
interest  were  reduced,  the  bank  would  over-issue.  The 
bank  may  now  do  so;  but  the  bank,«Ul  not  extend  its 
issues  beyond  ^e  Kne  of  security,  aod  as  far  as  tliat,  for 
the  sake  of  the  psofits,  it  doubtless  extends  them  now.  It 
is  said  the  States,  will  ma^f  over-iss^Ues.  The  same  Argu- 
ment applies.  There  is  no  dabg^r  while  one  institution  is 
watching  another  as^jealously  asth'ey  do  now.  Every  bank 
will  go  ad  far  as  they  safely  can,  at  whatever  rate  the  in- 
terest Bliay  be  fixed. 

He  did  not  exactly  understand  the  distinction  between 
ordihary  discounts  and  the  buyin?  of  domestic  bills  of  ex- 
change. When  gentlemen  said  that  the  bank  would  be 
obliged  to  enlarge  their  profits  on  exchange,  he  did  not 
exactly  understand  their  meaning;  and  as  to  foreign  bills  of 
excliange,  he  had  no  fear  that  the  bank  would  ever  deal 
in  these  for  the  sake  of  profit,  or  from  any  cause  but  ne- 
cessity, or  for  the  accommodation  of  the  Government. 
He  considered  that  the  bank  ought  not  to  be  placed  in  a 
better  situation  than  an  individual. 

Mr*  WEBSTER  said  h6  diflTered  entirely  from  the  Se- 
nator from  Virginia  as  to  that  which  forms  the  bafeis  of  his 
argument.  This  is  still  matter  of  opinion.  The  basis  was, 
that,  as  six  per  cent,  was  the  rate  of  interest  paid  in  1791, 


discount  of  a  note  beforehand,  and  the  charge  of  interest 
for  sixty-four  days  instead  of  sixty-three,  he  also  differed. 
Any  individual  could  discount  on  the  same  terms;  the 
privilege  was  not  exclusive  to  a  bank.  Every  bank 
stands  on  the  footing  of  a  public  banker,  or  of  an  indivi- 
dual who  discounts  a  note.  They  stand  on  the  same  foot- 
itig.  The  gentleman  asked  why  stocks  about  to  expire 
commanded  a  price  above  par.  It  was  because  of  the  su- 
perior credit  and  security  of  the  Government.  As  to  the 
matter  of  the  foiu*  days,  he  did  not  know  that  banks  are 
entitled  to  charge  interest  for  the  fourth  day.  If  they 
violated  the  law,  they  were  liable  to  the  penalties  of  usury. 
If  they  were  loans  at  four  or  five  per  cent.,  there  were 
often  loans  at  nine,  ten,  and  up  to  twenty  per  cent.  He 
stated  that  the  bank  had  never  made  any  large  dividend* 
nor  could  it,  unless  it  was  more  fortunate_than  it  had  been« 
The  old  bank  had  never  paid  more  than  one  hundred  per 
cent. 

The  Senator  from  Virginia  had  said  that  where  State 
banks  had  discounted  at  different  rates  of  interest,  no  evil 
had  occurred.  He  did  not  know  of  any  case  where  theae 
banks  had  come  into  collision.  Money  was  always  cheaper 
in  cities  than  any  where  else;  and  there  was  force  its 
the  obscrir^tian  of  the  Senator  from  Delaware,  that  com- 
mercial men  will  have  the  benefits  of  the  reduced  interest* 
and  no  others.  He  could  not  ag^ee  that  the  value  of  mo- 
ney was  less  now  than  in  1791. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  the  Government  could  not,  in  1791* 
borrow  money  for  less  than  six  per  cent.  Now,  Govern- 
ment could  borrow  at  four  and  a  half  per  cent.  On  bank 
stock  now,  money  could.be  borrowed  at  five  per  cent.* 
while  on  other  security  it  could  not  be  got  for  less  tbaa 
six  per  cent. 

Mr.  BIBB  made  some  observations  to  sustain  his  pro- 

Eosition  to  amend,  and  in  reply  to  the  objections  which 
ad  been  urged  ag^nst  it.  He  contended  that  Congress 
was  necessarily  called  on  now  to  regulate  the  rate  of  in- 
terest. He  viewed  the  question  in  two  lights,  as  to  Uie 
effect  of  the  reduction  on  the  community,  and  whether 
it  would  so  cripple  the  bank  itself,  as  to  prevent  an  ac- 
ceptance of  the  charter.  He  cited  Adam  Smith  and  Alex- 
ander Hamilton,  and  all  the  intermediate  writers,  to  sup- 
port his  position,  that  the  community  would  be  benefited 
by  the  reduction  of  the  rate  of  interest.  The  benefit 
would  be  felt  first  by  the  borrowers,  and  thence  would 
extend  itself  to  all  classes  of  the  people.  He  ascribed 
the  alleged  profits  of  the  bank  to  a  variety  of  causes* 
among  which  was  the  undrawn  deposite  wliicfa  the  Govem- 


was  less  now  than  in  1791. .  The  money  of  the  counbnr 
had  not  outstripped  the  enterprise  of  the  country.  He 
would  compare  the  value  of  the  money  with  what  was 
proposed.  He  knew  no  place  where  the  value  of  com- 
mercial notes  was  not  six  ptr  cent.  He  believed  the  rate 
of  interest  had  been  raised  in  Virginia  since  1791;  and 
throughout  tbe^  United  States  there  was  no  State  where 
the  interest  was  less  than  six  per  cent. ;  consequently,  if 
the  lowestTate  be  six  per  cent.,  six  per  cent,  cannot  be 
taken  as  tlie  Average.  It  was  also  argued  that  the  Go- 
vernment stock  was  above  par.  He  asked  the  Senator 
if  Government  bonds,  and  bonds  and  mortgage  on  good 
estate,  did  not  always  brine  a  loWer  interest  than  any  com- 
mercial responsibility.  This  is  because  of  the  uncertainty 
of  all  commercial  security.  The  Senator,  if  executor  of 
an  estate,  wpiild  not  invest  money  in  commercial  secority, 
on  account  cf  its  uncertainty*    As  to  the  exacting  of  the 


ment  always  had  in  the  bank,  varying  from  one  miUion  to 
three  millions.  He  innsted  that  the  bank  would  be  willing 
to  take  the  charter  with  the  reduced  interest 

On  tlie  call  of  Mr.  BIBB,  the  yeas  and  nays  were  or- 
dered. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  to  strike 


it  ought  to  be  less  now,  because  the  value  of  money  wa*  out,  and  decided  as  follows: 

less  now  than  in  1791.  He  denjed  that  the  value  of  money    /  YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Dudley,  Ellis* 

Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy*  Miller,  Ro- 
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binson.  Smith,  Tazewell,  Troup,  Tyler,  White. — 18. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,'  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
Ion,  Dallas,  Ewing,  Foot,  Forsyth,  Frelinghuyseo,  Hen- 
dricks, Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Moore,  Naudain,  Poic- 
dexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague* 
Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Webster,  Wilkins.— 26. 

So  the  motion  to  strike  out  was  negatived. 

The  question  then  being  on  concurrence  with  the 
amendment  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  providing 
for  a  bonus  of  150,000  dollars  per  annum  during  the  fi£ 
teen  years  for  which  the  charter  is  continued  by  the  biU* 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  rose  to  move  the  substitution  of  a  larger 
sum  for  the  bonus.  He  was  of  the  opinion  that,  if  any 
bonus  at  all  was  to  be  given,  it  ought  to  be  Adequate  to 
the  benefit  received  by  the  bank,  in  proportion  to  the  pro- 
fits of  the  stockholders.     If  the  stock  was  to  receive  » 
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great  addition  to  its  value  by  the  continuance  of  the  char- 
ter, the  question  was — ^What  could  the  stockholders  afford 
to  pay  for  this  continuance?  It  was  at  the  option  of  Con- 
gress either  to  continue  this  bank,  or  to  establish  a  new 
one.  If  they  should  be  of  the  opinion  that  a  new  one 
would  be  more  beneficial  to  the  public  than  the  present 
bank,  and  if  they  determined  to  establish  a  new  bank,  it 
could  not  be  regarded  as  an  act  of  injustice  to  the  stock- 
holders in  the  present  institution,  as  the  Government  would 
have  fulfilled  all  their  contract  with  this  bank.  It  had 
been  stated  that  the  bank  could  divide  among  the  stock- 
holders seven  per  cent. ;  and^  as  an  offer  had  been  made  by 
a  company,  at  the  head  of  which  was  Mr.  Thorndike,  of 
Boston,  whose  pecuniary  ability  was  well  known,  as  well 
as  other  gentlemen  of  known  respectability,  and  they  had 
olfered  two  per  cent,  for  the  privilege,  he  thought  that  it 
would  not  be  unreasonable  to  make  this  bonus  one  and  a 
half.  He  then  moved  to  strike  out  "  150,000,"  and  to  in- 
sert "525,000.'* 

Mr.  HAYNE  wishing  for  some  time  to  think  of  the  pro- 
position, and  Mr.  WEBSTER  having  the  same  disposition. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Wkditxsdit,  Jvkk  6. 

BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

'  The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  to 
modify  and  continue  the  act  to  incorporate  the  subscrib- 
ers to  tlie  Bank  of  the  United  States. 

The  question  pending  being  the  motion  of  Mr.  SpRAora 
to  strike  out  the  sum  of  "  150,000"  as  the  annual  amount 
of  the  bonus  required  of  the  bank, 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  he  should  act  on  the  presumption  tliat 
the  ninth  section  was  to  be  stricken  out,  and  that  the 
amount  of  the  bonus  was  to  go  into  the  public  treasury. 
Bbe  wi^s  not  disposed  to  tax  the  bank  unreasohably.  He 
agreed  tliat  the  Government  owed,  no  obligation  to  the 
bank.  He  was  also  against  imposing  too  heavy  a  burden 
'  on  the  bank,  as  he  wished  to  leave  room  for  tlie  States  to 
impose  a  tax  on  the  bank.  He  was  Moling  to  vote  for 
200,000  dollars,  but'notking  beyond  that. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  said  he  was  not  disposed  to  ask  more  than 
the  bank  could  reasonably  pay.     He  would  have  proposed 
a  reduction  of  interest.  He  asked  a  division  of  the  question. 
Mr.  MARCY  said  he  regretted  to  hear  honorable  Sena- 
tors speak  of  so  small  a  sum  for  a  bonus  as  one  hundred 
and  fifty  or  two  hundred  thousand  dollars.     He  was  fully 
persuaded  that  the  stockholders  of  the  present  bank  90uld 
afford  to  give  a  much  larger  sum.     It  seemed  to  be  agreed 
on  all  si<ies  that  these  stockholders  are  not  entitled  to 
any  preference.    They  have  no  right  to  ask  any  fivor,  and 
we  are  under  no  obligation  to  grant  any.     He  was  not  dis- 
posed to  drive  a  bad  bargain  with  tliem,  nor  would  he  con- 
sent that  they  ^ould  make  an  unconscionable  one  with  the 
Government.  '  The  question  then  presents  itself,  what  is 
a  renewal  of  the  charter  worth  to  the  applicants?    He 
would  not  repeat  what  was  said  on  this  subject  yesterday; 
but  the  Senate  will  recollect  that  they  had  a  proposition 
before  them  from  the  citizens  of  Massachusetts,  which  will 
yield  a  much  larger/sum  than  that  now  generally  spoken 
of.     Tlie  respectability  of  those  from  wnom  the  proposi- 
tion came,  had  not  been,  and  cannot  be,  questioned. 
Those  memorialists  are,  beyond  aU  doubt,  oi  sufficient 
ability  to  set  in  operation,  by  the  time  the  present  charter 
will  have  elkpired,  an  institution  that  will  answer  all  tlie 
useful  purposes  of  the  one  now  in  existence.     They  offer 
to  pay  to  the  Government  one  per  cent,  on  the  capital, 
and  to  become  subject  to  taxation  by  the  States  to  any 
sum  not  exceeding  one  per  cent.    It  is  not  to^  be  doubted 
that  the  States  would  tax  nearly  up  to  the  limit.     The  of- 
fer from  the  citizens  of  Massachusetts  would  therefore 
amount,  on  the  capital  mentioned  in  the  bill,  to  seven  hun- 
dred thousand  dollars.     Though  this  offer  may  not  be  con- 


clusive evidence  of  the  precise  sum  which  ought  to  be  paid 
for  the  extenuon  of  the  charter,  it  is  entitled  to  much  con- 
sideration in  fixing  that  sum. 

The  present  price  of  the  stocks  is  also  an  evidence  of 
tlie  worth  of  the  privilege  about  to  be  granted.  If  it  were 
certain  that  no  extension  of  the  charter  would  be  granted, 
the  price  of  the  stock  would  soon  decline;  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  if  a  charter  were  actually  secured  to  iht  com- 
pany, it  b  an  opinion  which  no  one  controverts,  that  there 
w^ould  be  a  sudden  rise  in  the  stocks.  This  event  would 
probably  bring  it  to  fifty  per  cent,  premium. 

Such  is  the  estimate  of  the  most  enlightened  friends  of 
the  present  bank — of  those  who  best  know  the  situation 
of  its  affairs,  and  are  therefore  best  qualified  to  form  an 
accurate  judgment  on  the  subject. 

To  show  that  there  is  no  error  on  this  subject,  he  [Mr. 
M.]  said  he  would  take  the  liberty  to  refer  to  the  opinion 
of  an  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Ci.at,]  at 
expressed  in  a  speech  delivered  some  time  since,  in  this 
body*  on  the  subject  of  the  tariff.  In  animadverting  on 
that  part  of  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
wherein  the  Secretary  proposed  to  sell  the  seven  millions 
of  stock  now  owned  by  the  United  States  for  eight  mil- 
lions, it  will  be  recollected  that  the  honorable  Senator 
from  Kentucky  observed  that  it  would  be  unfair  to  make  a 
sale  at  that  advance,  if  the  bank  was  not  to  be  recharteredi 
for,  said  he,  the  stock  would  not  be  worth  but  about  par 
without  a  renewal  of  the  bank;  but  he  contended  that,  if 
the  bank  was  to  be  rechartered,  the  sale  of  the  seven  mil- 
Hons  of  stock  owned  by  the  United  States  for  eight  mil- 
lions would  be  a  most  improvident  contract  on  the  part 
of  the  Government;  for,  in  case  the  bank  should  be  rechar- 
tered, the  price  of  stock,  he  observed,  would  advance  to 
fifly  per  cent,  above  its  par  value.  Here  we  have,  said  Mr. 
M.,  an  opinion  of  a  friend  of  the  bank,  well  acquMnted  with 
its  affairs,  and  every  way  competent  to  form  an  accurate 
opinion  of  the  effect  to  be  produced  by  the  measure  now 
under  consideration,  that,  without  a  renewal  of  the  char- 
ter, the  stock  of  the  bank  will  settle  down  to  par;  with  a 
renewal,  it  will  command  a  premium  of  fifty  per  cent.  By 
this  act,  then,  said  Mr.  M.,  we  are  abc^iit  to  enrich  the 
present  stockholders,  according  to  this  opinion,  seventeen 
million  dollars.  What  is  it  proposed  we  shall  ask  for  this 
favor?  Only  one  hundred  and  seventy-five  or  two  hun- 
dred thousand  dollars  per  annum.  This  is  a  remuneration 
wholly  inadequate  to  the  advantage  we  are  about  to  be- 
stow. The  smallest  sum  we  ought  to  think  of  inserting  in 
the  section,  should  be  that  named  yesterday  by  the  Senator 
from  Maine,.($525,000. )  Mr.  M.  said  he  did  not  go  for  so  large 
a  sum  as  that  offered  by  the  memorialists  from  Massachu- 
setts, because  a  part  of  that  sum  was  to  be  levied  by  the 
States  as  taxes;  and  he  wouldnotg^ve  any  tote  from  which 
it  might  be  inferred  that  the  right  of  the  State  to  tax  the 
bank  and  Its  branches  was  mtended  to  be  surrendered  or 
compromised;  for  in  biaopinion  the  States  have  that  right, 
and  Congress  should  not  if  they  could,  and  probably  could 
not  if  they  would,  take  it  away. 

Mr.  BENTON  referred  to  the  documents  on  the  table, 
to  prove  that  the  profits  of  the  bank  were  so  large  as  to 
admit  of  the  payment  of  a  large  bonus.  The  nett  profits, 
he  contended,  were  more  tlian  nine  per  cent,  at  this  time. 
The  bank  had  now  debts  toilouble  the  amount  of  its  capi- 
tal, independently  of  its  real  estate.  There  was  a  compa- 
ny which  offered  700,000  dollars  per  annum  for  a  bank4 
and  it  was  remarkable  that  this,  was  a  fraction  under  the 
undivided  surplus  of  the  present  bank,  after  payine  seven 
per  cent,  dividend.  Gentlemen,  therefore,  soouldnot  be 
alarmed  at  the  idea  that  they  .were  making  a  hard  bar- 
gain for  the  bank.  He  maintained  that,  if  there  were  in 
some  States  resident  stockholders,  who  might  be  compel- 
led to  contribute  to  the  Government,  there  were  in  some 
States  no  stockholders.  He^said  he  should  move  to  fill 
the  blank  with  700,000  dollars, 
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Mr.  CLAYTON  referred  to  what  had  been  said  as  to 
the  ofTer  of  Mr.  Thorndike  and  others,  ami  the  amount  of 
the  bonus  they  had  named.  They  desired  a  charter  for 
twenty  years.  The  term  proposed  for  the  present  bank 
is  fifteen  years.  He  then  referred  to  the  difference  in  the 
capitals.  The  Boston  proposition  was  for  a  bank  with 
fifty  millions,  while  the  capital  of  the  existing  bank  was 
but  thirty-five  millions.  The  sum  of  two  hundred  thou- 
sand dollars  now  proposed,  he  considered  as  about  equal, 
considering  the  difference  in  the  off*ers  with  the  Boston 
offer  of  three  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars.  But  he 
was  not  disposed  to  give  his  vote  in  favor  of  any  bill  con- 
taining the  principles  suggested  in  the  Boston  proposal. 
He  referred  to  a  statement  of  the  chairman  of  the  commit- 
tee, that  if  the  bank  were  now  to  divide  nine  per  cent,  to 
the  end  of  its  charter,  it  would  not  have  divided  an  ave- 
rage of  six  per  cent,  among  the  stockholders.  He  could 
not,  therefore,  vote  for  the  proposition  of  the  Senator 
from  Missouri,  as  he  thougtit  two  hundred  thousand  dollars 
a  sufficient  bonus.  He  sdmitted  the  right  of  the  States  to 
tax  their  own  banks,  but  not  to  tax  the  Utiited  States'  Bank 
or  its  branches. 

Mr.  FOOT  said  it  did  not  appear  from  the  original  cliar- 
ter  that  the  bank  was  established  on  the  application  of  any 
company,  but  that  it  was  a  suggestion  of  the  Government 
to  establish  such  a  bank  for  the  purposes  of  the  public, 
and  now  that  it  was  proposed  to  renew  it,  it  was  not  for 
the  benefit  of  the  individual  stockholders,  but  of  the  Go- 
vernment. He  would  not  look  to  the  stockholders,  but  to 
the  necessity  of  a  bank  at  all,  and  then  to  the  propriety  of 
taxing  this  bank.  If  the  bonus  be  made  too  larre,  so  as  to 
trammel  the  bank,  the  stockholders  will  be  dnven  to  re- 
gard their  own  interest  in  preference  to  that  of  the  Go- 
vernment.  He  insisted  that  a  bank  in  Boston  or  in  New 
York  could  afford  to  pay  a  larger  bonus  than  the  present 
bank,  but  denied  that  the  average  price  of  bank  stock 
throughout  the  country  was  not  above  par. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  the  question  of  the  amount  of  honus 
would  not  admit  of  any  precise  asoertainment.  It  mtist 
rest  oil  opinion.  But  it  was  to  be  recollected  that  the  bo- 
nus was  not  the  only  benefit  which  the  Government  would 
derive  from  the  bank.  And  as  to  the  advantages  which 
the  bank  would  receive  from  the  Government,  so  far  as 
regards  the  public  deposites,  they  will  diminish  with  the 
diminution  of  the  revenue.  The  bonus  ought  to  be  de- 
termined with  a  view  to  the  average  dividends  from  the 
commencement  of  the  institution,  and  these  would  be 
found  not  to  exceed  dye  per  cent.  Another  rule  might 
foe  found  by  referring  to  the  tax  imposed  by  the  States  on 
their  banks,  which  was  not  more  than  a  half  per  cent., 
and  no  bonus  was  exacted.  He  had  no  objection  to  go 
up  to  200,000  dollars.  He  was  glad  to  find  that  his  for- 
mer opinions  had  been  quoted  with  approbation  by  an 
honorable  Senator,  and  he  hoped  that  when  another  ques- 
tion should  come  before  the  Senate,  that  his  opinions  on 
that  subject  might  be  referred  to  with  equal  approbation. 
In  addition  to  the  considerations  he  had  named,  the  value 
of  money  ought  to  be  regarded;  and  he  differed  from  the 
▼iew  of  the  honorable  Senator  from  Virginia  as  to  the  rela- 
tive value  of  money.  He  adverted  to  the  rates  at  which 
money  was  loaned  on  discount  at  New  Orleans,  which 
were  ten  per  cent.;  and  through  the  United  States,  he 
supposed,  the  rate  of  interert  varied  from  eig^t  to  ten  per 
cent.  Taking  the  rate  of  interest,  the  tax  on  State  banks, 
and  the  bonus  given  by  the  old  bank,  he  thought  that  the 
bonus  now  should  not  exceed  a  hidf  per  cent.  He  would 
not  take  his  data  from  Wall  street,  but  would  regpird  tbe 
bank  as  an  old  and  faithftil  agent;  and  while  he  would  not 
make  a  bargain  disadvantageous  to  the  Government,  he 
would  not  make  one  hard  upon  the  institution. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  said  he  had  listened  for  some  refuta- 
tion of  the  arguments  by  which  he  had  sustained  his  pro- 
position; but  had  listened  in  vain.  He  was  of  the  opinion, 


with  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  that  it  would  be  wiser 
to  continue  an  old  and  fiuthful  servant,  than  to  wind  up  the 
concerns  of  the  present  bank,  and  commence  a  new  one. 
But  he  contended  that  no  one  had  shown  that  the  bank 
would  not  divide  seven  per  cent,  hereafter;  and  if  that 
was  admitted,  why  should  not  one  and  a  half  per  cent  be 
deducted  as  a  bonus?  Was  it  to  be  believed  that  the  losses 
during  the  next  fifteen  years  will  be  equal  to  those  in  the 
former  history  of  the  bank .'  No  one  denied  that  the  stock 
would  be  greatly  enhanced  in  value  by  the  continuance  of 
the  charter.  He  stated  the  tax  on  the  banks  of  Massachu- 
setts and  Maine  was  one  per  cent.,  and  no  bank  was  better 
conducted  than  the  bank  of  Massachusetts.  Exclusive  of 
this  jtax,  tlie  stockholders  are  subjected  to  a  tax  on  their 
stock.  The  stock  of  the  United  States'  Bank,  being  mar- 
ketable over  the  world,  was,  at  five  per  cent.,  equal  to  that 
of  the  State  banks  at  six  per  cent  He  predicted  that  if 
the  charter  be  extended,  even  at  the  bonus  he  proposed* 
the  bank  would  receive  a  benefit  of  millions.  He  wished 
that  gentlemen  whp  proposed  200,000  dollars  would  show 
the  reasons  on  which  that  motion  was  founded. 

The  motion  to  strike  out  was  then  taken  by  yeas  and 
nays,  and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Brown,  Buckner,  Cham- 
bers, Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ellis, 
Ewing,  Foot,  Forsyth,  Frelinghuysen,  Grundv,  Hayne, 
Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  Kin^,  Knight,  Man- 
gum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Naudain,  Pomdexter,  Pren- 
tiss, Bobbins,  Robinson^  Seymour,  Silsbee,  SmitliySprague, 
Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Troupe  Tyler,  Waggm- 
man,  Webster,  Wilkins,  White.— 45. 

NAYS — none. 

Mr.  FOOT  then  moved  to  insert  « 300,000"  dollars. 
Mr.  F.  said  it  appeared  to  him  that  this  subject  had  been 
discussed  upon  grounds  not  very  liberal.  Instead  of  op- 
posing th&  stockholders,  we  should  look  to  the  interest 
which  the  country  has  in  the  institution:  he  thought  the 
proper  questions  for  discussion  were — does  the  mterest 
of  the  country  require  the  rcchartering  of  this,  or  the 
creation  of  some  other  bank?  '  This  seems  to  be  admitted 
on  all  sides  of  the  House.  What  further  checks  are  ne« 
cessary  to  secure  the  great  objects  for  which  the  public 
interest  requires  a  bank?  No  Senator  has  proposed  any 
further  checks  than  have  been  already  adopted  in  the  bill: 
from  this  it  is  fair  to  infer  that  even  those  opposed  to  the 
bank  do  not  ask  any  further  seturity  for  tfie  faithfid  ad- 
ministration of  its  affairs:  nothing,  then,  remains  but  to 
fix  the  amount  of  tax  which  this  mstitution  ought  to  pay 
for  its  privileges.  On  this  subject  there  is  a  rreat  diver- 
sity of  opinion,  and  it  cannot  be  ascertained  with  any  pre- 
cision what  the  exact  amount  should  be.  Mr.  F.  said, 
from  his  own  experience  on  this  subject,  during  tlie  period 
in  which  he  had  been  engaged  in  commercial  pursuits, 
and  familiar  with  banking  operations,  he  had  fixed,  in  his 
own  mind,  the  ;miount  at  two  hundred  thousand  dollars 
per  annum. 

It  ought  to  be  recollected  that  the  bank  was  originally 
chartered  by  the  Government,  without  any  application 
from  the  stockholders,  or  others;  that  a  bonus  of  one  mil- 
lion five  hundred  thousand  dollars  was  required,  and  that  it 
was  difitcult  to  procure  the  necessary  subscription  for  its 
stock;  that  several  millions  were  subscribed  on  specula- 
tion; that  (he  price  of  the  stock  was  soon  raised  to  one 
hundred  and  sixty-six;  that,  in  putting  the  bank  in  ope- 
ration, great  expenses  were  incurred,  great  hazards  en- 
countered, and  great  losses  were  sustained,  from  some 
cause;  whether  from  ignorance  of  the  managers,  or  other 
causes,  was  of  little  importance  now  to  inquire:  but  the 
fact  was  notorious,  that  the  stock  fell  in  consequence  con- 
siderably below  par.  The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Dallas}  had  stated,  and  he  [Mr.  F.]  believed  cor- 
rectly, that,  without  a  profit  of  nine  per  cent  for  the  fif^ 
teen  years'  proposed  extension  of  thexharter,  the  stock- 
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holders  would  not  rece'iTe  six  per  cent,  for  their  invest- 
rocnts!  They  have  incurred  all  the  risks,  and  sufTered 
the  losses;  aided  the  Government  in  the  collection  and 
disbursement  of  the  revenue,  without  compensation;  and 
the  Government  was  annually  receiving  (as  Mr.  F.  be- 
lieved)  a  benefit  from  the  bank  of  at  least  tiiree  hundred 
thousand  dollars,  to  which  he  would  add  an  annual  tax  of 
two  hundred  thousand  dollars;  which  would  be  equal  to 
an  annual  tax  Of  half  a  million  of  dollars:  this  he  believed 
to  be  as  much  as  the  bank  could  well  bear,  for  the  privi- 
lege and  the  use  of  Government  deposites.  He  bad  no 
doubt  they  would  accept  the  charter,  even  if  a  heavier 
tax  should  be  imposed;  but,  if  the  bank  was  unreasonably 
burdened,  an  inducement  wto  held  out  to  them  to  consult 
their  own  interest,  rather  than  the  interests  of  the  coun- 
try. All  experience  proves  that,,  unless  men  are  com- 
pensated for  public  services,  they  will  compensate  them- 
selves! If  the  Government  deals  liberally  and  honorably 
with  its  agents,  it  furnishes  the  best  security  for  fair  and 
honorable  dealing  on  their  part:  if  the  bank  places  confi- 
dence in  the  Government,  they  may  reasonably  expect 
reciprocal  confidence  and  good  faith  in  the  officers  of  the 
bank.  Mr.  F.  believed  the  average  value  of  bank  stock 
had  been  estimated  too  hig^i.  With  respect  to  a  tax  of 
one  per  cent,  on  the  stock,  as  paid  by  the  Boston  banks, 
it  certainly  must  be  admitted  that,  in  large  commercial 
cities,  banks  can  bear  a  heavier  tax  than  in  the  interior; 
and,  if  the  United  States'  Bank  could  limit  its  branches 
to  the  six  large  Atlantic  cities,  it  could  better  bear  a 
tax  of  four  hundred  thousand  dollars, '  than  with  its 
branches  in  the  interior  States,  for  the  accommodation  of 
the  purchasers  of  the  public  land«,  and  the  facilities  and 
security  of  the  revenue  of  the  Government,  they  can  af- 
ford to  pay  the  proposed  tax  of  two  hundred  thousand  dol- 
lars, for  it  should  be  recollected,  all  their  losses  were  incur- 
red in  the  Western  States.  The  bank  is  now  in  successful 
operation;  the  Government  receives  the  full  benefits  ex- 
pected by  its  most  sanguine  friends.  The  ^president  and 
Doard  of  directors  have  discharged  their  duties  faithfully, 
and  acquired  useful  knowledge  by  long  experience.  Th^ 
entire  public  confidence  in  the  bank,  with  the  restrictions 
Imposed  by  this  bill,  wil^  secure  a  sound  and  equal  cur- 
rency through  the  whole  country.*  The  amount  of  tax 
forms  but  a  small  part  of  the  interest  which  the  country 
has  in  this  institution,  or  in  the  benefits  which  will  result 
from  its  faithful  administration.  He  believed  that  a  tax 
of  three  millions  of  dollars,  to  be  paid  in  annual  payments 
of  two  hundred  thousand  dollars,  for  fifteen  years,  was  as 
much  as  the  bank  could  well  -pay,  and  with  which  the 
Gorernment  ought  to  be  satisfied. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  said  that  one  of  the  grounds  on  which 
the  present  motion  was  nuide,  was  the  amount  which  the 
States  taxed  their  banks.  He  suggested  that  if  the  exam- 
ple of  South  Carolina  in  taxing  the  bank  shares  was  fol- 
lowed, and  he  saw  no  objection  to  it,  the  State  tax,  added 
to  the  bonus,  would  bring  up  the  amount  to  one  per 
cent.  The  fluctuations  in  the  price  of  stock  he  regarded 
as  mere  matters  between  the  buyers  and  sellers,  accord- 
ing to  the  speculative  spirit  which  prevailed.  He  re- 
minded the  Senate  that  these  were  tinies  of  extraordi- 
nary prosperity,  that  we  have  had  an  unusual  importa- 
tion, and  that  capital  was  hunting  about  for  a  market. 
But  it  would  not  be  fair  to  take  these  times  as  a  criterion 
for  the  future;  and  he  did  not  believe  that,  taking  the 
term  of  the  charter  throughout,  the  rate  of  dividend 
would  exceed  five  per  cent.  The  gradual  disappearance 
of  all  otlier  public  stocks,  of  a  safe  chamcter,  would  leave 
the  bank  as  the  only  secure  depository.  Yet,  a  great 
part  of  the  stock  was  the  property  of  females;  and  no 
great  proportion  was  the  stuck  of  great  capitalists.  He 
stated  that  the  fact  that  the  discounts  of  the  hank  at  six 
per  cent.,  amounting  to  sixty  milliqns,  was  to  be  received 
as  evidence  that  there  was  still  a  great  demand  for  money. 


The  value  of  money,  he  stated,  changes  every  day,  and 
in  the  same  place,  as  it  is  controlled  by  circumstances. 
One  per  cent,  he  looked  upon  as  being  as  much  as  the 
institution  could  bear;  and  two  hundred  thousand  dollars 
would  leave  room  for  the  States  to  tax,  so  far  as  to  make 
the  amount  of  the  contribution  of  the  bank  equal  to  that. 

The  whole  amount  of  public  deposites  in  the  bank  had 
never  exceeded  two  million  six  hundred  tliousand  dollars; 
and  it  was  not  likely  that  in  future  these  deposites  would 
much  exceed  the  sum  due  to  the  institution  for  its  agency 
in  the  public  business. 

Mr.  SMITH  said,  the  Senators  who  are  desirous  to  exact 
an  unreasonable  bonus  from  the  bank,  have  frequently 
quoted  the  offer  made  by  certain  speculators.  [Here  Mr. 
SILSBEErose,  and  repelled  the  epithet  « speculators," 
and  said  the  Boston  petitioners  were  highly  respectable 
gentlemen.]  1  mean  not,  said  Mr.  S.,  to  arraign  their 
respectability;  they  are  known  to  be  vhry  respectable; 
but  if  we  call  a  rose  by  another  name,  it  still  retains  its 
odor.  The  Senator  from  Btassachiisetts  [Mr.  Silsbbs] 
will  permit  me  to  say  that  the  proposition  was  a  grand 
specuUtion— inndious,  and  wefi  calcuUted  to  deceive 
those  who  are  not  practically  acquainted  with  banking 
operations.  What  is  the  proposition?  That  the  petitioners 
agree  to  pay  one  per  cent,  on  the  capital  annually,  as  a 
bonus  to  the  Government,  and  submit  to  tlie  taxation  of  the 
States  at  a  rate  not  exceeding  the  amount  of  that  intposed 
on  their  own  State  banks,  respectively,  for  which  they 
ask  a  charter  for  twenty  years,  and  a  capital  of  fif^y  mil- 
lions of  dollars  at  par.  I  consider  it  highly  honorable  to 
the  Senate  that  there  could  not  be  found  one  member 
of  the  whole  body,  who  would  lend  himself  to  a  proposi- 
tion to  sell  a  charter  to  men  who,  having  bought,  would 
claim  the  right  to  sell;  over  whom  there  would  have  been 
little  control;  and  who  would  have  used  the  power  under 
their  charter  for  their  own  emolument,  without  any  regard 
to  the  interest  or  accommodation  of  the  Government-— 
men  who  might  have  used  their  power  for  party  purposes, 
and  who  would  soon  have  sold  out  the  stock  to  an  im- 
mense profit,  and  cared  little  for  the  trifling  bonus  they 
had  offered,  or  the  illusory  submission  to  the  taxation  of 
the  States.  What  would  have  been  the  profits  of  these 
memorialists,  had  their  application  to  Congress  been  suc- 
cessful? Suppose  they  had  sold  the  stock  of  fifly  millions 
at  what  it  is  presumed  to  have  cost  the  stockholders  of  the 
present  bank,  on  the  average,  say  twenty-five  per  cent., 
a  sale,  at  this  rate,  would  result  In  a  nett  profit  of  twelve 
milUon  five  hundred  thousand  dollars,  for  which  they 
(in  their  great  liberality)  offered  a  bonus  of  one  percent, 
annually  on  the  capital.  It  may  be  asked,  do  we  not,  by 
a  renewal  of  the  charter,  give  a  like  profit  to  the  present 
stockholders?  I  answer,  no.  Few  of  the  original  sub- 
scribers now  hold  the  stock;  and  even  to  those  few  the 
stock  cost  them  at  least  $115  for  every  share  of  their 
stock.  They  gave  from  ten  to  twenty  per  cent,  for  the 
specie  paid  in,  and  lostjlhe  difference  between  the  value  of 
their  stock,  which  they  had  paid  in,  and  the  value  at  which 
it  was  subscribed.  Thirteen  millions  of  three  per  cent, 
were  paid  in  (which  the  holders  had  refused  to  part  with 
to  the  Government)  at  sixty-five  per  cent.,  now  worth 
ninety-eight  per  cent.,  which  was  a  clear  gain  to  the  Go- 
vernment, on  that  stock  alone,  of  $4,2^,000,  and  an 
equal  loss  to  the  payers  to  that  amount.  Many  of  the 
present  stockholders  paid  for  their  stock  one  hundred  and 
forty  per  cent,  and  some  as  high  as  one  hundred  and  fif\y 
per  cent. ;  but  let  us  suppose  the  average  of  all  the  stock 
to  have  cost  one  hundred  and  twenty -five  per  cent.,  can 
the  stockholders,  in  a  common  sense  view  of  the  subject, 
be  compared  with  the  petitioners  for  a  new  bank  ?  They 
have  already  paid  for  their  stock  at  one  hundred  and 
twenty-five  per  cent.,  and  the  proposers  ask  the  charter 
at  par.  The  comparison  is  idle,  and  not  worth  a  moment's 
consideration. 


1039 


SXKATX.] 


GALES  &.  BEATON'S  REGISTER 

B(mk  of  the  United  States, 


1040 


[Jims  6,  1832. 


But  we  are  told,  said  Mr.  S.,  that  we  are  about  to  grant 
to  certsun  individuals  the  renewal  of  a  charter,  that  will 
be  immensely  advantageous,  and  make  their  fortunes; 
that  the  stock  will  rise  to  one  hundred  and  forty,  or  even 
one  hundred  and  fifty  per  cent.  I  grant  that  the  stock 
may  be  so  advanced,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  brokers 
will  run  it  up  for  speculation,  and  consequently  there  will 
be  a  momentary  rise  in  the  price  of  the  stock;  but  it  will, 
like  all  other  stocks,  fall  to  its  proper  level,  that  is,  to  a 
rate  which  will  ^ve  to  the  holders  five  per  cent,  annual 
interest  The  rise  of  the  stock  will  not  increase  the  divi- 
dends, and  the  value  of  the  bank  shares  must  be  regulated 
by  the  dividends.  Few  of  the  present  holders  of  the 
stock  wish  to  sell.  If  they  get  only  five  per  cent  it  is 
better  to  them  than  six  per  cent,  in  any  other  way,  be- 
cause the  dividends  are  oertun  and  semi-annual.  They 
are  certain  of  their  receipts,  and  shape  their  expenses  ac- 
cordingly. And  what  is  this  immense  interest  which 
Senators  say  that  the  present  stockholders  will  receive, 
if  a  renewal  of  the  charter  shall  take  place?  Not  more 
than  $5  60  per  cent  per  annum.  The  bank  dividend, 
for  the  last  two  years,  has  been  seven  per  cent,  on  the 
par  value,  but  the  holder  will  get  only  seven  dollars  per 
annum  on  what  cost  him  $125,  in  fact,  only  $5  60  per 
cent  for  the  use  of  his  money,  when,  on  mortgages, 
he  could  realize  six  per  cent. ;  and  this  is  the  immense 
gain  which  will  be  secured  to  the  holders  by  the  renewal 
of  the  charter.  The  non-renewal  of  the  charter  will  de- 
prive theiftof  one-fiflh  of  their  capital,  to  the  great  injury 
of  the  widow,  the  orphan,  the  mechanic,  the  professional 
man,  the  farmer,  and  the  merchant,  retired  from  trade. 
But  the  foreign  stockholder  *is  to  obtain  an  immense  ad- 
vantage. 'What,  in  sober  truth,  will  this  advantage  be? 
His  agent  in  this  country  will  receive  $5  60  on  the  cost 
of  each  share  to  him;  from  which  deduct  ten  per  cent, 
loss  of  exchange  in  remitting  to  the  foreign  stockholder 
in  England,  and  his  nett  interest,  or  advantage,  will  be 
$5  04  per  cent.,  and  the  agent's  commission  will  reduce  it 
to  less  than  five  per  cent.  Will  any  one  say  that  this  interest 
is  too  much?  Foreigners  will  gain  but  little  by  the  rise  of 
the  value  of  the  stock  in  the  market.  They  want  a  cer- 
tain income,  a  safe  investment  of  their  capital,  and  tliey 
will  prefer  holding  their  stock  to  selling  it,  should  specu- 
lators even  force  it  up  to  one  hundred  and  fift^'  per  cent.; 
for,  at  that  price,  it  would  give  tliem  a  better  interest  than 
they  could  get  at  home. 

It  has  been  said«  Mr.  President,  that  the  nett  profit  of 
the  bank  has  been  nine  per  cent,  for  the  year  1831.  ■  I 
have  not  examined;  I  hope  it  may  be  so.  It  will  afford 
some  compensation  to  the  stockholders  for  their  not  hav- 
ing divided  more  than  five  per  cent,  on  the  par  value  of 
tlieir  stock  for  the  fourteen  preceding  years.  One  swal- 
low does  not  make  a  summer;  nor  ought  one  ^od  year 
for  the  bank  to  be  considered  as  a  criterion  to  judge  by, 
or  on  which  to  estimate  for  the  future.  The  year  1831 
was  a  year  of  g^eat  pressure  on  the  money  market.  The 
State  banks  were  compelled,  by  the  demand  for  specie, 
to  lessen  their  discounts,  which  was  dangerously  felt  by  the 
mercliants  whose  bomb  at  tbe  custom-house  were  becom- 
ing due.  The  bank  (to  its  credit)  lent  its  great  aid  in  the 
hour  of  difficulty,  by  extending  its  discounts  beyond  its 
usual  practice,  not  for  gun,  but  to  prevent  the  impending 
ruin  to  commercial  men,  and  thus  its  profit  may  have  been 
increased. 

I  have  given  this  view,  said  Mr.  S.,  to  correct  false  im- 
pressions. My  object  is,  as  it  ought  to  be  with  every 
Senator,  the  interest  of  the  nation,  and  not  that  of  the 
stockholders,  whom  I  consider  as  mere  agents,  to  carry 
into  operation  the  great  objects  for  which  this  bank  was 
originally  instituted.  But  for  this  consideration,  the  bank 
would,  in  my  opinion,  be  unconstitutional,  and  would  re- 
ceive my  negative.  The  Government  cannot,  in  my  opi- 
nion, carry  on  its  fi<ical  operations  in  safety,  without  such 


an  institution.  This  has  been  shown  by  several  reportv 
from  the  Committee  on  Finance,  which  have  not  yet  been 
controverted,  and  to  which  I  ask  leave  to  refer  for  a  fuU 
detail  of  facts  and  statements.  They  will  show  the  great 
fiu:ilities  and  advantages  which  the  Government  derives 
from  this  institution.  Other  advantages  might  be  shown, 
such  as  the  surrender  of  United  States'  stock  in  June, 
1817,  to  the  amount  of  thirteen  millions,  the  interest  on 
which  ceased  on  the  30th  June,  and  for  which  the  trea- 
sury did  not  pay  the  bank  until  the  8th  of  July,  when  two 
millions  were  repaid^  and  the  remaining  eleven  millions 
on  the  6th  of  August,  and  then  without  interest;  and  on 
the  1st  of  January,  1818,  the  bank  advanced  $1,172,014. 
to  enable  the  treasury  to  pay  the  stocks  tl^en  redeeioed. 
The  President,  in  his  messages,  b^rs,. testimony  to  fite 
friendly  and  accommodating  tei^pcr  of  the  bank  towards 
the  Government,  on  all  pccasions. .  I  beg,  to  be  permitted 
to  refer  to  one  of  the  reports  of  the  Committee  on  Fi- 
nance, to  show  the  difference  between  the  old  and  the 
present  bank  and  the  Bank  of  England.  The  charter  of 
the  old  Bank  of  tiie  United  States  was  predicated  on  that 
of  the  Bank  of  England.  Not  so  with  the  present  Bank 
of  the  United  States.  It  differs  in  many  essential  parUcu- 
lars,  and  may  afford  a  lesson  for  the  politicians  of  England, 
when  the  question  of  renewal  of  the  Bank  of  England  is 
agitated  in  Parliament  The  Bank  of  England  is  now, 
and  ever  was,  a  great  political  engine;  and  the  old  Bank 
of  tlie  United  States  intermeddled  with  the  political 
affairs  of  our  country,  by  which  conduct  it  lost  its  char- 
ter, or,  what  amounts  to  the  same  result,  a  renewal  of  the 
charter  was  refused  by  Congress.  I  voted  against  the  re- 
newal, on  the  ground  of  its  interference  in  the  elections, 
and  because  it  would  not  consent  to  an  increase  of  its  capi- 
tal, so  that  the  jdemocracy  of  the  country  might  parUcir 
pate  in  the  direction  of  its  affairs,  and  thereby  check  its 
interfer,qnce  in  the  political  matters  of  the  day;  and  if  it 
can  be  proved  that  the  present  bank  has,  at  any  time, 
made  use  of  its  power  to  influence  .election^,  I  will  vote 
against  the  renewal  of  its  charter.  The  old  bank  was  not 
bound  to  give  any  aid  to  the  Government  by  its  charter, 
lior  does  the  Bank  of  England  afford  any  aid  to  the  Bri- 
tish Government.  I  proceed  to  examine  more  particu^ 
larly  into  the  charters  of  the  old  Bank  of  the  United 
States,  and  its  prototype,  the  Bank  of  England,  and  intend 
to  contrast  them,  in  some  respects,  with  the  bank  charter 
now  before  the  Senate.  ^ 

Much  has  been  said  about  the  exclusive  privile^  grant* 
ed  by  the  charter,  as  if  no  eqiuvalent  had  been  imposed 
on  the  bank.  In  the  repprt  of  the  Committee  on.FiiiaDce 
in  1828,  now  before  me,  it  is  asked.  What  facilities  does 
the  bank  give  to  the  treasury  for  the  exclusive  privilege? 
Answer.  It  collects  all  tlie  custom-house  bonds;  it  rch 
ceives,  and  keeps  safe,  the  receipts  for  public  l^nd^ 
wherever  it  luis  a  branch,  and  makes  itself  responsii>le 
for  the  same.  The  old  bank  was  under  no  such  obliga- 
tions to  the  Government,  nor  b  the  Bank  of  En^nd 
obliged  to  render  such  service  to  the  British  Government 
The  present  Bank  of  the  United  States  transfers  t&c  mo- 
ney of  the  nation  from  any  one  part  of  the  Uniotf  to  any 
other  part  where  it  may  be  required.  It  makes  these 
transfers  without  any  charge  whatever,  not  even  for  di(^ 
ference  of  exchange,  whic£  charge  would  constitute  no 
inconsiderable  amount  if  charged  upon  the  treasury.  Does 
the  Bank  of  England  perform  this  important  service? 
Certainly  not  Did  the  old  Bank  of  the  United  SUtes 
perform  this  service  ?  No.  It  absolutely  refused  to  do 
so,  and  the  Government  were  compelled  to  obtain  the 
aid  of  the  State  banks  to  perform  this  service.  The  pre- 
sent Bank  of  the  United  States  pays  the  public  debt,  by 
which  it  is  subjected  to  large  drains  of  specie,  which  are 
highly  injurious  to  its  other  operations,  inasmuch  as  K 
compels  the  bank  to  lessen  its  discounts.  Foreigners  own 
about  one-third  of  the  stocks  of  the  United  States,  which. 
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wh«n  paid  to  their  ag^ents  in  this  country,  causes  a  rise  in 
the  rate  of  exchange  above  the  real  par  value,  and  induces 
an  export  of  specie.     Did  the  old  Bank  of  the  United 
States  pay  the  public  debt?    No.     Commissioners  did 
this  service,  and  received  nearly  $20,000  per  annum  from 
the  treasury.     Does  the  Bank  of  England  pay  the  debt 
of  the  nation  ?    It  is  under  no  obligation  to  do  so,  and 
therefore  is  allowed  and  paid  for  the  management  of  the 
debt,  and  for  minor  objects,  the  sum  of  £263,736  sterling, 
or,  in  federal  currency,  $1,170,987  annually,  for  such  ser- 
vice.    The  present  Bank  of  the  United  States  pays  all 
the  pensioners,  where  it  has  a  branch.     The  old  bank 
paid  none.  The  commissioners  received  two  percent,  for 
paying  them.  If  the  bank  charter  should  not  be  renewed, 
a  commissioner  must  be  appointed  in  each  State  of  the 
Union,  say  twenty-fotSr  commissioners,  who  will  be  paid 
two  per  cent,  on  the  amount  disbursed  by  them.     My 
friend  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Foot]  will  agree  that  the 
amount  payable  annually  to  the  pensioners  cannot  be  less 
than  one  million  and  a  half  per  annum,  the  commission 
on  which  will  be  an  annual  charge  of  $30,000  on  the 
treasury,  which  payments  are  now  made  by  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States,  free  of  charge  to  the  Government.   In 
addition  to  the  loss  which  may  arise  from  bad  agents,  the 
bauk«  with  its  eagie  eye,  lost  $20,000  by  an  agent  to 
whom  that  amount  had  been  sent  to  pay  the  pensioners 
in  one  State.     In  addition  to  all  the  aids  and  advantages 
which  I  have  enumerated,  the  bank  is  a  safe  deposite  for 
the  public  money.     Losses  to  an  amount  of  more  than  a 
million  of  dollars  had  taken  place  in  consequence  of  the 
failure  of  State  banks  in  which  the  public  funds  had  been 
•deposited.     If  the  present  Bank  ot  the  United  States  be 
not  rechartered,  then  there  must  be  a  State  bank  in  each 
8-tate  in  the  Union  to  receive  the  public  fiinds,  over  which 
the  Government  can  have  no  control,  and  uith  all  which 
the  Treasury  Department  will  be  obliged  to  keep  accounts 
and  open  a  correspondence.     The  public  will  be  exposed 
to  great  risk,  and  no  little  inconvenience,  by  such  an  ar- 
rangement, and  the  Secrejar>'  of  the  Treasury  will  be 
exposed  to  censure  when  any  loss  shall  arise;  and  that 
lossen  will  happen  under  this  system  of  deposite,  appears 
to  me  very  certain. 

I  have  proved,  Mr.  President,  to  my  own  satisfaction, 
that  the  bank  has  fully  compensated  for  the  exclusive 
privilege,  and  will  now  proceed  to  consider  the  bonus. 

The  bonus  proposed  b^  the  friends  of  the  bank  is  by 
them  considered  an  equivalent  for  the  advantage  dc; 
rived  from  the  public  deposites.  They  offer  $200,000 
per  annum,  being  $25,000  more  than  one-half  per  cent 
on  the  capital  stock,  amounting  to  three  millions  for  the 
fifteen  years^  being  exactly  double  that  which  was  origi- 
nally given  for  twenty  years.  The  bank,  being  now  in 
full  operation,  can  better  afford  to  give  that  sum,  than  it 
could  afford  to  give  a  million  and  a  half  on  its  being  first 
incorporated.  Indeed,  Mr.  President,  it  was  doubted  at 
the  time  whether  the  amount  of  the  whole  stock  could 
be  taken  up;  in  fact,  it  was  not  taken  up.  The  aubscrip- 
tions  amounted  to  only  twenty-eight  or  thirty  millions;  the 
balance  was  taken  by  speculators,  and  from  thence  arose 
all  the  misfortunes  of  the  bank.  The  public  deposites  of 
the  United  States  amounted,  on  the  average  of  the  pre- 
ceding years,  prior  to  the  year  1829,  to  the  sum  of 
$2,633,584.  At  a  more  recent  date,  the  public  deposites 
have  amounted  to  eight  millions  and  a  half;  but,  as  the 
'duties  must  be  reduced  ten  millions,  we  ought  not  to  esti- 
mate the  deposite  at  more  than  four  millions  of  dollars  in 
future.  On  tliat  amount  I  will  endeavor  to  show  the  re- 
sult. It  has  been  proposed  to  tax  the  bank  with  an  inte- 
rest of  three  per  cent,  for  the  deposites;  and  this  would 
be  just,  if  no  bonus  were  payable.  The  bonus  is  proposed 
to  be  $200,000  per  annum.  An  interest  of  tnree  per 
cent,  on  $4,000,000  would  amount  onlv  to  $120,000, 
tht  bonus  actually  given*  for  the  use  of  the  deposites  of 
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$4,000,000 — ^five  per  cent,  per  annum  being  nearly  as 
'  much  as  the  stockholders  will  receive  for  the  use  of  tneir 
money.  Surely  this  ought  to  be  considered  as  amply 
sufficient;  a  larger  bonus  would  be  unjust  and  unreason- 
able. 

Mr.  President,  I  entreat  Senators  to  pause  and  reflect; 
to  avoid  any  trammels  on  the  bank,  that  may,  in  the  slight- 
est degree,  tend  to  endanger  its  safety  or  security.  It  is 
a  national  institution,  of  great  public  utility;  on  its  punc- 
tuality and  integrity  depend  the  general  credit  and  confi- 
dence in  the  circulating  medium  of  the  country.  'If  its 
credit  or  solidity  be  doubted,  confidence  will  be  withdrawn. 
We  should  be  careful  to  impose  on  the  institution  no  obli- 
gation that,  in  its  consequences,  may  tend  to  the  remotest 
danger.  I  tliink  that  the  fourth  section  is  of  that  cha- 
racter; it  may  endanger  some  of  the  weaker  and  distant 
branches.  Should  any  of  them  be  overloaded  with  the 
notes  of  other  and  distant  branches,  it  may  disable  such 
branch  from  payins^  specie  on  demand.  If  so,  the  alarm 
may  cause  ruin  all  around,  and  be  fatal  to  the  general 
credit  and  confidence  now  entertained  by  all  in  the  safety 
of  the  United  States'  Bank  notes.  Confidence  once  lost 
in  any  bank  is  not  easily  regained. 

Mr.  KNIGHT  thought  it  would  be  difficult  to  ascertain 
what  should  be  the  precise  amount  of  bonus.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Maine  was  too  high,  and  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut too  low.  He  thought  the  rule  should  be  to  ti^e 
one-seventh,  and  make  the  bonus  350,000  dollars. 

He  moved  to  fill  the  blank  with  350,000  dollars. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  said  he  was  much  obliged  to  the  vene- 
rable Senator  from  Maryland  for  the  light  he  had  shed  on 
the  subject.  He  had  said  that  it  would  be  an  immense 
speculation  to  take  this  stock  at  par.  I(  then,  the  Go- 
vernment is  not  bound  by  any  ooligation  to  the  stock- 
holders, why  should  they  be  expected  to  give  at  par  a 
stock  worth  150  dollars?  He  maintained  that  a  permanent 
stock  at  4i  per  cent,  was  WQrth  par.  He  was  wiHing  that 
the  question  should  be  first  taken  on  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  before  he  made  his  motion. 

Mr.  KNIGHT  then  withdrew  his  propositionj  to  allow 
the  vote  to  be  taken  on  200,000. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  then  ordered. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  expressed  a  hope  that  the  Senator 
from  Maine  would  move  his  amendment  now. 

Mr.  MARCY  moved  to  fill  the  blank  with  525,000. 

Mr.  KNIGHT  then  renewed  his  motion  for  350,000. 

Mr.  BROWN  said  he  should  vote  against  the  largest 
sum,  because  he  did  not  see  any  advantaj^  which  would 
result  from  it  to  the  country.  In  proportion  as  the  bank 
was  burdened,  would  the  bank  burden  the  people  by  ex- 
cessive issues.  He  would  not  incorporate  such  a  princi- 
ple in  the  charter. 

Mr.  MOORE  said  he  should  vote  against  the  largest 
sum.  He  should  do  this,  because  he  believed  the  States 
'had  the  right  to  impose  a  tax,  and  would  exercise  it,  as 
soo?i  as  the  branches  were  established.  He  would  there- 
fore vote  for  the  smallest  sum. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  largest  sum,  and 
decided  in  the  negative,  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Hill,  mng, 
Marcy,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tyler,  White. — 10. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Brown,  Buckner,,  Chambers, 
Clay,  Clayton,  Dalbs,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Footp 
Frelinghuysen,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Henaricks,  Holmes, 
Johnston,  Kane,  Knight,  Mangum,  Miller,  Moore,  Nau- 
dain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles^ 
Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Troup, 
Waggaman,  Webster. — 36. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  of  Mr. 
Khioht  to  fill  the  blank  with  350,000,  and  also  decided 
in  the  negative,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Dickerson,  EUts,  Por- 
^th,  Grundy,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Knight,  Mangnm,  Ifatrcy, 
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Prentiss,  Robinson,  Seymour,  Sprag^e,  Tazewell,  Tom- 
linson,  Tyler,  MTiitc— 20. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Brown,  Buckner,  Chambers^  Clay, 
Clayton,  Dallas,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelingnuysen, 
Hayne,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Miller,  Moore, 
Nandaun,  Poindexter,  Robbins,  Rugbies,  Silsbee,  Smith, 
Tipton,  Troup,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 27. 

Mr.  SEYMOUR  moved  300,000;  and  the  yeas  and  nays 
being  ordered,  the  question  wa^  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Dickerson,  Ellis,  For- 
syth, Grundy,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Knight,  Mangum,  Marcy, 
Prentiss,  Robinson,  Seymour,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tom- 
linson,  Tyler,  White.--20. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Brown,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay, 
Clayton,  Dallas,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen, 
Hayne,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Miller,  Moore, 
Naudain,  Poindexter,  Bobbins,  Buggies,  Silsbee,  Snutli, 
Tipton,  Troup,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 27. 

Mr.  DICKEBSDN  then  moved  to  fill  the  blank  with 
250,000;  and  the  question  being  taken  thereon,  was  de- 
cided as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Dickerson,  Ellis,  For- 
syth, Grundy,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Knight,  Mangum,  Marcy, 
Prentiss,  Robinson,  Seymour,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tom- 
linson.  Tyler,  White.— 20. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Brown,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay, 
Clayton,  Dallas,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen, 
Hayne,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Miller,  Moore, 
Naudain,  Poindexter,  Bobbins,  Buggies,  Silsbee,  Smith, 
Tipton,  Troup,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — ^27. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  of  Mr. 
Foot  to  fill  the  blank  with  200,000,  and  was  decided  in 
the  affirmative,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Brown,  Buckner,  Cham- 
bers, Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Ellis,  Ewing,  Foot, 
Forsyth,  Frelinghuysen,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Miller,  Muore, 
Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Rug- 
gles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tip- 
ton, Tomlinson,  Tyler,  Waggaman,  Webster,  White, 
Wilkins.--43. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Dudley,  Knight,  Marcy,  Troup.— 4. 

Mr.  MARCY  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  introducing  a 
proviso  that  nothing  herein  contained  should  be  construed 
to  take  away  the  right  of  any  State  to  impose  any  tax  on 
the  branches,  &c. 

The  question  being  put  thereon,  it  was  decided  as  fol- 
lows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Dickerson,  Dudley, 
Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane, 
King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore.  Robinson,  Taze- 
well, Tipton,  Troup.  Tyler,  White.— 22. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Holmes,  John- 
ston,  Knight,   Naudain,  Poindexter,   Prentiss,  Bobbins, 
Rugglea,  Seyinour,  Silsbee,  South,  Sprague,  Tomlinson, 
Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 25. 

The  amendment  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  as 
amended,  was  then  concurred  in. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
restricting  the  bank  fVom  issuing  notes  below  the  value  of 
twenty  dollars,  was  then  taken  up. 

Mr.  KING  moved  so  to  amend  the  amendment  as  to 
make  the  minimum  ten  dollar  notes. 

The  motion  was  negatived. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  moved  to  amend  by  striking  out  "  or 
drafts,"  so  as  to  confine  the  restriction  to  notes  or  bills. 

The  amendment  was  then  concurred  in.    - 

The  next  amendment  was  the  ninth  section,  inserted  in 
Committee  of  tlie  Whole,  providing  for  the  distribution  of 
the  bonus  among  the  States. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  hoped  the  Senate  would  disagree  to 
this  amendment.     He  had  voted  against  it  in  committee. 


He  thought  it  desirable  to  avoid  any  constitutional  allu- 
sion; and  this  section  opens  a  field  for  constitutional  con- 
troversy. He  thought  also  that  there  was  some  pai*allel 
between  this  section  and  the  section  which  Mr.  Madison 
objected  to.  They  were  not  exactly  afike.  The  former 
bill  provided  for  tlie  disbursement  of  the  bonus  for  inter- 
nal improvement.  He  wished,  if  this  principle  was  to  be 
introduced,  it  would  be  done  in  a  separate  bill. 

Mr.  DALLAS  said  that  he  liadmade  calculations  which 
showed  that  the  inequality  would  be  monstrous  if  this  divi- 
sion was  to  take  place. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  said  he  should  not  move  a  separate  bill, 
because  he  was  opposed  to  a  division  of  the  surplus  reve- 
nue. He  had  no  solicitude  as  to  the  fate  of  the  airend- 
ment.  He  thought  the  inequality  of  benefit  to  be  derived 
from  this  money  in  the  treasury  would  be  about  the  same 
as  the  inequality  of  the  distribution.  He  had  no  wish  to 
embarrass  the  bill  by  his  amendment. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  said  he  hoped  the  amendment  would 
be  stricken  out.  He  would  oppose  the  propoaition  either 
now  or  in  a  separate  bill.  If  he  ever  voted  for  such  a  pro- 
position, it  would  be  on  the  principle  of  an  equal  diistn- 
bution,  and  not  on  the  ground  of  federal  numbers.  An 
equal  distribution  would  benefit  the  States  which  had  noost 
need  of  the  aid.  This  mode  of  distribution  would  be  de- 
structive to  the  new  States.  The  West  was  so  satisfied  of 
the  injustice  done  to  that  part  of  tlie  country  by  tliis  mode 
of  distribution,  that  they  could  not,  would  not,  dared  not, 
vote  for  it.  He  wished  the  questions  of  the  bank  and  the 
tariff  to  be  kept  disentangled  from  any  questions  which 
could  bring  the  West  into  opposition  to  them:  and  that 
must  be  the  case  if  injustice  were  to  be  shown  towards 
tliem  in  the  arrangement. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  moved  to  amend  the  section  by  8trikin|r 
out  the  words  *<  according  to  the  federal  numbers,"  and 
inserting  *<  to  the  amount  of  capital  annually  employed 
by  the  said  bank  in  said  State.'* 

Mr.  MILLER  said,  in  a  constitutional  point  of  view  the 
amendment  was  liable  to  all  the  objections  of  the  original 
amendment. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  he  should  vote  against  the  amend- 
ment, as  he  was  opposeti  to  the  introduction  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  raising  revenue  for  the  purpose  of  distribution. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  said  the  establishment  of  a  branch 
bank  in  a  State  was  regarded  as  an  advantage,  and  this 
proposition  seemed  to  go  on  the  grpund  tltat  these  States 
should  have  the  additional  benefit  of  thisdivinon. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  disclaimed  any  desire  to  have  a  divi- 
sion of  the  bonus  among  the  States.  But  as  the  Supreme 
Court  had  adjudged  that  the  States  had  not  the  power  to 
tax,  he  wished  to  give  the  States  an  equivalent  for  what 
tliey  had  lost  by  that  erroneous  decision.  He  was  opposed 
to  raising  revenue  for  the  purpose  of  distributing  among 
the  States.  He  would  not  sanction  any  such  principle. 
He  could  not  vote  for  the  section  as  it  is. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  agiun  spoke  against  the  amendment. 

The  motion  to  amend  was  then  negatived. 

The  question  was  then  taken  oi)  concurring  with  the 
Committee  of  tlie  Whole  in  their  amendment,  ami  decid- 
ed as  follows — yeas  16,  nays  31. 

So  the  amendment  was  disagreed  to. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  moved  an  amendment  to  the  second 
section,  by  adding  a  provision  preventing  the  bank  from 
issuing  orders  as  currency. 

Mr.  CLAY  asked  if  it  were  intended  to  prevent  the 
bank  from  giving  a  check  payable  to  the  order  of  an  in- 
dividual, and  endorsed  by  him,  to  another. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  no  such  operation  was  intended. 
The  words  *'  put  into  circulation"  seem  to  be  plain.  The 
transfer  of  a  draft  or  endorsed  note  could  not  be  cons- 
dered  as  putting  in  circulation.  A  bill  of  exchange  is  not 
put  in  circulation,  it  is  not  currency. 

Some  difficulty  occurred  in  settling  tlie  phraseology  of 
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the  amendment  to  meet  the*  views  of  the  Senate,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  prohibition  of  the  circulation  of  branch  or- 
ders. The  amendment  of  Mr.  Webster  was  withdrawn, 
to  make  room  for  one,  to  attain  the  same  object,  moved 
by  Mr.  Tazewell. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  adding  a 
section,  providing  that  the  bank  shall  not  take  more  than 
five  per  c^nt.  on  its  loans  or  discounts. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  made  a  few  remarks  in  opposition  to 
the  motion,  and  read  the  opinions  of  some  experienced 
cashiers  against  the  reduction  of  interest. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  the  motion  negatived 
as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Dickerson,  Dudley, 
Ellis,  Forsyth,  Gnmdy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane, 
King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Moore,  Robinson,  Tazewell,  Tip- 
ton, Troup,  Tyler,  White. — ^21. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Ewingt  Foot,  Frclinghuysen,  Holmes,  John- 
ston, Knight,  Miller,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Rob- 
bins,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tomlin- 
son,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins.— 26. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  moved  an  amendment  providing  that 
the  president  and  directors  shall,  on  or  before  the  first 
day  of  the  next  session  of  Congress,  signify  their  accept- 
ance of  the  terms  and  conditions  of  this  act. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said  this  proposition  would  tie  up  the 
hands  of  the  next  Congress,  and  prevent  them  from  amend- 
ing the  bill.  He  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays;  which  were 
ordered. 

The  question  being  taken,  the  amendment  was  agreed 
to,  as  follows. 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Brown,  Buckner,  Cham- 
bers, Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ellis, 
Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Mangum,  Miller,  Moore, 
Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson, 
Ruggles,  Se^'mour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewell, 
Tipton,  Tomliiison,  Tyler,  I'roup,  Waggaman,  Webster, 
Wdkins.— 41. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Forsyth,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Marcy, 
White — 6. 

Mr.  WHITE  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  providing  that 
whenever  the  average  amount  of  the  public  deposites 
shall  exceed  a  million  of  dollars,  an  interest  of  three  per 
cent,  shall  be  allowed. 

This  motion  was  negatived,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Dickerson,  Dudley, 
Elhs,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane, 
King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Moore,  Seymour,  Sprague,  Taze- 
well, Tipton,  Tyler,  Troup,  Waggaman,  White.— 23. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay, 
Clayton,  Dallas,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Holmes, 
Johnston,  Knight,  Miller,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Poindexter, 
Bobbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Tomlinson, 
Webster,  Wilkins.~24. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  the  time  bad  now  arrived  for  making 
a  motion  which  he  had  previously  announced,  namely, 
the  reference  of  this  bill  to  the  head  of  the  Treasury  De- 
partment, for  his  consideration  and  report.  The  bill  had 
now  received  all  the  amemlments  which  its  friends  would 
admit:  it  was  perfect,  according  to  their  conception;  it 
was,  therefore,  in  a  proper  state  to  undergo  the  revision 
of  the  officer  with  whose  department  it  was  so  intimately 
connected.  He  si^id  that  this  was  a  motion  of  legislative 
propriety,  of  official  courtesy,-  and  pubhc  advantage;  a 
motion  which  could  not  be  refused  without  a  seenung  dis- 
respect to  the  officer  at  the  head  of  the  treasury — an  ap* 
parent  disregard  to  the  Executive  administration**— and  a 
possible  detriment  to  tiie  pubfic  service.  Every  bank 
cliarter  ever  yet  granted,  or  proposed  to  be  granted,  had 
its  origin   in  the  Treasury  Department.      Every  bank 


bill  had  been  drawn  or  revised  there;  and  that  upon 
the  plainest  principle  of  propriety,  that  the  bank  being 
intended  to  aid  the  treasury,  it  was  for  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  to  give  his  opinion  upon  the  fitness  and  suf- 
ficiency of  the  aid  to  be  given  him.  How,  then,  a^n  the 
present  Secretary  be  overlooked?  How  can  he  be  passed 
by?  Why  should  he  receive  a  slight  which  has  been  put 
upon  none  of  his  predecessors'  His  individual  sentiments 
are  known  to  be  favorable  to  a  national  bank;  his  public 
station  gives  him  a  right  to  be  heard  on  the  provinons  of 
this  one;  the  public  service,  we  have  a  right  to  presume, 
would  be  promoted  by  the  communication  of  his  opinions. 
Who  can  assume  to  say  that  he  can  impart  no  useful  in- 
formation }  Even  if  gentlemen  thought  so,  it  would  be  a 
breach  of  decorum  to  express,  or  imply,  the  sentiment. 
Yet  a  refusal  to  make  this  reference  must  implv  it. 

The  circumstances  of  the  country  are  wholly  changed 
from  what  they  were  sixteen  years  ago.  It  does  not  fol- 
low that  the  same  bank  would  be  approved  now,  which 
was  approved  then.  The  public  debt,  then  great,  is  now 
nothing;  the  annual  revenue,  then  immense,  must  now  be 
reduced  more  than  one-half.  The  necessity  and  the  uses 
for  the  bank  are  greatly  diminished,  if  not  entirely  re- 
moved. Even  upon  the  admission  that  the  Secretary  was 
infavor  of  a  bank,  and  of  this  bank,  it  does  not  follow  that 
he  would  be  in  favor  of  all  its  present  features.  He  might 
not  say  that  tiie  necessities  of^  the  treasur}'  required  the 
present  capital,  and  the  present  organization.  He  might 
think  that  the  altered  circumstances  of  the  country  re- 
quired an  alteration  in  the  constitution  of  the  bank.  Whe- 
ther he  would  so  think,  or  not,  he  [Mr.  B.]  would  neither 
say  nor  insinuate;  but  he  would  say  that  no  one  bad  a 
right  to  say  or  insinuate  the  contrary;  that  the  Secretary 
had  a  right  to  speak  for  himself;  and  that  it  would  be  a  vio- 
lation of  all  precedent— a  departure  from  all  that  was  due 
to  that  gentleman,  as  the  head  of  the  treasury,  and  from  all 
that  was  due  to  the  country,  whose  officer  he  was — to  push 
tliis  bill  through  without  a  reference  to  him.  The  course 
of  the  two  Houses  and  of  their  committees  is  uniform; 
all  bilU  of  a  public  nature  are  communicated  to  the  heads 
of  departments  whose  administration  they  concern.  The 
benefit  of  their  opinions,  and  the  information  to  be  derived 
from  their  counsel  and  experience,  is  always  sought  for. 
At  this  very  session,  the  identical  Secretary  in  question, 
the  self-same  Mr.  McLane,  who  has  not  been  called  upon 
for  a  single  opinion  about  the  bank — a  subject  which  be- 
longs to  his  department — has  been  called  upon  for  an  en- 
tire bill  and  full  report  upon  tiie  tariff— a  subject  not  be- 
longring  to  his  department;  and  now,  if  this  reference  is 
refused,  how  can  such  discrepance  of  action  be  accounted 
for?  The  tariff  was  a  delicate  subject;  and,  frame  his  bill 
as  he  might,  the  Secretary  miglit  see  a  storm  excited 
against  him,  and,  through  him,  against  the  President:  the 
bank  charter  has  some  odious  features  in  it,  and  the  Secre- 
tary might  gain  applause  by  recommending  the  abscission 
of  these  features,  or  recommending  a  postponement  of  the 
whole  subject  until  the  people  were  fully  represented  un-^ 
der  the  new  census.  If  he  is  thus  to  be  made  responsible* 
for  a  tariff  bill,  why  not  for  the  bank  bill?  If  we  needed 
his  advice  in  one  case,  why  not  call  for  it  in  the  other? 

If  there  is  any  one  measure,  in  the  whole  circle  of  legis- 
lation, which,  above  all  others,  deserves  to  be  referred  to 
an  administration,  it  is  the  measure  of  creating,  or  continu- 
ing, a  national  bank.  The  whole  argument  for  such  an 
institution — its  entire  constitutional  vindication — rests 
upon  the  assumption  that  it  is  necessary  to  the  financial 
operations  of  the  Government.  Now,  of  this  necessity, 
the  persons  chosen  by  the  people  to  administer  the  Govern- 
ment must  be  admitted  to  be,  in  some  degree.  Judges. 
Some  may  deem  it  unnecessary,  as  did  Mr.  Jefferson  all 
his  life,  and  as  did  Mr.  Madison  before  the  capitol  was 
burnt.  Some  may  think  one  kind  of  bank  necessary,  and 
some  another.   Then  why  not  consult  the  personate  whom 
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this  institution  is  assuiDcd  to  be  necessary?  Why  not  con- 
sult the  present  Government  ?  The  people  have  put  Ihem 
in  power;  they  are  responsible  to  the  people  for  the  opera- 
tions of  the  Government;  then  why  not  allow  them  a  voice 
in  the  selection  of  their  means?  Instead  of  that,  we  have 
seen  this  measure  taken  up  by  the  adversaries  of  the  ad- 
ministration, conducted  along  without  any  reference  to  the 
administration,  and  now  proposed  to  be  put  upon  its  third 
reading  without  even  their  knowledge  \  It  is  easy  to  con- 
ceive that  the  bank  may  be  an  impediment  to  some  ad- 
ministrations; it  may  join  their  adversaries,  lend  them  the 
benefit  of  its  vast  moneyed  power,  and  exert  its  machinery 
in  all  the  States  in  promoting  the  election  of  opposition  can^ 
didates.  This  very  bank  may  be  an  enemy  to  the  present 
administration,  and,  uniting  with  all  the  elements  of  oppo- 
sition in  Congress,  may  now  be  exerting  its  tremendous 
influence  to  keep  up  a  system  of  double  taxatioaand  enor- 
mous expenditure,  to  supply  itself  with  immense  deposites 
of  public  money.  It  may  be  the  most  formidable  enemy 
to  the  present  administration,  and,  instead  of  aiding,  may 
be  paralyzing  all  their  measures,  even  the  payment  of  the 
public  debt,  in  order  to  keep  the  public  money  for  its  own 
use.  It  may  be  In  &vor  of  a  new  administration  which 
would  keep  up  taxes,  multiply  expenditures,  and  g^rge 
it  with  public  money.  These  things  may,  or  may  not,  be 
SO;  but  why  not  let  the  administration  speak  for  itself? 
Why  force  this  aid  upon  them?  Why  compel  them  to 
receive  help  of  the  bank?  Certainly  it  Is  a  long  time  that 
the  world  has  been  admonished  to  beware  of  favors  offer- 
ed by  the  enem^!  This  bank  is  the  only  favor  offered  to 
this  administration  by  its  opponents;  and  this  favor  they 
require  it  to  take  without  examination,  and  without  in- 
spection. They  avow  their  determination  to  pull  down 
tnis  administration;  and  they  propose  to  give  them  this 
bank  as  a  friendly  present!  Since  the  days  of  the  woo<len 
horse,  has  any  present  ever  come  forward  in  a  more  ques- 
tibnable  shape?  And  this  kind  aid  comes  on  the  eve  of  a 
life  and  death  contest  between  the  g^ver  and  receiver! 
Some  have  said  this  push  for  a  new  charter  is  not  a  party 
measure,  but  thus  far  it  has  been  characterized  by  every  cir- 
cumstance tliat  defines  a  party  measure;  and  this  determi- 
nation to  carry  it  through,  without  a  reference  to  the  admi- 
nistration, seems  to  complete  the  evidence  of  that  character. 

Mr.  SMITH  said,  in  high  party  times,  when  a  motion 
was  made  to  refer  from  Congress  to  the  Secretaries,  the 
democratic  party  resisted  it,  and  he  had  never  heard  of  a 
similar  motion  since. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  Mr.  B.'s  motion,  and 
decided  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Dudley,  Ellis,  For- 
tyth,  Grundy,  Hill,  Kane,  Troup,  White.— 10. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Dickerson,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen, 
Hayne,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  King,  Knight, 
Manguro,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Naudain,  Poindexter, 
Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee, 
Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tomlinsoii,  Tyler, 
Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — ST. 

The  question  then  being  on  the  engrossment  of  the  bill 
for  a  third  reading, 

Mr.  WHITE  rose  to  g^ve  his  views  in  opposition  to  the 
billt  when 

Mr.  GRUNDY  moved  that  the  Senate  now  adjourn; 
and  it  being  understood  that  no  further  amendments  were 
to  be  offered. 

The  Senate,  at  30  minutes  before  6  o'clock. 

Adjourned. 

THrRSDAT,  JrxE  7. 

COLONIAL  TRADE. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  inquired  of  Mr.  SpttAOtrs  if  lie  proposed 
to  call  up  the  resolutions  he  had  offered  on  the  subject  of 
the  edkmial  trade. 


Mr.  SPRAGUE,  in  reply,  referred  to  the  answer  be 
bad  given  a  few  days  since  to  Mr.  Shitu,  that  he  had 
himself  occupied  as  much  time  on  the  subject  as  be  had  a 
Eight  to  ask,  but  that,  if  any  other  gentleman  desired  to 
address  the  Senate,  he  was  very  willing  to  give  him  the  op- 
portunity, and  would  call  up  his  resolutions. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  stated  that  heliad  not  been  in  Uie  Senate 
when  that  conversation  took  place.  He  expressed  his  satis- 
faction with  the  reply. 

BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

The  Senate  tiien  resumed  the  bill  to  modify  and  eon' 
tinue  the  act  to  incorporate  the  subscribers  to  the  Bank 
of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WHITE,  of  Temtessee,  rose,  and  addressed  the 
Senate  at  great  length.  He  expressed  himself  as  much 
pleased  with  the  manner  in  which  this  important  topic  bad 
been  discussed  throughout  the  period  it  had  been  before 
the  Senate — in  a  manner  that  showed  that  no  party  had 
struggled  for  victory,  but  each  and  all  for  the  public  good. 
It  was  his  object  to  speak  his  sentiments  on  the  subject; 
the  trust  he  filled  required  it  at  his  hands.  He,woiild  lay 
before  the  Senate  what  his  opinions  were,  and,  in  doing  so» 
he  hoped  he  would  not  interrupt  the  feeling  which  had 
so  far  prevailed.  His  opinion  was  adverse  to  the  bill  on 
the  Uble.  In  the  view  that  he  had  taken  of  the  subject, 
he  thought  that,  of  all  people  who  could  be  presumed 
capable  of  carrying  on  banking  bu^ness,  and  would  ad- 
vance their  claims  for  the  franchise,  the  present  cor- 
poration ought  to  be  among  the  last  whose  claims  would 
he  received.  He  held  that  Government,  nevertheless, 
were  strictly  bound  to  fulfil  eveiy  engagement  with  them 
to  the  letter,  according  to  the  onginaJ  charter;  but,  doing 
this,  they  would  owe  the  bank  no  obligation  whatever, 
no  gratitude  or  debt.  When  the  original  proposition  was 
made  by  Government  to  create  a  bank,  they  had  no  indi- 
vidual interests  to  look  to:  it  was  open  to  all  the  country  who 
chose  to  subscribe;  and  such  portion  of  the  public  as  &il- 
ed  to  do  so,  the  fault  rested  witii  themselves;  they  had  no 
cause  so  far  for  complaint;  they  could  not  charge  any 
violation  of  their  rights.  But  let  us  suppose  we  are  now 
about  to  create  a  substitute  for  the  bank  of  1816.  Do  we 
give  the  public  the  same  right,  or  are  we  not  excluding- 
them  by  the  present  measure?  If  we  were  called  on  to 
designate  what  portion  of  the  public  should  not  be  autho- 
rized to  subscribe,  if  any  were  to  be  excluded,  it  should 
be  those  individuals  alone  that  should  be  excepted,  who, 
for  twenty  years,  had  the  monopoly  from  which  the  rest 
of  the  public  were  shut  out.  Such  should  be  the  case  as 
regarded  even  those  who  are  our  own  citizens;  how  much 
more  strongly,  then,  should  it  apply  to  foreigners,  who 
held  no  less  than  eight  millions  of  that  stock  ?  And  it  was 
the  opinion  of  many  that  more  tlian  this  was  held  by  them, 
probably  in  others'  names.  He  would  not  say  that,  if  we 
were  to  organize  a  new  bank,  they  should  be  excluded; 
but  he  could  not  see  why  foreigners  now  concerned 
in  the  bank  should  have  the  preference  over  our  own  citi- 
zens. Would  it  be  asserted  that  those  foreign  capitalists 
Invested  their  money  for  the  benefit  of  the  country?  No 
such  thing.  They  had  done  so  because  they  knew  it  was 
a  safe  investment,  and  it  served  their  own  interests.  Let 
us  then,  sir,  discharge  faithfully  all  the  rights  belonging 
to  them,  but  get  rid  of  them,  and  give  the  preference  to 
our  own  citizens.  Perhaps  it  would  be  said  that  we  could 
not  find  a  sufficient  number  of  capitalists  within  ourselves. 
Surely,  surely,  said  Mr.  W.,  it  would  be  found  we  had 
enough,  and  to  spare,  to  come  forward  and  take  the 
stock.  It  was  his  opinion  we  had  numbers  of  citizens  hav- 
ing capital  they  knew  not  how  to  invest;  and  it  would  be 
recollected  the  different  cliannels  in  which  our  capital  was 
employed,  from  the  commencement  of  the  last  war — then, 
in  various  commerce,  till  the  restoration  of  peace,  and  tlie 
period  which  succeeded.     After  the  peace  it  could  not  all 
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be  employed;  it  was  necessary  to  seek  another  channel, 
in  which  it  migiit  prove  equally  productive.  It  was  in- 
vested in  manufacturing'  establishments,  and,  in  his  opi- 
nion, out  of  this  had  grown  up  the  tariff.  With  capitalists 
who  liad  thus  invested  thei«*  mdney,  the  cry,  consequently, 
was,  **  our  capital  is  invested  in  manufactures;  if  you  do  not 
give  us  protection,  we  lose  our  all,  we  are  ruined,  the  na- 
tion will  be  ruined."  And  the  same  process  of  investment 
was  daily  going  on;  and  does  this  show  any  want  of  capital } 
He  was  confident  there  was  abundance  of  capital,  which 
would  be  invested  in  banking  business  if  the  opportunity 
offered,  and  if  it  could  be  so  done  at  six  or  seven  percent. 

Mr.  W.  expressed  himself  as  radically  opposed  to  the 
United  States  holding  any  stock  as  stockholders  in  the 
bank.  He  would  prefer  that  Government  should  not 
possess  a  single  dollar  in  it;  that  it  should  be  left  to  the 
operation  of  private  individuals  alone.  The  United  States 
held  but  a  small  portion  of  the  capital — ^but  seven  millions 
out  of  the  thirty-five;  and  for  the  Government  to  be  in 
partnership  with  its  own  citizens,  he  considered  to  be  a 
violation  of  tlie  fundamental  principles  of  the  constitution; 
for  thus  Government  was  giving  its  aid, tlirough  its  partner- 
ship, to  the  private  incHviuuals  thus  associated  with  them — 
operating  as  a  monopoly  in  favor  of  one  part  of  its  citizens 
against  another.  In  this  respect,  he  held  that  the  old 
charter  was  radically  wrong. 

What  was  the  reason  given  by  the  friends  of  the  mea- 
sure for  the  recharter?  That  the  bank  had  extensive  busi- 
ness in  operation;  that  many  years  would  be  required  to 
wind  it  up;  and  that  it  was  necessary,  for  the  public  inte- 
rest, to  recharter  the  same  corporation.  Now^  he  held 
that,  if  the  present  charter  were  allowed  to  expire,  the 
affairs  of  the  country  would  suffer  nothing^  but  go  on  as 
well  at  the  moment  of  its  expiration.  Agam:  that,  being 
so  long  in  operation,  having  brought  its  dealings  to  a  re- 
gular system,  it  would  be  unfair  now  to  do  aWay  with  it. 
But  if  this  argument  be  good  for  any  thing,  at  the  end  of 
fifleen  years  it  will  be  so  much. stronger;  it  will  then  have 
a  tliirty-five  years*  claim;  now  it  has  but  twenty.  The 
argument,,  with  him,  [Mr.  W.]  had  no  weight.  It  only 
showed  tliey  had  acted  wrong  at  the  beginning,  in  grant- 
ing so  long  a  charter. 

It  was  contended  that  they  had  claims  for  the  benefiU 
they  conferred  on  the  Government  and  the  country  by 
tlieir  agency.  But  the  very  name  of  having  the  Govern- 
ment as  partners  was  more  than  tantamount  to  all  the  acts 
they  conferred.  From  this,  alone,  they  had  the  best  of 
the  bargain;  and  they  only  did  what  any  other  banking  es- 
tablishment would  be  g^ad  to  be  allowed  to  do.  They 
bad  the  use  of  the  Government  money,  deposited  with 
them  as  it  was  collected,  till  again  called  on  to  pay  it  out. 
They  were  able  to  calculate  the  avera^  of  tlieir  depo- 
sites  monthly;  thence  to  make  use  of  it,  as  so  much  of 
their  own  capital,  as  the  medium  of  exchanges — ^to  draw 
and  redraw  on  this  amount.  Their  paying  all  the  pen- 
sions was  mentioned  as  an  important  service  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Maryland,  [Mr.  Smith.]  But  they  only  paid  out 
the  money  deposited  with  them;  and  any  other  bank 
would  do  the  same  thing  on  the  same  terms.  They  had 
now,  since  1816,  the  use  of  all  these  current  deposites. 
It  could  not  well  be  calculated  their  average  amount;  but, 
for  a  few  years,  they  might  be  assumed  as  equal  to  eight 
millions  yearly.  On  this,  knowing  how  much  they  could 
rely  on  as  generally  in  their  possession,  they  were  able  to 
issue  notes  far  beyond  their  capital.  They  were  able  to 
calculate  on  it,  with  certainty,  as  equal  to  their  own  stock, 
and  to  do  business  to  double  their  capital;  for,  if  even  they 
exceeded  their  limits,  they  knew  that  so  many  notes  would 
not  return  on  them  at  the  same  time  as  to  inconvenience 
them.  And  for  this  were  their  services  to  the  Govern- 
ment an  equivalent?  If  they  were  to  make  a  return  to  the 
United  States  of  one-half  of  the  interest  thus  made  on  its 
own  manty,  it  would  be  bat  a  noodcrate  compensation. 


That  such  an  enactment  was  no^  in  the  original  charter, 
he  thought,  was  a  fault.  It  was  also  a  fault  nvthe  present 
one;  for  it  was  his  opinion,  when  the  sum  in  their  hands 
equalled  a  million,  the  United  States  were  entitled' to  an 
equivalent;  and  this  deficiency  in  the  bill  wider  considera- 
tion was  with  him  a  solid  objection  to  it. 

This  company  had  now  been  doing  business  for  sixteen 
years.  It  extended  over  the  Union.  Its  ramifications 
were  every  where  spread;  and  it  was  now  necessary  to 
take  some  steps  to  ascertain  whether  that  business  was  or 
was  not  safe.  All  the  world  knew  what  the  difference 
was  between  giving  out  and  receiving  back.  Who  could 
tell  what  the  operations  of  the  bank  were — its  discounts, 
or  its  debts?  It  was  necessary,  for  itself,  that  a  final  day 
of  settlement  should  come:  till  then,  it  could  not  be  ascer- 
tained whether  its  debts  were  bad  or  good.  The  bank 
ought  to  desire  it,  in  order  to  know  the  state  of  tlieir 
affairs.  He  would  appeal  to  Uie  man  of  business,  if  he,  at 
certain  periods,  did  not  find  it  necessary  to  bring  his  books 
to  a  close,  to  know  the  true  state  of  his  affairs.  Man^E 
prudent  men  thought  it  wise  to  even  change  the  name  oif 
their  firms— to  open  new  accounts,  (dealing  honorably 
with  the  old,)  in  order  to  reject,  in  tlie  new  firm,  what 
they  knew,  by  past  experience,  were  unsafe.  If  it  were 
necessary  for  private  individuals  thus  to  act,  how  much 
more  was  it  incumbent  on  those  who  transacted  business 
with  the  whole  country.  No  one,  no  matter  how  honest 
soever  the  managers  or  those  concerned  in  the  bank 
might  be,  could  tell,  till  its  affairs  were  finally  wound  up, 
how  safe  the  United  States  were  in  entrusting  it  with 
their  business. 

The  bank  had,  say,  several  millions  in  specie  in  its  vaults; 
the  engagements  of  other  banks,  and  the  paper  on  div 
count  of  individuals,  enough  probably,  as  honest  men,  to 
pay  all  their  own  engagements:  but  could  the  Govern- 
ment, as  stockholders,  say  how  much  of  this  paper  was 
good,  till  finally  paid?  This,  with  him,  [Mr.  W.]  would 
be  a  strong  reason  against  renewing  the  charter  at  the 
present  time.  Even  if  Congress  were  disposed  to  act  af- 
terwards in  its  favor,  they  should  allow  its  operations  to 
be  suspended  fur  a  time.  But  to  renew  it  at  the  present 
period,  when  it  had  four  years  to  run,  and  it  might  be 
said  two  years  more  to  wind  up  its  affiurs,  was  particu- 
larly objectionable.  Was  it  desirable  to  do  so  now  ?  Who 
could  tell  what  the  state  of  its  affairs  would  be  at  the  ex- 
piration of  three  years,  or  the  coarse  of  dealing  between 
it  and  the  United  States?  In  this  period  much  additional 
light  might  be  acquired;  and  were  we  to  deprive  ourselves 
of  tins  by  rechartering  so  long  in  anticipation?  If  th^  bank 
were  not  thus  assured  of  a  new  charter,  the  winding  up 
of  their  affairs  would  commence,  and  the  public  would  see 
their  way. 

He  had  always  understood  that  the  purpose  of  the  bank 
was  to  do  real  business,  on  bona  fide  paper,  and  not  on 
paper  of  mere  accommodation.  The  only  reason  given, 
as  far  us  he  had  heard,  for  this  early  decision  on  a  rechar- 
ter, was  that  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  [Mr.  Dal- 
las,] that  it  was  necessary  to  have  so  long  to  wind  up  the 
affairs  of  the  bank.  But  if  the  engagements  due  to  the 
bank  were  real  business  transactions,  every  man  who  l)ad 
a  bill  coming  due,  knew  the  precise  time  when  it  would 
occur,  and  would  be  prepared  to  pay  it  on  the  day.  If 
such  were  the  business  transactions  of  the  bank,  he  saw 
not  why  they  should  feci  <lifHculty  in  winding  up  their  ac- 
counts at  any  time,  nor  why  they  should  ask  for  years  to 
do  so.  Mr.  W.  proceeded  to  argue  that,  if  the  bank 
were  doing  accommodation  business,  it  was  only  an  injury 
to  the  nation,  and  we  would  be  better  without  it.  Ac- 
commodation, inducing  a  man  to^ngage  in  business  beyond 
his  means,  in  the  end,  was  always  a  real  loss,  both  to  him- 
self and  to  the  public.  It  would  be  seen,  at  the  expira- 
tion of  the  charter,  if  not  thus  prevented  by  the  renewal, 
whether  the  bank  was  doing  a  real  business  or  not;  and 
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this,  wkh  him,  was  alM  a  great  objection  to  the  present  I  not  the  fault  of  the  office  or  institution  itself,  he  denied 
renewal.  Their  difficulty  in  winding-  up,  it  was  to  be  the  analt)gy;  for^  where  there  was  maladministration,  it 
feared,  was  owing  to  the  extent  of  their  accommodaition  was  a  duty,  at  least,  to  remove  the  persons  who  abused 


paper;  notes  were  not  paid  when  due,  and  were  lifted 
and  continued  by  substituting  other  paper. 

We  had  some  specifications  of  the  bank  transactions  in 
the  reports  of  the  other  House.  They  might  be  called 
common  business  transactions.  He  wbidd  not  say  there 
was  any  breach  of  moral  rule;  yet,  to  him  it  appears  ex- 
traordinary, their  lending  money  to  be  paid  in  instal- 
ments; some  of  those  instalments  not  falling  due  for  six 
months  af\er  the  expiration  of  their  charter;  in  one  in- 
stance, to  the  amount  of  twenty-five  thousand  dollars  to 
one  individual.  It  could  not  be  known  how  many  of  such 
transactions  they  were  ennged  in;  every  day  would  give 
more  time  to  throw  more  light  on  it. 

Domestic  bills  of  exchange  were  another  subject  of  im- 
portance. It  would  appear,  from  their  own  statements, 
that  their  transactions  in  this  species  of  business  were  ex- 
tensive. In  April,  1831,  thty  were  upwards  of  fourteen 
million  seven  hundred  thousand  dollars;  in  April,  1832, 
more  than  fourteen  million  eight  hundred  thousand  dol- 
lars. It  was  strange  to  him  if  all  this  could  be  real  busi- 
ness paper.  Much  of  it,  it  was  to  be  found,  was  accom- 
modation paper,  of  little  value,  under  the  form  of  bills  of 
exchange.  If  so,  in  the  end  it  would  prove  ruinous  to  the 
people,  and  to  the  bank  itself.  How  stood  the  case  in 
.  respect  to  accommodation  ?  He  knew  its  operation  in  his 
own  State;  probably  similar  elsewhere.  A  man  has  no 
capital;  he  does  not  choose  to  apply  himself  to  industrious 
habits — ^to  work;  he  can  get  accommodation  at  the  bank 
to  enter  into  business,  provided  he  can  obtain  endorsers. 
He  gets  endorsers;  and  to  them,  for  thus  guarantying  him, 
he  gives  two  per  cent. ;  he  pays  the  bank  for  its  discount 
six  per  cent.  At  the  end  of  six  months  he  has  to  do  the 
same.  He  still  wants  money  to  pay  off  this;  he  must  have 
recourse  to  the  medium  of  some  respectable  house  in  New 
Orleans  to  accept  his  drafts;  this  commission  house  must 
be  paid;  so  must  the  endorsers;  so  mast  the  bank.  He 
again  goes  through  the  same  process.  Tiie  commission 
house  is  to  be  taken  care  of — he  wishes  to  keep  his  cre- 
dit— ^goes  into  the  country  to  purchase  produce  for  the 
New  Orleans  market — ^it  is  shipped— he  draws  on  New 
Orleans.  These  are  drafts  in  return;  and  as  the  bank  will 
not  act  for  nothing,  it  charges  six  per  cent,  exchange 
both  ways.  With  these  and  other  charges  heaped  upon 
it,  it  would  be  a  miracle  if  the  produce  thus  exported 
left  any  thing  fur  the  dealer.  In  the  end,  he  is  unable  to 
go  on  longer.  He  brings  ruin  on  himself,  and  injures 
those  with  whom  he  has  originally  traded.  Much  of  this 
exchange  business,  to  which  l)e  had  alluded,  he  [Mr.  W.] 
feared,  was  of  this  stamp.  The  same  applied  to  those  en- 
gaged in  agricu1tin>al  pursuits.  If  the  farmer  made  use 
of  the  facilities  thus  held  out  to  him,  in  anticipation  of  the 
sale  of  his  crop,  his  crop  probably,  as  was  frequently  the 
case,  turned  out  a  failure — he  was  thus  involved  in  debt. 
He  had,  to  be  sure,  the  honor  of  dealing  with  the  ^ank, 
and,  in  the  end,  to  seek  for  himself  a  new  shelter  and 
another  home.  Of  all  modes  to  render  men  useless  to 
their  countr)',  who  might  otherwise  remain  solvent  and 
valuable  citizens,  this  of  patting  the  debtor  to  new  sacri- 
fices, which  followed  accommodations  as  a  matter  of 
course,  was  the  readiest  of  all. 

It  was  a  delicate  affair,  Mr.  W.  admitted,  to  interfere 
with  the  charter  when  granted;  but  who  on  that  floor, 
he  asked,  if  disclosures  in  the  interim  should  be  made, 
that  would  not  regret  his  vote  for  a  recharter  thus  in  ad- 
vance? If  disclosures  should  hereafter  be  made  of  its 
injurious  tendency,  where*was  the  remedy  ?  Or,  would 
any  one  say,  in  such  a  case,  that  it  was  not  repealable  like 
any  other  act  of  Congress?  While  he  agreed  to  the  princi- 
pie  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  [Mr.  Dallas,]  that 
the  maladministration  of  individuals  in  any  office    was 


the  trust,  to  substitute  another  body  in  their  place.  Was 
it  wise  or  just  to  give  up  all  control' over  this  corporation 
so  long  in  advance?  If  we  now  renew  the  charter,  we 
put  them  beyond  our  power  for  nineteen  years.  Was  not 
this  too  long?  It  was  a  settled  principle,  sacred  in  all  our 
institutions,  the  judiciary,  from  its  particular  nature,  alone 
excepted,  to  have  frequent  recurrence  to  the  will  of  the 
people,  to  deliver  up  to  them  the  trusts  delegated;  here 
we  give  assurance  to  the  bank  that  it  shall  be  exempt; 
and,  than  this  abandonment  of  principle  in  its  favor, 
what  can  be  worse?  The  conduct  of  this  corporation 
had  been  spoken  of,  he  thought,  too  highly;  gentlemen 
were  too  liberal  in  their  praises,  if  its  fcirmer  transactions 
were  to  be  referred  to.  Than  of  this  corportition,  the 
affairs  of  none  other  had  been  so  badly  conducted  at  its 
commencement.  Nothing  coiild  be  worse  until  Congress 
was  forced  to  institute  an  inquiry,  to  change  and  better 
their  mode  of  proceeding.  Their  chairmen,  committees, 
directors,  and  all,  had  been  bankrupt,  and  were  only  thus 
saved,  as  well  by  the  after  management  of  Mr.  Cheves, 
whose  ability,  high  and  honorable  character,  and  direc- 
tion saved  the  credit  of  the  country,  and  prevented  the 
bank  from  utter  destruction.  He  might  grant  that  for 
the  last  fifteen  years  it  bad  been  well  conducted;  but  wliat 
security  had  we  that  it  should  continue  so?  For  the  di- 
rection might  be  changed  at  any  time;  though  the  present 
managers  might  be  djscreet  and  honest,  their  successors 
might  not;  it  was  always  safest  to  leave  nothing  to  contingen- 
cies, and  it  behooved  us,  in  doing  justice  to  the  corporation, 
to  take  care  also  that  the  community  should  not  be  sufferers. 

Mr.  W.  then  alluded  to  the  system  of  branch  drafts 
which  had  got  into  practice.  In  chartering  the  bank,  the 
object  of  tlie  Government  was  to  preserve  a  certain  stand- 
ard and  uniformity  in  the  currency.  By  means  of  branch 
drafts,  this  object  was  defeated,  the  charter  evaded, 
and  notes  put  into  circulation  without  the  signature  of  the 
president.  Before  this  bank  was  incorporated,  two  difficul- 
ties were  of  frequent  occurrence;  the  public  could  never 
be  certain  what  notes  of  that  day  were  genuine,  or  what 
were  spurious.  To  remedy  this,  local  issues  without  the 
president's  signature,  under  a  certain  amount,  were  pro- 
hibited;  but,  in  lieu  of  notes  under  fifty  dollars,  they  had 
put  into  circulation  those  branch  orders  of  small  amount. 
It  was  contended  that  this  practice  was  rendered  neces- 
sary by  the  multiplication  of  branches,  in  order  to  meet 
the  demand;  but  when  called  on  for  any  sum  under  fifty 
dollars,  they  had  it  in  their  power,  had  it  been  their  object, 
to  give  the  person  applying  specie;  and  specie  less  than 
fifty  dollars  would  have  been  no  great  incumbrance  to  any 
one,  it  was  to  be  supposed.  The  fact  of  their  having  been 
refused  this  privilege,  when  they  had,  on  two  occasions, 
applied  for  leave  to  have  special  officers  appointed  with 
liberty  to  sign  such  notes,  and  the  advice  of  counsel 
against  its  legality,  left  them  no  room  to  doubt  on  the 
subject;  and,  with  such  knowledge  before  them,  their 
following  it  up  was  decidedlv  an  evasion  of  their  charter. 
Therefore,  he  contended,  those  who  had  thus  evaded  its 
enactments,  should  not  be  trusted  with  iu  renewal.  After 
some  further  remarks  on  the  effects  of  these  branch  orders 
in  drawing  the  money  from  the  Western  States,  and  trans- 
ferring it  to  the  Eastern,  and  its  operation  in  exhausting  the 
specie,  and,  in  lieu,  creating  a  paper  currency  in  the  West, 
Mr.  W.,  having  spoken  two  hours,  gave  way,  without  hav- 
ing concluded,  to  a  motion  by  Mr.  GRUNDY  to  adjourn. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

FaiDAT,  JUNB  8. 

ALEXANDRIA  AQUEDUCT. 
Mr.  CHAMBERS  presented  a  memorial  from  tlie  citi- 
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zeiw  of  Georgetown  against  the  bill  pending  to  aid  the 
Alexandria  Canal  Company. 

A  motion  was  made  to  print  the  memorial,  which  wa»  op- 
posed by  Mr.  CHAMBERS,  as  having  no  other  t>bject  but 
to  delay  the  action  of  the  Senate  on  the  bill. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  aUted  that  this  was  an  ungracious 
attempt  to  defeat  a  measure  for  the  interests  of  Alexan- 
dria, which  had  been  the  most  abstemious  of  all  the 
cities  in  the  District  in  her  demands  on  the  General  Go- 
vernment. 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN,  although  enterUining  simi- 
lar  views  as  to  the  ill-timed  character  of  this  application, 
thought  the  printing  an  act  of  courtesy  not  to  be  denied. 

Mr.  FOOT  expressed  regret  that  whenever  applications 
were  made  from  any  part  of  this  District  for  aid  from  the 
Government,  there  was  always  some  opposing  interest  in- 
terposing itself  to  embarrass  the  legisUtion  of  Congress. 

The  printing  of  the  memorial  was  advocated  by  Mr. 
MARCY  and  Mr.  FORSYTH. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  stated  that  the  project  of  a  free 
bridge  on  the  pilluv  of  the  aqueduct,  proposed  by  the 
memorial,  originated  with  Alexandria;  and  that  Alexan- 
dria, at  one  time,  proposed  a  co-operation  with  George- 
town to  accomplish  it,  which  was  refused  by  Georgetown. 

Mr.  CLAY  defended  Georgetown  ag«inst  the  imputa- 
tion thrown  out  in  the  argument  of  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia.  He  was  in  favor  of  tfie  aqueduct,  of  the  free 
bridge  also,  and  of  the  printing  of  the  memorial.  He 
thought  the  bill  for  the  aqueduct  might  be  taken  up  and 
passed  to-morrow. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  then  withdrew  his  opposition  to  the 
printing. 

Mr.  MANGUM  wished  the  two  subjects  to  be  discon- 
nected, and  to  be  taken  up  in  separate  bills. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  expressed  a  hope  that  the  bill  for  the 
benefit  of  Alexandria  would  be  taken  up  and  passed;  and 
that  the  memorial  from  Georgetown  should  also  receive 
its  proper  attention.  But  if  the  bill  were  now  postponed, 
he  apprehended  that  it  would  be  impossible  to  pass  it  this 
session.  He  gave  the  reasons  which  would  influence  him 
as  a  member  of  the  District  Committee  to  give  every  at- 
tention to  the  wishes  of  Georgetown,  but  witliout  pre- 
judice to  the  interests  of  Alexandria. 

The  memorial  was  then  ordered  to  be  laid  on  the  table 
and  printed. 

PRESIDENT'S  FAC  SIMILE. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  KING,  the  Senate  then  proceeded  to 
consider  the  bill  for  the  appointment  of  a  Recorder  of  the 
Land  Office,  and  prescribing  the  manner  in  which  patents 
shall  be  issued. 

The  question  pending  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Fob- 
STTH  to  strike  out  the  whole  bill  a(\er  the  enacting  words, 
and  to  insert  an  authority  to  use  a  fac  »mile  of  the  Presi- 
dent's signature,  and  th^e  employment  of  a  private  secre- 
tary of  the  President,  to  be  employed  in  its  use, 

Mr.  POINDEXl'ER  moved  to  amend  the  amendment, 
by  introducing  the  words  "ftir  the  time  beine"  after  the 
words  **  President  of  the  United  States;"  and  by  adding 
a  provision  that  each  President,  at  the  end  of  his  term  of 
service,  shall  cause  the  fac  simile  to  be  destroyed. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  accepted  the  amendment. 

The  change  of  system  was  advocated  by  Mr.  CLAY, 
who  said  that  by  the  present  mode  an  unreasonable  amount 
of  mechanical  labor  was  imposed  on  the  Chief  Magistrate, 
interfering  with  duties  of  an  intellectual  character.  He 
wished  the  friends  of  the  administration  to  settle  the 
mode  among  themselves,  and  pledged  himself  on  this  ques- 
tion to  support  the  administration  with  all  possible  zeal. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  opposed  the  principle  of  substitut- 
ing any  other  Mgnature  to  transfers  of  the  public  domain, 
than  that  of  the  President  himself.  He  preferred  the 
adoption  of  a  fibc  iimile. 


It  was  sUted  by  Mr.  KING  and  Mr.  FORSYTH  that 
there  were  near  ten  thousand  land  patents  lying  before 
the  President,  waiting  for  his  signature,  and  forty  thou- 
sand others  were  prepared. 

Mr.  EWING  preferred  the  facsimile  mode  to  the  other. 

The  amendment  wa^opposed  by  Mr.  BIBB,  who  stated 
that  he  never  would  authorize  a  Chief  Magistrate,  on  the 
pretence  that  he  had  not  time  to  sign  his  name,  to  have  a 
lac  simile  made  of  his  own  name. 

The  amendment  of  Mr.  FORSYTH  was  then  agreed 
to — yeas  21,  nays  20. 

The  bill  was  then  laid  on  the  table. 

BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  bill  to  modify  and  con- 
tinue the  act  to  incorporate  the  subscribers  to  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  WHITE  resumed  the  observations  in  opposition 
to  the  bill  which  he  commenced  yesterday.  He  con- 
tended that  the  charter  gave  to  the  bank  almost  unlimited 
powers  in  the  establishment  of  branches  in  any  of  the 
States  or  Territories  of  the  Union.  He  looked  at  the 
amount  of  protits  which  the  bank  would  make  by  a  branch 
in  Tennessee,  where  there  were  very  few  stockholders; 
and  cousequenlly  there  would  be  a  drain  of  the  specie 
from  that  agricultural  section,  for  tiie  benefit  of  distant, 
and,  in  a  great  proportion,  foreign  stockholders.  Such 
a  drain  he  considered  as  injurious,  not  to  say  ruinous. 
They  who  furnish  Uiese  profits  are  to  have  as  a  considera- 
tion nothing  more  than  a  slender  chance  of  borrowing 
sometimes  a  litUe  capital,  on  accommodation.  In  the  end, 
this  accommodation  is  mischievous;  and  farmers  who  resort 
to  it  soon  borrow  themselves  out  of  house  and  out  of 
home.  On  this  ground,  therefore,  he  objected  to  the 
bank  as  impoverishing  the  country. 

He  preferred  Sute  banks,  in  which  the  holders  of 
stock  were  citizens,  to  any  of  these  branches. 

A  stronger  objection  was,  that,  in  consequence  of  its 
large  capital,  and  its  great  money  influence,  it  wouM 
have  the  power  of  drawing  to  itself  all  the  active  capital 
which  ought  to  be  distributed  among  local  institutions. 
The  effect  would  be  to  put  down  those  institutions,  as 
every  man  of  capital  will  desire  to  connect  himself  with 
this  bank.  Not  only  without  the  consent,  but  contrary  to 
the  consent  of  the  States,  the  principal  dirpcfeors  have  the 
power  to  establish  branches  where  they  please.  Who 
elects  the  officers?  The  principal  bank  puts  in  and 
changes  the  officers,  at  its  pleasure.  He  objected  to  plac- 
ing too  much  confidence  in  tlie  bank,  and  looked  at  the 
possibility  of  the  influence  of  this  institution  being  di- 
rected to  the  election  of  such  Senators  and  Representa- 
tives, State  and  federal,  as  majr  be  favorable  to  iu  pur- 
poses. When  the  board  of  principal  stockholders  have 
determined  on  a  particular  object,  they  have  only  to  coin- 
municate  their  views  to  the  branch  directors.  In  this 
way,  they  could  always  operate  to  secure  a  renewal,  or  a 
modification  of  their  charter.  The  branches,  acquainted 
with  the  object  of  the  parent  bank,  would  induce  their 
customers,  by  tiie  promise  of  greater  accommodation  in  the 
event  of  some  modifications  being  obtained,  and  a  with- 
drawal  of  a  part,  if  they  should  not  be  obtained,  to  give 
their  votes  for  persons  who  would  aid  in  tiie  attainment 
of  such  modifications.  He  did  not  believe  that  such  a 
power  could  be  resisted.  He  could  not  see  the  extent 
of  evil  which  might  be  the  result  of  the  eflbrts  of  an  or- 
ganized corps  of  men,  four  of  whom  may  be  suflicient  to 
act,  speaking  the  same  language  in  every  hole  and  cor- 
ner of  the  Union.  It  was  just  as  well  to  give  the  direc- 
tors the  kind  of  charter  they  require,  because  they  will 
have  the  power  to  modify  their  charter  whenever  they 
please. 

But  the  power  of  the  bank  might  also  be  applied  to  po-. 
liticol  purposes^  and  might  be  applied  with  a  force  which 
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would  be  found  to  be  irresistible.  His  apprehensions  had 
always  been  alive  to  the  contingency  that  this  great  mo- 
ney power  would  connect  itself  with  the  Federal  Go- 
vernment, and  regulate  the  election  of  Chief  Magistrate. 
Whoever  lived  long  enough  would  «ee  that  this  institution 
and  the  Executive  would  go  together  on  all  questions  of 
magnitude;  and  whenever  the  next  election  should  be 
over,  whether  the  present  Chief  Magistrate  should  be  put 
in  or  put  out,  we  shall  never  again*  hear  any  President 
speaking  in  opposition  to  the  will  of  the  bank.  In  case  of 
war,  there  would  be  found  difficulty  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  in  obtaining  loans  from  this  bank;  and  as  the 
local  banks  would  be  all  destroyed,  the  operations  of  the 
Government  might  be  greatly  embarrassed.  In  the  last 
war,  supposing  that  the  directors  of  a  bank  of  this  influ- 
ence haid  entertained  the  opinion  that  the  war  was  an  un- 
righteous one,  and  would  not  have  contributed  to  carry  it 
on,  what  embarrassments  would  not  have  ensued  ?  The 
bank  would  have  power,  therefo)*e,  to  compel  the  Go- 
vernment to  make  peace  or  war,  at  ita  will.  The  bank, 
having  the  control  of  the  whole  circulating  medium  of  the 
country,  can  work  any  results  which  they  please.  They 
can  influence  the  value  of  property  every  where,  and 
change  it  to  any  hands  which  they  choose  to  favor.  The 
bank  can  also  regulate  the  rate  of  foreign  and  domestic 
exchange,  and  can  elevate  or  depress  it,  as  circumstances 
may  render  it  profitable  or  desirable  for  them  to  do  so. 
He  adverted  to  the  influence  which  the  foreign  stockhold- 
ers might  have  in  a  war  with  Great  Britain,  in  preventing 
any  emciency  on  the  part  of  our  Government.  He  held 
that  there  was  no  security  in  the  reflection  that  the  bank 
had  hitherto  done  well. 

He  further  stated  that  he  still  retained  all  his  constitu- 
tional objections  to  the  delegation  of  these  important  pow- 
ers to  any  individual  ^corporation.  It  was  a  power  which 
had  been  invariably  contested  since  the  year  1791,  when 
it  was  first  made  a  vexed  question.  It  was  then  contested 
before  the  President,  when  the  cabinet  was  divided,  two 
and  two,  when  he  signed  the  bill.  The  lights  which  had 
been  subsequently  shed  on  the  subject,  were  conclusive, 
in  his  mind,  as  to  the  propriety  with  which  the  constitu- 
tional power  to  incorporate  a  bank,  had  been  contested. 
He  looked  at  the  various  powers  expressed  in  the  constitu- 
tion out  of  which  this  power  had  been  derived,  and  denied 
that  any  of  those  powers  had  warranted  such  derivation. 

He  argued  that  the  framers  of  the  constitution  did  not 
give  any  such  power,  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  into  ef- 
fect any  of  the  great  powers  given  by  the  constitution; 
and  that  the  moment  such  power  was  assumed,  the  power 
was  assumed  to  make  an  individual  take  the  notes  of  any 
corporation  tlie  Government  may  create.  He  denied  that, 
in  the  event  of  another  war,  tliis  bank  could  continue  to 
be  a  specie-paying  bank.  The  wai*  disturbed  the  curren- 
cy; money  was  necessary  for  the  army  and  navy.  The 
banks  could  not  supply  it  without  suspending  specie  pay- 
meats;  but  it  was  considered  patriotic  to  incur  this  con- 
sequence, for  tlie  benefit  of  the  country-;  and  tliey  who 
refused  to  incur,  made  themselves  liable  to  the  suspicion 
that  they  did  not  desire  to  see  the  war  brought  to  a  suc- 
cessful termination.  This  state  of  things  was  brouglit 
about  with  the  connivance,  nay,  the  approbation  of  the  Go- 
vernment; and  it  was  to  remedy  an  evil  brought  about  with 
the  encouragement  of  llic  Government  that  the  United 
Stales'  Bank  was  established.  It  via  to  restore  the  sound- 
ness of  the  currency,  which  Was  disturbed  by  the  war. 

He  referred  to  the  inefficiency  of  the  bank,  when  in  the 
quasi  war  with  France,  in  1798,  1799,  a  loan  was  obtained 
from  individuals  at  eight  per  cent.  The  bank  was  at  that 
time  in  existence,  but  it  did  not  give  any  aid  to  the  opera- 
tions of  the.  Government.  In  the  event  of  a  war,  when 
these  notes  were  offered,  the  people  would  call  to  mind 
the  continental  money,  and  would  immediately  take  ihe 
notes  to  tire  bank,  and  g-et  them  exchanged  for  hard  mo- 


ney; and  as  the  amount  of  specie  in  the  vaults  was  not  suf- 
ficient to  meet  all  the  notes,  the  bank  would  cease  to  be 
specie -paying. 

In  peace  the  Government  could  have  eveiy  requisite 
facility  for  the  collection  and  safe  keeping*  of  the  revenue 
by  the  State  banks.  There  was  no  complaint  of  these 
banks  until  the  war.  He  had  no  hesitation  in  asserting 
that  the^  local  institutions  would  be  sufficient  for  all  the 
purposes  of  the  Government. 

He  concluded  with  stating  that  h'ls  objections,  on  the 
various  grounds  he  had  specified,  to  the  continuance  of 
the  charter  of  the  bank,  were  insuperable.  He  denied 
the  power  of  Congress  to  incorporate  such  a  bank.  If 
they  possessed  the  power,  he  insisted  that  its  exercise  in 
this  manner  would  be  inexpedient.  He  thought  that  the 
bank  might  interftere  with  the  elections,  as  the  gfentlemaa 
from  Pennsylvania  had  stated  it  would  be  tempted  to  do 
if  the  term  of  ita  charter  were  shortened^  The  deposit- 
ing of  the  public  funds  in  this  bank  without  any  demand 
of  interest,  was  a  bounty  given  to  them  to  interfere  in 
these  elections.  The  present  bill  tempted  the  directors 
of  the  bank  too  far;  and,  if  they  resisted  the  temptation, 
he  would  say  that  all  the  eulogies  which  had  been  passed 
upon  them  by  the  friends  of  the  bank  came  far  short  of 
their  real  merits. 

Mr.  HILL  then  read  the  following  observations  in  op- 
position to  the  bill: 

Mr.  President:  In  favor  of  the  extension  of  the  charter 
of  the  United  States'  Bank,  itis  urg%dthat  this  institution 
is  necessary  for  the  preservation  of  a  sound  and  equal  cur- 
rency. It  has  been  assumed  that,  without  this  institution, 
the  currency  which  was  disturbed  and  depreciated  by  the 
necessities  of  the  last  war  with  Great  Britain,  would  never 
have  been  restored.  My  belief  is,  that,  had  the  United 
States'  Bank  existed  during  the  late  war,  the  moneyed  power 
which  it  would  have  wielded,  aided  by  that  moneyed  power 
at  tlie  East,  which  preferred  investments  in  ilLcit  traffic 
witli  the  enemy  to  investments  aiding  our  own  country, 
would  have  prostrated  the  Government  at  the  feet  of  the 
common  enemy — would  have  compelled  this  Government 
to  make  such  peace  with  Great  Britain  a»  she  should  dic- 
tate. Had  this  bank,  if  then  existing,  done  like  those 
patriotic  State  institutions  wl)ich  loaned  money  to  the  Go- 
vernment, and  were  in  consequence  obliged  to  suspend 
specie  payments,  it  requires  not  tlie  spirit  of  prophecy  to 
foresee  that  the  fate  of  the  United  States'  Bank  would  have 
been  that  of  the  local  banks.  Divest  this  United  States' 
Bank  of  the  Government  depo^ites^-draw  from  it  the  Go- 
vernment funds,  as  they  must  be  drawn  in  all  times  of 
public  exigency,  and  it  stands  on  no  better  ground  than 
every  local  bank  in  the  country  stands.  It  is  without  na- 
tional character;  the  national  name  which  it  assumes  is 
mere  moonshine.  Strike  this  bank  out  of  existence,  in  a 
time  of  general  prosperity,  and  the  means  for  preserving 
a  sound  currency  and  for  facilitating  exchanges  exist  pre- 
cisely the  same.  The  price  of  exchange  is  always  favor- 
able to  that  section  of  the  country  where  the  greatest 
balance  is  due.  If,  for  instance,  the  interior  country,  con- 
sumes more  than  it  produces,  if  it  buys  more  than  it  pells, 
the  price  of  exchange  will  be  against  the  interior.  If 
the  States  of  the  South  or  West  consume  more  from  abroad 
than  they  furnish  for  the  market  at  home,  the  price  of  ex- 
change will  be  increased  in  those  States  equal  to  the  ex- 
pense of  transporting  specie  funds  to  the  point  where  the 
debts  may  be  due — to  the  city  of  New  York,  or  Philadel- 
phia, or  Boston,  if  the  purchases  shall  there  be  made.  On 
the  other  hand,  if  those  States  send  more  produce  to  New 
York,  than  the  amount  of  their  purchases  at  New  York, 
the  exchange  will  be  in  favor  of  the  States,  and  against  New 
York.  'Hie  Bank  of  the  United  States  is  of  no  more  value 
in  facilitating  these  exchanges,  than  any  broker's  shop  in 
tlie  country.  This  bank  charges  the  same  for  its  bills  of 
exchange  as  does  any  broker:  nay,  by  monopolizing  this 
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brokerage,  it  controli^  in  a-  good  degree,  the  prices,  and 
preduriet  the  benefits  uf  that  salutai^  competition  wiiich 
would  otherwise  exist. 

The  credit  which  is  assumed  for  the  bank,  of  bringing 
up  to  par,  and  equalizing  Uie  currency  of  bank  bills 
throughout  the  country,  is  but  a  gratuitous  assumption.  It 
ia  true  that  the  circumsunee  of  the  bills  of  this  bank  being 
receivable  every  where  inpayment  of  duties  and  debts  to 
the  Government,  gives  these  bilb  a  currency  that  no  local 
bank  possesses.  But  let  the  Gtovemment  give  to  tl)e  bills 
of  any  local  bank  the  same  quality-^let  the  biHs  of  any 
local  bank  be  every  where  received  in  payment  of  debts 
due  to  the  United  States — and  such  local  bank  will  con- 
tribute just  as  much  to  equalise  the  currency,  as  does  the 
Bank  of  the  United  Sutes. 

In  the  six  Eastern  States,  at  this  moment,  the  bills  of  the 
United  States'  Bank  and  its  branches,  with  all  the  advan- 
tage which  the  Government  gives  those  bills,  by  every 
where  receiving  them  in  payment  for  debts  due  to  the 
Unite<l  States,  are  not  as  good  as  are  the  bills  of  any  and 
every  local  bank  in  those  States:  the  local  bills  are  there 
every  where  received  as  specie  without  discount;  the  b. Us 
of  tlie  United  States*  Bank  and  its  branches  are  not  receiv- 
ed, except  in  the  place  where  the  branch  is  located,  and 
where  the  bill  or  note  is  payable.  Tiie  diiTcrence  at  pre- 
•cnt  is  from  one-fourth  to  one-half  per  cent. :  the  ditter- 
eoce  between  these  and  the  spurious  drafts  which  are 
circulated  as  bills,  is  probably  one  per  cent.  The  prin- 
ciple is  tlie  same,  whether  the  diifirrence  be  one-fourth, 
one,  ten,  or  twenty  per  cent.  If  that  diBcrence  be  one- 
fourth  per  cent,  now,  what  w  11  it  be  uniler  the  system  of 
Issuing  spurious  orderM,  as  well  as blls  paysble  at  d staut 
ptuls  of  lUe  Union,  when  Government  fuiuis  shall  be  as 
scarce  as  tliey  were  during  the  exigencies' of  tiie  lust  war? 
Then  the  sources  of  pubic  revenue  would  be  in  the  main 
drie<l  u|>— a  very  small  port:on  of  the  bills  of  the  United 
Stttes'  Baiik  would  beany  where  receivable;  and  the  pa- 
per of  titis  bai.k  would  be  the  very  wor&t  paper  c  rculatiou 
that  ever  has  existed,  or  ever  could  exist,  in  this  country. 
Fastened  down  as  we  now  are  by  the  votes  of  a  majority 
of  the  Senate,  it  will  not  be  in  the  power  of  Congress  here- 
after to  improve  ti)e  currency;  nor  can  all  the  eflforta  of 
the  State  L.egislature8»  or  the  local  banks  granted  ui^er 
tiiem,  correct  this  evil. 

With  what  face  can  it  be  urged  that  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States  improves  the  currency  ?  I  deny  tlie  propo- 
sition. The  Bank  of  the  United  SUtes,  during  the  term 
of  its  existence,  has  doiie  more  towards  establishing  prin- 
ciples of  banking  calcidated  to  superinduce  and  make 
permanent  an  unsound  currency,  than  any  and  all  the 
otiier  banking  companies  of  Uie  country  have  done  in  the 
same  lime. 

What  would  not  be  said,  if  twenty-five  of  the  principal 
State  banks  tlu>oughout  the  Union  should  combine,  and 
sliould  agree  jto  issue  their  bills  at  distant  points  of  the 
Union,  payable  a  tliousand  or  fifteen  hundred  miles  from 
the  place  of  issue?  Would  it  not  be  obvious  Uiat  the  in- 
tention was  to  evade  specie  payments?  And  can  any  one 
doubt,  if  an.  order  to  receive  the  bills  thus  sent  fortli  in 
payment  of  debts  due  the  United  States  should  issue,  such 
as  that  issued  by  Mr.  Secretary  Rush  to  receive  the  spuri- 
ous orders  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  that  the  bills 
of  the  local  banks  would  be  every  where  as  current  as  are 
tlie  spurious  bank  orders?  But  would  not  such  a  proce> 
dure  be  met  with  indignation  throughout  the  whole  trad'mg 
and  commercial  community  ?  This  evasion  of  specie  pay- 
ments is  tantamount  to  the  direct  suspension  of  specie 
payments  by  tlie  Bank  of  England;  it  is  a  device  which 
would  do  credit  to  Yankee  ingenuity.  Give  any  Yankee 
bank  this  exclusive  privilege  for  the  term  of  twenty  years, 
and  I  Will  be  bound  that  such  bank  will  carry  to  Hew  Eng- 
land more  than  a  moiety  of  all  the  proceeds  of  the  indus- 
try of  tlie  country.     As  the  bill  virtually  sanctions  the 
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evadon  of  fpecie  payments,  it  is  equal  to  an  irrevocable 
^rant  of  the  power  to  suspend  specie  payments:  the  paper 
issues  of  this  bank  will  be  no  better  than  the  paper  issues 
of  the  Bank  of  England  during  the  suspension  of  specie 
payments-— the  quality  of  each  paper  is  the  same,  the  credit 
of  both  being  based  exclusively  on  the  simple  circum- 
stance tliat  they  were  receivable  every  where  in  payment 
of  the  debtstlue  to  the  Government  Mr.  Huskisson  has 
shown  that  the  suspension  of  specie  payments  by  the 
Bank  of  England  reduced  the  value  of  the  currency  in 
that  country  about  twenty-five  per  cent. ;  and  at  ertry 
emergency  of  this  Government,  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States,  under  tlie  grant  now  voluntarily  presented  to  it, 
will  cause  a  similar  depreciation  of  the  value  of  money  in 
this  country,  and  probiably  produce  a  greater  dilapidatioa 
of  property  than  the  whole  amount  of  its  capital. 

On  the  subject  of  these  branch  drafU,  with  aU  due  de- 
ference to  the  learned  counsellor  who  received  fifty  dollara 
H)r  draughting  the  opinion  that  there  could  be  *'  no  legal 
ojection  to  them,"  and  fbr  the  other  distinguished  genUe- 
men  who,  for  one  hundred  dollars  each,  concurred  '*  en- 
tirely in  his  opinion."  I  must  beir  leave  to  diflPer  entirely 
from  them.  They  say  there  can  be  no  legal  objection  to 
tliese  orders,  which  does  not  apply  to  all  drafls;  that 
**  whether  they  are  signed  by  one  officer  or  more,  and 
whether  they  have  the  eztenial  appearance  of  a  bank 
note  or  otlieVwise,  must  be  a  matter  of  perfect  indiflTer^ 
ence,  and  entirely  within  the  competency  of  the  bank  to 
regulate  at  its  pleasure;*'  that  **  it  is  an  ordinary  banking 
operation,  to  which  their  general  faculties  are  perfectly 
competeui;"  that  **  a  restraint  upon  thepower  (to  issue  this 
kind  of  spurious  paper)  is  w.thout  example  in  the  charter 
of  any  banki"  that  tJie  mh.bitiun  of  bank  bills  which  are 
not  sgiied  by  tlie  presitlf nt  and  cotmtersigned  by  the 
cashier,  in  the  twelfth  fundamental  article  of  the  biU 
creating  th  s  corporation,  **  has  no  reference  to  checks  or 
drafts  drawn  at  the  offices  upon  tlie  bank  (''and  that  since 
tiie  issue  of  tliese  drafts  **  wdl  facilitate  tlie  exclianges  of 
the  cotmtj'y,  and  secure  the  pubUc  and  the  bank  from 
frauds^"  they  seem  to  them  as  expedient  as  they  are  lawfull 

l*his  is,  then,  constitutioiml  law,  as  expounded  by  the 
three  great  legal  advisers  (Messrs.  Binney,  D.  Webster* 
and  W.  Wirt)  of  the  bank;  it  roust  be  so,  for  one  of  them 
solemnly  sets  fortli  the  declaration,  another  <*  concurs  en« 
tirely  in  his  opinion,"  and  the  third  says  he  **  can  see  no 
possible  legal  objection  to  the  practice;"  and  the  whole 
costs  the  bank  but  two  hundred  and  fiCty  dulUrs!  Let  it 
be  borne  in  mind  tliat,  in  arriving  at  their  conclusion,  the 
learned  gentlemen  entirely  blink  the  charter.  To  pre- 
vent the  issue  of  such  an  enormous  quantity  of  bills  of  a 
small  denomination  as  shall  drive  out  of  circulation  not 
only  specie,  but  local  bills,  which  are  also  the  true  repre- 
sentative of  specie,  the  charter  prohibited  the  issue  and 
circulation  of  «  bills  or  notes  promising  the  payment  of 
money,"  unless  signed  by  one  officer,  and  countersigned 
by  another:  in  vain  does  the  bank  four  times  petition  Con* 
gross  to  change  this  provision  in  the  charter.  It  ia  found 
by  tlie  **  ordinary  operations  of  banking,"  funds  are  trans-, 
mitted  sometimes  from  one  point  to  another,  by  drafts 
drawn  by  one  bank  upon  aootlier,  as  a  mere  operation  of 
exchange,  the  drafl  always  purporting  on  its  face  the  pre- 
cise amount  desired  to  be  transmitted.  On  the  strength 
of  this  practice,  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  procures 
some  ten,  fifteen,  or  twenty  millions  of  dollars,  in  sums  of 
five,  ten,  and  twenty  dollars  each,  of  the  drafts  manufac- 
tured in  close  imitation  of  bills  or  notes  of  the  same  de- 
nomination— ^not  for  the  purpose  of  accommodating  the 
exchange,  but  for  the  purpose  of  throwing  on  the  whole 
community  an  expanded  paper  circulation,  if  redeemable 
any  where  by  specie,  redeemable  at  such  a  distance  from 
the  place  of  issue»  that  it  will  cost  the  holder  of  fiAy  or  a 
hundred  dollars  another  fifty  or  a  hundred  dollars  to  ob- 
tain the  specie  where  it  is  due^   This  paper  circulation  is  m)t 
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*'  bills  or  notes;"  therefore,  it  is  no  Yiol»tion  of  the  char- 
ter that  the  paper  is  not  signed  by  the  president,  and 
oounteraigtied  by  the  cashier.  But  the  clause  requiring 
the  signatures  to  bills  or  notes,  does  not  require  the  same 
signatures  to  cheeks  and  drafts:  therefore,  checks  and 
drafts  may  be  made  a  substitute  for  bills  and  notes,  because 
checks  and  drafts,  not  for  circulation,  but  for  the  trans- 
mission of  funds,  is  <*  an  ordinary  banking  operation,  to 
which  their  general  faculties  are  perfectly  competent/' 
Had  aiw  local  State  bank  in  the  country  resorted  to  such  a 
subterfuge  for  such  a  purpose— -had  any  State. bank  thus 
eraded  me  plain  letter  of  its  charter — ^there  cannot  be  a 
doubt  the  act  would  have  been  condemned  at  once  by 
ereiy  State  judicial  tribunal,  and  that  every  State  Le^s- 
lature  in  the  Union  would  have  declared  the  charter  forfeit. 

The  gentlemen,  counsel  for  the  bank,  in  their  learned 
opinion,  give  us  no  quotations  from  the  books,  as  a  justifi- 
cation of  the  issue  of  tlMS  spurious  paper;  they  say  th^ 
issue  of  checks  and  drafts  *<  is  an  ordinary  banking 
operation,"  thus  carrjrin^  the  idea  that  what  is  done  b^ 
the  United  States'  Bank  is  dop.c  by  all  other  banks.  It  is 
not  denied  that  other  banks  may  sometimes  issue  checks 
and  drafts  for  tlie  accommodation  of  individuals  wbo 
may  wish  to  send  money  from  one  place  to  another;  but 
it  may  be  fearlessly  denied  that  other  banks  are  permitted 
to  issue  checks  and  drafts  for  the  purposes  of  general 
circulation.  Even  the  bank  ** facilities,"  which  were 
issued  several  years  agfo  in  Massachusetts  and  Connecti- 
cut, to  evade  specie  payments  at  the  place  of  issue,  were 
of  a  character  mfinitely  superior  to  the  **  facilities"  issued 
by  the  Rank  of  the  (fnijted  States.  The  Dedham  bank 
issued  its  not  espayable  at  Middletown,  and  the  Hartford 
Imnk  payable  at  New  York;  each  some  hundred  and  fifty 
miles  distant.  But  there  was  a  bona  fide  promise  to  pay. 
and  the  promise  was  kept.  Yet  tlie  good  sense  of  the 
community  drove  the  banks  to  withdraw  these  facili- 
ties from  circulation.  So  also  the  first  bank  chartered 
in  New  Hampshire,  which  for  several  years  claimed  tlie 
eiLcliisive  right  of  banking  in  that  State,  as  the  United 
States'  Bank  claims  it  now  under  the  Federal  Government, 
issued  bills  at  Portsmouth^  payable  at  Philadelphia.  The 
popular  indignation  soon  put  down  this  evasion  of  the 
cbarter,  although  there  was  no  clause  in  the  charter  pro- 
hibiting the  issue.  The  checks  and  drafts  which  are 
attempted  to  be  legalized  by  the  counsel  for  the  Bank 
of  the  United  States,  are  of  a  character  far  below  the 
bank  facilities  to  winch  I  have  just  alluded:  they  con- 
tain a  promise  to  pay  nowhere;  they  are  a  simple  or- 
der drawn  on  the  mother  bank,  at  great  distances  from 
the  places  of  issue;  they  may  be  paid,  and  probably  will 
be  paid,  so  long  as.it  is  convenient  for  the  mother  bank  to 
pay  them,  if  the  holders  will  be  at  the  expense  of  send- 
mg  them  five  hundred,' a  thousand,  or  fifteen  hundred 
mues;  but  the  holders  cannot,  from*  their  face,  compel  the 
bank  to  pay  them.  Stop  the  sale  of  the  public  lands  in 
tlie  South  and  West—let  a  war  on  the  ocean  stop  the  im- 
portation of  goods  on  which  duties  are  paid  to  the  Govern- 
ment, and  these  branch  drafts  would  instantly  be  depre- 
ciated in  value  ftrom  twenty>five  to  fifty  per  cent. ;  they  would 
fall  below  the  treasury  notes  issued  during  the  late  war, 
and  even  as  low  as  the  notes  and  bills  of  those  banks  which 
then  suspended  specie  payments.  And  this  is  the  system 
by  which  the  Uhtted  States'  Bank  has  every  where  made 
an  equal  currency! 

Should  the  friends  of  the  bank,  after  the  year  1836— 
for  until  that  time  we  must  have  these  checks  and  drafts 
fastened  on  us  as  a  currency — consent  to  prohibit  ihcir 
issue,  will  not  the  bank  resort  to  some  otlier  expedient  to 
eva<le  the  pHyment  of  specie.'  it  will  be  said  that  the  re- 
newed charter  prevents  the  issue  of  bills  or  notes  of  one 
branch  payable  at  another  branch,  of  a  denomination  less 
tiuin  fifty  dollars.  Why  permit  such  issue  of  any  denomi- 
nation }    This  provision  will  enable  the  bank  %%  aU  times  to 


evade  the  payment  of  specie  in  quantities^  heme  receiv- 
able for  debts  due  to  tlie  United  States,  these  bills  will  be 
current  in  all  parts  of  the  United  states.  In  all  thnes  of 
scarcity  the  branches  will  issue  only  such  bills  payable  at 
distant  points;  and  they  will  be  able  to  do  an  immense 
business,  drawing  their  specie  from  the  State  banks  around 
tliem,  without  being  liable  to  be  called  on  at  any  time  for 
a  single  dollar.  Even  if  the  bilb  above  fifty  dollars  will 
not  be  sufficient  for  this  purpose,  there  are  many  expe- 
dients less  disreputable  and  equally  legal,  as  that  of  the 
issue  of  the  drafts  or  checks,  by  which  the  bank  might 
throw  millions  of  small  bills  in  circulation,  ami  evade  specie 
payments;  and^  after  what  we  have  seen,  it  will  not  be 
doubted  that  the  able  counsel  and  legal  advisers  of  the 
bank  will  give  their  opinion  that  any  proceeding  of  the 
bank  is  legal  and  right,  since  such  proceeding  will  be 
but  <^an  ordinary  banking  operation;"  and  because  it 
'*  will  facilitate  the  exchanges  of  the  country,^  it  will  be 
**  as  expedient  as  it  is  lawful!" 

It  is  asked  "  How  is  the  revenue  to  be  collected  through 
all  the  custom-houses,  the  land  offices,  and  the  post  ofScei^ 
without  some  such  means  as  the  bank  affords?"  1  answer, 
if  there  was  not  a  bank  in  the  country,  it  by  no  means  fel- 
lows that  there  would  not  be  safe  places  of  deposite  for  the 
public  money  at  every  point  where  money  is  receivable.  In 
many  places,  in  all  places  Where  there  is  no  bank  or  branch 
of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  State  banks  are  now  made 
places  of  deposite;  and  there  is  no  more  fear,  because 
there  is  really  no  more  risk  in  making  these  State  banks 
places  of  deposite,  than  there  is  of  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States  or  its  branches.  If  the  United  States  Bank'  were 
stricken  out  of  existence,  for  the  privilege  of  these  de- 
posites  simply — besides  the  payment  of  two  to  four  per 
cent,  on  the  annual  average  of  these  deposites— the  Sute 
banks  would  give  bond,  with  ample  security,  to  the  Go- 
vernment, to  do  all  that  the  United  States'  Bank  now  per- 
forms, or  engages  to  perform,  viz.  collect  and  receive  for 
safe  keeping  the  public  moneys;  pay  them  out  wherever  and 
whenever  called  for;  ti*ansmit  the  funds  to  any  part  of  the 
country  free  of  charge;  transmit tiiem  to  foreign  countries 
without  making  the  exorbitant  charge  tliat  has  been  for 
years  past  paid  by  the  United  States;  equalize  the  cur^ 
rencyas  effectually  as  the  United  States'  Bank  ever  did,  and 
much  more  effectually  than  the  United  States'  Bank  will 
do  under  the  amended  bill  which  is  now  before  tlie  Senate. 
There  are  many  State  banks,  which  would  gladly  pay  the 
pensioners,  and  do  all  the  duties  formerly  done  by  commis- 
sioners of  loans,  simply  for  the  privilege  of  the  temporary  de- 
posite of  money  used  for  those  purposeaby  the  Government. 

1*0  perform  all  the  purposes  of  collection,  distribution, 
and  safe  keeping  of  the  revenue  of  the  United  States, 
banking  institutions  might  be  found  at  every  point,  wihch 
would  guaranty,  each  ibr  the  other,  the  safety  of  those 
funds;  and,  in  addition  to  these  services,  tliese  banks  would 
pay  the  Government  from  two  to  four  per  cent,  annually 
ou  the  averatl^e  deposites. 

Were  there  not  a  hank  of  discount  in  existence  in  the 
country — ^I  mean  a  bank  issuing  promissory  notes  or  bills^ 
but  only  specie-— tiie  condition  of  the  funds  of  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  more  safe  than  it  now  is.  The  benefits  of 
the  specie  deposites  between  the  time  the  money  is  re* 
ceived  and  the  time  it  is  used,  would  be  abundantly  suffi- 
cient to  compensate,  in  safe  hands,  for  all  the  expense  of 
paying  out  and  transmitting  funds.  Instead  of  a  factitious 
basis — a  puner  foundation— we  should  then  have  a  solid 
specie  foiinciation.  Instead  of  overtrading  on  a  system  of 
artificial  credit,  which  explodes  as  certainly  and  surely  as 
it  progresses,  there  would  be  uniformity  and  safety  in  the 
transaction  of  every  species  of  business.  If  there  wei'eat 
any  time  a  substitute  for  specie  as  a  circulating  medium,  it 
would  be  a  tangible,  responsible,  individual  credit — a  cre- 
dit which  would  be  almost  as  sure  as  an  intrinsic  specie 
capital  itself. 
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But  we  are  not  to  expect  such  a  state  of  things.  There 
must  of  neoesMty  be  banks:  these  banks,  to  be  safe  and  sa- 
hitary  checks  on  each  other,  should  be  local,  and  should 
be  regulated  by  the  sevenil  State  Governments  within 
whose  sovereignty  they  are  located.  If  it  be  admitted 
that  the  State  Governments  have  a  right  to  create  banks, 
it  must  be  admitted  that  the  Fe^ral  Government  has  not 
a  right  to  destroy  those  banks.  In  what  condition  do  you 
pbce  State  banks  by  the  exclusive  privilege  which  is 
granted  by  the  bill  now  under  consideration?  You  create 
a  rival  institution,  exempt  from  all  taxation,  with  power 
to  evade  specie  payments,  with  an  implied  power  to  issue 
a  spurious  currency  payable  in  specie  a  thousand  miles 
from  the  place  of  issue,  which  spurious  currency  is  made 
receivable  in  payment  anv  where  for  debts  due  to  the 
United  Slates.  This  rival  institution,  without  a  cent  of 
capital  of  its  own,  having  the  entire  funds  of  the  Govern- 
ment  to  operate  upon,  could  and  would  annihilate  every 
State  bank  in  the  countr)'.  A 'Senator,  [Mr.  WsBSTJca,] 
the  other  day,  aware  of  the  fiicttliat  the  grant  of  this  char- 
ter ultimately  involves  the  destruction  of  the  State  banks, 
contends  that  the  power  to  regulate  the  currency  gives 
the  privilege  of  banking  to  the  Federal  Government  afone. 
This  construction  of  the  constitution  ir  quite  as  novel  as 
the  doctrine  of  the  same  Senator,  that  a  representation  by 
fractious  in  the  House  of  Bepreaentatives  is  the  only  con- 
stitutional representation. 

But,  say  its  advocates,  the  perpetuation  of  this  bank  » 
necessaf^  for  the  favorable  effect  it  has  or  may  have, 
''either  generally  or  locally,  on  the  agriculture,  com- 
merce, and  manufactures  of  the  Union."  It  must  be  ad- 
mitted, with  the  exception  of  that  portion  of  the  stock  of 
this  bank  which  is  purchased  or  owned  by  foreign  stock- 
holders, that  the  same  capital  is  in  the  country  if  thik  insti- 
tution do  not,  as  if  it  do  exist.  The  only  advantage  which 
this  capital  wiH  possess  with  the  charter  over  what  it  would 
have  without  it,  will  be  in  the  issue  of  a  paper  currency;  and 
this  issue  of  paper  currency  must  be  enormous  if  the  system 
of  spurious  orders  shall  be  substituted  for  specte»paying  pa^ 
per  bills.  Thirty  millions  of  dollars,  without  a  specie  basis, 
have  been  already  loaned  to  the  Western  States  oy  tbeUnit- 
ed  States'  Bank  i  a  portion  of  this  sum  is  common  bank  biUs, 
another  ]>ortion  is  paper  orders.  Thb  great  amount 
has  been  issued  just  long  enough  to  have  the  people  foel 
the  benefits  of  the  introduction  of  so  much  capital — the  pay 
day  has  not  yet  come.  If  that  pay  dsy  is  protracted,  how 
long  can  those  who  have  hired  the  money  stand  the  pay- 
ment of  seven  per  cent,  and  a  sixty  days'  renewal?  If 
any  circumstance — ^if  the  lessening  or  withdrawal  of  the 
public  deposttes  shall  compel  the  bank  to  draw  in  even 
one-half  of  thjs  vast  amount,  how  many  scenes  of  ruin  simi- 
lar to  that  at'  Cincinnatf,  some  ten  years  ago,  by  the  ope- 
rations of  the  same  bank,  must  be  repeated  ?  Thesq  loans 
and  facilities,  now  so  sweet  in  the  mouths  of  those  who 
think  that  the  people  cannot  g«t  on  without  the  United 
States'  Bank,  will  become  gall  and  wormwood  before  they 
shall  be  fiilly  digested. 

The  expansion  of  the  eurrency  by  tlie  United  States' 
Bank  is  already  beginning  to  be  felt  in  the  Atlantic  States; 
It  presses  on  the  trading  community  of  our  principal 
cities,  producing  successive  failvres:  the  manufacturers 
feel  it  in  the  reduction  of  prices  and  the  reflux  of  their 
waresf  the  growers  and  dealers  in  wool  feel  it  in  the  fall 
of  that  article;  and  the  advocates  of  tlie  American  system 
are  preparing  to  charge  the  revulsion  to  the  contemplated 
repeal  of  the  tariff! 

The  bte  Mr.  Huskisson,  that  enlightened  and  uaefol 
practical  statesman  aild  political  economist,  to  whom  the 
world  is  indebted  for  many  of  those  axioms  which  are  me- 
liorating the  condition  of  man,  says: 

'*  The  expansion  of  paper  currency  leads  to  overtrad- 
ing, till  overtrading  again  forces  a  contnctien  of  the  cur^ 
rency — ^producing  altemationt  of  extravagant  exdteraent 


and  fearful  depression — alternations  of  which  the  conse- 
quences are  dangerous  to  men  of  capital,  and  subversive  to 
the  security  of  property,  on  which  the  prosperity  of  every 
trading  community  depends,  and  distressing  to  tlie  labor- 
ers who  depend  for  emphQrmeot  on  the  capital  of  the 
country." 

Not  only  has  tlie  United  States'  Bank,  for  some  cause 
best  known  to  those  who  direct  that  institution,  extended 
loans  on  its  own  capital  beyond  what  it  ought  to  have 
done,  but  it  has  made  use  of  the  funds  of  the  Government, 
to  the  extent  tliat  it  has  become  expedient  for  the  bank 
to  ask  a  delay  from  July  to  October  of  the  payment  of  se- 
veral millions  of  the  public  debt;  so  that  it  is  evident  that, 
far  from  being  able  to  extend  the  facilities  of  trade,  it  must 
contract  them.  It  has  expanded  the  paper  currency,  and 
caused  that  overtrading  which  must  wtct.  a  contraction  of 
the  currency.  If  the  funds  of  tlie  Cvovemment  shall  con- 
tinue to  be  thus  used  by  the  bank  in  all  future  time,  in- 
stead of  being  a  blessing  to  the  community,  the  bank  will 
be  a  curse. 

I  may  be  permitted  to  read  an  extract  from  an  ^le  wri- 
ter on  the  currency  and  the  Bank  of  England,  in  the  Bri- 
tish Monthly  Magasine  for  February  of  the  present  year. 
These  observations,  with  but  slight  exceptions,  apply  in 
full  force  to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  and  ^ow  what 
are  to  be  the  effects  which  this  institution,  placed,  m  it  will 
be,  beyond  the  reach  of  legislation  for  nearly  twenty  years 
more,  will  have  on  the  agriculture,  the  commerce,  and 
manufactures  of  this  country. 

[Mr.  H .  herc^ read  a  page  or  two  from  the  work  referred 
to.] 

The  Senators  from  Virginia  and  South  Carolina,  [Messra. 
Tasswkli.  and  Hatxe,]  on  Saturday,  seemed  to  be  sur- 
prised at  the  admission  of  the  chaii^man  of  the  committee 
who  reported  this  bill,  [Mr.  pAUAs,]  that  if  this  bank 
charter  should  not  be  prolonged  for  more  than  ten  years* 
it  might  become  necessary  that  the  bank  should  interfere 
in  the  elections.  Does  any  one  doubt  that  the  agents  of 
the  bank  liave  made  use  of  the  money  power  of  the  bank 
to  influence  the  elections;  and  tlus,  too,  before  the  opi- 
nion of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  in  relation  to 
the  bank,  was  made  public?  In  the  lai^e  commercial 
towns,  where  this  bank  bad  to  encounter  a  vigorous  com- 
petition from  the  local  banks,  there  may  have  been  no  di* 
rect  political  preferences.  But  the  branch  bank,  located 
in  the  State  which  1  have  the  honor  in  part  to  represent^ 
was  made  a  party  engine  previous  to  the  last  Presidential 
election — ^its  directors  were  exclusively  of  one  political 
party — its  &vors  were  dispensed  with  a  view  to  aftect  that 
election;  and  it  was  the  principal  instrument  togive,  in  the 
choice  of  electors  of  President  in  1838,  a  small  minority 
to  tlie  party  in  that  State  which  ever  since  has  been  in  a 
minority.  Even  up  to  this  time,  that  bank  has  been  con- 
ducted, so  far  as  circurastancee  would  allow,  on  the  same 
principle,  and  with  the  same  view.  In  contemptuous  cUs- 
regard  of  public  opinion,  the  most  obnoxious  political  par- 
tisans opposed  to  the  administration  have  been  continued 
ill  tlie  direction  of  that  branch;  and  tiie  appointment  of  a 
new  board  of  direction  lias  been  delayed  for  months,  in 
violation  of  one  provision  of  the  cliarter,  to  accommodate 
with  a  large  salary  an  officer  of  that  branch,  who  bad 
brought  down  upon  it  the  execrations  of  almost  the  whole 
community,  until  he  should  remove  into  another  State, 
where  he  could  find  a  preponderance  of  political  sentiment 
more  congenial  with  his  own  opinions.  The  last  selection, 
by  the  directors  of  the  mother  bank,  of  a  board  of  direc- 
tors for  tlie  branch  in  New  Hampshire  codld  have  been 
made  with  no  other  view  than  to  operate  through  the  bank 
on  the  elections  in  that  State. 

One  individual  was  placed  conapicuoua  in  that  board, 
who  had  nothing  in  the  world  to  reconunend  him  but  the 
degradation  of  prosecuting  a  newspaper  friendlv  to  the 
administration,  of  denjringhiaown  hanawriting,  or  failing 
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and  ingforioualy  retreating  from  his  own  «iit,  and  of  re- 
sorting' to  brute  force  in  makmg^  a  cowardly  attack  on  a 
third  person  whom  he  supposed  had  been  instrumental  in 
demonstrating  his  infamy.  To  such  a  man  is  g^iven  a  con- 
trol of  the  branch'  in  New  Hampshire,  and  of  the  reve- 
nues of  the  Government  receivable  in  that  State — a  man 
who  has  rendered  himself  not  less  notorious  forviolatingr 
Hie  laws  of  his  country,  than  for  failing*  in  a  course  of  gross 
deception  tp  procure  others  to  swear  to  his  innocence. 

The  president  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  in  a 
letter  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  dated  September, 
1829,  says:  "The  public  opinion,  in  its  crude  state,  is  the 
most  dangerous  of  all  guides,"  and  tfiat  "the  bank  cannot 
obey  it.'*  This  he  assigned  as  his  reason  for  disregarding 
the  remonstrances  and  petitions  which  were  laid  before 
him  by  the  representatives  and  citizens  of  New  Hamp- 
shire in  1829,  against  sundry  abuses  by  the  first  officer  of 
the  branch  in  that  State.  He  doubtless  intends  that  pub- 
lic opkiion  in  New  Hampshire  shall  be  punished  for  con- 
tumacy— that  the  people  of  that  State,  weak  alone  against 
his  power,  shall  be  made  to  feel  the  gpant  monopoly;  and 
hence  he  appoints  to  the  direction  of  that  branch,  men  on 
whom  public  opinion  has  placed  the  seal  of  condemnation, 
and  sustains  them  in  acts  which  public  opinion  pronounces 
to  have  been  unjust  and  oppressive.  If  this  contempt 
for  public  opinion  shall  be  exhibited  while  public  opinion 
might  be  of  great  value  in  procuring  a  renewal  of  the 
bank,  what  may  not  be  anticipated  after  the  cliarter  shall 
be  fastened  upon  the  people  for  fifteen  years  more?  What 
IB  this  declaration  more  or  less  thaii  the'ageiit,  the  deputy 
of  Baring  &  Brothers,  the  most  honorable  Marquis  of 
Hertford,  and  other  privileged  individuals  under  the  Bri- 
tish Government,  openly  setting  public  opinion  in  the 
United  States  of  America  at  defiance! 

The  bank  has  had  a  major  part  of  the  newspaper^,  and 
even  of  the  literary  periodical  works  of  the  country,  to 
advocate  its  cause:  on  one  side  of  the  political  question, 
there  has  not  been  a  solitary  newspaper  dissenting  from 
the  bank.  The  bank  has  also  exercised  freely  the  means 
Jt  possessed  to  bring  over  to  its  side  powerful  newspapers 
.which  had  been  opposed  to  it.  A  vast  preponderance  of 
the  newspaper  press  in  its  favor  was  not,  however,  enough 
fbr  the  bank;  hundreds  of  thousands  of  extra  sheets  advo- 
cating its  cause  have  been  eireolated  by  the  bank  through- 
out the  country.  To  show  you,  sir,  that  the  bank  is  iden- 
tified with  a  party,  it  is  only  necessary  to  say  that,  as  far 
I  could  learn  in  my  own  State,  these  extra  publications  of 
the  bank,  circulated  fVom  Philadelphia,  have  been  sent  to 
precisely  the  same  Individuals  as  received,  from  the  city 
of  Washington,  previous  to  the  last  Presidential  election. 
Chapman  Johnson's  Virginia  addresses,  and  other  pam- 
phlets of « like  character.  The  list  in  botfi  cases  muat  have 
been  the  same; 

Win  it  be  denied  that  this  bank  has  attempted  to  exer- 
cise an  influence  on  public  opinion  and  on  our  elections? 
that  it  has  attempted  to  influence  the  public  presses  of  the 
countty  by  extraordinary  loans  and  accommodations?  Can 
our  eyes  and  our  ears  deceive  us,  when  we  look  around 
us  and  see  and  hear  the  party  which  identifies  itself  with 
the  bank?  We  are  told  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
(Mr.  Clxt,]  if  this  is  a  party  question,  that  we  •'must  look 
to  the  newspapers  and  the  demagogtres  who  have  sought 
to  make  this  a  political  instrument."  Very  true!  It  was 
not  until  after  the  convention  at  Baltimore  last  December, 
that  the  petition  came  in  asking  for  the'rechorter  of  the 
bank  this  session.  Did  not  the  leaders  of  a  party  then 
Ipve  the  bank  to  understand  that  if  the  mountain  did  not 
eome  to  the  aid  of  Mahomet  before  the  next  Presidential 
election,  MahonM;t  sliould  never  afterwards  go  to  the 
mountiiin?  Did  they  not  say  to  the  bank,  if  you  will  not 
bring  the  influence  of  your  money,  including  the  fimdsof 
the  Government,  to  bear  on  the  next  election}  you  need 
not  expect  Any  ttyng  further  ffom  us  after  that  deotion? 


The  party  opposed  to  the  administnitidn  has  compelled 
the  bank  to  take  its  ground  at  this  time — ^the  «*  newspsr 
pers**  and  the  ••  demagogues"  of  the  party  make  this  bank 
the  ground  of  opposition.  Out  of  doors  it  is  avowed  that 
the  subject  is  now  forced  on  Congress,  principally  and 
mainly, that  the  Prerident  shall  be  compelled  either  toap' 
prove  or  veto  the  new  charter— to  drive  him  into  a  dileni' 
ma  in  which  he  must  act,  and  iThe  act  either  way  that  he 
will  make  more  enemies  than  he  can  secure  frienas.  The 
friends  of  the  President,  while  they  regret  that  this  is 
really  a  party  question  exchisively,  on  one  side,  and  a  di- 
vided question  in  some  sections  of  the  coamtiy,  on  tlie 
other,  have  no  fears  for  the  result,  if  he  shall  do  what  they 
anticipate  he  will  do. 

Sir,  1  claim  no  merit  for  originality  when  I  say  this  it  %. 
party  question  exclusively  on  one  side;  I  have  higli  au- 
thority for  saying  this  was  a  party  question  so  long  ago  a» 
the  year  1811.  The  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  then  as 
now  a  member  of  this  Senate,  took  thtit  stand  against 
this  monopoly  fur  which  tlie  country  was  long  grateful  to 
him;  he  then  feh  towat^s  the  United  States'  Bank  as 
thdse  who  are  opposed  to  it  now  feel.  If  he  is  disponed 
to  blame  us  for  our  opinions,  he  must  blame  himself  that 
he  was  our  instructor.  He  then  represented  the  institu- 
tion to  be  whatever  we  represent  it  to  be<-«n  engine  in 
the  hands  of  one  political  party,  to  control  and  bear  down 
a  nother  party.  W  iiat  did  he  then  say  ?  In  answ^  to  Mr- 
Crawford,  who  said  thst  tiiis  bank  "  had  been  made  a 
party  question,  although  the  law  Incorporating  the  bank 
was  passed  prior  to  the  formation  of  parties,"  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  then  said: 

*'It  is  true  that  this  liiw  (the  law  ineorporsting  the 
bank)  was  not  tlie  efl^ect,  but  it  is  no  less  true  tliat  it  was 
one  of  the  causes  of  the  political  divisions  in  this  country. 
And  if,  during  the  agitation  of  the  present  question,  the 
renewal  has,  on  one  side,  been  opposed  on  party  princi- 
ples, let  me  ask  if,  on  the  other,  it  lias  not  been  advocated 
oh  similar  principles.  Where  is  the  Macedonian  phalanx 
— ^the  opposition  in  Congi*es8?  1  believe,  sir»  I  sliall  not 
incur  the  charge  of  presumptuous  prophecy,  when  I  pre* 
diet  that  we  Mall  not  pick  up  from  its  ranks  one  single 
straggler!  And  if,  on  this  ocoasion,  my  worthy  friend 
from  Georgia  has  gone  over  into  the  camp  of  the  eneiny> 
is  it  kind  in  him  to  look  back  upon  bis  former  friends,  sad 
rebuke  them  ibr  the  fidelity  with  which  they  adhere  to 
their  old  principles '*' 

Where  is  the  **  Macedonian  phalanx^"  '*the  oppeaition 
in  Congress,"  now?  Can  **  one  single  straggler"  be  found 
opposed  to  tlie  bank?  If  any  ^end  of 'the  Senator  will 
show  one  shade  of  diiference  not  tending  to  make  the 
present  case  even  a  more  aggravated  party  question  thsn 
It  was  then-— if  he  will  show  the  *'  Macedonian  phalanx** 
less  compact,  less  determined,  less  sealous,  thsii  it  was  in 
1811,  tiien  may  it  be  admitted  that  it  is  unjust  to  quote 
h.m.  There  is,  indeed,  this  difference  in  the  two  cates— * 
in  1811  the  charter  expired,  and,  if  renewed  at  all,  it  was 
necessary  then  to  act;  in  the  present  case,  the  charter  does 
not  expire  for  four  years,  and  we  know  not  wliat  the  bank 
may  be  at  the  expiration  of  that  tirne^  In  the  one  caae» 
the  charter  was  asked  for,  for  its  own  sake;  in  the  other 
case,  it  is  pi^ssed  to  be  used  as  an  engine  to  affect  a  pend^ 
ing  election.  In  the  one  case,  the  people  had  elected 
their  Representatives  and  Senators  with  an  especial  view 
to  the  object^  in  the  other,  the  people  are  taken  by  sur- 
prise-^the  question  is  to  be  settled— the  door  i&  to  be 
closed,  before  they  are  consulted.  That  titey  are  taken 
by  surprise,  is  manifest  from  the  langnage  of  the  Senator 
himself,  who,  in  a  speech  at  Cincinnati^  in  AugiMt»  1830» 
is  reported  to  have  said: 

**  Whether  the  .charter  ought  to  be  renewed  or  not» 
near  six  years  hence«  in  my  judgment  is  a  question  of 
expediency  t»  be  decided  by  the  then  existing  state  of 
the  country.    It  will  be  neocMary  at  that  time  to  look 
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earefuUy  to  the  conditioii  of  the  bank  aod  of  tlie  Union; 
to  ftscert*in  (if  the  public  debt  in  the  mean  time  be  paid 
olT)  what  effect  that  will  produce,  what  will  then  be  our 
financial  condition,  what  that  of  the  local  banks,  the  state 
of  our  commerce,  foreign  and  domestic,  as  well  as  tlie 
concerns  of  our  country  generally.  I  am  not  therefore 
prepared  to  say  whether  the  charter  ought  or  ought  not 
to  be  renewe<i  on  the  expiration  of  its  present  term." 

If  the  honorable  Senator  has  '*  gone  over  into  the  camp 
of  the  enemy,"  and,  as  a  leader  or  a  forlorn  hope,  **  looks 
back  upon  his  former  friends*"  to  rebuke  them  for  the 
*<  fidelity  with  which  they  adhere  to  old  principles,"  will 
he  not  consent  to  wait  fur  tlie  decision  of  the  great  ques- 
tion until  the  time  which  he  had  himself  designated?  Until 
the  public  dtbt  shall  be  paid,  and  the  condition  of  the 
bank  and  of  the  Union  shall  be  carefully  ascertained? 

It  is  not  to  be  expected  that  all  of  us  have  the  same 
lights  on  the  subject  of  the  bank  as  that  Senator;  some  of 
us  are  more  inclined  to  be  guided  by  the  axioms  laid  down 
by  himself  in  1811,  than  to  follow  his  present  advice.  I 
cannot  read  the  whole  of  his  speech  against  the  bank  on 
that  occasion,  although  I  confess  it  to  be  as  good  a  speech 
against  the  present  bank  aa  any  that  can  now  be.made.  I  will 
quote  a  few  detached  sentences  to  give  an  idea  of  the  whole. 

[Mr.  H.  here  read  nearly  a  column  of  exti-acta  from  the 
q>eech  referred  to.] 

It  is  said  there  is  a  vast  preponderance  of  the  public 
opinion  in  favor  of  continuing  this  charter.  If  this  be  a 
fact — if  there  be  no  fears  of  public  opinion,  why  prema- 
turely force  the  new  charter  upon  the  people  four  years 
before  Uie  time  ?  The  chai-ter  will  be  equal  probably  to  a 
gift  of  twenty  millions  of  dollars  to  the  present  stockhold- 
ers with  tbe  bonus  as  it  stands.  Will  the  people  sanction 
tliatact  of  their  Senators  and  Reprrsentatives  which  shall 
throw  away  this  immense  amount'  Will  the  several  States 
quietly  forego  their  right  of  taxation,  when  responsible 
capitalists  hav6  offered,  besides  a  bonus  of  one  per  cent, 
annually  to  the  Federal  Government,  another  bonus  of 
one  per  cent,  to  the  several  State  Governments  for  these 
exclusive  banking  privileges? 

Are  the  people  of  the  United  States  under  any  particular 
obligations  to  the  present  stockholders^ to  Baring,  Bro- 
thers, &Co.,  who  own  nearly  a  million  of  tills  stock;  to 
the  most  honorable  the  Marquis  of  Hertford,  who  has  his 
himdred  thousand  dollars;  to  honorable  Hudson  Guntey, 
member  of  Parliament!  to  Sir  William  Keppell,  Knight  of 
tlie  Gnmd  Cross  of  the  Order  of  Bath;  to  Lieutenant 
General  Sir  Marmaduke  Warren  Peacock;  to  Mrs.  Caii- 
delaria  Bell;  to  Lady  Rosabella  Wilson,  and  other  Britiiili 
lords  and  ladies,  to  grant  them  exclusive  privileges?  On 
the  confession  of  tlie  advocates  of  this  bank,  t^ie  recharter 
of  tlie  bank,  tlie  instant  it  sliall  be  consummated,  will  raise 
the  value  of  the  stock  seventeen  and  a  Imlf  millions  of 
dollars.  This  will  be  equnl  to  a  gift  outriglit  to  Baring, 
Brothers,  &  Co.  of  $395,750;  to  the  Marquis  of  Hertford 
of  t50,150;  to  honorable  Hudson  Gurney  of  #25,000;  to 
Sir  Wdl.am  Keppell  of  $36, 100;  to  Sir  Maiwiaduke  War- 
ren  Peacock  of  $25,000,  to  say  nothing  of^other  British 
subjects  holding  larger  and  smaller  amounts  of  this  stock. 
Was  the  like  of  this  case  ever  before  known?  Did  an 
American  Legislature  ever-  before  do  an  act  parallel  to 
that  wiiich  bestows  on  foreigners,  individually,  such  large 
sums,  not  only  without  consideration,  but  with  the  doc- 
trine openly  avowed  tliat  taxation  shall  not  reach  this 
property?  Is  this  country  so  miserably  poor  and  destitute, 
that  capital  must  be  brought  here  and  kept  here  at  such 
an  enormous  premium  as  this?  On  the  subject  of  legis- 
lating for  the  Dene6t  of  foreigners,  let  mcagain  recur  to 
the  speech  of  the  Senator,  [Mr.  Clat,]  from  which  I  have 
before  Quoted.  It  is  true  that  foreigiu:rs  do  not  nominally 
hold  so  large  a  proportion  of  the  stock  of  the  present,  as 
they  held  of  tlie  old  bank;  yet  it  is  generally  admitted 
that  they  are  really  the  owners  of  a  larger  amount  than 


appears  in  the  returns.  They  actually  own  a  greater 
amount  now  than  they  did  then.  What  was  then  ths  lan- 
guage of  the  Senator? 

[Mr.  H.  here  read  a  number  of  passages  from  Mr. 
Clat's  speech.] 

The  question  recurs-^is  this  (government  under  any 
obligatio4is  to  tlie  present  stockholders  of  the  United 
States'  Bank  ?  Was  there  any  promise,  either  express  or  im- 
plied, to  renew  the  cliarter  in  their  hands?  If  so,  let  their 
advocates  point  to  tiie  chapter  and  verse  in  which  that 
promise  is  contained.  For  twenty  years  these  stockhold- 
ers had  privileges  which  no  other  corporation  possessed; 
the  grant  to  tnem  did  not  extend  beyond  the  term  of 
twenty  years.  The  first  grant  was  either  of  value  to 
them,  or  it  was  not  If  valuable,  they  have  no  ri|pht  to 
ask  the  renewal  of  a  privilege  from  which  other  citixens 
are  excluded:  if  of  no  value,  surely  the  Government  can 
be  under  no  obligations  to  continue  to  them  what  sliall 
operate  to  their  injury. 

I  have  before  me  a  pamphlet  bearing  date  at  Cincin* 
nati.  May,  1832,  which  says: 

<<  The  reneral  opinion  throughout  the  West  in  regard 
to  tbe  rechartering  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  is 
not  expressed  in  the  various  memorials  prepared,  circu* 
lated,  and  sent  to  Congress  by  the  direct  influence  of  tlie 
bank.  The  debtor  is  morally  the  slave  of  tlie  creditor. 
A  free  and  independent  expression  of  opinion  is  restrain^ 
ed  by  a  sense  of  fear.  If  a  merchant — tbe  apprehen- 
sion is  that  his  credit  will  be  stopped.  If  a  meclianic  or 
laborer — ^the  loss  of  employment  is  dreaded.  And  with 
either,  perhaps,  the  honest  support  of  a  fiunily  is  involv- 
ed. These  facts  existing  among  us,  have  caused  tho 
signing,  *  without  regard  to  party,'  memorials  for  re- 
chartering  the  present  bank,  which  have  appeared  be- 
fore Congress." 

Wliat  IS. applied  by  the  Cincinnati  writer  to  individuals^ 
and  individuals  of  tliat  place  have  been  under  severe 
thraldom  to  this  mammoth  institution,  may  be  applied  to 
every  small  local^bank  within  the  vortex  of  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States  and  its  branches.  I  confess  I  was  sur- 
prised when  petitions  were  presented  from  several  of  the 
State  banks  in  New  Hampshire,  in  favor  of  rechartering 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States.  I  knew  there  was  a  poli- 
tical upritdu  eorp»  operating  in  that  Stale  in  favor  of  the 
bank,  on  the  party  which  is  in  the  minority:  the  bank  had 
done  much  fur  the  party,  and  it  was  natural  that  tlie  party 
should  do  something  for  the  bank.  I  have  since  ascer- 
tained tliat  a  number  of  the  banks  wliose  directors  favored 
the  same  political  party  ss  the  Bank  of  the  United  States, 
in  utter  contumacy  to  the  agent  of  the  bank  who  required 
it  of  them,  refused  to  sign  the  printed  petition  which  was 
forwarded  to  Uiem.  May  not  these  refractory  directors 
expect  the  vengeance  of  the  tnammoth  after  he  shall  be 
let  loose  to  trample  down  every  thing  before  him  for  fif- 
teen yeai's  more?  These  small  banks,  if  they  shall  come 
wit  Inn  his  reach,  would  be  but  a  moutliful  to  his  maw. 
The  solvent  and  independent  banks  which  have  resisted 
his  mandate,  can,  however,  sluit  up  their  banking  houses^ 
and  place  tlieir  capital  in  some  other  business,  laying 
themselves  under  no  other  pains  and  penalties  to  this  in- 
stitution than  such  as  all  capital  in  other  employments  shall 
be  subject  to.  ^ 

I  was  surprised  to  see  some  of  the.  banks  of  the  town  of 
Portsmouth — not  the  old  Union  bank,  for  that  is  an  owner 
of  United  Sutes'  Bank  stock,  but  other  banks  in  that 
town— petitioning  to  renew  this  charter;  to  see  Ports- 
mouth, which  already  been  bled  to  depletion  by  this  Doc- 
tor Sangrado,  again  holding  out  her  arm  to  the  empiric. 
That  town  and  its  vicinity  lias  suffered  severely  from  the 
branch  which  the  good  motlier  at  Philadelphia  had  sent 
her.  1  hope  again  to  see  her  rise  invigorated  from  the 
ruin  which  had  been  spread  around  her.  She  liad  plenty 
of  banking  capital  for  all  her  business,  without  aid  from 
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the  United  States'  Bank.  The  bank  Bent  an  additional  ca- 
pital of  some  three  hundred  thousand  dollars:  this  made 
more  money  than  was  necessary  fur  ordinary  business.  At 
first  the  United  States'  Bank  offered  to  loan  on  liberal 
principles.  The  tanffof  1824,  and  the  flush  of  mone>, 
threw  out  an  inducement  to  every  man  who  had  either 
money  or  credit  to  embark  in  manufacturing'  establish- 
meiits:  property  was  to  be  made  hand  over  hand.  The 
manufacturing  mania  was  at  its  hig>hest  point.  Some  men 
at  Portsmouth  took  shares  in  the  grea.t  establishments  at 
Dover,  Somersworth,  &c.;  others  undertook  to  build  up 
and  manage  smaller  establishments  in  other  places.  In* 
vestments  abo  were  made  in  other  business.  Several  in- 
vested not  only  all  their  own  money,  but  ail  their  credit 
could  procure  from  the  banks.  The  branch  bank  loaned 
money  liberally,  having,  besides  its  own  capital,  the  be- 
nefit of  the  public  deposites,  with  the  understanding  that 
those  who  took  the  money  mirht  have  their  notes  renew- 
ed till  sufficient  time  shoidd  eUpse  to  enable  them  to  real- 
ise their  fortunes  from  rise  in  the  factory  stock,  or  profits 
from  the- dividends.  The  manufacturing  bubble  burst  in 
ISfiT,  %  and  '9:  the  holders  of  manufacturing  stock  held 
on  as  long  as  they  could — till  nearly  the  whole  was  sacri- 
ficed. The  branch  bank  took  what  was  pledged  as  colla- 
teral security,  and  came  out  itself  from  this  speculation 
with  a  dead  loss  of  70,000  to  100,000  dollars.  The  prin- 
cipal,  if  not  the  only  cause  of  these  fiiilures  was  the  ex- 
pansion of  credit,  and  the  facilities  to  obtain  money  which 
were  thrown  upon  the  trmding*  community  by  the  bank, 
and  the  bank  calling  for  payment  at  a  time  when  the 
money  could  not  be  had,  thus  rendering  the  price  of  real 
estate  merely  nominal,  and  of  scarcely  no  value  in  the 
payment  of  debts. 

The  farmers  and  country  traders  who  had  been  induced 
to  make  loans  at  this  branch  on  better  terms,  aa  thev  sup- 
posed, than  could  be  had  at  the  local  banks,  farecf  little 
better  from  the  treatment  of  this  branch.  Loans  were  of- 
fered tiiem,  the  least  favorable  terms  of  which  were  a 
renewal,  every  four  months,  with  payment  of  instalments 
often  per  cent.  The  understanding  was  that  these  terms 
should  not  be  changed.  At  a  time  of  the  greatest  scarcity, 
the  president  issued  his  circular  to  the  debtors  of  the 
branch,  requiring  a  renewal  of  the  notes  every  two  months, 
and  the  payment  of  twenty  per  cent,  on  tlie  original  sum 
at  each  renewal.  From  50,000  to  100,000  dollars  in  spe 
cie,  drawn  in  the  course  of  a  few  weeks,  was  transmitted 
for  safe  keeping  to  the  friends  of  tlie  manager  of  the  bank, 
who  wanted  money  at  the  capital  of  a  neighboring  State. 
This  witlidrawal,  at  that  time,  contributed  to  accelerate 
the  absolute  ruin  of  man^  persons  who  were  possessed  of 
property  enough,  if  time  had  been  given  them,  to  dis- 
charge all  their  debts,  and  have  a  moderate  capital  lef\. 
.The  effticU  of  these  speculations  were  likewise  felt  in  the 
ruin  of  men  of  moderate  property  in  the  interior,  whose 
estates  were  sacrificed  at  the  sheriff's  sales  for  one-third 
or  one-fourth  of  their  value. 

Since  tliat  time,  and  so  long  as  the  headTemained  who 
maltreated  the  citizens,  the  branch  bank  at  Poitsmouth 
was  scarcely  able  to  do  sufficient  business,  with  all  its  ca- 
pital and  deposites,  to  pay  its  own  expenses:  and  some  of 
the  principal  business  men,  to  this  day,  draw  their  pro- 
missory notes  payable  at  any  bank  at  Portsmoutli,  except- 
ing the  branch  of  tlie  United  States'  Bank. 

These  facts,  in  themselves  of  small  consequence  to 
those  who  are  in  the  habit  of  doing  business  by  tens  and 
hundreds  of  thousands,  will  serve  to  illustrate  what,  by 
posnbility,  may  be  the  fkte  of  those  at  the  South  and  West, 
who  have  recently  been  so  liberally  accommodated  with 
loans  by  the  United  SUtes'  Bank.  Should  they  be  called 
on  suddenly  to  pay  at  one  and  the  same  time,  and  the  call 
will  be  made  at  no  time  so  likely  as  when  there  is  a  soar» 
city  of  funds,  their  situation  may  be  no  better  than  that 
of  those  I  have  described. 


Congress  has  been  in  session  nx  months;  and  never,  I 
believe,  has  there  been  a  Congress  of  six  months  which 
has  cut  out  so  much  work  and  done  to  little.  We  ha?e 
passed  beyond  the  usual  time  of  adjournment— 'we  have 
perhaps  done  some  thingpi  which  we  ought  not  to  hive 
done,  and  we  have  left  undone  other  thin^  which  we 
ought  to  have  done:  nay,  some  pressing  subjects  are  be» 
fore  us,  involving  the  highest  wemre  ofthe  whole  people, 
and  perliaps  the  existence  of  tlie  Union  itself.  Why  are 
these  subjects  made  to  give  way  to  that  which  is  now  be- 
fore us^  Why  is  the  recharter  ofthe  Bank  ofthe  United 
States,  which  has  four  years  yet  to  run,  and  six  years  to 
wind  up  its  affairs,  pressed  upon  us  with  so  much  perti- 
nacity } 

On  the  subject  of  renewing  the  charter  ofthe  bank,  the 
people  are  altogether  taken  by  surprise.  When  the  elec- 
tions of  those  composing  the  present  Congress  took  place, 
there  was  no  expectation  by  the  people  that  this  Congrm 
would  act  on  this  subject.  And  what  right,*!  would  ask, 
have  we  to  legislate  for  those  who  are  to  come  af^er  us^  If 
the  legislature  of  a  State  were  now  to  elect  a  penon  to 
fill  the  place  of  any  Senator  whose  term  of  service  expires 
four  years  hence,  would  not  such  an  act  be  justly  regaid- 
ed  as  an  act  of  usurpation?  "  Sufficient  for  the  day  is  the 
evil  thereof:"  and  if  we  must  hi^e  faustened  upon  this 
Government  an  irresponsible  institution,  controlling  wA 
only  the  wholecurrency  of  tlie  coontry,  but  controllinr 
the  purse  of  the  Government — if  we  must  be  bound  hand 
and  foot  hereafter,  as  we  are  now  bmind  by  this  bank- 
let  us  put  on  the  chains  -when  the  day  and  hour  arrires: 
until  that  time,  let  us  burden  the  people  with  no  more 
than  one  set  of  mahaclea. 

Mr.  BENTON  then  took  the  floor  in  opposition  to  the 
bill.  He  stated  what  were  the  motives  which  induced 
him  to  move  his  resolution  last  session,  on  the  subject  of 
the  bank.  He  expressed  the  anxiety  he  had  felt  to  bring 
the  public  mind  to  bear  on  the  subject;  for  he  did  not 
speak  with  a  view  to  change  the  opinions  of  any  Senator, 
but  merely  to  go  abroad  to  the  people^  He  expected  that 
the  people  would  come  forwanl,  in  case  this  bill  shot'ld 
pass,  to  instruct  their  representatives  to  adopt  a  different 
course.  If  that  instruction  should,  however,  be  to^oon- 
firm  what  tlie  Senate  were  about  to  do,  he  would  yield 
his  place  to  another.  Mr.  B.  here  gmve  way  for  the  mo- 
tion, and 

Mr.  MANGUM  moved  that  the  Senate  now  adjourn. 

The  CHAIR  decided  that  the  yeas  had  it,  but  a  recount 
was  demanded;  and  the  yeas  and  nays  being  demanded, 
the  question  was  taken,  and  decided  m»  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Dickerson,  Dudley, 
Ellis,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks  Hili,  Kane,  King,  Man- 
gum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tasewell,  Troup, 
White. —19. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  CUy* 
ton,  Dallas,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Holmes,  John- 
ston, Knigfht,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Robbinii 
R^^Sffles,  Seynnour,  Silsbee,  Tipton,  TomUnson,  Wagga- 
man,  Webster,  Wilkins.— .34. 

Mr.  BENTON  then  resumed  his  observations,  stating 
that  he  had  prepared  himself  for  this  resuh,  by  goingou^ 
and  taking  a  slight  diimer.  He  proceeded  to  oppose  the 
renewal  of  the  charter. 

Afler  Mr.  B.  had  spoken  three-quarters  of  an  hour,  he 
gave  way  for  a  motion  for  adjoummentf  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Satcboat,  Jvhs  9. 

PROTECTION  OF  THE  FRONTIER. 

Mr.  TIPTON,  in  accordance  with  the  notice  (riven  by 
h:ro  on  Friday,  rose  to  ask  leave  to  introduce  a  bill  to  au- 
Uiorize  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  raise  fire 
companies  of  rangers  for  the-  protecUon  of  the  North- 
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western  frontier  of  the  United  States.  He  said,  I  am  fully 
aware,  sir,  that  the  Senate  has  no  desire  to  listen  to  dis- 
cusHion  upon  any  subject:  nor  would  1  now  obtrude  my- 
self upon  their  notice,  were  it  not  for  the  deep  interest  I 
feel  in  tlie  passage  of  the  bill  I  have  had  the  honor  to  in* 
troduce.  But  it  would  be  criminal  in  me  to  keep  my  seat 
in  silence  when  the  property  and  the  lives  of  tliose  whom 
I  have  the  honor  in  part  to  represent  on  this  floor  are  in 
jeopardy. 

The  bill  proposes  to  authorize  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  raise  five  hundred  mounted  riflemen  to 
protect  the  Northwestern  frontier — this  description  of 
troops  being  better  suited  to  a  border  warfare  than  any 
other. 

The  measure  is  proponed  as  well  to  protect  those  of  the 
Indians  who  wisti  to  remain  friendly,  as  to  defend  the 
whites,  and  to  chastise  the  hostile  bands  of  those  savages 
who  hover  on  our  borders,  ready  to  strike  a  blow  when- 
ever the  opportunity  may  ofPer. 

It  may  be  objected  to  on  the  ground  that  we  have  al- 
ready an  army  to  protect  us.  It  is  true,  sir,  we  have  an 
army  of  four  thousand  men:  one- fourth  of  this  force  is 
stationed  on  the  seaboard,  and  the  remainder  occupy  the 
numerous  garrisons  from  Maine  to  Arkansas.  We  cannot 
collect  them,  in  case  of  an  emergency,  at  a  given  point,  in 
any  reasonable  time.  No  man  can  have  greater  confidence 
in  the  skill  and  courage  of  our  army  than  I  have — none 
would  confide  more  in>plicitly  in  their  ability  to  defend  us 
against  an  invading  foe,  were  that  foe  a  civilized  one.  But 
tlie  service  of  wiiich  I  speak  requires  the  description  of 
troops  that  I  now  propose.  The  Indian  is  here  to-day  and 
gone  to-morrow;  and  the  only  trace  of  his  presence  is 
miseiy,  bloodshed,  and  tears.  If  you  call  upon  your  army 
to  protect  us,  before  they  arrive  at  their  destined  point, 
the  enemy  has  disappeared. 

But  it  may  be  asked,  why  not  mount  a  part  of  the  army, 
under  the  conduct  of  their  own  officers?  Sir,  there  are 
two  reasons:  the  oflicers  of  the  army  are,  for  the  most 
part,  unacquainted  witli  the  country,  and  with  the  habiu 
and  mode  of  warfare  of  the  enemy.  They  are  many  of 
tiiem  young  men,  acquainted  with  the  theory  but  not  with 
the  practice  of  war.  This  service  requires  practical  men, 
acquainted  with  the  Indians  and  iheir  habits.  )t  requiiys 
men  who,  like  our  Western  hunters,  have  been  raised 
with  the  rifle  iu  their  hand;  who  ride  through  the  immense 
forests  of  our  country  with  as  much  ease  as  others  upon  a 
plain  and  level  road;  who  shoot  with  an  unerring  and  cer- 
tain aim;  and  who  are,  in  every  respect,  eminently  quali- 
fied for  the  duty  proposed  by  this  bill. 
H"  The  inhabitants  of  the  frontier  would  have  more  confi- 
dence in  being  defended  by  their  fathers,  hukbands,  and 
brothers,  many  of  whom  are  experienced  in  this  kind  of 
warfare,  and  who  are  emphatically  of  themselves,  than  by 
comparative  strangers.  Would  you  shorten  this  war  that 
is  now  raging  on  our  frontier,  raise  this  troop.  Five  hun- 
dred men,  led  by  an  officer  suited  to  this  service,  arc  miffi- 
cient,  after  the  first  struggle  shall  have  been  decided,  to 
march  through  the  Indian  country  from  Lake  Michigan  to 
the  Mississippi. 

To  discomfit  the  Indians,  you  must  make  rapid  marches, 
carry  the  war  into  the  heart  of  their  country,  and  compel 
them  to  seek  shelter  for  their  women  and  children  in  the 
•wamps  and  marshes.  Large  bodies  move  slowtv.  A 
portion  of  your  army  is  now  on  Rock  river.  Of  their 
movements  nothinpp  has  been  beard  for  some  days.  The 
Indians  are  breaknig  up  the  settlements,  and  driving  in 
tlie  inliabitaitts  south  of  them,  and  in  the  neighborhood 
of  Gsiena,  in  the  north.  Move  your  army  south,  and  the 
Indians  fly  before  them,  and  murder  at  other  points,  un- 
less our  militia  defend  the  frontier. 

Oil  tlie  score  of  economy,  it  is  better  and  cheaper  to 
rabe  the  troop  proposed,  than  to  attempt  to  defend  the 
frontier  with  miUtia.     One  year's  pay  lor  this  battalion 


will  not  amount  to  200,000  dollars,  while  more  than  that 
sum  has  already  been  appropriated  for  this  summer's -cam- 
paign alone,  and  will  probably  be  insufficient  to  meet  the 
object.  If  you  wish,  after  the  present  war  is  ended,  to 
preserve  a  permanent  peace,  it  will  be  indispensably  ne- 
cessar)'  to  keep  up  an  armed  force,  continually  patrolling 
upon  the  border,  to  prevent  the  breaking  out  of  the  malice 
of  the  savage  irritated  by  defeat,  and  awaiting  only  an 
opportunity  to  wreak  his  revenge.  Indeed,  until  some 
change  is  made  in  our  Indian  relations,  we  will  be  obliged 
to  support  a  military  force  in  the  neighborhood.  And  of 
all  kinds  this  is  the  most  adapted  to  the  duty  required  of 
it.  I  will  not  allow  mvtelf  to  believe  that  the  Senate  wiU 
count  and  compare  the  value  of  a  few  dollars  with  the 
lives  of  their  own  citizens.  Remember,  sir,  I  ask  your 
aid,  whilst  the  blood  of  our  women,  and  the  blood  of  our 
infants,  is  scarcely  yet  cold  upon  the  ground.  In  the  midst 
of  our  danger  and  distress,  we  make  this  appeal  to  the 
liberality  and  justice  of  Ctmgress,  and  I  do  it  in  the  fullest 
confidence  that  we  will  not  be  denied. 

Sir,  were  the  Union  invaded,  who  more  willing  to  rush 
to  the  point  of  danger,  than  the  men  of  the  West }  They 
have  poured  oiit  their  blood  like  water;  and  will  you  not 
now  afford  tliem  the  aid  they  ask'  Furnish  us  but  the  means, 
and  my  life  for  it,  sir,  my  constituents  are  fully  able  to 
meet  any  emergency,  and  to  brave  any  danger.  But 
you  must  let  us  fight  under  our  own  officers,  and  in  our 
own  way. 

The  bill  was  then  read  a  first  and  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

ALEXANDRIA  AQUEDUCT. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CHAMBERS,  the  Senate  then  pro- 
ceeded to  consider  the  bill  for  the  benefit  of  the  Alexan- 
dria Canal  Company.  Mr.  C  made  some  explanation  as 
to  the  situation  of  Alexandria,  and  her  strong  claims  on 
tlK  attention  and  libcmlity  of  Congress. 

Mr.  SMITH  thought  the  amieduct  asked  for  by  Alex- 
andria shoidd  be  accompanied  hy  a  free  bridge;  and  that 
tiiis  should  be  a  substitute  for  the  long  bridf^e.  He  main- 
tained that  the  right  of  General  Mason  to  his  ferry  ought 
not  to  be  violated  without  compensation.  Mr.  S.  moved 
to  amend  the  bill,  by  increasing  the  appropriation  to 
130,000  dollars,  and  by  inserting  a  provision  reserving 
space  for  and  erecting  a  free  bridge. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  that  General  Mason  would  of 
course  be  indemnified,  but  objected  to  couple  this  matter 
with  the  Alexandria  bill. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  objected  to  any  amendment  at  this 
stage  of  the  session,  but  expressed  a  disposition  to  give 
every  attention  to  Georgetown  at  a  proper  time. 

The  bill  and  amendment  were  then  laid  on  the  table 
till  Monday,  and  the  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
to  mo<lify  and  continue  the  act  to  incorporate  the  sub- 
scribers to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BENTON  resumed  the  remarks,  in  opposition  to 
the  engrossment  of  the  bill,  which  he  commenced  on  the 
preceding  day.  He  stated  that  the  establishment  of  the 
United  States' Bank  had  been  followed  by  injurious  conse- 
quences to  the  South  and  the  West;  and  tor  prove  this,  he 
adverted  to  the  instructions  issued  by  the  bank  to  the 
branches  of  the  South  and  the  West.  He  quoted  the  lan- 
gfuage  of  a  distinguished  statesman,  that  the  year  1816 
would  constitute  an  era,  that  it^jv^as  tbe  most  disastrous 
period  in  our  hist<iry,  as  it  had  "given  birth  to  those  twin 
monsters,  the  bank  and  an  ultra  tarifl'.  He  considered  the 
bank  and  tariff  as  one  and  indissoluble;  and  held  that  the 
death  warrant  of  the  South  aiul  West  had  iasued  frfim  the 
institution  when  tlie  circular  instructions  were  sent  abroad. 
He  characterized  the  board  of  directors  as  a  central  power. 
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acting  and  deciding*  in  secret,  and  wbose  decisions  were  only 
known  by  their  disastrous  operation  on  the  community. 

He  contended  tliat  the  public  deposites  in  the  United 
States' Bank  would  by  October  nest  amount  to  twenty 
millions,  and  that  all  the  statements  made  as  to  the  diminu- 
tion of  tlie  public  deposites  were  fiUIacious.  The  hos- 
tility of  the  bank  to  the  rapid  payment  of  the  public  debt, 
be  said,  was  evidenced  by  its  course  in  the  South  and  the 
West;  and  its  enmity  to  an  administration  which  whs  se- 
dulously applying  itself  to  the  payment  of  the  debt,  was 
equally  apparent.  The  orders  of  the  bank  to  chsngc  the 
loans  in  the  South  and  West  into  domestic  bili»  of  ex- 
cliange,  he  considered  to  be  sufficient  priKif  of  this  en- 
mity.  This  mode  of  coercing  the  debtors  of  tlie  bunk,  he 
ascribed  to  a  desire  to  exse^usuriouv  interest.  He  cUiirg- 
ed  the  bank  with  adopting  the  aristocrat-cal  and  opprrsnive 
pnict'.ces  of  the  Bank  of  England;  and  was  desirous  that 
Congress  should  wait  three  or  ftiur  yenrs  longer  before 
the>  renewed  the  charter,  in  orrler  to  see  how  these  prac- 
tices would  result.  He  stated  that  a  pilgrimage  to  Phila- 
delphia to  raise  money  was  just  as  common,  and  just  as 
nece<<8ary  to  obtain  capital,  as  a  ptlgrima^  to  Mecca  was 
to  save  the  soul  of  a  Mahometan.  He  wialted  that,  if  the 
country  was  to  have  a  bank,  it  would  be  an  independent 
one.  He  thought  the  West  ought  to  be  freed  from  the 
prrssure  of  an  institution  which  bore  it  doun  to  the  earth, 
rorthe  purpose  of  enriching  another  section  of  the  Un.on. 
He  called  on  all  who  had  been  at  New  Orleans,  and  all 
who  drank  the  waters  of  the  We^t,  to  step  fcirward  and 
rescue  New  Orleans  fn>m  the  grasp  of  a  foreign  Power, 
which  was  about  to  plunge  her  into  ruin. 

[In  the  coiirne  <if  the  remarks  of  Mr.  BssToir,  a  message 
was  received  from  the  House  nf  RrprtHentatives,  commu 
nicatinfr  an  amendment  made  to  the  b>ll  from  the  Senate 
to  substitute  mounted  volunteers  for  infantry  on  tlie 
Northwestern  frontier.  The  amendment  strikes  out  tin- 
original  bill,  and  authorizes  the  Pres dent  tn  raise  any  num- 
ber of  mounted  volunteers,  not  to  exceed  1,100  men,  &c. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WHITE,  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  amendment;  when 

Mr.  CLAY  remarked  that  it  was  certainly  an  extnior- 
dinary  circumstance,  that,  in  the  present  state  of  our  North- 
western frontier,  there  had  been  no  movement  on  the  pari 
of  the  Executive;  but  that  tiie  Senate  obtained  all  the  in- 
formation it  had  on  the  subject  from  a  member  rising  here, 
and  another  member  rising  there,  in  his  place. 

The  message  was,  on  motion  of  &lr.  WEBSTER,  laid 
on  the  table.  ] 

Mr.  GRUNDY  then  moved  the  indefinite  postponement 
of  the  bank  bill;  and. 

The  question  being  taken  thereon,  it  was  decided  as 
follows  : 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Dickcrson, 
Dudley,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King, 
Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Tazewell,  Troup,  Tyler, 
While.— 20. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton,  Dallas,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuyaen,  Hendricks, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson, 
Silsbee,  Smith,  Spragiie,  Tipton,  Tomlinaon,  Wagpgaman, 
Webster,  Wdkins 24. 

The  question  was  ti^en  on  the  engrossment  of  the  bill 
for  a  third  reading,  and  decided  in  the  affirmative,  as  fol- 
lows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambel^  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Ewing,  Foot,  Fi*elinghuysen,  Hendricks, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins, 
Robinson,  Sdsbee,  Smito,  8prag«ie,  Tipton,  Tomlinson, 
Wagf^man,  Webster,  Witkins.-— 25. 

N.\YS. — .Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Dickerson, 
Dudley,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  H.ll,  Kane,  Knigv 
Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Tazewell,  Troup,  Tyler, 
White.— 20. 


MOSDAT,  JUJTB  11. 

THE  PENSION  JLAW. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CHAMBERS,  the  joint  resolution 
offered  by  Mr.  Wilkiks,  to  transfer  to  the  Secretary  of 
War  the  duties  imposed  by  the  pension  bill  on  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury,  was  taken  up  for  cuns.deration. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  then  adverted  to  the  practice  of  the 
department  to  put  the  most  rigid  constructions  on  the 
pensdon  laws,  and  that  these  constructions  are  somewhat 
similar  to  those  which  are  upon  the  laws  in  favor  of  crimi- 
nals in  cases  which  are  highly  penal.  He  stated  that  the 
bill  which  had  lately  passed  was  a  supplement  to  the  act 
of  1818,  which  provided  for  certain  officers,  &c.  speci- 
fied; but  that  the  supplementary  bill  had  omitted  to  in- 
clude within  its  provisions  all  the  officers  belonging  to  tbe 
hfhipital  department  and  on  the  medical  staff.  He  stated, 
furtiier,  that  one  of  his  colleagues  in  the  other  House  had 
assured  him  that,  under  tlie  rigid  practice  of  the  depart- 
ment, th.s  class  of  otficers  would  be  considered  as  not 
entitled  to  the  benefit  of  the  law.  He  therefore  proposed 
to  an;end  the  resolution  by  addmg  a  clause  to  the  foUow- 
nig  effect: 

**  And  that,  in  the  execution  of  the  said  act,  all  officers 
in  the  hospital  <tepariment  and  on  the  medical  btaff  be 
considered  as  being  as  fully  wttliin  the  meannig  of  the  said' 
act,  as  of  officers  of  the  hne." 

Mr.  WiLKlNS  requested  the  reading  of  a  paper  ad- 
dressed to  the  chauMnan  of  the  Committee  on  Pensions  by 
the  ch  ef  clerk  of  the  Pens.on  Office,  exhibiting  the  in- 
convenience  which  resulted  from  the  petitions  being  filed 
III  one  department,  and  the  papers  in  another. 

Mr.  FUO  r  haid  a  few  words  ugaini»t  the  change,  and 
corrected  ihe  statement  that  this  new  bill  was  a  supple- 
ment to  tlie  act  of  1818.  it  was  a  supplement  to  the  law 
of  1828.  He  moved  a  substitute  to  the  amendment  pro- 
posed, directing  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  permit 
ihe  Withdrawal  of  the  papers  of  petitioners. 

Atiter  some  few  wortla  in  explanation,  Mr.  MANGUM 
mjved  to  commit  the  resolution  to  the  Committee  on  Pen- 
sions, which  was  negatived — yean  14. 

Some  conversation  then  took  place  on  a  suggestion  from 
Mr.  FbHsYTH  to  take  away  from  the  amendment  the 
authority  for  tlie  applicants  themselves  to  withdraw  their 
papera. 

The  amendment  of  Mr.  Foot  was  negatived;  that  of 
Mr.  Ch  AX  Bsas  agreed  tot  and  the  resolution  ordered  to  a 
third  reading. 

DUTIES  ON  IMPORTS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  DICKERSON,  tlie  Senate  took  up 
the  bill  to  repeal  in  part  the  duties  on  imports— yeaa  21, 
naya  16. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  then  sUted  that  hia  object  was  to 
ofiTer  an  amendment  to  the  bill,  and  to  move  for  the  print- 
ing off  that  amendment,  and  then  to  lay  the  bill  again  on 
tlie  table,  until  the  Senate  should  be  disposed  to  take  it  up. 
He  then  moved  to  strike  out  all  the  first  section  of  the  bill, 
after  the  word  *<  cocoa,"  and  to  insert  a  new  classification 
of  articles,  which  he  sent  to  the  Chair. 

The  amendment  having  been  read,  was  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  then  said  that  he  Iwd  been  opposed 
to  taking  up  the  bill  at  this  time,  because  he  had  wished 
to  offer  an  amendment  which  he  had  been  for  some  time 
preparing,  and  which  he  wished  to  ofier,  to  be  sent  to  the 
printing  sliop,  to  the  Senate,  to  the  world,  or  any  where 
eke.  All  that  he  had  as  yet  been  able  to  accompliah,  was 
to  prepare  a  rcmgh  draught  of  a  bill,  which  would  exhi- 
bit the  principles  which  he  thought  should  be  adopted  in 
order  to  fix  tbe  revenue  of  the  country  on  a  luisis  on 
which  he  deemed  it  to  be  practicable  to  place  it.  The 
principles  ntight,  in  the  first  place,  be  examined,  and  the 
Senate  might  afterwards  go  into  the  considecation  of  the 
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deUib.  If  the  Senate  should  decide  tliat  the  principles 
of  his  bill  were  correct,  they  would  then  proceed  to  con- 
sider the  details  which  he  should  be  prepared  at  a  proper 
time  to  offer.  Should  the  principles  presented  by  his  bill 
be  repudiated  by  the  Senate,  there  would  be  no  necessity 
for  touching^  the  details.  He  stated  that  he  was  engaged 
in  the  preparation  of  some  schedules  embracing  the  de- 
tails of  the  bill. 

The  proposition  was  then  received  informally  in  the 
shape  of  an  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  CLAY  expressed  his  hope  that  the  proposition 
would  be  received  b^  the  Senate.  He  was  glad  to  find 
Chat  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  had  devoted  a  portion 
of  his  time  to  tliis  employment  He  ho|>ed  the  gentleman 
would  proceed  in  his  work,  prepare  his  schedules,  and 
furnish  them  to  the  Senate,  that  tliey  might  be  printed, 
and,  at  a  proper,  time,  receive  the  consideration  of  the 
Senate.  He  would  refrain  from  any  observations,  at  this 
time,  on  the  subject  of  the  principles  of  the  bill.  He 
should  be  pleased,  however,  to  see,  in  an  authentic  and 
responsible  form,  the  views  of  every  individual  Senator, 
and,  were  it  possible,  of  eveiy  member  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  in  order  that  the  whole  might  be  consi- 
dered together,  and  that  the  good  might  be  extracted, 
and  incorporated  into  a  bill. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  hoped  that  it  would  be  understood 
that  the  schedules  in  preparation  were  also  to  be  printed, 
as  they  might  be  furnisiicd  by  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia. 

The  CHAIR  replied  that  it  would  be  so  understood. 

The  amendments  were  then  ordered  to  be  printed;  and 
the  bill  was  then  laid  on  the  table. 

BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

The  bill  to  modify  and  continue  the  act  to  incorporate 
the  subscribers  to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  was  read 
a  third  time. 

The  question  being  on  its  passage, 

Mr.  WEBSTER  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  this 
question,  and  they  were  ordered. 

Mr.  MANGU.\I  then  spoke  briefly  in  exposition  of  the 
reasons  which  would  compel  him  to  vote  against  the  pas- 
sage of  the  bill. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Qcll,  Bqckner,  Chambers,  Clav.  QJay- 

ncks. 


i]hvwii«ii»a,     x«wuiiiavii,     i«^kk^co,     jct  iijwmi    \3n.9\t\i\i^     iaj|iiviij 

Sprague,  Tipton,  Tumlmson,  Waggaraan,  Waster,  Wil 
kin'S--28. "'        •* 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  D\s]^£2;pon, 
Dudley,  ElUs,  Forsyth,  Gru ndyTTlayneTHill,  Kai\^,  Kmg, 
Manpum.  MarcvTMiller,  Moore,  'I  azewefi^  Troup,  Tyler, 
^JlUte,--2tr" '  "^  -  .^ 

On  his  name  being  called, 

Mr.  DALLAS  said  that,  being  called  to  vote  on  the 
passage  of  the  bill,  he  felt  it  td  be  his  duty  to  make  a 
brief  statement  to  the  Senate.  He  had  been  returned  to 
tlie  Senate  on  the  list  of  stockholders,  as  holding  a  part  of 
the  stock  in  the  bunk.  As  soon  as  he  found  that  this  sub- 
ject would  come  in  for  discussion,  he  had  directed  the 
stock  which  he  held  in  the  institution  to  be  sold.  It  had 
been  sold,  he  had'  received  the  amount  of  the  sales,  and 
had  no  longer  any  interest  in-  the  bank. 

On  his  name  being  called, 

Mr.  SILSBEE  said  that  he  perceived  his  name  on  the 
list  of  stockholders.  He  liad  disposed  of  his  stock  be- 
fore this  question  came  before  Congress,  and  was  no  longer 
interested  in  the  institution. 

On  his  name  being  called, 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  that  he  had  seen  his  name  on  the 
list  of  the  returns;  but  that  the  insertion  was  altogether  a 
mistake  of  the  clerk  at  the  bank  in  Philadelphia. 

Vol.  Vni.— ^« 


The  biU  was  tlien  passed,  and  sent  to  the  other  House 
fur  concurrence. 

ALEXANDRIA  CANAL  COMPANY. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CHAMBERS,  the  Senate  then  pro- 
ceeded to  consider  the  bill  for  the  benefit  of  the  Alexan* 
dria  Canal  Company. 

The  question  pending  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr. 
Smith  to  insert  the  word  '*tnirty^  afler  the  words 
«  one  hundred,''  increasing  the  appropriation  to  130,000 
dollars)  and  to  insert  afler  tlie  provision  for  an  aqueduct, 
the  words  '*and  sixteen  feet  on  each  side  thereof  for  a 
free  bridge." 

Mr.  FORSYTH  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  this 
question. 

Some  discussion  took  place  on  the  subject  of  the  amend- 
ment, when,  on  motion  of  Mr.  H  AYNE,  the  question  was 
divided,  and  the  order  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  first 
branch,  the  insertion  of  the  word  <*  thirty,"  b«ng  with- 
drawn, the  motion  was  negatived. 

The  question  being  then  on  Uie  motion  to  insert  the 
words  in  reference  to  the  free  bridge, 

The  amendment  was  advocated  by  Mr.  FORSYTH  and 
Mr.  HAYNEi  and  opposed  by  Mr.  CLAY,  Mr.  MILLER, 
Mr.  TYLER,  Mr.  FOOT,  and  Mr.  CHAMBERS. 

The  amendment  was  advocated  on  the  ground  that  the 
aqueduct  would  be  injurious  to  the  interests  of  George- 
town, and  destructive  to  the  rights  of  General  Mason  in 
his  ferry;  and  that  the  only  consideration  which  George- 
town could  receive  in  return  was  in  the  form  of  a  free 
bridge  for  her  benefit. 

It  was  replied  thtft  Alexandria  had  not  received  her 
share  in  the  (Ustribation  of  the  funds  received  by  the 
Government  from  the  sales  of  public  lands  irithin  the 
District,  and  that  she  ought  to  be  g^tified  in  Uiis  her  first 
application  to  Congress  for  aid^  that  the  opposition  of 
Georgetown  to  the  measure  was  iU-timed  and  unkind;  and 
that  uie  rights  of  General  Mason  in  the  ferry  would  be 
protected.  It  was  further  declared  that  there  was  no 
disposition  on  the  part  of  Alexandria  to  injure  George- 
town, or  to  interfere  with  the  rights  of  General  Masons 
and  a  pledge  was  given  b^  Alexandria  that  she  would  at 
any  time  permit  a  free  bnd^  to  be  built  on  the  piers  of 
tlie  aqueduct,  and  that  any  injury  to  the  owner  of  the  ferrr 
would  be  equitably  adjusted. 

It  was  then  explained  by  Mr.  CLAY,  in  compliance 
with  a  suggestion  from  the  authorities  of  Georgetown, 
that  there  was  no  opposition  intended  to  the  wishes  of 
Alexandria. 

Mr.  CLAY  complimented  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Ttlkr]  and  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina 
[Mr.  Millsr]  on  their  union  with  him  on  this  question  of 
internal  improvement;  and  expressed  a  hope  that  they 
would  extend  their  new  feelings  beyond  the  District  In 
reference  to  the  protests  against  the  system,  he  related  an 
anecdote,  in  substance  as  follows: 

Af^er  a  certain  mes^ge  of  a  late  President  of  the  Unit- 
ed States,  about  the  year  1825,  which,  with  a  great  deal  of 
eloquence,  enforced  tlie  propriety  of  a  system  of  internal 
improvements,  there  was  a  g^eat  deal  of  alarm  excited 
tlirough  the  ancient  dominion  of  Virginia  on  the  subject 
of  this  official  document.  Some  of  those  gentlemen  who 
participated  in  this  alarm,  were  deputed  to  wait  on  Mr. 
Jefferson,  and  to  ask  his  advice  how  they  should  act  in 
this  emergency,  in  this  melancholy  condition  to  which  the 
commonwealth  had  been  reduced.  After  they  had  set 
forth  their  complaints,  and  their  desire  that  he  would 
advise  them  how  to  act — *'why,"  said  Mr.  Jefferson, 
*M'll  tell  you."  They  had  talked  about  protests,  resolu- 
tions, &c.  «  ril  tell  you,"  said  Mr.  Jeffenon— **  make  a 
protest!  make  a  solemn  protest!  and  then  get  as  much  of 
the  money  as  you  can. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  then  ordered  on  the  second 
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part  of  the  ametidment,  moved  by  Mr.  Smith,  and  the 
question  being  taken,  was  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Forsyth,  Hayne,  Hill,  Marcy,  Smith, 
Tipton,  Wagfgaman, — 7. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Cham- 
bers, Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewingf, 
Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  John- 
ston, Kane,  King,  Knight,  Mangum,  Miller,  Moore,  Nau- 
dain,  Poindezter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Buggies, 
Seymour,  Silsbee^Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tomftnson,  Troup, 
Tyler,  Webster,  White,  Wilkin8.-^9. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading — yeas  oB^ 
nays  5. 

INDIAN  WAR. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  the  Senate  proceeded 
to  consider  the  message  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
communicating  the  amendment  of  that  body,  authorizing 
the  President  of  the  United  States  to  receive  into  the  ser- 
vice of  the  United  States'  volunteers,  for  the  protection  of 
the  Northwestern  frontier,  not  to  exceed  ten  companies. 

Mr.  CLAY  then  withdrew  the  motion  which  he  liad 
made  on  Saturday  to  recommit  the  biH. 

Mr.  TIPTON  then  rose  to  move  some  amendments 
which  he  thought  wotild  obviate  the  difficulty  that  had 
arisen.  He  said  the  bill  now  before  the  Senate,  as  amended 
by  the  House,  provides  for  raising  one  thousand  gfun  men 
to  protect  the  Northwestern  frontier  against  the  Indians. 
He  would  have  been  satisfied  with  the  bill  as  it  was,  for 
he  was  anxious  to  stop  the  efiiinon  of  blood,  and  the  de- 
struction of  property,  in  the  frontier  country.  Some  Se- 
nators object  to  the  number  of  men  to  be  raised,  some  to 
their  term  of  service,  and  others  to  the  discretionary 
power  vested  in  the  President.  On  a  former  occasion  he 
had  stited  that  five  hundred  men  were  competent  to  the 
service,  if  1^  by  an  officer  suited  to  the  occasion.  This 
was  still  his  opinion)  but,  yielding  to  the  wishes  of  the 
representative  from  Illinois,  for  whose  opinion  he  had 
great  respect,  he  had  left  the  number  blank.  Some  Se- 
nators have  said  to  the  friends  of  this  measure,  agree 
among  yourselves,  and  we  will  vote  with  you  for  any  sum 
that  is  required.'  In  order  to  settle  this  matter,  and  pro- 
cure the  prompt  action  of  Congress,  I  now  propose,  said 
Mr.  T.',  to  amend  the  amendment,  by  asking  for  five  hun- 
dred men,  to  serve  o;ie  year,  to  be  commanded  by  one 
major  and  a  suitable  number  of  platoon  officers,  to  be 
appointed  by  the  President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and 
consent  of  the  Senate.  He  had  no  fear  of  the  discretion- 
ary power  vested  in  the  President.  The  President  knew 
too  well  what  was  due  to  a  suffering  people,  and  to  his 
own  fame,  and  he  had  given  too  many  pledges  of  fidelity 
to  his  country,  now  to  err  in  regard  to  conoucting  an  In- 
dian war.  Pass  this  bill  with  the  amendment,  and,  in 
thirty  days  from  the  day  the  President  signs  it,  a  sufficient 
force  will  be  on  the  frontier,  and  of  that  description  of 
troops  that  will  inspire  confidence  in  our  people,  and  ena- 
ble them  to  return  with  their  fa^pilies  to  their  former 
homes.  This  number  of  men  is  amply  sufficient  to  keep 
peace,  and  the  presence  of  an  armed  force  is  at  all  times 
necessary  to  awe  those  Indians  into  submission. 

An  Indian  has  no  love  for  the  American  people.  The 
missions,  the  teachers,  and  the  preachers  sent  to  them, 
have  not  civilized  them,  nor  will  the  long  prayers  made, 
nor  the  hypocritical  hands  holden  up  in  our  Eastern  cities 
iiT4)ehalf  of  the  poor  Indians,  have  much  effect  in  ward- 
ing off  the  scalping  knives  from  our  heads.  To  explain 
tlie  cause  of  his  anxiety  on  this  subject,  Mr.  T.  read  a 
letter  from  Major  Brown,  dated  May  30th,  stating  that 
General  Walker,  with  four  hundred  men,  had  pone  out. 
General  Walker,  said  Mr.  T.,  isa  brai'eand  active  young 
HLin:  Lis  followers  are  united  to  the  service;  while  they 
are  out,  the  frontiers  will  be  protected.  But  these  men 
live  hy  their  own  industrj',  and  cannot  remain  long  in  the 


field,  and,  when  they  return,  more  mnrders  will  be  per- 
petrated. 

Those  who  have  not  lost  their  lives  have  lost  their  pro- 
perty, and  the  opportunity  of  making  bread  for  this  sea- 
son. Another  letter  informed  him  that  there  was  not 
bread  enough  in  the  country  to  serve  the  people  ten  days. 
The  Indian  has  struck  bis  blows,  and  will  lie  close  and 
conceal  himself  until  our  militia  return  from  their  expe- 
dition. 

At  the  approach  of  autumn,  when  the  settlers,  driven 
by  necessity,  return  to  recover  their  property,  and  to  put 
in  winter  grain  for  the  next  crop,  unless  we  have  an 
armed  force  there,  this  war  will  be  renewed. 

And,  nr,  said  Mr.  T.,  will  you  then  expect  us  to  renew 
this  application  next  year  to  Congress  with  another 
mournful  Kst  of  murdets?  If  you  do,  you  are,  perhaps, 
mistaken.     Let  me  tell  you  what  will  be  done! 

There  are  about  five  thousand  one  hundred  Indiana 
in  Indiana,  and  in  Illinois  eight  thousand  six  iMindredr 
we  are  neighbors,  cannot  agree,  and  are  now  at  war. 
You  must  separate  us  by  removing  these  Indians  out  of 
these  States,  or  you  may  be  sure,  sir,  that  we  will  exter- 
minate them.  From  this  war,  and  this  danger,  the  Me- 
nominees  and  a  part  of  the  Pottawatamies  ai'e  exempt. 
If  you  will  send  the  force  which  we  want,  it  can,  if  under 
judicious  officers,  protect  the  white  people  and  the  friend- 
ly Indians  until  all  the  Indian  tribes  ai-e  removed  from  our 
vicinity. 

This  is  no  tariff  bill  to  talk,  and  write,  and  threaten 
about,  and  put  off  until  next  year.  It  comes  home  to  our 
business  and  bosoms:  our  wives  and  oiir  little  ones— ^ur 
all  are  at  stake.  We  cannot,  we  will  not,  delay.  Let 
me  entreat  gentlemen,  whatever  thev  do,  to  do  it  quickly. 
It  is  better  for  us  that  you  should  this  day,  bt:fore  the 
Western  mail  goes  out,  decide.  Denial  is  better  for  us 
tlian  delay.  When  you  tell  us  no,  you  must  defend 
yourselves— we  cannot  spare  the  money — the  tariff  will 
not  be  modified — we  dread  giving'  the  President  this 
power — ^there  are  but  few  Indians  at  war — your  men,  now 
out,  will  watch  the  Black  Hawk  until  he  starves;  tlien, 
sir,  we  understand  you.  Understanding,  tlien,  sir,  we 
know  what  to  do.  I  am  no  prophet;  but  I  would  not  be 
surprised  if  all  the  Indians  from  Tippecanoe  to  tlic  Mis* 
sissippi  should  be  exterminated  before  the  end  of  one 
year.  Sir,  it  is  our  duty,  in  self-defence,  to  do  tliis;  and» 
af^er  it  is  done,  let  me  not  be  told,  you  Western  people 
are  savages;  you  murdered  the  poor  Indians.  Do  gen- 
tlemen expect  us  to  beg  the  lives  of  our  families  upon  our 
knees?  It  is  not  in  our  nature;  we  cannot,  we  will  not, 
do  it.  Congress  will  adjourn  in  a  few  days;  and  when  we 
return  to  our  people,  and  tell  them  that  we  have  done  all 
in  our  power  to  procure  men  for  their  defence,  and  have 
failed,  then,  sir,  our  constituents  know  what  to  do,  and 
upon  you,  not  upon  us,  be  the  charge  of  what  follows; 
for  these  wars  will  be  brought  to  a  close  in  the  shortest 
possible  way.  It  is  proper  that  I  should  state  that  1  have 
conversed  with  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  that  he  ap- 
proves raising  this  corps.  I  wrote  to  him,  but  he  is  absent, 
or  I  would  have  liad  a  letter  to  submit  to  tl^  Senate  upon 
the  subject. 

I  am  opposed,  continued  Mr.  T.,  to  popular  elections 
of  military  officers.  They  create  much  difficulty,  and 
are  subversive  of  military  discipline.  When  an  officer 
is  charged  with  an  expedition,  and  directed  to  take  his 
men  to  a  certain  point,  and  do  a  certain  thing,  he  is  re- 
sponsible for  the  execution  of  the  order.  Can  he  say  to 
tins  man,  go  there,  to  another  stay  here,  if  he  is  election- 
eering with  them?  Military  service  requires  power  to 
enforce  discipline  if  you  will  make  it  efficient.  The  Pre- 
sident knows  this.  He  iTas  been  embarrassed  by  tliese 
things  in  his  campaign.  I  confide  in  him  thkt  he  will  not 
appoint  cadets  from  We&t  Point,  ncr  bar  room  clerks 
and  coiniterhoppers  to  command  our  men.     No,  sir,  ha 
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will  ask  the  honorable  Senators  from  Illinois  or  Missouri 
who  is  competent  to  command;  who  will  your  people 
confide  in?  And  he  will  appoint  men  who  are  recom- 
mended by  the  representatives  from  the  States  in  danj^er. 
As  to  the  organization  of  the  corps,  Mr.  T.  said  he  wished 
it  to  form  a  part  of  the  army — ^the  officers  to  be  commis- 
sioned fur  three  years — ^the  men  enlisted  for  one  year,  un- 
less sooner  discharg'ed;  and  the  law  to  remain  in  force 
three  years.  His  object  was  to^void  popular  militia,  by 
creating  a  permanent  and  efficient  corps  to  maintain  the 
peace  of  the  frontiers. 

Mr.  KANE  was  opposed  to  adopting  the  amendments 
of  the  Senator  from  Indiana,  [Mr.  Tirros;]  their  discus- 
Aon  would  create  delay;  nor  would  the  measure  be  so 
expeditious;  and,  for  expedition's  sake,  he  would  take  the 
amendment  as  it  came  from  the  House. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  said  he  was  in  favor  of  the  amend- 
ment by  the  Senator  from  Indiana,  and  that  he  had  a  few 
words  to  say,  chiefly  applicable  to  filling  the  blank, 
should  the  amendment  proposed  be  adopted.  The  bill, 
as  it  originally  passed  the  Senate,  proposed  the  mounting 
of  a  corps  of  infantry  for  the  protection  of  our  inland 
frontier.  It  had  no  reference  to  the  recent  troubles  of 
the  Northwest,  but  had  its  origin  in  a  belief,  entertained 
for  years  past,  that  this  description  of  troops  was  better 
suited  td  the  service  in  that  quarter  than  infantry  on  foot. 

This  bill  had  been  modelled  in  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives, in  direct  reference  to  the  Indian  war  now  raging 
between  the  Mississippi  and  Lake  Michigan,  and  proposed 
as  a  substitute  tlie  raising  of  one  thousand  gun  men,  volun- 
teers, corps  organized,  or  to  be  organized,  as  the  Presi- 
dent might  direct;  to  continue  in  service,  or  be  dismissed 
from  it,  as  his  discretion  might  see  fit.  The  amendments 
proposed,  said  Mr.  H.,  look  not  so  much  to  the  present 
crisis,  as  to  the  permanent  defence  of  the  country',  and 
contemplate  a  corps  of  mounted  rangers  on  the  model  of 
those  employed  on  the  frontier  during  the  late  war.  This 
latter  purpose,  said  Mr.  H.,  1  approve,  and  believe  the 
latter  description  of  troops  decidedly  the  best  adapted  to 
the  service,  and  the  most  efficient  that  can  be  called  into 
it.  Tliis  was  the  testimony,  he  believed,  uniformly  given 
in  favor  of  these  corps  during  that  war,  from  the  frontiers 
of  the  Ohio  to  tlie  Mississippi  river.  These  troops  were 
more  active,  energetic,  miore  rapid  in  their  movements, 
aiid  as  brave  as  any  others  Uiat  have  heretofore  ever  been 
einployed  in  the  service.  They  were,  indeed,  citizen 
soldiers,  having  all  the  advantages  of  discipline,  and  all 
the  interests  of  tlie  country  concentrated  upon  them.  It 
was  his  opinion  that  so  much  better  were  these  corps 
suited  to  the  defence  against  Indiana,  that  five  hundred  of 
them  would  be  better  than  the  one  thousand  proposed  by 
the  amendment  of  the  House  of  Representatives.  He 
wished  this  corps  to  be  organized  as  the  bill  proposed, 
to  be  made  a  corps  of  tlie  army,  officered  as  the  rangers 
were  the  last  war;  and  this  could  be  done,  as  it  then  was, 
either  by  arbitrary  appointments  of  the  President  and  Se- 
nate, or  by  selections  of  the  officers  on  the  part  of  tlie 
companies,  these  selections  being  afterwards  sanctioned 
by  the  appointing  power;  for  in  both  ways  were  the  com- 
panies of  rangers  officered  during  the  war.  He  would 
also  pay  these  troops  as  tiiey  have  been  heretofore  paid; 
would  give  them  one  dollar  per  day,  and  require  them  to 
find  their  own  rations,  clothing,  and  horses.  He  would, 
at  a  proper  time,  move  to  fill  tlie  blank  with  six  hundred, 
with  a  view  of  their  being  organtzed  into  six  companies, 
whicli  would^  in  his  opinion,  after  the  present  crisis  should 
pass  away,  be  abundantly  sufficient  for  the  protection  and 
tranquillity  of  our  whole  exposed  frontier.  The  officers 
would  be  continued  in  the  service  as  long  as  the  service 
might  need  them.  The  men  would  be  enlisted  for  one 
year,  unless  sooner  discharged;  and  whenever  it  should 
be  thought  advisable,  the  whole  corps,  officers  ai^  men, 
could  be  instantiv  disbaiKlcd. 


Mr.  H.  further  remarked  that  all  the  objections  to  the 
proposed  amendment  could,  in  his  opinion,  be  readily 
answered.  It  had  been  said  that  the  raising  of  rangers 
would  be  a  measure  of  delay,  and  that  the  volunteers 
proposed  by  the  amendment  of  the  House  were  already 
in  tne  field.  We  had  been  urged  in  fiivor  of  the  bill  as 
it  came  from  the  House,  by  considerations  of  the  present 
emergency  on  the  frontier.  He,  for  one,  did  not  feel 
himself  legislating  for  the  present  emergency  at  all;  that 
emergency  had,  in  all  probability,  before  mis,  passed  away. 
The  Indians  were  no  doubt  dispersed,  and  sheltered  hi  the 
deep  forests  of  the  Northwest;  and  if  this  were  not  now 
the  fact,  it  would  be  so  long  before  any  troops  we  could 
raise  by  the  bill  could  be  brought  into  the  field.  For  the 
present  emergency,  there  were  already  too  many  troops 
in  the  field,  more  than  could  be  employed;  they  were  m 
each  other's  way;  and  the  greatest  difficulty  they  would 
feel,  would  be  the  want  of  supplies.  Communications 
from  the  seat  of  war  had  told  us  that  four  thousand 
Illinois  militia  were  already  there,  and  that  this  number 
was  daily  increasing.  The  militia  from  the  western  coun- 
ties of  Indiana  had  also  marched  to  the  point  of  danger. 
He  had  seen  a  letter  this  mornings  informing  that  the 
Governor  of  Indiana  had  ordered  a  brigadier  general, 
with  his  whole  command,  to  repair  to  the  frontier,  if,  in 
his  opinion,  such  force  might  be  needed. 

We  liave  even  heard  of  movements  of  the  militia  in  the 
State  of  Ohio.  It  was  idle  to  suppose  that  the  first  emer- 
gency could  be  aided  by  the  bill  now  before  the  Senate. 
There  were,  or  had  been,  probably  five  men  in  the  service 
where  one  was  needed.  I'his  was  creditable  to  the  mifitia 
of  the  new  States.  It  was  a  part  of  their  history,  that 
they  Mmultaneously  repair,  tn  maase^  to  the  point  of 
dan^r. 

Sir,  said  Mr.  H.,  in  voting  upon  the  measure  now  be- 
fore tlie  Senate,  I  feel  myself  called  upon  to  provide  an 
efficient  corps  for  the  protection  of  tranquillity  on  the 
frontier.  Such  force  he  thought  necessary,  altliough  the 
recent  speck  of  war  should  have  wholly  dirappeared; 
for  it  would  be  recollected  that  the  recent  disturbances 
have  not  been  the  first  which,  within  the  last  few  years, 
have  been  excited  by  these  tribes  on  the  Upper  MissiAippi. 
Thejr  repair  yearly  to  Maiden  and  Fort  Drummond,  and 
receive  large  presents  from  the  British,  and  feel  tliat  they 
have  a  resting  place  without  the  limits  of  the  United 
States.  Future  hostilities  may  be  expected  from  them. 
This  their  past  history,  as  well  as  their  present  feelings, 
induces  us  to  expect;  and  for  this  state  of  things  it  was 
our  duty  to  provide  six  hundred  men,  organized  into  six 
companies.  Two  companies  to  be  raised  in  each  of  the 
States,  Indiana,  Illinois,  and  Missouri,  mounted  and  kept 
in  motion,  would  be  a  sufficient  protection  for  the  whole 
line  of  our  exposed  frontier. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  the  present  difficulty  in  which  they 
found  themselves  involved,  was  owing  to  neglect  in 
not  being  furnished  with  any  plan  necessary  to  be  pur- 
sued, or  any  official  information  by  the  Executive  or  pub- 
lic officers  of  the  Government.  Thus,  in  the  absence  of 
such  knowledge,  different  propositions  were  suggested  by 
various  members,  as  each  thought  would  be  best  adapted 
for  his  own  part  of  the  States,  and  the  House  and  the  Senate 
could  not  decide  on  the  conflicting  opinions.  The  only  me- 
tiiod,  then,  was  for  those  like  him,  who  were  not  familiar 
with  these  aflairs,  to  compare  those  diflferent  projects,  and 
to  form  their  opinions  accordingly.  He  had  formed  his 
opinion,  as  far  as  he  was  able  to  judge,  and  he  preferred 
the  bill  introduced  on  Friday  by  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
to  the  present  measure. 

Mr.  BENTON  denied  that  there  was  any  negligence  on 
the  part  of  tlie  Government.  Measures  which  the  exi- 
gency of  the  case  required,  had  long  since  been  put  into 
execution,  and  were  now  in  successful  operation. 

Mr.  bUCKNER  stated  his  views  of  tlie  description  of 
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men  he  thought  best  fitted  for  such  defensive  operations 
against  the  Indians.  Those  who  were  most  familiar  with 
th^  peculiarities  of  the  Indians,  from  residence  on  the 
spot,  were  best  adapted  to  defeat  their  incursions.  He 
would  prefer  that  they  should  be  mounted  on  their  own 
propeKyj  they  then  had  an  object  of  care  different  from 
what  it  otherwise  would  be  if  the  property  of  the  public. 
He  also  thought  that  loungers  in  garrisons,  from  want  of 
practice  in  ri(&ng  through  forests  and  over  a  rough  coun- 
try, were,  of  all  others,  the  most  likely  to  be  bad  riders. 
In  scouring  the  forests,  necessary  in  Indian  warfare,  they 
would  be  of  little  or  no  avail;  first  would  go  their  bridles, 
next  their  stirrups,  then  their  trapping^  accoutrements 
to  their  saddlebags,  or,  probably,  what  might  be  termed 
their  Yankee  wallets.  Of  what  use,  he  would  Uien  ask, 
could  such  troops  be  ?  He  would  prefer  to  those  regulars 
the  inhabitants  of  the  spot,  if  properly  organized — men  to 
whom  sucn  difficulties  were  familiar— men  who  could 
climb  the  rocky  mountains,  and  fear  not  the  toil-— men  to 
whom  the  swamp,  the  prairie,  or  the  flood,  presented  no 
fears— men  who  required  no  guides  to  direct  their  path  in 
the  profound  obscurity  of  the  night,  or  to  penetrate  the 
forest  in  its  darkest  gloom. 

After  some  further  remarks  from  Mr.  ROBINSON, 
Mr.  TIPTON,  and  Mr.  FOOT,  the  first  amendment 
having  been  read, 

Mr.  BENTON  sUted  that  the  bill  introduced  by  the 
Senator  fi*om  Indiana  was  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Military  Committee,  of  which  they  would  soon  report.  In 
order  to  gain  information  on  tlie  measure  under  discus- 
sion from  the  War  Department,  he  would  move  that  the 
bill,  with  the  several  amendments,  be,  for  the  present,  laid 
on  the  table,  and  the  information  acquired  he  would  com- 
municate, if  possible,  on  the  following  day. 

The  motion  was  carried  {  when 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

TutsDAT,  Jvirs  13. 
NEW  YORK  RESOLUTIONS— THE  TARIFF. 

Mr.  DUDLEY  presented  certain  resolutions  adopted  at 
a  meeting  of  citizens  in  the  city  of  New  York,  recommend- 
ing concessions  on  the  subject  of  the  tariff;  and  moved  to 
lay  them  on  the  table,  and  print  them. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  that  these  resolutions  came  to  the 
Senate  under  the  authority  of  the  most  respectable  names. 
They  were  represented,  and  no  doubt  truly,  to  have  been 
passed  at  a  very  numerous  assemblage  of  citizens,  called 
oy  a  notice  signed  by  highly  respectible  names,  and  were 
introduced  to  the  consideration  of  that  assemblage  by  a 
speech  highly  proper  for  the  occasion,  by  an  able  and 
most  excellent  man.  But  however  commendable  in  their 
spirit  and  temper,  the  resolutions,  he  feared,  were  too 
general  in  their  scope  and  character  to  be  valuable 
guidm  lliraogh  the  arduous  duties  which  lay  before  Con- 
gress. They  recommend  a  spirit  of  accommodation,  of 
conciliation,  of  compromise.  Now  this  is  exactly  such  a 
spirit,  said  Mr.  W.,  as  we  all  profess,  ourselves,  and  as 
most  of  us,  in  my  opinion,  really  and  sincerely  feel.  But 
the  question  is  a  very  complex  one:  it  involves  a  deep  and 
important  principle,  and  it  involves  also  very  great  diffi- 
culties of  detail.  If  this  roost  respectable  meeting,  or 
any  other,  could  tell  us  what  that  is  which  could  be  given 
up,  without  ruin  or  extreme  injury  to  those  concerned, 
and  which,  if  (^en  up,  would  produce  the  satisfiiction 
so  much  to  be  desired,  they  would,  by  so  doing,  render 
Congress  a  most  useful  service. 

What  are  those  plain  and  obvious  principles^  by  a  re- 
gard to  which,  on  questions  of  this  kind,  discontents  may 
be  allayed,  and  harmony  restored?  What  is  it  that  shall 
be  given  up?  Is  it  the  interest  of  the  wool  grower,  or 
the  manufacturer  of  woollens,  or  the  manufacturer  of  cot- 
ton, or  the  manufacturer  of  iron,  or  the  manufacturer  of 


glass?  Is  it  tlie  hatter,  the  carriage  maker,  the  shoe- 
maker, and  other  workers  in  leather?  Which  of  tliem 
is  willing  to  be  sacrificed?  Or,  if  something  be  to  be 
yielded,  in  respect  to  all  and  each  of  them,  how  much  b 
that  something?  How  much  may  be  given  up  without 
affecting  the  means  of  living,  and  the  necessarv  support 
of  families?  And,  on  the  other  hand,  what  degree  of 
special  protection,  and  in  fiivor  of  what  branches  of  in- 
dustry and  labor,  is  to  b^  fairly  expected  from  those  who 
are  opposed  to  the  principle  of  protection,  as  a  principle  ? 
What  and  which  are  those  exorbitant  duties  which  it  is  so 
clear  a  dictate  of  duty  to  abandon  ? 

As  to  the  discontent  which  is  to  be  appeased,  and  which 
no  one  is  more  disposed  to  see  at  rest  than  I  am,  can  this 
meeting,  or  any  meeting,  inform  us  how  far  it  is  to  be 
traced  to  any  specific  burden,  pointed  out,  designated, 
and  proved;  or  how  fitr  it  results  from  that  which  is  matter 
of  opinion,  or  general  theory?  If  the  laws  complained 
of  are  unimportant,  if  they  are  connected  with  no  great 
interests,  then,  indeed,  on  the  strength  of  the  mere  fiict 
of  existing  discontents,  they  ought  to  be  repealed;  but  if 
they  are  deemed  the  essential  supports  of  great  interests, 
public  and  private,  then  the  dissatisfaction  which  they 
cause,  or  are  said  to  cause,  should  be  candidly  considered, 
its  grounds  carefully  examined,  to  see  how  far  they  are 
real,  and  how  far  tlie  general  interest  will  permit  their 
removal. 

I  entirely  approve,  said  Mr.  W.,  the  spirit  of  these 
resolutions;  I  commend  their  spirit  of  kinaness  and  con- 
ciliation; above  all,  I  commend  the  attachment  manifested 
by  them  to  the  great  and  paramount  object  of  regard — 
the  union  of  the  States;  but  I  am  not  quite  willing  that 
an  opinion  should  be  cherished  abroad,  tliat  members  of 
Congress,  of  any  party,  are  wanting  in  a  proper  spirit  of 
conciliation,  or  that  what  Congress  most  needs  is  a  spirit 
of  compromise.  For  his  own  part,  Mr.  W.  said,  he 
hardly  failed  to  meet,  at  every  turn,  some  gentleman  who 
had  a  project  for  compromising  all  our  difficulties.  He 
thought  there  was  no  want  of  projects.  In  his  opinion, 
the  necessity  of  a  steady  system  of  policy;  a  regular  ad- 
herence to  what  has  been  solemnly  settled;  a  moderate 
but  firm  regard  to  the  stability  of  property,  to  the  main- 
tenance of  those  means  of  living  on  which  the  various 
classes  of  labor  depend;  caution  not  to  agitate  great  and 
numerous  interests  to  their  very  centre,  by  ill  considered, 
though  well  intended  efforts  to  allay  excitement  amon^ 
other  interests;  these  were  topics,  in  regard  to  which,  if 
in  regard  to  any,  Congp'css  mig^t  be  benefited  by  friendly 
admonition. 

I1ie  resolutions  were  ordered  to  be  printed. 

PENSION  LAW. 

The  joint  resolution  directing  that  certain  duties  im- 
posed by  the  pension  bill  on  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury, be  transferred  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  being 
taken  up, 

Mr.  FOOT  protested  against  tlie  passage  of  the  reso- 
lution, and  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays;  which  were  or- 
dered. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  TOMLINSON,  who  also  expressed 
some  apprehension  lest  evil  should  result  from  the  change 
contemplated  by  the  resolution,  as  amended  yesterday  on 
the  motion  of  Mr.  Cmaxbebs,  the  resolution  was  com- 
mitted to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

FRENCH  SPOUATIONS. 

Mr.  WILKINS,  pursuant  to  notice,  moved  that  the 
Senate  take  up  the  bill  providing  for  satisfaction  for  claims 
due  to  American  citizens  for  spoliations. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  reminded  the  Senate  that  ther^  was 
executive  business  of  importance  which  required  imme- 
diate action;  and  that  he  had  been  promised  tliat  when 
the  bank  bill  should  be  disposed  of,  there  would  be  no 
opposition  to  going  into  executive  business.      He  there* 
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fore  made  a  motion  to  that  effect;  but  the  motion  was  out 
of  order  while  the  other  question  was  pending. 

After  some  conversation  on  the  subject,  Mr.  WLLKINS 
asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  his  motion;  which  being 
taken,  his  motion  was  negatired;  and. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  TAZEWELL,  the  Senate  then  pro- 
ceeded to  the  %[>nsideration  of  executive  business. 


WSDITKSDAT,  JUNS  13. 

FRENCH  SPOLIATIONS. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  moved  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  relative  to  French  spoliations  pre- 
vious to  the  year  1800. 

Mr.  MILLER  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  ques- 
tion; and  expressed  a  hope  tliat  if  the  motion  should  be 
negatived  to-day,  this  decision  would  be  received  as  an 
indication  of  the  indisposition  of  the  Senate  to  act  on  the 
bill  during  the  present  session. 

The  yeas  agd  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  question  was 
put,  and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messra.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelingbuysen,  Hendricks, 
Holmes,  Knight,  iffaudain,  Puindexter,  Prentiss,  Robbins, 
Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Tipton,  Tomlinson, 
Wiikins.— 23. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Brown,  Dickerson,  Ellis,  Forsyth, 
Grundy,  Hayue,  Hill,  Kane,  Ring,  Mangum,  Biarcy,  Mil- 
ler, Moore,  Robinson,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tyler,  Web- 
ster, White.— 19. 

So  the  Senate  agreed  to  consider  the  bill. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  then  rose  to  move  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  executive  business.  I^e 
stated  his  reasons  to  be,  1st,  the  importance  of  the  subject 
under  deliberation  in  executive  session;  and,  2dly,  the 
length  of  time  which  this  bill  would  consume  if  it  were 
taken  up.  If  genttemea  were  disposed  to  protract  the 
session  to  an  indefinite  extent,  then,  indeed,  the  bill 
might  be  taken  up;  but  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  the  discussion  of  the  question*  would  occupy  some 
weeks. 

Mr.  SMITH  expressed  a  disposition  to  take  up  the  bill 
merely  to  hear  the  expontion  of  tlie  views  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Wilkins]  on  the  subject. 
The  bill  might  then  be  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  contended  that  there  could  be  no 
great  difficulty  in  understanding  the  character  of  these 
claims,  and  their  justice.  Of  all  people  who  had  ever 
cume  before  Congress,  these  were,  in  his  opinion,  the 
most  entitled  to  an  early  settlement  of  their  demands.  In 
a  very  few  hours  tlie  whole  of  tlie  subject  might  be  made 
clear  to  every  one.  It  was  his  wish  tiiat  applicants  who 
had  been  here  for  thirty-two  years  might  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  a  hearing  and  a  decision  on  their  claims.  It  was 
by  no  means  his  desire  to  throw  any  impediment  in  the 
way  of  the  executive  business. 

Mr:  WEBSTER  stated  that  he  was  "perhaps  as  much 
interested  in  the  speedy  adjustment  of  these  claims  as  any 
gentleman;  but  he  had  voted  against  taking  up  the  bill, 
because  he  considered  it  as  a  hopeless  thing  that  it  could 
receive  the  final  action  of  the  Senate  at  this  session.  They 
had  now  reached  the  middle  of  June,  and  there  were 
some  important  bills  before  the  Senate,  and  several  sub- 
jects of  vital  interest  which  required  to  be  acted  upon.  He 
expressed  his  conviction  that  these  claims  were  founded  in 
equity;  and  stated  that,  whenever  a  question  should  be 
taken  upon  the  bill,  he  would  be  founa  voting  in  favor  of 
them.  But  he  could  not  agree  with  the  suggestion  that 
the  subject  would  occupy  so  small  a  portion  of  the  time 
of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  he  had  voted  to  take  up  the  bill,  in  or- 
der to  evince  his  disposition  to  go  into  the  consideration 
of  these  claims.     He  thought  that  they  were  equitable 


and  just,  as  regarded  the  principle  on  which  they  were 
founded.  But  there  w^ould  be  found  to  exist  great  diffi- 
culty  in  settling  the  amount  to  be  paid.  His  object  was 
to  permit  the  chairman  of  the  committee  to  give  his  ex- 
position of  the  grounds  on  which  the  bill  had  been  report- 
ed, in  order  that  the  Senate  miglit  be  in  full  possession 
of  all  the  facts,  and  might  come  here  at  the  next  session 
prepared  to  vote  upon  the  bill.  After  the  chairman  had 
been  heard,  he  hoped  the  bill  would  either  be  postponed 
or  laid  on  the  taole.  He  assured  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  that  he  had  no  idea,  in  voting  to  take  up  this  bill,  to 
consider  it,  to  the  exclusion  of  the  all-engrossing  subjects 
which  so  greatly  agitated  the  country,  and  which  were 
now  pending  before  Congress.  • 

Mr.  WILKINS  stated  that  when  the  memorial  on  which 
this  bill  was  fourtded  was  put  into  his  hands,  he  received  it 
with  much  reluctance,  and  merely  in  consequence  of  the 
absence  of  a  Senator  who  would  have  been  mucH  more 
competent  to  the  discharge  of  the  duties  which  it  imposed. 
He  went  int«  the  consideration  of  these  claims  somewhat 
prejudiced  against  them,  and  entirely  uninformed  as  to 
their  precise  nature  and  extent.  Nor  had  he  any  interest 
in  |he  decisiot  of  these  claims.  Living  in  the  Interior  of 
the  country,  he  had  been  all  his  life  a  stranger  to  the  sea- 
board, and  consequently  could  not  be  supposed  to  have 
any  personal  interest  in  the  settlement  of  the  question. 
He  had  gone  into  the  examination  of  the  subject;  and  the 
result  was  a  firm  conviction  that  the  claims  were  founded 
in  justice,  and  that  the  Government  was  bound  to  give  the 
sutisfaction.  When  this  bill  came  up  in  its  regfular  order, 
there  were  seven  or  eight  of  the  Senators  absent,  not  only 
from  their  seats,  but  from  the  city.  In  consequence 
of  this  deficiencv  in  tlie  Senate,  he  had  himself  laid  tlie 
bill  on  the  table.  Such  had  been  the  constant  pressure 
of  important  business  in  the  Senate  subsequently,  that  he 
had  suffered  the  bill  to  remain  on  the  table.  He  had  per- 
mitted it  to  lie  there  while  the  bank  question  was  before 
the  Senate.  That  quest. on  having  been  disposed  of,  he 
thought  that  this  was  the  best  moment  to  press  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill.  He  was  aware  that  there  was  still 
very  important  business  awaiting  the  action  of  the  Senate; 
and  he  thought  also  that  this  bill  must  necessarily  provoke 
a  considerable  discussion.  He  wished  to  avoid  any  dis- 
cussion which  was  not  absolutely  necessary;  and  if  the 
experience  of  the  learned  Senators  who  had  just  spoken 
led  ^hem  to  the  conviction  that  the  Senate  could  not  get 
through  with  the  bill  at  the  present  session,  to  their  expe- 
rience and  judgment  he  would  feel  himself  compelled  to 
yield.  It  would  be  entirely  useless  to  take  up  the  bill  at 
h11,  unless  a  decision  could  be  reached.  In  liia  prelimina- 
ry remarks,  if  it  was  taken  up,  he  should  take  up  as  httle 
time  as  possible;  but,  as  he  was  not  gifted  with  the  power 
of  condensation,  he  could  not  deliver  what  he  should  feel 
it  to  be  his  duty  to  express,  in  less  tiian  a  day  or  two. 

Mr.  CLAY,  seeing  that  it  would  be  totally  impracticable 
to  act  on  the  bill,  moved  to  lay  it  on  the  table. 

He  withdrew  his  motion  at  the  request  of 

Mr.  CHAMBERS,  who  explained  his  former  remarks. 
He  had  only  intended  to  throw  out  the  idea  that  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  bill  were  not  so  difficult  of  comprehension  as 
to  require  any  lengthened  discussion.  But  he  admitted 
that  there  would  be  found  some  difficulty  in  adjusting  the 
amount  to  be  paid.  He  expressed  an  apprehension  that 
if  the  claims  were  postponed  till  the  next  session,  they 
would  then  be  found  not  to  have  advanced  a  single  step, 
and  he  should  begfin  to  despair  of  any  adjustment. 

Mr.  CLAY  stated,  in  reply,  tliat  if  any  one  supposed  that 
the  Government  were  to  pay  the  amount  of  these  claims, 
dollar  for  dollar,  and  to  appropriate  the  full  amount  of  the 
claims,  thus  adjusted,  out  of  the  public  treasury,  nothing 
could  be  further  from  his  intention.  He  considered  the 
claims  to  have  been  worth  something  in  1800;  what  that 
something  was,  he  was  willing  to  fix,  and  to  pay  it.     It 
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was  only  on  this  principle  that  he  would  vote  one  cent  to 
the  claimants.  He  adverted  to  the  fact  of  the  renuncia- 
tion of  tlie  claims  on  France,  as  having  affected  their 
yaliie.  He  was  willing  to  pay  an  equitable  consideration 
for  them. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  referred  to  the  privileges  which  the 
United  States  had  obtained  in  consequence  of  these  claims; 
privileges  which  they  would  not  be  disposed  to  surrender 
for  any  pecuniary  considerations.  He  assured  the  Senate 
that  there  was  no  design  to  pay  these  claimants  dollar  for 
dollar.  The  amount  of  the  claims*  was  from  fifteen  to 
twenty  millions.  Heretofoi  e,  the  bills  reported  on  the 
subject  had  appropriated  three  millions  for  their  adjust- 
ment.    The  present  bill  appropriated  five  millions. 

Mr.  HOLMES  adverted  to  the  first  petition  on  the  sub- 
ject which  he  had  presented,  andi'rom  the  consideration  of 
which  the  committee  to  which  it  Iiad  been  referred  move<l 
to  be  discharged.  '  He  had  resisted  this  motion  on  the 
ground  that  the  petitioner  had  a  right  to  a  detailed  report 
on  bis  application.  He  was,  however,  ouWoted,  on  the 
ground  that  the  sum  was  very  large,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment was  poor.  If  the  Government  were  not  disposed  to 
put  the  allowance  to  the  claimants  on  the  g|*ouiKi  of  ^hat 
the  claims  were  worth,  they  ought  at  least  to  give  what 
they  had  received.  He  was  certain  that  the  more  the 
claims  were  examined,  the  more  the  Senate  must  be  con- 
vinced that  they  were  as  just  as  any  claims  could  be  be- 
tween man  and  man. 

Mr.  TYLER  said  that  he  had  looked  into  these  claims 
as  assiduously  as  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  had;  but 
he  had  come  to  precisely  an  opposite  conclusion  from  that 
Senator.  They  had  received  the  final  action  of  a  commit- 
tee before  the  Senator  from  Maine  became  a  member  of 
this  body;  the  report  which  was  made  being  decidedly 
adverse  to  their  allowance.  He  stattd  that  many  of  his 
constituents  were  deeply  interested  in  the  decision  of  these 
claims. 

The  bill  was  then  laid  on  tlie  table;  and,  after  disposing 
of  some  private  bills. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  TAZEWELL,  the  Senate  proceeded 
to  the  consideration  of  executive  business. 


Thursdat,  Junk  14. 
INDIAN  WAR. 

Mr.  TIPTON  wished  to  be  informed  whether  the  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  bad  received 
any  information  to  communicate  to  the  Senate  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  bill  relative  to  the  enlistment  of  mounted  troops. 

Mr.  BENTON  replied  tliat  he  had  been  unable,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  absence  of  the  Secretary*  of  War,  to  obtain 
the  infomtation  he  had  desired. 

Mr.  TIPTON  then  said,  I  .consider  it  my  duty  to  move 
the  Senate  to  take  up  this  bill,  with  the  amendment  made 
by  the  House.  The  question  now  is,  will  Congress  vote 
us  the  means  of  defence  or  not?  Denial  is  better  for  us 
than  delay.  If  you  will  aid  us,  do  it  immediately;  if  not, 
say  so,  and  we  will  do  our  own  business  in  our  own  way. 

Sir,  we  must  sweep  these  people  from  existence,  or 
keep  them  peaceable.  The  power  to  make  peace,  and 
to  preserve  it,  and  to  preserve  the  Indians,  is  what  I  want. 
No  one  can  imagine  the  distress  that  an  alarm  on  the  fron- 
tier producer,  without  witnessing  it.  Those  who  are  at 
the  point  of  attack,  flee  with  their  families;  those  next  in 
the  rear,  though  more  secure,  are  not  safe.  No  man  can 
leave  his  own  family  to  help  his  neighbor;  and  the  conse- 
quence is,  that  they  break  up  and  desert  their  homes, 
taking  little  with  them,  and  leave  their  property  to  be  pil- 
laged by  the  dishonest  whites,  as  well  as  the  Indians. 

If  you  will  authorize  the  raising  of  the  corps  which  I 
propose,  we  can  prevent  these  alarms,  give  confidence  to 
the  people,  and  check  or  destroy  the  hostile  Indians. 

The  Senator  from  Illinois,  [Mr.  Kane,]  when  this  bill 


^as  up  the  other  day,  asked  who  knew  that  this  number, 
five  hundred  men,  is  sufficient.  Sir,  all  practical  men 
know  that  five  hundred  men  are  sufficient  to  march  to  any 
point  between  Lake  Michigan  and  the  Mississippi.  Thejr 
will  do  it,  with  or  without  autliority. 

What  is  the  extent  of  the  Indian  country  ?  I  will  tell  you: 
It  is  about  one  hundred  and  thiity  miles  ^ro  ChicagY)  to 
Dixon's  ferry — four  short  days*  march  for  mounted  rifle- 
men. The  real  force  of  tlie  Black  Hawk's  followers  may 
be  fairly  estimated  at  seven  hundred  to  one  thousand  war- 
riors; that  is,  five  hundred  and  fifty  of  his  own  tribe,  two 
hundi'ed  and  fifty  Pottawatamies,  and  a  few  from  other 
tribes.  This  force  is  not  now  dangerous,  but  to  the  de- 
fenceless frontier,  and  will  increase  every  day  until  it  is 
broken  down.     One  energetic  effort  will  crush  it. 

To  oppose  this  man  and  his  force,  we  are  told  that,  on 
the  10th  of  May,  twelve  hundred  and  five  men  were  within 
thirty  or  forty  miles  of  this  banditti.  Why  did  these  men 
not  march  on,  day  and  night,  and  attack  these  Indians,  if 
to  be  found?  We  are  told  that  part  of  our  men  are  in- 
fantry, and  their  baggage  in  boats.  In  tliese  days  of  good 
living,  men  must  have  baggage,  and,  of  course,  live  at 
their  ease.  I  do  not  censure  them  for  this.  It  is  quite  a 
satisfactory  excuse  in  1832;  but,  sir,  !h  1791,  or  1814. 
what  would  have  been  saud  of  sunshine  soldiers?  Let  us 
recur,  for  a  few  moments,  to  days  long  gone  by. 

On  the  23d.  of  May,  1791,  General  Scott  crossed  the 
Oliio  at  the  mouth  of  the  Kentucky,  and  marched  from 
thence  for  Weeontonon,  on  the  Wabash.  It  rained  inces- 
santly, but  he  pressed  forward,  through  an  unbroken  and 
unknown  forest,  crossed  four  large  streams,  the  White 
rivers  and  their  tributaries,  not  in  boats,  but  swam  them  on 
his  horses,  or  on  logs  confined  together — oralis;  and,  on  the 
1st  day  of  June,  he  surprised  the  Indians  at  Weeantonon, 
now  called  Weea,^  killed  some,  and  took  fifty-eight  pri- 
soners. This  town  is  one  hundred  and  fit\y-five  miles 
from  the  Ohio,  where  he  set  out.      • 

But  this  is  not  all.  He  was  now  two  hundred  and  fifty 
miles  from  Lexington,  the  settled  part  of  Kentucky, 
surrounded  by  the  most  numerous  and  warlike  tribes  tlwt 
ever  inhabited  North  America,  then  unbroken  by  defeat, 
not  humbled  and  reduced  by  the  wars  that  have  since 
intervened,  and  not  dispirited  by  the  operations  of  our 
people,  and  ferocious  as  the  native  Indian  is  known  to  be. 
But  General  Scott  had  neither  baggage  nor  boats  to  en- 
cumber him.  Lieutenant  Colonel  Wilkinson  was  de- 
spatched with  three  hundred  and  sixty  men  to  cross  the 
Wabash,  a  large  river,  then  much  swollen  witli  i*ains,  to 
destroy  the  Indian  villages  at  what  they  called  the  Eel 
river,  now  Tippecanoe. 

Colonel  Wilkinson  marched  on  foot,  crossed  the  river, 
surprised  the  Indians,  destroyed  the  town,  and  returned 
with  a  loss  of  three  men,  wounded,  having  marched  on 
foot  thirty-six  miles  in  twelve  days,  fought  a  battle,  and 
burned  a  town.  Tliese  men  were  Kentuckians  com- 
manded by  a  man  that  could  walk  on  foot,  and  swim  a 
river. 

General  Scott  then  returned  to  Lexington,  having 
marched  four  hundred  and  fifty  miles,  burned  four  towns, 
and  killed  many  of  the  enemy,  taken  fifty-eight  prisoners, 
and  conducted  his  prisoners  to  Fort  Steuben,  now  JeflTer- 
sonville. 

In  1791,  Colonel  Wilkinson  was  ordered  by  General 
Washington  to  destroy  the  Indian  villages  on  Eel  river. 
They  set  out  on  the  1st  of  August  from  Fort  Washington, 
now  Cincinnati,  uitli  five  hundred  and  twenty-three  men. 
He  marched  two  days  north  to  make  a  feint  on  the  Miami 
towns,  then  nortliwest;  and  he  tells  us  that,  on  the  7th 
day,  he  crossed  tlie  Wabash  on  the  very  spot  that  be  set 
out  for,  and  next  day  surprised  the  Indians  on  Eel  liver, 
one  hundred  and  eighty  miles  from  Fort  Washington — 
killed  some  of  tlie  Indians,  took  some,  and  pressed  for- 
ward  to  find  the  Pottawatamie  town,  or  Tippecanoe. 
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The  next  day  he  inspected  his  command,  to  find  its  con- 
dition— ^found  two  hundred  and  seventy  lame  horses,  and 
but  five  days'  provisions  in  camp,  two  hundred  and 
twenty  miles  from  Fort  Washington,  surrounded  with  war- 
like tribes,  but  no  baggage,  besides  prisoners.  He  re- 
turned safe,  having  performed  a  march  of  five  hundred 
miles  through  an  almost  unknown  forest,  through  bogs, 
creeks,  and  rivers;  but,  sir,  in  these  days  our  men  forded 
the  rivers,  if  tliey  could  be  forded  well;  but  if  not,  swam 
them,  without  delay,  on  their  horses. 

The  amendment  I  propose  is,  to  authorize  the  Presi- 
dent to  raise,  by  enlistment,  or  by  accepting  volunteers, 
five  hundred  men,  believing  that  number  to  be  sufficient 
for  the  purpose  intended.  But  if  Congress  will  give  us 
one  thousand  men,  I  am  wiUing  to  concede  something  to 
meet  the  views  of  other  Senators.  The  amendment  dif- 
fers but  little  from  the  laws  of  1812  and  1813,  authorizing 
the  raising  of  the  rangers.  Tlie  President  of  tliat  day 
allowed  some  companies  to  elect  their  own  officers,  and 
the  officers  for  other  companies  were  appointed  here,  and 
they  were  directed  to  enlist  tlieir  men.  We  got  some 
good  officers,  and  some  not  so.  These  troops  were  effi- 
cient, and  rendered  vuluable  service.  A' gentleman  now 
here,  who  was  engaged  in  this  service,  can  bear  testimony 
of  their  usefulness. 

Some  Senators  express  fears  that  strangers  will  be  sent 
from  the  East  to  command  us.  Sir,  1  assure  them  tliat 
they  need  have  no  such  fears.  The  President  knows  too 
well  what  is  due  to  himself  and  to  the  Western  people,  to 
send  atiy  one  not  known  to  the  West,  and  who  lives 
amongst  us.  He  will  probably  appoint  a  few  officers,  or- 
ganize the  companies;  but  tlmt  he  will  permit  the  men  to 
nominate  a  part  of  their  own  officers,  I  cannot  doubt. 

The  officers  who  may  be  appointed,  or  elected,  and 
commissioned  under  thiS  law,  will  come  under  the  rules 
and  articles  of  war,  as  far  as  they  will  apply  to  the  nature 
of  the  service.  They  will  be  commissioned  by  the  Pre- 
sident, and  held  responsible,  as  military  men  should  be. 
No  favoritism  can  be  admitted  into  a  military  corps  if  you 
desire  its  efficiency.  They  must  not  depend  upon  popu- 
lar favor,  but  on  their  activity  and  on  their  courage.  If 
they  transgress,  they  can  be  reached  by  the  sentence  of  a 
military  court,  and  be  cashiered,  if  necessary.  Rigid  dis- 
cipline must  be  preserved,  or  notliing  is  to  be  expected 
but  defeat  and  disgrace. 

I  learn  that,  on  the  breaking  out  of  this  war,  many  of 
the  Pottawatamiesand  Miamis  have  applied  to  their  agents 
to  protect  tlxem  from  the  hostile  parties.  1  know  many 
of  them  t6  be  good  men,  with  whom  1  could  live  in  friend- 
ship. 

I  regret,  sir,  that  I  have  been  compelled  to  trouble  you 
80  irequently  upon  this  subject;  but  1  could  not  do  lebs  in 
the  discharge  of  my  duty  to  those  I  have  the  honor  to 
represent  here. 

Messrs.  RODINSON  and  KING  opposed  the  motion, 
which  was  carried — yeas  26. 

Mr.  TIPTON  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  striking 
out  the  amendment  of  the  House,  and  inserting  a  new 
bill,  substantially  as  follows: 

Tliat  the  President  of  the  United  States  be,  and  he  is 
hereby,  authorized  to  raise,  either  by  the  acceptance  of 
volunteers,  or  enlistment  for  one  year,  unless  sooner  dis- 
charged,    mounted  rangers,  to  be  armed,  equipped, 

mounted,  and  organized,  in  such  manner,  and  to  be  under 
such  regulations  and  restrictions,  as  the  nature  of  the  ser- 
vice may,  in  his  opinion,  make  necessary.  v 

Sec.  2.  That  each  of  the  said  companies  of  rangers 
shall  consist  of  one  captain,  one  first,  one  second,  and  one 
third  lieutenant,  five  sergeants,  five  corporals^  and  one 
hundred  privates — the  whole  to  form  a  battalion,  and  be 
commanded  by  a  major. 

Sec.  3.  That  the  said  non-commissioned  officers  and 
priva'es  shall  arm  and  equip  themselves,  unless  other- 


wise ordered  by  the  President,  and  provide  their  own 

horsesi  and  shall  be  allowed  each per  day,  as  a  full 

compensation  for  their  services  and  the  use  of  their  arms 
and  horses.  The  commissioned  officers  shall  receive  the 
same  pay  and  emoluments  as  officers  of  the  same  grade 
in  the  army  of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  4.  That  the  officers,  non-commissioned  officers, 
and  privates,  shall  be  entitled  to  the  same  provision,  in 
case  of  disability  by  wounds  or  otherwise,  as  Is  made  for 
officers,  non-commissioned  officers,  and  privates,  in  the 
regular  army,  and  subject  to  all  the  rules  and  articles  of 
war,  so  far  as  the  same  may  be  applicable. 

Sec.  5.  That  the  officers  shall  be  appointed  by  the 
President,  by  and  with  the  advice  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HAYNE  asked  for  a  division  of  the  question,  so  as 
first  to  take  the  vote  on  striking  out  the  amendment  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  KANE  expressed  his  hope  that  the  Senafe  would 
Jtake  up  the  bill  of  the  House.  He  stated  that  advices 
had  been  received  that  nearly  half  the  effective  militia  of 
Illinois  had  been  called  out,  and  that  the  consequence 
must  be  an  entire  neglect  of  the  crops.  A  prompt  action 
of  Congress  was  called  for.  The  Ind'ans  were  very  hos- 
tile, and  had  committed  nuny  depredations,  and  several 
murders,  attended  by  horrid  barbarities.  He  objected  to 
the  provision  that  the  officers  should  be  appointed  by  the 
President,  by  and  with  the  advice  of  the  Senate.  He 
deemed  it  to  be  of  importance  that  the  volunteers  should 
select  their  ow^n  officers.  Tliey  would  not  volunteer  to 
serve  under  officers  concerning  whom  they  are  ignorant; 
nor  would  they  serve  cheerfully  under  officers  in  the 
election  of  whom  they  had  not  taken  a  part.  The  set- 
tlers on  the  Illinois  frontier  would  not  enlist  for  the  sake 
of  a  little  pay,  or  for  rum  or  whiskey;  they  were  heads 
of  families,  deeply  interested  in  the  efficient  defence  of 
the  frontier,  and  would  not  serve  under  any  officers  in 
whom  they  had  not  entire  confidence. 

Mr.  TIPTON  made  a  few  observations  in  defence  of 
his  amendment,  which  he  said  was  framed  in  the  ex*  l 
words  of  the  act  of  1813.  He  considered  that,  under  a.a 
efficient  officer,  well  acquainted  with  the  mode  of  Indian 
warfare,  a  force  of  five  hundred  men  would  be  better  than 
twice  the  number  under  the  command  of  i  nexperienced  men, 

Mr.  BIBB  referred  to  the  foixe  raised  by  order  of  Gene- 
ral Washington,  in  1793,  to  aid  General  Wayne  in  his  ex- 
pedition againiit  the  Indians,  as  the  most  effective  force 
which  could  be  employed  in  such  service. 

Mr.  HAYNE  expressed  a  hope  that  the  motion  to  strike 
out  would  prevail.  It  was  not  to  be  expected  that  this 
force  could  be  raised  in  time  to  act  during  the  present 
catnpaign.  It  was  for  employment  hereafter.  Now  that 
the  alarm  had  spread  along  the  frontier,  the  citizens  on 
ihe  spot  would  be  sufficient,  for  the  present,  to  repel  the 
invasion.  He  objected  to  the  employment  of  such  troops 
as  were  provided  by  the  amendment  from  the  House: 
militia  to-day,  citizens  to-morrow ;  soldiers  to-<lfty,  farmers 
to-morrow;  hunters  to-day,  any  tiling  to-morrow.  He 
objected  to  these  paper  men,  who  appeared  on  the  roll 
transmitted  to  the  Government  as  an  efficient  body,  and  as 
such  received  their  pay,  while  all  their  duty  consisted  in 
!  going  out  once  or  twice  a  year  on  a  hunting  frolic  iiito  the 
country,  for  which  they  were  to  be  allowed  to  become 
jiensioners  of  the  Government.  He  asked  the  yeas  and 
nays  on  the  motion  to  strike  out,  and  they  were  ordered. 
Mr.  BENTON  said  he  hoped  the  motion  to  strike  out 
;  would  prevail.  He  considered  that  the  troops  provided 
1  by  the  amendment  would  be  more  at  home  than  on  ser- 
vice, and  would  be  of  no  value. 

I      Mr.  ROBINSON  opposed  the  motion  to  strike  out.  It  had 

[been  alleged,  first,  that  the  troops  would  not  serv.c  long 

enough,  and  then  that  tliey  were  paid  longer  than  was 

necessary.     He  stated  that  the  former  objection  was  put 

down  by  the  provision  that  the  scrvico  sliouldbe  for  eight 
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months,  and  longer,  if  the  President  deemed  the  continu- 
ance of  their  services  requisite.  There  could  be  no  ne- 
cessity for  keeping  men  in  service,  when  there  were  no 
Indians  within  a  hundred  miles  of  the  spot.  As  to  the 
remark  of  the  Senator  from  Missouri,  that  this  force  could 
be  worth  nothing-,  he  attributed  it  to  some  heart-burn- 
ings, becatise  the  bill  of  that  Senator  had  been  thrown 
aside — had  been  used  up  in  the  House,  title  and  substance. 
The  men  required  for  the  defence  of  t)ie  frontier  must 
not  be  men  accustomed  only  to  cities,  who  had  spent 
much  of  their  time  in  luxury  and  idleness,  who  had  per- 
haps never  been  on  the  frontier,  and  perhaps  never  on 
horseback.  Put  such  men  on  a  good  horse,  and  it  may 
enable  them  to  make  their  escape,  but  woiUd  be  of  no 
other  service.  He  asked  wiio  were  to  be  defended.  The 
citizens  of  Illinois.  And  the  proper  defenders  would  be 
the  militia  of  Illinois.  And  was  it  intended  to  send  fo- 
reigners to  command  these  militia,  to  lead  those  who  had 
already  shed  their  blood  in  defence  of  the  frontier }  These 
troops  had  their  firesides  and  tiieir  homes  to  defend,  and 
they  would  not  consent  to  be  commanded  by  those  in 
whom  they  had  no  confidence. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  was  in  favor  of  striking  out  the  amend- 
ment of  the  House.  He  was  satisfied  that  the  views  of 
the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  were  the  correct 
views,  and  that  they  had  been  misconceived  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  lllinoiis.  He  coincided  in  the  opinion  that 
the  troops  employed  under  the  provisions  of  the  House 
bill  would  spend  much  of  their  time  in  frolics.  The 
men  required  were  men  who  would  watch  the  ebbs  and 
flows  of  [ndian  warfare,  and  be  prepared  for  it  at  all 
times.  No  one  who  knew  sn\y  thing  of  the  matter  sup- 
posed that  tiie  Indians  made  tlieir  attacks  when  our 
troops  were  best  prepared.  His  experience  told  him 
this  was  an  error,  if  any  one  entertains  it.  In  company 
with  his  colleague  he  had  been  engaged  in  these  wars, 
and  had  pursued  the  Indians  when  the  ice  over  the 
streams  was  sufficiently  strong  to  bear  bis  horse.  He 
considered  the  volunteers  as  a  much  more  efficient  force 
than  the  infantry  garrisons  for  which  they  were  to  be  sub- 
stituted. The  infantry  knew  nothing  of  guns,  except  the 
musket;  they  were  unacquainted  with  the  rifle,  and  fired 
without  aim.  The  Indians  would  come  up  inside  the  range 
of  the  artillery,  so  as  to  render  the  guns  useless.  They 
would  find  their  way  into  the  fort;  fix  their  fires,  and  burn 
the  fort;  and,  instead  of  the  army  defending  the  country, 
the  militia  would  have  to  turn  out  and  save  the  army.  He 
had  every  confidence  in  the  gentleman  from  Indiana.  He 
knew  well,  and  highly  appreciated  his  ability.  A  princi- 
pal objection  which  had  been  made  against  his  amendment 
was,  that  it  took  away  the  right  of  election  of  officers, 
and  that  it  was  in  opposition  to  democratic  principles.  He 
was  a  democrat  himself,  but  he  would  only  have  demo- 
cracy in  its  proper  place;  and  democracy  in  a  camp  he 
considered  as  much  out  of  place  as  a  parson  in  a  gTogshop. 
In  a  camp,  there  must  be  strict  discipline,  arbitniry  rule. 
He  censured  the  manner  in  which  the  mihtia  had  been  led 
into  the  ambuscade  of  the  Indians  in  the  late  conflict;  ex- 
pressed a  deep  feeling  for  the  people  of  Illinois,  and  con- 
sidered it  to  be  tlie  common  duty  to  give  her  prompt  and 
efficient  aid. 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  CHAMBEHS,  the  question 
was  taken,  and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Buckner,  Clayton,  Ellis, 
Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuyscn,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks, 
Hill,  Holmes,  Knight,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore, 
Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Seymour, 
Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Troup,  'I'vler,  VVaggaman, 
Webster.— oO. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bibb,  Chambers,  Dudley,  Forsyth, 
Kane,  King,  Hobinson,  Buggies,  Silsbee,  Tazewell, 
White— 11. 

So  the  motion  to  strike  out  ua«<  agreed  to. 


On  motion  of  Mr.  HENDRICKS,  the  first  blank  in  the 
amendment  of  Mr.  Tiptoh  was  then  filled  with  the  wordt 
*<8ix  hundred,"  and  the  second  with  the  words*' one 
dollar." 

Mr.  KING  moved  to  strike  out  the  last  section,  relative 
to  the  appointment  of  officers  by  the  President  and  Senate^ 
but,  on  an  explanation  that  the  officers  elected  by  the 
vohmteers  would  be  commissioned,  he  witlidrew  his  motion. 

The  amendment  of  Mr.  Tiptoit  was  then  agreed  to, 
and  reported  to  the  Senate,  and  the  Senate  concurred 
therein. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  TAZEWELL,  the  Senate  then  pro- 
ceeded to  the  consideration  of  executive  business. 


Fbidat,  Juirs  15. 
TARIFF  PETITIONS. 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN  presented  a  petition  from  citi- 
zens of  Orange  county,  New  Jersey,  against  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  protecting  duties.  He  stated  that  the  people 
of  New  Jersey  were  especially  interested  in  the  manu- 
facture of  hats,  and  fabrics  from  leatlicr  and  wood,  the 
protective  duties  on  which  had  remained  as  they  were 
settled  by  the  tariff*  of  1816.  The  project  of  the  Secre- 
tary  of  the  Treasury  reduced  the  duty  on  hats  from  thirty 
to  twenty  per  cent.,  a  reduction  which  would  be  ruinous 
to  the  domestic  manufacturer;  and  the  whole  of  the  pro- 
ject presented  a  most  ruinous  commentary  on  the  protect- 
ive system.     He  moved  to  lay  the  petition  on  the  table. 

Mr.  SMITH  rose  to  correct  what  he  called  the  extra- 
ordinary coloring  given  to  the  project  of  the  Secretary. 

The  CHAIR  reminded  the  Senator  that  he  was  out  of 
order;  and 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN  offered  to  withdraw  his  mo- 
tion, to  allow  him  to  proceed;  but 

Mr.  SMITH  declined  to  go  into  any  discussion. 

PUBLIC  LANDS. 

Mr.  DICKERSON,  pursuant  to  notice,  moved  to  post- 
pone the  preceding  orders,  and  take  up  the  bill  reported 
by  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  to  appropriate,  for  a 
limited  time,  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands.  He  re- 
minded the  Senate  that  this  was  one  of  the  subjects  which 
had  been  sent  to  the  CommKtee  on.  Manufactures,  and 
it  was  sent  thither  against  the  wishes  and  the  protest  of 
the  members  of  tliat  committee.  There  was  but  one  in- 
dividual on  that  committee  from  the  West,  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky,  and  he  understood  the  subject  weU. 
That  Senator  had  drawn  up  the  report,  and  prepared  the 
bill.  In  making  tliis  motion,  therefore,  he  sought  no  op- 
portunity for  himself  to  state  any  views  on  the  subject, 
but  to  give  an  opportunity  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
and  the  gentlemen  on  the  opposite  «de  of  the  question, 
to  give  their  views. 

Mr.  SMITH  hoped  that  the  orders  would  not  now  be 
postponed,  as  the  Senator  from  Alabama,  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  was  absent. 

Mr.  CLAY  expressed  a  hope  that  this  subject  would 
not  only  be  acted  on  promptly  but  definitively.  But  he 
was  not  desirous  to  urge  the  taking  up  the  bill  at  this 
moment.  He  was  willing  to  wait  until  twelve  o'clock,  or 
until  to-morrow,  if  it  was  more  convenient  for  the  action 
of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  suggested  that  perhaps  the  mo6t 
agreeable  course  would  be  to  call  up  the  bill,  and  then 
to  lay  it  on  the  table,  to  betaken  up  on  some  fixed  day;  be 
would  say  on  Monday. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  that  he  certainly  would  not  have 
made  the  motion,  had  he  seen  that  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands  was  not  in  his  seat.  He  had 
no  objection  to  take  up  the  bill,  and  then  to  lay  it  on  the 
table,  and  make  it  the  order  of  the  day  for  Monday. 

Mr.  CLAY  suggested  Tuesdav, 

Mr.  BENTON  named  Monday. 
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Mr.  CLAY  Mud  he  lud  no  objection  to  take  it  up  to- 
day, or  to>morrow.  Indeed,  he  would  prefer  that  disposi- 
tion of  the  subject.  Bat  if  it  was  to  oe  postponed  till 
next  week,  he  would  prefer  Tuesday,  as  he  understood 
that  many  members  of  the  Senate  would  not  be  in  their 
seats  on  Monday. 

The  motion  to  postpone  the  orders,  and  take  up  the 
bill,  was  then  ag^reed  to. 

Mr.  POIND£XT£R  moved  to  postpone  the  further 
consideration  of  the  bill  till  Tuesday. 

Mr.  HOLMES  inquired  of  the  Chair  if  the  bill  would 
fltand  as  put  on  the  special  orders  if  postponed  and  made 
the  special  order  for  Tuesday.     - 

The  CHAIR  stated  that  there  was  a  joint  resolution 
oflTered  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio,  which  had  been  made 
the  special  order  for  that  day,  and  would  therefore  be  en- 
titled to  precedence. 

Mr.  EWING  then  stated  that,  although  he  desired  to 
brings  his  resolution  before  the  Senate  as  early  as  possible, 
he  would  consent  to  postpone  it  to  the  present  question. 

The  bill  was  then  laid  on  the  table,  and  made  the 
special  order  for  Tuesday. 

INSOLVENT  DEBTORS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  MARCY,  the  Senate  then  proceeded 
to  consider  the  bill  in  addition  to  an  act  entitled  an  act  for 
the  relief  of  insolvent  debtors  of  the  United  States. 

An  amendment  had  been  reported  to  the  bill  from  the 
House,  by  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  to  strike  out 
part  of  the  second  section,  and  insert  a  substitute. 

BIr.  MARCY  stated  that  the  object  of  the  first  section 
was  to  enable,  the  Government  to  carry  into  effect  the 
law  of  1831.  The  construction  put  on  the  term  <*  insol- 
vent debtor''  by  the  Attorney  General,  was  that  the  debtor 
must  have  declared  insolvent  by  the  law  of  the  State.  It 
was  therefore  thoug^ht  that  the  provision  sliould  be  enlarg- 
ed, and  such  was  the  object  of  the  second  section. 

The  second  section  provides  that  if  the  property  of  the 
debtor  shall  not  be  round,  the  debtor  may  yet  be  dis- 
charge!. It  had  been  previously  supposed  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  could  not  dischargee  the  debtor, 
untoss  he  had  obtained  some  property.  It  had  also  been 
made  a  condition  that  the  debtor  must  have  been  discharg- 
ed from  imprisonment  for  his  other  debts.  In  some  of 
the  States  there  is  no  imprisonment  for' debt;  and  in  some 
cases  the  United  States*  debt  is  the  only  one  which  the 
debtor  owes.  The  aroemlment  reported  by  the  com- 
mittee is  intended  to  meet  such  cases.  There  had  been 
some  doubt  as  to  what  were  insolvent  laws.  He  consi- 
dered all  as  such  which  gave  release  to  debtors  without 
the  full  payment  of  their  debts. 

Mr.  HOLMES  said  that,  in  some  States,  there  were  no 
insolvent  laws  eo  nomine;  and,  tlierefore,  the  term  "  insol- 
vent law"  might  not  be  sufficiently  definite.  He  would 
move  to  amend  the  bill  by  introducing  the  words  *<  or 
laws  for  the  discharge  of  poor  debtors  ^om  prison." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to,  and  the  amendment,  as 
amended,  was  agreed  to. 

After  some  further  amendments,  the  bill  was  ordered 
to  a  third  reading;  soon  after  which, 

Mr.  WILKINS  moved  that  the  vote  Uken  on  the  bill 
just  ordered  to  a  third  reading  be  reconsidered.  He 
said  his  object  for  moving  a  reconsideration  of  the  vote  on 
the  bill  was  owing  to  a  proviso  from  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives, in  the  second  section,  which  had  been 
amended  in  the  Judiciary  Committee,  by  striking  out, 
and  a  substitute  inserted,  which  had  just  been  agreed  as 
forming  part  of  the  bill.  He  wished  to  have  the  section 
rejected  altogether  as  unnecessary.  The  bill  of  last  ses- 
sion purported  to  give  relief  to  "insolvents,*'  not  con- 
templating the  construction  now  given  to  it;  but  the  At 


benefit  of  the  law,  to  have  been  discharged  as  an  insolvent 
in  his  own  State,  and  thus  t(f  have  gone  through  all  the 
forms  of  the  State  law.  To  relieve  the  debtor  of  the 
United  States  from  this  form,  which  the  phraseology  of 
the  bill  had  lef^  for  construction,  it  had  again  been  brought 
before  Congress.  The  subsUtute  which  had  been  inserted, 
was  nothing  more  than  a  modification  of  the  proviso  from 
the  House;  and  it  was  agreed  in  their  committee  that  the 
vote  should  be  taken  on  it  especially.  But  the  bill  had 
been  read,  somehow  overlooking  this  determination.  By 
the  law,  as  it  stood,  it  was  necessary  that  the  debtor  should 
have  been  imprisoned  and  discharged  in  his  own  State  as 
a  debtor;  or  the  debt  due  the  United  States  to  be  such  as 
if  due  to  the  State  in  which  he  resided,  he  would  be'entitled 
to  a  discharge  from.-  His  [Mr.  W.'s]  object  was  to 
do  away  with  this  altogether.  There  was  no  necessity  for 
the  unfortunate  debtor  to  be  thus  harassed;  the  law  of 
last  year  was  sufficiently  rigid,  and  subjected  the  person 
to  the  closest  scrutiny,  that  rendered  it  uncalled  for«that 
he  should  be  previously  harassed,  his  feelings  tortured, 
and  exposure  of  his  private  affairs  made  in  his  own  State. 
The  scrutiny  which  the  law  of  last  year  allowed,  indepen- 
dent of  a  previous  investigation,  was  such  as  would  not 
be  required  of  a  debtor  under  the  laws  of  Pennsylvanm. 
He  thought  this  enactment  to  go  through  such  ordeal  in 
his  own  State,  was  unwise  in  the  extreme;  the  appoint- 
ment of  assignees,  &c.,  with  the  expenses  attending  the 
same,  only  exhausted  his  funds,  and  lefl  the  less  chance 
for  any  thing  to  be  obtained  by  the  United  States. 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN  expressed  hiniself  in  favor  of 
the  reconsideration,  and  in  accordance  witli  the  opinions 
which  had  just  been  uttered. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  felt  a  good  deal  of  regret  in  legishiting 
on  the  question  this  year.  It  had  been  well  and  maturely 
considered  last  session;  and  had  been  managed  by  a  dis- 
tinguished and  experienced  gentleman  in  the  other  House, 
[Mr.  BucHAifAv,]  now  absent  from  the  country,  and 
passed  under  his  auspices.  He  was  opposed  to  the  change 
which  had  been  nuide  in  the  law;  it  was  no  criterion  to  go 
by  the  insolvent  laws  of  the  different  States,  in  deciding 
who  was  entitled  to  be  discharged  from  debt  due  to  the 
United  States.  In  some  of  the  States,  the  insolvent  laws 
were  extremely  loose;  in  others,  they  had  none.  Thus 
the  enactment  operated  unequally  with  respect  to  United 
SUtes' debtors,  if  their  own  State  laws  were  to 'be  the 
test.  In  consequence  of  this,  in  the  bill  of  last  year,  it 
was  thought  better  to  make  a  kind  of  s3mop8is  of  a  bank- 
rupt law  between  the  debtor  and  the  United  States,  with- 
out any  reference  to  his  peculiar  State  law.  A  construc- 
tion not  intended  by  the  framersof  the  law,  had  been  put 
on  the  word  '*  insolvent;"  and,  to  obviate  this,  it  had  ag^in 
come  before  Conjpess;  but,  in  amending  it,  they  had  gone 
further,  and  lefl  it  as  a  matter  of  course  that  every  per- 
son who  was  entitled  to  a  discharge  in  his  own  State, 
should  have  the  benefit  of  this  act.  He  preferred  the 
original  bill  as  it  was,  leaving  the  decision  in  the  hands  of 
commissioners,  in  place  of  Uiat  of  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment, or  the  Attorney  General,  to  say  who  was  entitled 
to  its  operation. 

Mr.  MARCY  briefly  explained. 

Mr.  HAYNE  was  of  the  committee  that  had  inserted 
the  clause;  he  was  willing  it  should  be  stricken  out,  if 
gentlemen  who  were  friendly  to  such  a  measure  thought  it 
would  militate  against  the  debtors  unfairly.  He  was  averse 
to  the  detaining  of  debtors  where  there  was  no  fraud,  and 
where  they  were  unable  to  pay.  It  only  detracted  so 
much  from  the  labor  and  energy  which  they  would  other- 
wise contribute  to  the  country. 

Afler  some  further  remarks  from  Mr.  WILKINS,  Ifr. 
SMITH,  and  Mr.  WEBSTER,  the  last  of  whom  sug- 
gested that,  if  they  disagreed  to  the  amendment  of  the 


torney  General  had  put  a  meaning  to  the  phrase  entirely!  House,  it  would  be  better,  without  passing  any  amend 
technical;  that  it  was  necessary  for  the  person,  to  get  the(  ment  themselves,  to  have  a  conference. 

Vox,.  VIII.— 69 
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haemal  ImpravtmaUs,'--Spajf6r^9  Pute/a.^Pftaident*  Foe  Simile.        [Juirs  16,  18,  18S2. 


Mr.  MARCTmored,  on  recoDaidcrinr  their  Tote,  to 
strike  out  the  nibstitute  to  the  afncndmentTrom  the  House. 
The  oroviio  inierted  bj  the  Houie  was  alio  stricken  out; 
and  the  bill  was  then  ordered  to  a  third  reading^. 

Satvedat,  Juvs  16. 
INTERNAL  IMPROVEMENTS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BENTON,  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  bill  grsLntjng  certain  public  lands  to  the  State 
of  Missouri,  for  the  purposes  of  internal  improvement 

The  amendment  made  in  committee  to  insert  the  States 
of  Mississippi  and  Louisiana,  was  agreed  to,  and  the  ques- 
tion on  the  engrossment  of  the  bill  was  put,  and  carried  in 
the  affirmative. 

[A  little  discussion  took  place  during  the  consideration 
of  the  bill,  in  which  Mr.  JOHNSTON,  Mr.  WEBSTER, 
Mr.  WAGGAMAN,  Mr.  HOLMES,  Mr.  FORSYTH,  Mr. 
BENTON,  and  Mr.  POINDEXTER  took  part.  It  was 
stated  that  the  four  other  new  States  had  received  grants 
of  public  lands,  while  the  States  included  in  the  bill  had 
received  no  donations  eithar  in  money  or  lands.  The  pre- 
sent  donation  was  asked  for  the  purpose  of  making  some 
improvements  of  great  importance  to  the  whole  people  of 
the  Union,  and  not  exclusively  beneficial  to  the  States  to 
which  the  lands  were  granted.] 

On  motion  of  Mr.  MOORE,  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  bill  supplementary  to  an  act  making  appro- 
priations for  the  improvement  of  the  Tennessee,  Coosa, 
Cahawba,  and  Black  Warrior  rivers. 

There  was  some  discussion  on  this  bill,  which  waF  finally, 
on  motion  of  Mr.  CLAY,  laid  on  the  table  until  Tuesday, 
to  allow  time  for  examination. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  FORSYTH,  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business. 


States  would  come  in  equally  for  their  share,  would  move 
(giving  the  friends  of  the  bill  then- choice)  that  the  bill  be 
postponed  till  that  day  week,  or  be  lud  on  the  table,  to  be 
again  called  up. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  was  sorry  to  see  the  great  opposi- 
tion now  exhibited  to  the  hill,  when,  on  a  former  day,  it 
had  been  ordered  to  the  present  fitage  almost  unanimous- 
ly. It  indicated,  he  thought,  an  unfriendly  feefing  to  the 
Southern  States.  He  denied  that  any  former  grants  had 
yet  been  made  to  any  of  those  States.  He  asserted  that 
the  grants  now  sought  would  only  put  them  on  an  eauality, 
with  the  other  new  States,  after  which  they  would  then 
be  entitled  to  their  proper  share  under  the  proposed  bill. 

Mr.  CLAY  replied  to  Mr.  JoBKSTOir  and  Mr.  Ponmcx- 
Tsm.  He  protested  against  tike  doctrine  advanced  else- 
where, that  the  new  States  had  the  right  to  all  the  lands 
within  their  limita,  as  the  doctrine  of  those  who  would 
play  the  demagogue.  The  public  lands,  when  these 
States  were  created,  were  the  property  6f  the  United 
States.  They  were,  and  are,  the  property  of  the  whole  com- 
munity, purchased  by  the  common  treasure  and  blood  of  all. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  alluded  to  tlie  use  of  the  word  ••de- 
magogue" by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky.  The  doc- 
trine was  one  advanced  by  a  Senator  of  Indiana,  a  gentle- 
man whose  opinion  had  always  been  deemed  worthy  of 
respect  and  consideration.  Such  denunciation  was  un- 
called for,  and,  he  thought,  was  extremely  unkind  to  the 
State  of  Indiana. 

Mr.  CLAY  explained.  He  had  not  before  denounced 
such  opinions,  but  be  did  so  now,  as  baseless,  bottomlesa, 
and  untenable,  come  whence  they  would,  from  Legisla- 
ture or  elsewhere.  But  he  had  not,  in  his  former  remarks^ 
spoken  of  such  doctrine  as  broached  in  this  Senate,  in  the 
other  House,  or  as  that  of  any  individual,  but  as  adtictrine 
urged  by  many  out  of  dcmrs. 

Messrs.  POINDEXTER  and  JOHNSTON  were  oppos- 
ed to  any  postponement,  and  wished  for  an  explicit  vote 
on  the  question. 

Mr.  SMITH  would  vote  in  favor  of  the  proposition.  He 
would  prefer  this  mode  to  that  of  yearly  appropriations 
being  asked  for  by  these  States  for  the  improvement  of 
this  and  that  river;  leaving  the  disposition,  in  this  case,  to 
the  States  themselves. 

Mr.  BUCKNER,  after  some  remarks,  in  which  he  ex- 
pressed his  opinion  that  the  bill  was  capable  of  much  im- 
provement, moved  tltat  it  be  laid  on  the  table. 

The  question  was  taken  by  yeas  and  nays,  on  the  motion 
of  Mr.  WAGGAMANf  when  the  motion  to  lay  on  the 
table  was  carried,  yeas  27,  nays  13,  ss  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell, .  Brown,  Bucknt- r.  Chambers^ 
Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Foot,  Forsyth. 
Frelinghuysen,  Hayne,  Hill,  Holmes,  Knight,  Mang^m, 
Marcy,  Miller,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Seymour,  bilabee, 
Sprague,  Tomlinson,  Tyler,  Wilkins. — ^27. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  John- 
ston, King,  Moore,  Polndexter,  Rob  bins,  Robinson,  Smith* 
Tazewell,  Waggaman,  White. — 13. 

So  the  bill  was  laid  on  the  table. 

PRESIDENT'S  FAC  SIMILE. 

Mr.  KING  moved  that  the  Senate  take  up  the  bill  to 
provide  for  the  appointment  of  a  recorder  or  tbe  Patent 
Office;  which  was  agreed  to-^y^as  16,  nays  9. 

The  question  was  on  a  motion  of  Mr.  Clat  to  recon- 
»der  the  vote  bv  which  the  aunendment  of  Mr.  FomarrB, 
(substituting  a  (ac  simile  of  the  President's  signature,  in- 
stead of  appointing  an  officer  to  sign  tbe  land  patents,}  was 
rejected. 

The  bill  was  again  laid  on  tlie  table,  by  common  con- 
sent, to  wait  fur  a  reply  to  a  resolution  sent  some  days  ago 
to  the  General  Land  Office,  calling  forinlbrmation. 

The  Senate  then,  on  motion  of  Mr.  QLAY,  proceeded 


MOKDAT,   JURX   18. 

SPAFFORD'S  PATENT. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  for  the 
relief  of  Horatio  Gates  Spafibrd. 

This  bill  provides  for  granting  letters  patent  to  the  pe- 
titioner, permitting  him  to  ftle  bisspccifications  among  the 
confidential  archives  of  the  State  Department,  to  remain 
there  for  one  year.  It  ^a«i  stated  that  the  object  of  the 
discovery  was  to  add  fourfold  power  to  tbe  steam  engine; 
and  the  principles  of  the  invention  were  declared  to  be 
new  and  of  the  utmost  efficiency  and  value,  by  the  attesta- 
tions of  many  gentlemen  of  practical  science.  The  bill 
was  opposed  on  the  ground  of  its  anomalous  character,  of 
the  ignorance  under  which  Congress  were  acting  in  grant- 
ing this  privilege.  As  tlie  bill  came  from  the  House,  it 
permitted  the  specification  to  remain  four  years  a  secret. 
Mr.  MARCY  moved  to  strike  out  four  years,  and  insert 
one  year,  which  prevailed.  The  bill. was  then  ordered  to 
be  read  a  third  time,  by  tbe  following  vote: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton, 
Didlasy  Dudley,  Frelinghuysen*  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  King,  Knight,  Marcy,  Miller, 
Moore,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Rugglea, 
Seymour,  Smith,  Tomlinson,  Troup,  Wilkin8.-^28. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Dickerson, 
Ellis,  Foot,  Forsyth,  Hendricks,  Mangum,  Robinson, 
Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tyler,  Webster,  White.-^16. 

The  bill  granting  to  the  States  of  Missouri,  Missisuppi, 
and  Louisiana,  five  hundred  thousand  acres  of  land  each, 
for  the  purposes  of  internal  improvement,  was  read  a  third 
time. 

The  subject  was  discussed  by  Messrs.  FOOT,  JOHN- 
STON, BENTON,  FRELINGHUYSEN,  CHAMBERS, 
HENDRICKS,  CLAY,  and  BUCKNER. 

Mr.  CLAY,  after  some  remarks  relative  to  the  bill  for 
the  future  disposal  of  the  public  lands,  which  was  fixed 
for  Tuesday,  by  which^  if  passed  into  a  lav»  those  three]  to  consider  the  bill  in  addition  to  an  act  granidng  aid  to 
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IHehmond  Petiticn.'^Harbor  BiU.^~PubUe  Lands, 


[Sbvatb. 


Al&bam*  for  the  improvement  of  the  TenneMee,  Coom, 
Cahawba,  and  Black  Warrior  riverib 

The  bill  was  amended,  on  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER, 
■o  as  to  place  the  business  under  the  control  of  the  Legia* 
lature  or  Alabama. 

The  bill  yras  reported  as  amended,  and  wii  then  order- 
ed to  be  engrossed,  and  read  a  tliird  time. 


TUSSDAT,  Jvvs  19. 

As  soon  as  the  journal  had  been  read,  a  message  was 
received  from  the  House  of  Representatires,  1)y  their 
Clerk,  notifying  the  Senate  of  the  death  of  Chaxlss  C. 
JoHirsTox,  a  member  of  that  House  from  the  State  of 
Virginia,  and  that  his  funeral  would  take  place  in  the  af- 
ternoon at  half  past  three  o'clock. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  TYLER,  the  Senate  then  adopted  the 
following  resolution: 

Jieaokid,  Thattiie  Senate,  as  a  mark  of  respect,  will  at- 
tend the  funeral  of  the  Hon.  Charlks  C.  Johitston,  a 
member  of  Congi'ess  from  V ir^nia,  this  day,  at  half  past 
three  o'clock;  and,  as  an  additional  mark  of  respect,  that 
the  Senators  will  ^  into  mourning,  by  wearing  crape  on 
the  left  arm  for  thirty  days. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  TAZEWELL,  it  was  then 

Ordered,  Tliat  when  the  Senate  adjourns,  it  adjourn  to 
meet  at  half  past  three  o'clock. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  TAZEWELL, 

llie  Senate  then  adjourned. 

Wkdkxsdat,  Jusrx  20. 

RICHMOND  PETITION. 

Mr.  TYLER  presented  the  petition  of  citizens  of  Rich- 
mond, praying  an  appropriation  for  the  removal  of  ob- 
structions in  James  nver;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Commerce.  On  presenting  this  memorial,  Mr. 
T.  took  occasion  to  express  his  constitutional  objections 
to  the  g^ntinj^  of  the  prayer  of  the  memorial.  He  stated 
that,  in  his  opmion,  it  would  be  an  absurd  proposition  to 
my  that  Congress  had  a  rig^t  to  expend  money  in  the  im- 
provement of  the  bed  of  a  river,  by  which  a  circuitous  navi- 
gation ccrald  be  obtained,  and  had  no  right  to  make  an  ex- 
penditure on  a  canal  running  laterally.  He  considered  it 
would  be  an  odious  discrimination  which  entitled  a  town 
•ituated  below  the  fidls  to  the  privilege  of  an  appropria- 
tion, and  excluded  one  which  was  situated  above  tne  ndb. 
He  considered  such  discrimination  as  founded  on  no  prin- 
ciple of  justice,  juid  therefore  as  odious. 

HARBOR  BILL. 

Mr.  WILKINS  moved  to  postpone  the  orders,  to  take 
up  the  bill  firom  the  House  making  appropriations  for  cer- 
tain internal  improvements. 

Mr.  WILKINS  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  mo- 
tion; which  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  decided  as  follows; 

YEAS.— MessA.  Bell,  Chambers^  Clay,  Clayton*  Dal- 
las, Dickerson,  Dudley,  Foot,  Forsyth,  Freljnghuysen, 
Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  Knight,  Marcy,  Nau- 
dain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Seymour, 
Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman, 
Webster,  Wilkins.--30. 

NAYS.— -Messrs.  Brown,  Buckner,  Ellis,  Grundy, 
Hayne,  Hill,  King,  Mangum,  Miller,  Moore,  TaxeweU, 
Troup,  Tyler,  White.— 14. 

The  various  amendments  to  the  bill  were  then  taken 
up,  and  the  appropriations  for  the  commencement  of  new 
vorks  were  stricken  out,  on  motion  of  Mr.  FORSYTH, 
who  stated  that  the  committee  deared  to  confine  the  pro- 
visions of  the  bill  to  such  works  as  had  been  already  com- 
menced. 

Some  appropriations  also,  which  were  contained  in  other 
bills,  were  atricken  out. 


Mr.  FORSYTH  moved  so  to  amend  the^ill  as  to  place, 
both  the  appropriations  for  the  Cumberland  road  under 
the  superintendence  of  an  officer  of  engineers;  which  waa 
agreed  to. 

The  amendments  recommended  by  the  committee  hav- 
ing been  gone  through, 

Mr.  FORSYTH  moved  to  strike  out  the  appropriation 
of  thirty  thousand  dollars  for  the  improvement  of  the 
Cumberland  river.  He  stated  it  to  be  his  object  to  strike 
out  all  new  objects,  and  such  of  the  others  as  had  not 
been  previously  surveyed  by  the  direction  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  opposed  the  motion  to  strike  out,  and 
made  some  statements  to  show  the  extent  of  the  com- 
merce carried  on  through  that  river. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays;  which 
were  ordered. 

Mr.  CLAY  expressed  a  desire  to  say  a  few  words  on  the 

Suestton,  but  be  was  not  prepared  to  do  so  to-day.     He 
lerefore  moved  to  lay  the  bill  on  tlie  table. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

PUBLIC  LANDS. 

The  special  orders  of  the  day  being  called  by  the 
CHAIR, 

Mr.  FORSYTH  moved  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
conuderation  of  executive  business^  ana  asked  for  the 
yeas  and  nay^;  which  were  ordered. 

Mr.  CLAY  considered  the  motion  ankind,  at  this  mo- 
ment, as  there  was  na  pressing  occasion  to  ro  into  execu- 
tive session  to-day,  and  as  another  subject  (the  land  bill) 
was  made  the  special  order  for  to^v.  He  hoped*  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures  would  be  heard. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  reminded  the  Senate  of  the  repeated 
promises  made  to  him  to  go  into  executive  business.  He 
considered  that  business  as  being  at  least  as  important  aa 
the  subject  now  deured  to  be  brought  up  for  considera- 
tion. He  iaked  if  gentlemen  could  suppose  that  the 
subject  of  the  public  lands  could  be  diaposed  of  to-day, 
or  to-morrow,  or  the  next  day,  when  the  conflicting  re- 
ports of  two  intelligent  committees  were  to  be  examined 
and  discussed.  He  asked  how  much  time  was  likely  to  be 
consumed  in  settling  a  question  involving  the  territory  of 
so  nnany  States,  when  so  much  time  was  occupied  by  the 
Senate  in  settling  the  affairaof  a  little  corporation. 

Mr.  CLAY  nid  he  had  received  this  motion  to-daj 
with  other  feelings  than  surprise;  feelinn  which  his  re- 
spect for  the  Senate  would  not  permit  biro  to  express. 
When  buttness  of  little  moment  was  before  the  Senate  on 
Monday,  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  made  no  motion  to 
go  into  executive  4>usiness.  Why  did  he  not  make  his 
motion  on  that  occasion'  Mr.  C.  then  adverted  to  the 
manner  in  which  this  subject  of  the  public  lands  had  been 
forced  upon  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  and  had 
been  sent  to  another  committee.  The  Senate  could  put 
an  end  to  the  discussion  of  the  subject  whenever  they 
pleased,  if  it  should  be  carried  to  too  great  a  length. 
But  he  claimed  the  right  of  the  committee  to  beheara  in 
defence  of  their  report.     It  was  due  to  them  in  fairness. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  replied  that  he  felt  indifference  to 
the  feelings  to  which  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  had  re- 
ferred, but  bad  not  expressed.  As  to  his  conduct  in  not 
moving  on  Monday  to  go  into  executive  business,  he  left 
it  to  another  Senator  to  do  him  justice. 

Mr.  WHITE  then  stated  that  the  Committee  had  de- 
volved it  upon  him  to  nutke  the  motion  on  Monday  to  go 
into  executive  business,  and  that  he  was  prevented  from 
making  it  by  the  discussion  which  took  place  that  day. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  then  stated  that  he  was  thus  excul- 
pated from  the  charce  of  remissness  of  duty  on  Monday. 
He  defended  himself  against  the  crime  of  having  voted  to 
send  this  subject  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  after 
the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Manofitctures.    It  ap- 
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peared  A*om  the  statement  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
that  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  only  asked  to  be 
heard,  after  thetr  report  had  been  sent  by  thousands  to 
the  public,  in  explanation  of  the  report;  and  that  they  did 
not  ask  for  action  on  the  subject.  The  Senator  from  Ren- 
lucky  said  the  Senate  could  hear  the  explanation,  and 
then  could  lay  the  subject  on  the  table. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  the  Senator  from  Virginia  could  not  be 
more  indifferent  to  any  unexpressed  sentiments  of  his,  than 
he  was  to  any  of  the  sentiments  of  the  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia, whether  expressed  or  unexpressed.  The  private 
understanding  between  tliat  Senator  and  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  could  not  be  known  to  the  Senate.  Sereral 
subjects  were  taken  up  on  Monday,  and  there  was  suffi- 
cient opportunity  to  make  the  motion  then,  and  which  had 
been  now  made.  And  now  that  members  bad  come  here 
prepared  to  go  into  the  subject,  the  Senator  from  Virginia 
had  made  his  motion.  He  disclaimed  having  thrown  out 
the  idea  that  the  subject  was  not  to  be  acted  on,  after  the 
explanation  bad  been  given,  and  restated  what  he  had 
said.  He  reminded  the  Senate  that  the  report  was  sent 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands  by  a  majority  of 
one  vote,  and  the  reference  could  have  been  denied,  had 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  given  his  vote  another  way. 
He  stated  that  this  reference  was  contrary  to  all  congres- 
sional practice,  as  far  as  his  experience  enabled  him  to 
decide.  He  expressed  a  hope  that  the  Senate  would  take 
up  the  subject  of  the  public  lands,  and  suffer  the  other 
business  to  stand  over. 

Mr.  WHITE  explained,  and  repeated  that  it  was  the 
wish  of  the  committee  to  go  into  executive  business  on 
Monday,  and  it  had  been  his  intention  to  make  the  motion, 
but  for  the  reason  he  had  already  given.  The  committee 
wished  to  dispose  of  the  executive  business,  and  he  would 
then  go  with  pleasure  into  any  other  business  when  that 
should  be  settled. 

Mr.  MILLEK  said  lie  was  in  favor  of  the  principles  in 
the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  but  he  was 
opposed  to  the  bill,  and  was  ready  to  do  any  thing  to  kill 
the  bill.  He  had  voted  to  give  an  opportunity  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands  to  examine  the  subject,  and 
to  present  their  views,  and  he  was  now  willing  to  permit 
the  Committee  on  Manufactures  to  reply  to  the  exposition 
of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands.  He  stated  tliat  as 
the  executive  subject,  which  had  been  so  long  lingering 
here,  had  been  interrupted,  he  would  rote  against  going 
into  executive  session. 

Mr.  KING  said  he  should  vote  against  taking  up  the 
subject  of  the  public  lands,  and  in  favor  of  going  into 
executive  business.  The  subject  of  the  public  lands  bad 
been  pushed  through  to  the  point  which  it  had  now  reach- 
ed; and  he  was  opposed  to  puttine  aside  other  business, 
to  take  up  a  subject  which,  mstead  of  being  disposed  of 
in  two  or  three  days,  would,  if  the  state  of  the  session 
would  permit,  occupy  two  or  three  weeks. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  stated  tliat  the  Senate  were  wasting 
the  day  in  a  discussion  of  no  utility.  The  Senate  had  been 
engaged  on  a  very  important  bill,  when  the  motion  was 
made  to  lay  it  on  the  table,  in  order  to  take  up  the  sub- 
ject of  the  public  lands.  If  a  motion  had  been  made  to 
lay  on  the  table  any  bill  in  order  to  go  into  executive 
business,  it  would  have  been  deemed  discourteous  in  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  to  have  interposed  his  motion. 
It  was  equally  discourteous  to  interpose  a  motion  to  go 
into  executive  business;  and  this  kind  of  discourtesy  he 
had  never  witnessed  before  since  he  had  been  in  the  Se- 
nate. 

Mr.  FOBSYTH  disclaimed  any  idea  of  doing  injustice 
to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  or  acting  unkindly  towards 
him,  in  his  motion  to  go  into  executive  business.  It  was 
entirely  to  be  referred  to  the  importance  of  the  unfinished 
b\isiness  in  executive  session. 

Mr.  POIND  KXTER  said  he  had  intended  to  vote  to  go 


into  executive  business;  but,  as  the  Senate  had  laid  th« 
bill  in  relation  to  internal  improvements  on  the  table, 
with  an  implied  assent  that  the  subject  of  the  public  lands 
should  be  taken  up,  be  should  now  vote  to  go  into  this 
subject. 

Mr.  MOORE  said  he  should  vote  against  gmng  into  ex- 
ecutive session,  althougli  he  should  vote  against  the  bill. 
He  adverted  to  the  immense  audience  which  had  been 
collected  for  the  purpose  of  hearing  the  debate  set  for  to- 
day; and,  although  he  made  no  pretensions  to  gallantry 
himself,  be  was  not  disposed  to  disappoint  the  expecta- 
t4ons  of  such  an  audience. 

Mr.  DUCKNER  said  that,  being  opposed  to  the  mea- 
sure, he  would  have  voted  aeainst  taking  up  the  mea- 
sure in  any  form,  and  be  should  therefore  vote  for  goings 
into  executive  business.  He  repeated  what  had  been 
said  as  to  the  time  which  the  subject  of  the  public  lands ' 
would  occupy. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  Mr.  Fokstth's  motion^ 
and  negatived  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Bockner,  Dal- 
las, Dudley,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Ilayne,  Hill,  Kane, 
King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Robinson,  Smith,  Sprague,  Taze- 
well, Troup,  White— 21. 

NAYS.---Messrs.  Bell;  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dick- 
erson,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks,  Holmes» 
Johnston,  Knight,  Miller,  Moore,  Naudain,  Poindexter» 
Prentiss,  Robbms,  Seymour,  Silsbec,  Tipton,  Tomlinson, 
Tyler,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins.— 26. 

The  CHAIR  then  called  up  the  resolutions  offered  by 
Mr.  Ewiifo,  as  the  first  on  the  list  of  special  orders. 

On  motion  of  Blr.  EWING,  the  resolutions  were  laid  on 
the  table. 

PUBLIC  I*ANDS. 

The  Senate  then  took  up  tlie  bill  to  appropriate,  for  a 
limited  tiine,  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands;  and  the 
amendments  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands 
were  read. 

Mr,  POINDEXTER  moved  an  amendment,  giving' 
500,000  acres  to  each  of  the  States  of  Misaouri,  Miasis- 
sippi,  and  Louisiana;  whicii  was  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  CLAY  then  rose,  and  said  tliat,  in  rising  to  address 
the  Senate,  he  owed,  in  the  first  place,  the  expression  of 
his  hearty  tlianks  to  the  majority,  by  whose  vote>  just 
^iven,  he  was  indulged  in  occupying  the  floor  on  this  most 
important  question.  He  was  happy  to  see  tliat  the  days 
when  sedition  acts  and  gar  laws  were  in  force,  and  when 
screws  were  applied  for  the  suppression  of  the  freedom 
of  speech  and  debate,  were  not  yet  to  return;  and  that, 
when  the  consideration  of  a  great  question  had  been  spe* 
cially  assigned  to  a  particukr  day,  it  was  not  allou'ed  to 
be  arrested  and  thrust  aside  by  an  unexpected  and  un> 
precedented  parliamentarv  manoeuvre.  The  decision  of 
the  majority  demonstrated  that  feelings  of  liberality  and 
courtesy  arid  kindness  stiU  prevailed  in  the  Senate,  und 
that  they  would  be  extended  even  to  onC  of  the  humblest 
members  of  the  body;  for  such,  he  assured  the  Senate, 
he  felt  himself  to  be.* 

It  may  not  be  amiss  again  to  allude  to  the  extraordinary 
reference  of  the  subject  of  the  public  lands  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Manufactures.  I  have  nothing,  said  Mr.  C, 
to  do  witli  the  motives  of  honorable  Se/iators  who  com- 
posed the  majority  by  which  that  reference  was  ordered. 
The  decorum  proper  in  this  Hall  obliges  me  to  conader 
their  motives  to  have  been  pure  and  patriotic.     But  still 

•  Thi*  cultjcct  had  bteu  cei  duwn  for  iUm  daf.  It  wa»  g^nenllv 
expected,  ill  and  out  uf  the  Seimtc,  thai  it  wuuld  be  t«ken  up,  aim 
lltat  Mr.  CLAY  would  uddrvM  the  Senate.  The  merobrm  wrn-  gv- 
iMrrally  in  ttieir  scau,  and  the  ptlkrry  aud  lobbkt  crowded.  At  ilie 
cuttuQiiiry  hour  be  niovid  that  the  tutycci  |H-mltii(  tboijld  be  liiid 
I  Oil  the  table,  lu  take  up  the  laitd  bill.  It  mas  ordered  accuid.nrly. 
At  thi«  |>oint  (ir  time,  Mr.  FORSYTH  made  a  motion,  «ap|iurt(d  by 
Mr.  TAZ£W£LL,  that  the  Seiiaie  pix>cecd  to  exrcutivv  btt«iiK'M. 
'I'he  motion  «a«oirirruled. -£(/if»i'f. 
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I  roust  be  permitted  to  regard  the  proceeding  as  very  un- 
usual. The  Senate  has  a  standing  Committee  on  Pub- 
lic Lands,  appointed  under  long  established  rules.  The 
members  of  that  committee  are  presumed  to  be  well  ac- 
quainted with  the  subject;  they  have  some  of  them  oc- 
cupied the  same  station  for  many  years,  are  well  versed 
in.  the  whole  legislation  on  the  public  lands,  and  fiimiliar 
with  every  branch  of  it^and  four  out  of  five  of  them  come 
from  the  new  SUtes.  Yet,  with  a  full  knowledge  of  all 
these  circumstances,  a  reference  was  ordered  by  a  ma- 
jority of  the  Senate  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  a 
committee  than  which  there  was  not  another  standing 
committee  of  the  Senate  whose  prescribed  duties  were 
more  incongi'uous  with  the  public  domain.  It  happened, 
in  the  constitution  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures, 
that  there  was  not  a  solitary  Senator  from  the  new  States, 
and  but  one  from  any  Western  Slate.  We  had  earnestly 
protested  aninst  the  reference,  and  insisted  upon  its  im- 
propriety; but  we  were  overruled  by  the  majority,  in- 
cluding a  majority  of  Senators  from  the  new  States.  I 
will  nut  attempt  an  expression  of  the  feelings  excited  in 
my  mind  on  that  occasion.  Whatever  may  have  been  the 
intentfon  of  honorable  Senators,  1  could  not  be  insensi- 
ble to  the  embarrassment  in  which  the  Committee  on  Ma- 
nufactures was  placed,  and  especially  myself.  Although 
any  other  member  of  that  committee  would  have  render- 
ed himself,  witli  appropriate  researches  and  proper  time, 
more  competent  than  I  was  to -understand  the  subject  of 
the  public  lands,  it  was  known  that,  from  my  local  posi- 
tion, I  alone  was  supposed  to  have  any  particulai'.know- 
ledge  of  them.  Whatever  emanated  from  the  commit- 
tee was  likely,  therefore, -to  be  ascribed  tome.  If  tiie 
committee  should  propose  a  measure  of  great  liberality 
towards  the  new  States,  the  old  States  might  complain. 
If  the  measure  should  seem  to  lean  towards  the  old  States, 
the  new  might  be  dissatisfied.  And  if  it  inclined  to  nei- 
ther class  of  States,  but  recommended  a  plan  according 
to  which  there  would  be  distributed  impartial  justice 
among  all  the  States,  it  was  far  from  certain  that  any 
would  be  pleased. 

Without  venturing  to  attribute  to  honorable  Senators 
the  purpose  of  producing  this  personal  embarrassment, 
I  felt  it,  as  a  necessary  consequence  from  their  act,  just 
as  much  as  if  it  had  been  in  tlieir  contemplation.  Never* 
tiieless,  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  cheerfully  en- 
tered  upon  the  duty  which,  against  its  will,  was  thus 
signed  to  it  by  the  Senate.  And,  for  the  causes  already 
noticed,  that  of  preparing  a  report,  and  suggesting  some 
measure  embracing  the  whole  subject,  devolved  in  the 
committee  upon  roe.  The  general  features  of  our  land 
mtem  were  strongly  impressed  on  my  memory;  butl 
found  it  necessary  to  re-examine  some  of  the  treaties, 
deeds  of  cession,  and  laws  which  related  to  the  acquisi- 
tion and  administration  of  the  public  lands;  and  then  to 
think  of,  and,  if  possible,  strike  out,  some  project,  which, 
without  inflicting  injury  upon  any  of  the  States,  mig^t 
deal  equally  and  justly  with  all  of  them.  The  report 
and  bill  submitted  to  the  Senate,  af\er  having  been  pre- 
viously sanctioned  by  a  majority  of  the  committee,  were 
the  results  of  this  consideration.  The  report,  with  the 
exception  of  the  principle  of  distribution  which  concludes 
it,  obtained  the  unanimous  concurrence  of  the  Committee 
on  Manufactures. 

The  report  and  bill  wei-e  hardly  read  in  the  Senate  be- 
fore they  were  violently  denounced.  And  they  were 
not  considered  by  the  Senate  before  a  proposition  was 
made  to  refer  the  report  to  that  very  Committee  on 
Public  Lands,  to  which,  in  the  first  instance,  I  contended 
the  subject  ought  to  have  been  assigned.  It  was  in  vain 
that  we  remonstrated  against  such  a  proceeding,  as  un- 
precedented, as  implying  unmerited  censure  on  the  Com- 
mittee on  Manufactures,  and  as  leading  to  intermina- 
ble references;  for  what  more  reason  could  there  be  to 


refer  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  to  the 
Land  Committee,  than  would  exist  for  a  subsequent  re- 
ference of  the  report  of  this  committee,  wheii  made,  to 
some  third  committee,  and  so  on  in  an  endless  circled 
In  spite  of  all  our  remonstrances,  the  same  majority, 
with  but  little,  if  any,  variation,  which  had  originally  re- 
solved to  r^fer  the  subject  to  the  Committee  on  Manu^c- 
tures,  now  determined  to  commit  its  bill  to  the  Land 
Committee.  And  this  not  only  without  particular  examina- 
tion into  the  merits  of  that  bill,  but  without  the  avowal 
of  any  specific  amendment  which  was  deemed  necessary! 
The  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  afterihe  lapse  of  some 
days,  presented  a  report,  and  recommended  a  reduction 
of  tlie  price  of  the  public  lands  immediately  to  one  dollar 
per  acre,  and  eventually  to  fif^  cents  per  acre;  and  the 
grant  to  the  new  States  of  fifteen  per  cent,  on  the  nett 
proceeds  of  the  sales,  instead  of  ten,  as  proposed  by  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures,  and  nothing  to  the  old  States. 

And  now,  Mr.  President,  I  desire,  at  this  time,  to  make 
a  few  observations  in  illustration  of  the  original  report;  to 
supply  some  omissions  in  its  composition;  to  say  some- 
thing as  to  the  power  and  rights  of  the  General  Govern- 
ment over  the  public  donuun;  to  submit  a  few  remarks  on 
the  counter  report;  and  to  examine  the  assumptions  which 
it  contained,  and  the  principles  on  which  it  is  founded. 

No  subject  Which  had  presented  itself  to  the  present, 
or  perhaps  any  preceding  Congress,  was  of  greater  magni- 
tude than  that  of  the  public  lands.  There  was  anotlier, 
indeed,  which  possessed  a  more  exciting  and  absorbing 
interest,  but  the  excitement  was  happily  but  temporary 
in  its  nature.  Long  af^er  we  shall  cease  to  be  agitated  by 
the  tariff,  ages  after  our  manufactures  shall  have  acquired 
a  stability  and  perfection  which  will  enable  them  suc- 
cessfully to  cope  with  the  manufactures  of  any  other 
country,  the  public  lands  will  remain  a  subject  of  deep 
and  enduring  interest.  In  whatever  view  we  contemplate 
them,  there  is  no  question  of  such  vast  importance.  As 
to  their  extent,  there  is  public  land  enough  to  found  an 
empire;  stretching  across  the  immense  continent,  from 
the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific  Ocean,  from  the  Gulf  of  Mexico 
to  the  Northwestern  lakes,  the  quantity,  according  to  of- 
ficial surveys  and  estimates,  amounting  to  the  prodigious 
sum  of  one  billion  and  eighty  millions  of  acres!  As 
to  the  duration  of  the  interest  regarded  as  a  source  of 
comfort  to  our  people,  and  of  public  income,  during  the 
last  year,  when  the  greatest  quantity  was  sold  that  ever, 
in  one  year,  had  been  previously  sold,  it  amounted  to 
less  than  three  millions  of  acres,  producing  three  mil- 
lions and  a  half  of  dollars.  Assuming  that  year  as  affording 
the  standard  rate  at  which  the  landi  will  be  annually  sold, 
it  would  require  three  hundred  years  to  dispose  of  them. 
But  the  sales  will  probably  be  accelerated,  from  increased 
population  and  other  causes.  We  may  safely,  however, 
anticipate  that'  long)  if  not  centuries,  after  the  present 
day,  the  representatives  of  our  children's  children  may 
be  deliberating  in  the  HaUs  of  Congress  on  law  s  relating 
to  the  public  lands. 

The  subject,  in  other  points  of  view,  challenged  the 
fullest  attention  of  an  American  statesman.  If  there  was 
any  one  circumstance,  more  than  aH  otliers,  which  distin- 
guished our  happy  condition  from  that  of  the  nations  of 
the  Old  World,  it  was  the  possession  of  this  vast  national 
property,  and  the  resources  which  it  afforded  to  our  peo- 
ple and  our  Government.  No  European  nation  (possibly 
with  the  exception  of  Russia)  commanded  such  an  ample 
resource.  With  respact  to  the  other  republics  of  this 
continent,  we  have  no  information  that  any  of  them  have 
yet  adopted  a  regular  system  of  previous  survey  and  sub- 
sequent sale  of  their  wUd  lands,  in  convenient  tracts,  well 
defined,  and  adapted  to  the  wants  of  all.  On  the  con- 
trary, the  probability  is  that  they  adhere  to  the  ruinous 
and  mad  system  of  old  Spain,  according  to  which  large 
unsurveyed  districts  are  granted  to  favorite  individuals, 
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prejudicial  to  them,   who  often  sink  under  the  incum 
brance,  and'die  in  poverty,  whilst  the  reguhu*  current  of 
emigration  is  checked  axid  diverted  from  its  legitimate 
channels. 

And  if  there  be  in  the  operations  of  this  Government 
one,  which,  more  than  any  oth^r,  dispUys  consummate  wis- 
dom and  statesmanship,  itisthatM'stem  by  whith  the  pub- 
lic Unds  have  been  so  successfully  administered.  We 
should  pause,  solemnly  pause,  before  we  subvert  it.  We 
should  touch  it  hesita.ting'ly,  and  with  the  gentlest  hand. 
The  prudent  management  of  the  public  lands,  in  the  hands 
of  the  Genera]  Government,  will  be  more  manifest  by  con- 
trasting it  wi^  thatof  sevenl  of  the  States,  which  had  the 
disposal  of  larg^  bodies  of  waste  lands.  Virginia  possess- 
ed an  ample  domain  west  of  the  mountains  and  in  the 
present  State  of  Kentucky,  over  and  above  her  munificent 
cession  to  the  General  Government.  Pressed  for  pecuni- 
ary means  by  the  revolutionary  war,  she  brought  her 
wild  lands,  during  its  progress,  into  market,  receiving 
payment  in  paper  money.  Tnere  were  no  previous  surveys 
of  the  waster  lands — no  townships,  no  sections,  no  official 
definition  or  doscription  of  tracts.  Each  purchaser  made 
his  own  location,  describing  the  land  bought  as  he  thought 
proper.  These  locations  or  descriptions  were  often  vague 
and  uncertain.  The  consequence  was,  tliat  the  same 
tract  was  not  unfrequently  entered  various  times  by  difivr- 
cnt  purchasers,  so  as  to  be  literally  shingled  over  with  con- 
flictmg  claims.  The  State,  perhaps,  sold  in  this  way 
much  more  land  than  it  was  entitled  to,  but  then  it  receiv- 
ed notliing  in  return  that  was  valuable;  whilst  the  pur- 
chasers, in  consequence  of  the  clashing  and  interference 
between  their  rights,  were  exposed  to  tedious,  vexatious, 
and  ruinous  litigation.  Kentucky  long  and  severely  suf- 
fered from  this  cause,  and  is  just  emerging  from  the  trou- 
bles brought  upon  her  by  improvident  land  legislation. 
Western  Virginia  has  also  suffered  greatly,  though  not  to 
the  same  extent. 

The  State  of  Georgia  had  large  bodies  of  waste  lands, 
which  she  disposed  of  in  a  manner  satisfactory  no  doubt 
to  herself,  but  astonishing  to  every  one  of  that  common- 
wealth. According  to  her  system,  waste  lands  are  distri- 
buted in  lottenes  among  thepeople  of  the  State,  in  confor- 
mity with  the  enactments  or  the  Legislature.  And  when 
one  district  of  country  is  disposed  of,  as  there  are  manv 
who  do  not  draw  prizes,  the  unsuccessful  call  out  for  fresh 
distributions.  These  are  made,  from  time  to  time,  as 
lands  are  acquired  from  the  Indiansi  and  hence  one  of 
the  causes  of  the  avidity  with  which  the  Indian  lands  are 
sought  It  is  manifest  that  neither  the  present  genera- 
tion nor  posterity  can  derive  much  advantage  from  this 
mode  of  auienating  public  lands.  On  the  contrary,  I  should 
think,  it  cannot  fiil  to  engender  speculation  and  a  spirit 
of  gambling. 

The  State  of  Kentucky,  in  virtue  of  a  compactvith  Vir- 
ginia, acquired  a  right  to  a  quantity  of  public  lands  south 
of  Green  river.  Neglecting  to  profit  by  the  unfortunate 
example  of  the  parent  State,  she  did  not  order  the  country 
to  be  surveyed  previous  to  its  being  offered  to  purchasers. 
Seduced  by  some  of  those  wild  land  projects,  of  which  at 
tJl  times  there  have  been  some  afloat,  and  which  hitherto 
tne  General  Government  alone  has  firmly  resisted,  she  was 
tempted  to  offer  her  waste  lands  to  settlers,  at  different 
prices,  under  the  name  of  head  rights  or  pre-emptions. 
As  the  laws,  like  most  legislation  upon  such  subjects,  were 
somewhat  loosely  worded,  the  keen  eye  of  the  speculator 
soon  discerned  the  defects,  and  he  took  advantage  of 
them.  Instances  had  occurred  of  masters  obtaining  certi- 
ficates of  head  rights  in  the  name  of  their  slaves,  and  thus 
securing  the  land,  in  contravention  of  the  intention  of  the 
Legislature.  Slaves  generally,  have  but  one  name,  being 
called  Tom,  Jack,  Dick,  or  Harry.  To  conceal  the  fraud, 
the  owner  would  add  Black,  or  some  other  cognomination, 
so  that  the  certificate  would  read  Tom  Black,  Jack  Bkck, 


&c  The  gentleman  horn  Tennessee  [Mr.  GmuHDv]  will 
remember,  some  twen^  odd  years  ago,  when  we  were 
both  members  of  the  Kentucky  Legislature,  that  I  took  oc- 
casion to  animadvert  upon  these  fraudulent  practices,  and 
observed  that,  when  the  names  came  to  be  alphabetted, 
the  truth  would  be  tuld,  whatever  might  be  the  language 
of  the  record;  for  the  slph^et  would  read  Black  Tom, 
Black  Harry,  &c.  Kentucky  realized  more  in  her  trea- 
sury than  the  parent  State  had  done,  considering  that  she 
hacl  but  a  remnant  of  public  lands,  and  she  added  smne- 
wbat  to  her  population.  But  they  were  fitr  less  available 
tlian  they  would  have  been  under  a  system  of  previous 
survey  and  regular  sale. 

These  observations  in  respect  to  the  course  of  the  re- 
spectable States  referred  to,  in  relation  to  their  public 
lands,  are  not  prompted  by  any  unkind  feelings  towards 
them,  but  to  show  the  superiority  of  the  land  system  of 
the  United  States. 

Under  the  system  of  the  General  Government,  the  wis- 
dom of  which,  in  some  respects,  is  admitted  even  by  the 
report  of  the  Land  Committee,  the  country  subject  to  its 
operation,  beyond  the  Alleghany  mountains,  has  rapidly 
advanced  in  population,  improvement,  and  prosperity. 
The  example  of  the  State  of  Ohio  was  emphatically  relied 
on  by  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures — ^Ita 
million  of  people,  its  canals  and  other  improvements,  its 
flourishing  towns,  its  highly  cultivated  fields^  all  put  there 
within  less  than  forty  years.  To  weaken  the  force  of  this 
example,  the  land  Committee  deny  that  the  populotioo 
of  that  State  is  principally  settled  upon  public  lands  de- 
rived from  the  General  Government.  But,  Mr.  President, 
with  great  deference  to  that  committee,  I  must  say  that  it 
labors  under  misapprehension.  Three-fourths,  if  not  four- 
fifths,  of  the  population  of  that  State  are  settled  upon 
public  lands  purchased  from  the  United  Ststes,  and  they 
are  the  most  flourishing  parts  of  the  State.  For  the  cor- 
rectness of  this  statement,  1  appeal  to  my  friend  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  Ewure]  near  me.  Ue  knows,  as  well  as  I  do, 
that  the  rich  valleys  of  the  Miami  of  Ohio,  and  the  Mau- 
mee  of  the  Lake,  the  Scioto,  and  the  Muskingum,  are 
principally  settled  by  persons  deriving  titles  to  their  lands 
from  the  United  States. 

In  a  national  point^of  view,  one  of  the  gfreatest  advan- 
tages which  these  public  lands  in  the  West,  and  this  sys- 
tem of  selling  them,  affords,  is  the  resource  which  they 
present  agiunst  pressure  and  want,  in  other  parts  of  the 
Union,  from  the  vocations  of  society  being  too  closely 
filled,  and  too  much  crowded.  They  constantly  tend  to 
sustain  the  price  of  labor,  by  the  opportunity  which  they 
offer  of  the  acquisition  of  fertile  land  at  a  moderate  price, 
and  the  consequent  temptation  to  emigrate  from  those 
parts  of  the  Union  where  labor  may  be  badly  rewarded. 

The  progress  of  settlement,  and  the  improvement  in  the 
fortunes  and  condition  of  individuals,  under  the  opera- 
tion of  this  beneficent  system,  are  as  simple  as  they  are 
manifest  Pioneers  of  a  more  adventurous  character,  ad- 
vancing before  the  tide  of  emigration,  penetrate  into  tlie 
uninhabited  regions  of  the  West.  They  apply  the  axe  to 
the  forest,  which  falls  before  them,  or  the  plough  to  the 
prairie,  deeply  sinking  its  share  in  the  unbroaen  wild 
grasses  in  which  it  abounds.  Thev  build  houses,  plant  or- 
chanls,  enclose  fields,  cultivate  the  earth,  and  rear  up 
families  around  them.  Meantime,  the  tide  of  emigration 
flows  upon  thenr,  their  improved  fiirms  rise  in  value,  a  de- 
mand for  them  takes  place,  they  sell  to  the  new  comers  at 
a  great  advance,  and  proceed  far\^er  west,  with  ample 
means  to  purchase  from  Government,  at  reasonable  pricey 
sufficient  land  for  all  the  members  of  their  families. 
Another  and  another  tide  succeeds  the  first,  pushing  on 
westwardly  the  previous  settlers,  who,  in  their  turn,  sell 
out  their  iarms,  constantly  augmenting  in  price,  until  they 
arrive  at  a  fixed  and  stationary  value.  In  this  way,  thou- 
sands and  tens  of  thouaandi  are  daily  improving  their  cir- 
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eumstftnces,  and  bettering  their  condition.    1  have  often  I  Un,  any  poor  man  may  parcbase  foH|i  acres  of  firat  rate 
witnessed  this  fniitying  progress.     On  tlie  same  farm,  land;  and,  for  less  than  the  wages  of  one  year's  labor,  he 


you  may  sometimes  behold,  standing  together,  the  first 
rude  cabin  of  round  and  unhewn  logs,  and  wooden  chim- 
neys, the  hewed  log  house,  ohinked  and  shingled,  with 
stone  or  brick  chimneys;  and,  lastly,  the  comfortable  brick 
or  stone  dwelling;  eacli  denoting  the  diiferent  occupants 
of  the  farm,  or  the  several  stages  of  the  condition  of  the 
same  occupant  What  other  nation  can  boast  of  such  an 
outlet  for  its  increasing  population,  such  bountiful  means 
of  promoting  thehr  prosperity,  and  securing  their  indepen- 
dence? 

To  the  public  lands  of  the  United  States,  and  especially 
to  the  existing  sj^stem  by  which  they  are  distributed  with 
so  much  regularity  and  equity,  are  we  indebted  for  these 
signal  benefits  in  our  national  conditioiv  And  every  con^ 
lideration  of  duty  to  ourselves  and  to  posterity  enjoins 
that  we  should  abstain  from  the  adoption  of  any  wild  pro- 
ject  that  would  cast  away  this  vast  national  property, 
held  by  the  General  Government  in  sacred  trust  tor  the 
whole  people  of  the  United  States,  and  furl^ids  that  we 
should  rashly  touch  a  system  which  lias  been  so  success- 
fully tested  by  experience. 

It  has  been  only  within  a  few  years  that  restless  men 
have  thrown  before  the  public  tlieir  visionary  plans  for 
squandering  the  public  domain.     With  the  exiKUiig  laws, 
the  great  State  oi  the  West  is  satufied  and  contented.  She 
hasTelt  tlieir  benefit,>nd  grown  great  and  powerful  under 
their  sway.     She  knows  and  testifies  to  tlie  hbendity  of 
the  General  Government  In  the  administration  of  the  pub- 
lic lands,  extended  alike  to  her  and  to  the  other  new  States. 
There  are  no  petitions  from,  no  movements  in,  Ohio,  pro- 
posing vital  and  radical  diaiiges  in  the  .system.     During 
tlie  lung  period,  in  the  House  of  Repres^utatives  and  in  the 
Senate,  that  her  upright  and  unambitious  Citizen,  tlie^tirst 
Representative  of  that  State,  and  afterwards  successively 
Senator  and  Governor,  presided  over  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands,  we  heard  oi  none  of  these  chimerical  schemes. 
All  went  on  smoothly,  and  quietly,  and  safely.     No  man, 
in  the  sphere  wiUiin  which  he  acied,  ever  commanded  or 
deserved  the  imphctt  confidence  of  Congress  more  than 
Jeremiah  Morrow.     There  existed  a  perfect  persuasion 
of  his  entire  impartiality  and  justice  between  the  old  States 
and  the  new.     A  few  avXitan  but  sensible  words,  pronounc- 
ed in  his  plain  Scotch  Irish  dialect,  were  always  sufficient 
to  ensure  the  passage  of  any  bill  or  resolution  which  he 
reported.     For  about  twenty-five  years,  there  was  no  e»- 
srntial  change  in  the  system;  and  tlmt  which  was  at  last 
made,  varying  the  price  of  the  public  lauds  from  two  dol- 
lars, at  which  it  had  all  that  tone  remained,  to  one  dollar 
and  a  quarter,  at  which  it  has  been  fixed  only  about  ten  or 
twelve  years,  was  founded  mainly  on  the  consideration  of 
abohshing  the  previous  credits. 

Assuming  the  duplication  of  our  population  in  terms  of 
twenty-five  years,  the  demand  for  waste  land,  at  the  end 
of  every  term,  will  at  least  be  double  what  it  was  at  the 
eomntencement.  But  the  ratio  of  the  increased  demand 
will  be  much  greater  than  the  increase  of  Uie  whole  popu- 
lation of  the  United  SUtes,  because  the  Western  States 
nearest  to  or  including  the  public  lands  populate  much 
more  rapidly  than  other  parts  of  the  Union:  and  it  will  be 
from  tliem  Uiat  the  greatest  current  of  emigration  will 
flow.  At  this  moment  Ohio,  Kentucky,  and  Tennessee 
arc  the  most  migrating  states  in  the  Union. 

To  supply  tliis  constantly  augmenting  demand,  the  poli- 
cy which  has  hitherto  characterized  the  General  Govern- 
ment, has  been  highly  hberal  both  towards  individuak  and 
the  new  States,  i^rge  tracts,  far  surpassing  the  demand 
of  purchasers,  in  every  climate  and  situation  adapted  to 
the  wants  of  all  pai'ts  of  the  Union,  are  brought  into  the 
market  at  moderate  prices,  the  Government  having  sus- 
tained all  the  expense  of  the  original  purchase,  and  of 
■urvey log,  markiDg,  and  dividing  the  land.    For  fifty  doi- 


may  buy  eighty  acres.  To  the  new  States,  also,  has  the 
Government  been  liberal  and  generous  in  the  grants  for 
schools  and  for  internal  improvements,  as  well  as  in  reduc- 
ing the  debt  contracted  for  the  purchase  of  lands  by  the 
citizens  of  those  States  who  were  tempted,  in  a  spirit  of 
inordinate  speculation,  to  purchase  too  much  or  at  too  hi|^ 
prices.    ' 

Such  is  a  rapid  outline  of  this  invaliuble  national  pro* 
perty-«of  the  system  which  regelates  its  management  and 
distribution,  and  of  the  effects  of  that  system.  We  might 
here  pause,  and  wonder  that  there  should  be  a  disposition 
with  any  to  waste  or  throw  away  this  great  resource,  or  to 
abolish  a  system  which  has  been  fraught  with  so  many 
manifest  advantages.  Nevertheless,  there  are  such,  who, 
impatient  with  the  slow  snd  natural  operation  of  wise 
laws,  have  put  forth  various  pretenmons  and  projects  con* 
ceming  the  public  lands  within  a  few  years  past.  One  of 
these  pretensions  is  an  assumption  of  the  sovereign  right 
of  the  new  States  to  all  the  Lands  within  their  respective 
limits,  to  the  exclusion  of  the  General  Government,  and 
to  the  exclusion  of  all  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
those  ^n  the  new  States  only  excepted.  It  is  my  purpose 
now  to  trace  the  origin,  examine  the  nature,  and  expose 
the  injustice  of  this  pretennon. 

This  pretension  may  be  fairly  ascribed  to  the  proposi- 
tions of  the  gentleman  from  Missouri,  [Mr.  Bkwtok,]  to 
g^raduate  the  public  lands,  to  reduce  the  price,  and  to  cede 
the  '*  refuse'*  lands  (a  term  which,  I  believe,  originated 
with  him)  to  the  States  within  which  they  lie.  Prompt- 
ed, probably,  by  these  propositions,  a  late  Governor  of 
lUiiiois,  unwilling  to  be  outdone,  presented  an  elaborate 
message  to  the  Legislature  of  that  State,  in  which  he 
gravely  and  formally  asserted  the  right  of  that  State  to  all 
the  land  of  the  UnitA'd  States  comprehended  within  its 
limits.  It  must  be  allowed  that  the  Governor  was  a  most 
impartial  Judge,  and  the  Leg^lature  a  most  disinterested 
tribunal,  to  decide  such  a  question. 

The  Senator  from  Missouri  was  chanting,  most  sweetly, 
to  the  tune  ••refuse  lands,"  ••refuse  lands,"  "refuse 
lands,"  on  the  Missouri  side  of  the  Mississippi;  and  the 
soft  strains  of  his  music  having  caught  the  ear  of  his  Ex- 
cellency on  the  Illinois  side,  he  joined  in  chorus,  and 
struck  an  octave  higher.  I'he  Senator  from  Missouri 
wished  only  to  pick  up  some  crumbs  which  fell  from  Un- 
cle Sam's  table;  bot  the  Governor  resolved  to  grasp  the 
whole  loaf.  The  Senator  modestly  claimed  only  an  old 
smoked,  rejected  joint;  but  the  stomach  of  his  Excellency 
yearned  after  the  whole  hog!  The  Governor  peeped 
over  the  Mississippi  into  Missouri,  and  saw  the  Senator 
leisurely  roaming  in  some  rich  pastures,  on  l>its  of  refuse 
land.  He  returned  to  Illinois,  and,  springing  into  tlie 
grand  prairie,  determined  to  claim  and  occupy  it  In  all  Its 
boundless  extent. 

Then  came  the  resolution  of  the  Senator  from  Virginia, 
[Mr.  Taszwxix,]  in  May,  1826,  in  the  following  words: 
••  Retohed,  That  it  is  expedient  for  the  United  SUtes  to 
cede  and  surrender  to  the  several  States,  within  whose 
limits  the  same  may  be  situated,  all  the  right,  title,  and 
interest  of  the  United  States  to  any  lands  lying  and  being 
within  the  boundaries  of  such  States,  respectively,  upon 
such  terms  and  conditions  as  may  be  consistent  with  the 
due  observance  of  the  public  futh,  and  with  the  general 
interest  of  the  United  States. "  The  latter  words  rendered 
the  resolution  somewhat  ambiguous;  but  still  it  contem- 
plated a  cession  and  surrender.  Subsec^uently  the  Sena- 
tor from  Virginia  proposed,  aAer  a  certain  time,  a  gratui- 
tous surrender  of  all  unsold  lands,  to  be  applied  by  the 
Legislature  in  support  of  education,  and  the  internal  im- 
provement of  the  State. 

[Here  Mr.TAZEWELX.  controverted  the  statement.  Mr. 
Clat  called  to  the  Secretary  to  hand  him  the  journal  of 
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April,  1828,  which  he  held  up  to  the  Senate,  and  read 
from  it  the  following: 

«  The  bill  to  fpvduate  the  price  of  the  public  lands,  to 
make  donations  thereof  to  actual  settlers,  and  to  cede  the 
refuse  to  the  States  in  which  they  lie,  being  under  consi- 
deration, 

"Mr.  Taxxweu  moved  to  insert  the  following  as  a  sub- 
stitute: That  the  land  which  shall  have  been  subject  to 
sale  under  the  provinons  of  this  act,  and  shall  remain  un- 
sold for  two  years,  after  having  been  offered  at  twenty- 
five  cents  per  acre,  shall  be,  and  the  same  is,  ceded  to  the 
State  in  which  the  s^me  may  lie,  to  be  applied  by  the 
I^egislature  thereof  in  support  of  education,  and  the  inter- 
nal improvement  of  the  State."] 

Thus,  it  appears,  not  only  that  the  honorable  Senator 
proposed  the  cession,  but  showed  himself  the  friend  of 
education  and  internal  improvements,  by  means  derived 
from  the  General  Government.  For  this  liberal  disposi- 
tion, on  his  part,  1  believe  it  was  tliat  the  SUte  of  >lis- 
souri  honored  a  new  county  with  liis  name.  If  he  had 
carried  his  proposition,  that  Stale  might  well  have  granted 
a  principality  to  him.-  * 

The  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  Illinois,  probably 
produced  by  the  message  oftlie  Governor  already  noticed, 
had  been  presented,  asserting  a  claim  to  the  public  lands. 
And  it  seems  (although  the  Uci  had  escaped  my  recollec- 
tion, until  I  was  remmded  of  it  by  one  of  her  Senators 
[Mr.  HmnnaicKs]  the  other  day)  that  the  L^islature  of 
Indiana  had  instructed  her  Senators  to  bring  forward  a 
similar  claim.  At  the  last  session,  however,  of  the  Le- 
gislature of  that  State,  resolutions  had  passed,  instructing 
her  delegation  to  obtain  from  the  General  Government 
cessions  of  the  unappropriated  public  lands  on  the  most 
favorable  terms.  It  is  clear,  from  this  last  expression  of 
the  will  of  that  Legislature,  that,  on  reconsideration,  it 
believed  the  right  to  the  public  lands  to  be  in  the  Gene- 
ral Government,  and  not  in  the  St^te  of  Indiana.  For,  if 
they  did  not  belong  to  the  General  Government,  it  had 
nothing  to  cede;  if  tiiey  belonged  already  to  the  State,  no 
cession  was  necessary  to  the  perfection  of  the  right  of  the 

State. 

I  will  here  submit  a  pasauig  observation.  If  the  Gene- 
ral Government  had  the  power  to  cede  the  pubbc  lands 
to  the  new-Stat«9,  for  particular  purposes,  and  on  pre- 
scribed conditions,  its  power  must  be  unquestionable  to 
make  some  reservations,  for  similar  purposes,  in  behalf 
of  the  old  States.  Its  power  cannot  be  without  limit  as  to 
the  new  States,  and  circumscribed  and  restricted  as  to  the 
old.  Its  capacity  to  bestow  benefits,  or  dispense  justice, 
is  not  confined  to  the  new  States,  but  is  co-extensive  with 
.  the  whole  Union.  It  may  grant  to  all,  or  it  can  grant  to 
none.  And  this  comprehensive  eijuity  is  not  only  in  con- 
formity with  the  spirit  ol'  the  cessions  in  the  deeds  from 
th^  ceding  States,  but  is  expressly  ei\joined  by  the  terms 
of  those  deeds. 

Such  is  the  probable  origin  of  the  .pretension  which  1 
have  been  tracmg;  and  now  let  us  examine  its  nature  and 
foundation.  The  argument  in  behalf  of  the  new  States 
b  founded  on  the  notion  that,  as  the  old  States,  upon  com- 
ing out  of  the  revolutionary  war,  had  or  cUiimeda  right  to 
all  the  lands  within  their  respective  limiu;  and  as  the  new 
States  have  been  admitted  into  the  Union  on  the  same 
footing  and  condition,  in  all  respects,  with  the  old,  there- 
fore they  are  entitled  to  all  the  waste  lands  embraced 
within  their  boundaries.  But  the  argument  forgeU  that 
all  the  revolutionary  States  had  not  waste  lands;  tJiat  some 
had  but  verv  little,  and  others  none.  It  forgets  tliat  the 
right  of  the' States  to  the  waste  lands  within  their  UmiU 
was  controverted;  and  that  it  was  insisted  that,  as  they  had 
been  conquered  in  a  common  war,  waged  with  common 
means,  and  attended  with  general  sacrifices,  the  public 
lands  bhould  be  held  for  the  common  benefit  of  all  the 
States.     It  forgets  that,  in  consequence  of  this  right,  as- 


serted ini>ehalf  of  the  whole  Union,  the  States  that  con- 
tained any  large  bodiea  of  waste  lands,  (and  Virginia, 
particularly,  that  had  the  most,)  ceded  them- to  the  Union 
for  the  equal  benefit  of  all  the  Sutes.  It  forgets  that  the 
very  equality  which  is  the  basis  of  the  argument  would 
be  totally  subverted  by  the  adroisnonofthevalidity  of  the 
pretension.  For  how  would  the  matter  then  stand?  The 
revolutionary  States  will  have  divested  themselves  of  the 
larg^  districts  of  vacant  lands  which  they  contained,  for 
the  common  benefit  of  all  the  States,  and  those  same  lands 
will  enure  to  the  benefit  of  the  new  States  exclusively. 
There  will  be,  on  the  supposition  of  the  validity  of  the 
pretention,  a  reversal  of  the  condition  of  the  two  classes 
of  States.  Instead  of  the  old  having,  as  is  alleged,  the 
wild  lands  which  they  included  at  the  epoch  of  the  revo- 
lution, they  will  have  none,  and  the  new  States  all.  And 
this  in  the  name  and  for  the  purpose  of  equality  among 
all  the  members  of  the  confederacy!  What,  especially, 
would  be  the  situation  of  Virginia?  She  magnanimously 
ceded  an  empire  in. extent  for  the  common  benefit.  And 
now  it  is  proposed  not  onlv  to  withdraw  that  empire  from 
the  object  of  its  solemn  dedication  to  the  use  of  all  the 
States,  but  to  deny  her  any  participation  in  it,  and  appro- 
priate it  exclusively  to  the  benefit  of  the  new  States 
carved  out  of  it. 

If  the  new  States  had  any  right  to  the  public  lands, 
in  order  to  produce  the  very  equality  contended  for,  they 
ought  forthwith  to  cede  that  right  to  the  Union,  for  the 
common  benefit  of  all  the  States.  Having  no  such  right, 
they  ought  to  acquiesce  cheerifully  in  an  equality  which 
does,  in  fact,  now  exist  between  them  and  the  old  States. 

The  Committee  on  Manufactures  has  clearly  sliown 
Uiat,  if  the  right  were  recognised  in  the  new  States, 
now  existing,  to  the  public  lands  within  their  limits,  each 
of  the  new  States,  as  they  might  hereafter  be  successively 
admitted  into  the  Union,  would  have  the  same  right;  and 
consequently  that  the  pr^ension  under  examination  em- 
braces, in  effect,  the  whole  public  doqnain,  that  is,  a  billion 
and  eighty  millions  of  acres  of  land.  ^ 

The  right  of  the  Union  to  the  public  lands  is  incontesta- 
ble. It  ought  not  to  be  considered  debatable.  It  never 
was  questioned  but  by  a  feW,  whose  monstrous  heresy,  it 
was  probably  supposed,  would  escape  animadversion  from 
the  enormity  of  the  absurdity,  and  the  utter  impractica- 
bility of  the  success  of  the  claim.  The  right  of  the  whole 
is  sealed  by  the  blood  of  the  revolution,  founded  upon  so- 
lemn deeds  of  cession  from  sovereign  States,  deliberately 
executed  in  the  face  of  the  world,  or  resting  upon  national 
treaties  concluded  with  foreign  Powers,  on  ample  equi- 
valents contributed  fVom  the  common  treasury  of  the  peo- 
ple of  the  United  SUtes. 

This  right  of  the  whole  was  stamped  upon  the  face  of 
the  new  States  at  the  very  instant  of  their  parturition. 
They  admitted  and  recognised  it  with  their  first  breath. 
They  hold  their  stations,  as  members  of  the  confederacy. 
in  virtue  of  that  admission.  The  Senators  who  flit  here, 
and  the  members  in  the  House  cf  Representativeii  from 
the  new  States,  deliberate  in  Congress  with  other  Sena- 
tors and  Representatives,  under  that  admission.  And, 
since  the  new  States  came  into  being,  they  have  recog^- 
nised  this  right  of  the  General  Government  by  innumera- 
ble acts: 

By  their  concurrence  in  the  passage  of  hundreds  of 
laws  respecting  the  public  domain,  founded  upon  the  in- 
contestable right  of  the  whole  of  the  States; 

By  repeated  applications  to  extinguish  Indian  titles,  and 
to  survey  the  lands  which  they  covered; 

And  by  solicitation  ai>d  acceptance  of  exten»ve  grants 
from  the  General  Government  of  the  public  lands. 

The  existence  of  the  new  States  is  a  falsehood,  or  the 
right  of  all  the  States  to  the  public  domain  is  an  undenia- 
ble truth.  They  have  no  more  right  to  the  public  lands 
within  their  partfeular  jurisdictions,  than  oth«r  St^ea  bar* 
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to  the  mint,  the  forts  and  arsenals,  or  public  ships  within 
theirs;  or  than  the  people  ofthe  District  of  Columbia  have 
to  this  magnificent  capitol,  in  whose  splendid  halls  we  now 
deliberate. 

The  equality  contended  for  between  all  the  States  now 
exists.  The  public  lands  are  now  held,  and  ought  to  be 
held  and  administered  for  the  common  benefit  of  all.  I 
hope  our  fellow-citizens  of  Illinois,  Indiana,  and  Missouri, 
will  reconsider  the  matter;  that  they  will  cease  to  take 
counsel  from  demagoc^ues  who  would  deceive  them,  and 
instil  erroneous  principles  into  their  ears;  and  that  they 
will  feel  and  acknowledge  that  their  brethren  of  Ken- 
tucky and  of  Ohio,  and  of  all  the  .States  in  the  Union, 
have  an  equal  right  with  the  citizens  of  those  three  States 
in  the  public  lands.  If  the  possibility  of  an  event  so  dire- 
ful as  a  severance  of  this  Union  were  for  a  moment  con- 
templated, and,  what  would  be  the  probable  consequence 
of  such  an  unspeakable  calamity,  three  confederacies 
were  formed  out  of  its  fragments,  do  you  imagine  that 
the  Western  confederacy  would  consent  to  the  States 
including  the  public  lanJs,  holding  them  exclusively  for 
themselves?  Can  you  imagine  that  tlie  States  of  Ohio, 
Kentucky,  and  Tennessee  would  quietly  renounce  their 
right  in  all  the  public  lands  west  of  them?  No,  sir!  No, 
sir!  They  would  wade  to  their  knees  in  blood  before 
they  would  make  such  an  unjust  and  ignominious  sur- 
render. 

But  this  pretension,  unjust  to  the  old  Slates,  unequal 
as  to  all,  would  be  injurious  to  the  new  States  themselves, 
in  whose  behalf  it  has  been  put  forth,  if  it  were  recogf- 
nised.  The  interest  oT  the  new  States  is  not  confined  to 
the  lands  within  their  limits,  but  extends  to  the  whole  bil- 
lion and  eighty  millions  of  acres.  Sanction  the  claim, 
however,  and  they  are  cut  down  and  restricted  to  that 
which  is  included  in  their  own  boundaries.  Is  it  not 
better  for  Ohio,  instead  of  the  five  millions  and  a  half— 
for  Indiana,  instead  of  the  fifteen  millions— or  even  for 
Illinois,  instead  of  the  thirty-one  or  thirty-two  millions — 
or  Missouri,  instead  of  the  thirty-ei|^ht  nulliona — within 
their  respective  limits,  to  retain  their  interest  in  those 
several  quantities,  and  also  retain  their  interest,  in  com- 
mon with  the  other  members  of  the  Union,  in  the  count- 
less millions  of  acres  that  lie  west,  or  northwest,  beyond 
them? 

I  will  now  proceed,  Mr.  President,  to  consider  the  ex- 
pediency of  a  reduction  of  the  price  of  the  public  lands, 
and  the  reasons  assigned  by  the  Land  Committee  in  their 
report  in  favor  of  that  measure.  They  are  presented 
there  in  formidable  detail,  and  spread  out  under  seven  dif- 
ferent heads.  Let  us  examine  them:  The  first  is«  "be- 
cause the  new  States  have  a  clear  right  to  participate  in 
the  benefits  of  a  reduction  of  the  revenue  to  the  wants 
of  the  Government,  by  getting  tlie  reduction  extended  to 
the  article  of  revenue  chiefiy  used  by  them."  Here  is  a 
renewal  of  the  attempt,  made  early  in  the  session,  to  con- 
found the  public  lands  with  foreign  imports,  which  was 
so  successfully  exposed  and  refuted  by  the  report  of  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures.  Will  not  the  new  States 
participate  in  any  reduction  of  the  revenue,  in  Common 
witli  the  old  States,  without  touching  the  public  lands  ^ 
As  far  as  they  are  consumers  of  objects  of  foreign  imports, 
will  they  not  equally  share  the  benefit  with  the  old  States? 
What  right,  over  and  above  that  equal  participation^  have 
the  new  States  to  a  reduction  of  tlie  price  of  the  public 
lands?  As  States,  what  right,  much  less  what  « clear 
right,"  liave  they  to  any  such  reduction?  In  their  sove- 
reign or  corporate  capacity,  what  right?  Have  not  all  the 
stipulations  belween  them,  as  States,  and  ihe  General  Go- 
vernment, been  fully  complied  widi?  Have  the  people 
within  tlie  new  States,  considered  distinct  from  the  States 
themselves,  any  right  to  such  reduction?  Whence  is  it 
derived  ?  They  went  there  in  pursuit  of  their  own  happi- 
ness.  They  bought  lands  from  the  public^  because  it  was 
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their  interest  to  make  the  purchase,  and  they  enjoy  them. 
Did  they,  because  they  purchased  some  land,  which  they 

{)ossess  peacefully,  acquire  any,  and  what  right,  in  the 
and  which  they  did  not  buy?  But  it  may  be  argued  that, 
by  settling  and  improving  these  lands,  the  adjacent  pub- 
lic lands  are  enhanced.  True,  and  so  are  their  own. 
This  enhancement  of  the  public  lands  was  not  a  conse- 
quence which  they  went  there  to  produce^  but  was  a  col- 
lateral effect,  as  to  which  they  were  passive.  The  public 
does  not  seek  to  avail  itself  of  this  augmentation  in  value, 
by  augmenting  the  price.  It  leaves  that  where  it  was{ 
and  the  demand  for  reduction  is  made  in  behalf  of  those 
who  say  tl\eir' labor  has  increased  the  value  of  the  public 
lands,  and  the  claim  to  reduction  is  founded  upon  the  fact 
of  enhanced  value.  The  public,  like  all  other  landhold- 
had  a  right  to  anticipate  that  the  sale  of  a  part  would 
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communicate,  incidentally^  greater  value  upon  the  residue. 
And,  like  all  other  land  proprietors,  it  has  the  ri^ht  to  ask 
more  for  that  residue,  but  it  does  not;  and,  for  one,  I 
should  be  as  unwilling  to  disturb  the  existing  price  by 
augmentation  as  by  reduction.  But  the  public  lands  ii 
the  article  of  revenue  which  the  people  of  the  new  States 
chiefly  consume.  In  another  part  of  this  report,  liberal 
pfrants  of  the  public  lands  are  recommended,  and  the 
idea  of  holding  the  public  lands  as  a  source  of  revenue 
is  scouted,  because  it  is  said  that  more  revenue  could  be 
collected  from  the  settlers,  as  consumers,  than  from  the 
lands.  Here,  it  see;ns  tliat  the  public  lands  are  the  arti- 
cle of  revenue  chiefly  consumed  by  the  liew  States. 

With  respect  to  lands  yet  to  be  sold,  they  are  open  to 
the  purchase,  alike  of  emigrants  from  tlie  <ud  States,  and 
settlers  in  the  new.  As  the  latter  have  most  generally 
supplied  themselves  with  lands,  the  probability  is  that  the 
emigrants  are  more  interested  in  the  question  of  reduction 
than  the  settlers.  At  all  events,  there  can  be  no  peculiar 
right  to  such  reduction  existing  in  the  new  States.  It  is  a 
question  common  to  all,  and  to  be  decided  in  reference  to 
the  interest  of  the  whole  Upion. 

2.  *<  Because  the  public  debt  being  now  pud,  the 
public  lands  are  entirely  released  from  the  pledge  they 
were  under  to  that  object, "and  are  free  to  receive  a  new 
and  liberal  destination,  for  the  relief  of  the  States  in  which 
they  lie." 

The  payment  of  the  public  debt  is  conceded  to  be  near 
at  hand;  and  it  is  admitted  that  tlie  public  lands,  being 
liberated,  may  now  receive  a  new  and  liberal  destination. 
Such  an  appropriation  of  their  proceeds  is  proposed  by  the 
bill  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Manafactures»and  which 
I  shall  hereafter  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  more  par- 
ticularly to.  But  it  did  not  seem  just  to  that  committee 
that  this  new  and  liberal  destination  of  them  should  be  re- 
stricted  *<for  the  relief  of  the  States  in  which  they  lie" 
exclusively,  but  should  extend  to  aU  the  States  indis- 
criminately, upon  principles  of  equitable  Mistribution. 

3.  <<  Because  nearly  one  hundred  millions  of  acres  of 
the  land  now  in  market  are  the  refuse  ofsales  and  donations, 
through  a  long  series  of  years,  and  are  of  very  little  actual 
vidue,  and  only  fit  to  be  g^ven  to  settlers^  or  abandoned  to 
the  States  in  which  they  lie." 

According  to  an  ofiicial  statement,  the  total  quantity 
of  public  land  which  had  been  surveyed  up  to  tne  3l8t 
of  December  last  was  a  little  upwards  of  152,000,000 
acres.  Of  this,  a  large  proportion,  perhaps  even  more 
than  the  100,000,000  acres  stated  in  the  land  report,  has 
been  a  long  time  in  market  The  entire  quantity  which 
has  ever  been  sold  by  the  United  States,  up  to  the  same 
day,  afler  deducting  lands  relinquished  and  lands  reverted 
to  the  United  States,  according  to  an  official  statement 
also,  is  25,242,590  acres.  Thus,  after  the  lapse  of  thirty- 
six  years,  during  which  the  present  land  system  has  been 
in  operation,  a  little  more  than  twent;^-five  millions  of 
acres  have  been  sold,  not  averaging  a  million  per  annum, 
and  upwards  of  one  hundred  miuiona  of  the  surveyed  lands 
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remain  to  be  wld.  The  ■argument  of  the  report  of  the 
Land  Committee  assumes  that  "nearly  one  hundred  mil- 
lions are  the  refuse  of  sales  and  donations,**  are  of  very 
little  actual  value,  and  only  fit  to  be  gfiven  to  settlers,  or 
abandoned  to  the  States  in  which  they  lie. 

Mr.  President,  let  us  define  as  we  go;  let  us  analyze. 
What  do  the  LAnd  Committee  mean  by  **  refuse  land?" 
Do  they  mean  worthless,  inferior,  rejected  land,  which 
nobody  will  buy,  at  the  present  Government  price?  Let 
us  look  at  facts,  and  nuke  them  our  guide.  The  Govern- 
ment is  constantly  pressed  by  the  new  States  to  bring  more 
and  more  land  into  the  market;  to  extinguish  more  In- 
dian titles;  to  survey  more.  The  new  States  themselves 
are  probably  urged  to  operate  upon  the  General  Govern- 
ment by  emigrants  and  settlers  who  see  still  before  them, 
in  Ukeir  progress  west,  other  new  lands  which  they  desire. 
The  General  Government  yields  to  the  solicitations.  It 
throws  more  land  into  the  market,  and  it  is  annually  and 
daily  preparing  additional  surveys  of  fresh  lands.  It  has 
thrown,  and  is  preparing  to  throw,  open  to  purchasers  al- 
ready one  hundred  and  sixty-two  millions  ot  acres.  And 
now,  because  the  capacity  to  purchase,  in  its  nature  limit- 
ed by  the  growth  of  our  population,  is  totally  incompe- 
tent to  absorb  this  immense  quantity,  the  Government  is 
called  upon,  by  some  of  the  very  persons  who  urged  the 
exhibition  of  this  vast  amount  to  sale,  to  consider  all  tliat 
remains  unsold  as  refuse!  Twenty-five  millions  in  thirty- 
six  years  only  are  sold,  and  all  the  rest  is  to  be  looked 
upon  as  refuse!  Is  this  right?  If  there  had  been  five 
hundred  millions  in  market,  there  probably  would  not 
have  been  more,  or  much  more,  sold.  But  I  deny  the  cor- 
rectness of  the  conclusion,  that  it  is  worthless,  because 
not  sold.  It  is  not  sold,  because  there  were  not  people  to 
buy  it.  You  must  have  gone  to  other  countries,  to  other 
worlds,  to  the  moon,  and  drawn  from  thence  people  to 
buy  the  prodigious  quantity  which  you  offered  to  sell. 

Refiise  land!  A  purchaser  goes  to  a  district  of  coun- 
try, and  buys  out  of  a  township  a  section  which  strikes  his 
foncy.  He  exhausts  his  money.  Others  might  have  pre- 
ferred other  sections.  Other  sections  may  even  be  bet- 
ter than  his.  H6  can  with  no  more  propriety  be  said  to 
have  *<  refused^'  or  rejected  all  the  other  sections,  than  a 
man  who,  attracted  by  the  beauty,  charms,  and  accom- 
plishments of  a  particular  lady,  marries  her,  can  be  said 
to  have  rejected  or  refused  all  the  rest  of  the  sex. 

Is  it  credible,  that,  out  of  one  hundred  and  fifty  or  one 
hundred  and  sixty  millions  of  acres  of  land  in  a  valley, 
celebrated  for  its  fertility,  there  are  only  about  twenty -five 
millions  of  acres  of  good  land,  and  that  all  the  rest  is  re- 
fuse? Take  the  State  of  Illinois  as  an  example.  Of  All 
the  States  In  the  Union,  that  State  probably  contains  the 
greatest  proportion  of  rich  fertile  lands.'  More  than 
Ohio,  more  than  Indiana,  abounding  as  they  both  do  in 
fine  lands.  Of  the  thirty -three  millions  and  a  half  of  pub- 
lic lands  in  Illinois,  a  little  more  only  than  two  millions 
have  been  sold.  Is  the  residue  of  thirty-one  millions  all 
refuse  land?  Who  that  is  acquainted  in  the  West  can 
assert  or  believe  itf  No,  sir;  there  is  no  such  thing.  The 
unsold  lands  are  unsold,  because  of  the  reasons  already 
assigned*  Doubtless  there  is  much  inferior  land  remain- 
ing, but  a  vast  quantity  of  the  best  of  lands  also.  For  its 
timber,  soil,  water  power,  grazin?,  minerals,  almost  all 
land  possesses  a  certain  value.  If  the  lands  unsold  are 
refuse  and  worthless  in  the  hands  of  the  General  Go- 
vernment, why  are  they  sought  afler  with  so  much  avi- 
dity? If  in  our  hands  they  are  good  for  nothing,  what  more 
would  they  be  i^orth  in  the  hands  of  the  new  States? 
**  Only  fit  to  be  given  to  settlers.'*  What  settlers  would 
thank  you?  what  settlers  would  not  scorn  a  gift  of  refuse, 
worthless  land?  If  you  mean  to  be  generous,  give  them 
what  is  valuable;  be  manly  in  your  generosity. 

But  let  us  examine  a  little  closer  this  idea  of  refuse 
land.     If  there  be  any  State  in  which  it  is  to  be  found  in 


large  quantities,  that  State  would  be  Ohio.  It  is  the  oldest 
of  the  new  States.  There  the  public  lands  have  remained 
longest  exposed  in  the  market.  But  there  we  find  only 
five  millions  and  a  half  to  be  sold.  And  I  hold  in  my  hand 
an  account  of  sales  in  the  ZanesviUe  district,  one  of  the 
oldest  in  that  State,  made  during  the  present  year.  It  is 
in  a  paper  entitled  the  **  Ohio  Republican,"  published  at 
ZanesviUe  the  26th  May,  1832.  The  article  is  headed 
**  Refuse  Land,**  and  it  states:  «*  It  has  suited  the  interest 
of  some  to  represent  the  lands  of  the  United  States  which 
have  remained  in  market  for  many  years,  as  mere  •  refuse,* 
which  cannot  be  sold;  and  to  urge  a  rapid  reduction  of 
price,  and  the  cession  of  the  residue,  in  a  short  period,  to 
the  States  in  Which  they  are  situated.  It  is  strongly  urged 
against  this  plan  that  it  is  a  speculating  project,  which,  by 
alienating  a  large  quantity  of  land  from  the  United  States, 
will  cause  a  great  increase  of  price  to  actual  settlers  in  a 
few  years,  instead  of  their  being  able  forever,  as  it  may 
be  said  is  the  case  under  the  present  system  of  land 
sales,  to  obtain  a  farm  at  a  reasonable  price.  To  show 
how  far  the  lands  unsold  are  from  being  worthless,  we 
copy  from  the  Gazette  the  following  statement  of  recent 
sales  in  the  ZanesviUe  district,  one  of  the  oldest  districts 
in  the  West.  The  sales  at  the  ZanesviUe  land  office,  since 
the  commencement  of  the  present  year,  have  been  as  fol- 
lows: January,  ^,120  80;  'February,  $8,542  67;  March, 
$11,744  75;  April,  $9,209  19;  and  since  the  first  of  the 
present  month,  about  $9,000  worth  have  been  sold,  more 
than  half  of  which  was  in  forty  acre  lots."  And  there 
cannot  be  a  doubt  that  the  act,  passed  at  this  session,  au- 
thorizing sales  of  forty  acres,  will,  from  the  desire  to  make 
additions  to  farms,  and  to  settle  young  members  of  fami- 
lies, increase  the  sales  very  much,  at  least  during  this 
year. 

A  friend  of  mine  in  this  city  bought,  in  ITTmois,  last  fall, 
about  2,000  acres  of  tliis  refuse  land,  at  the  minimum 
price,  for  which  he  has  lately  refused  six  dollars  per  acre. 
An  officer  of  this  body,  now  in  my  eye,  purchased  a  small 
tract  of  this  same  refuse  land  of  160  acres,  at  second  or 
third  hand,  entered  a  few  years  ago,  and  which  is  now  es- 
timated at  1,900  dollars.  It  is  a  business,  a  very  profit- 
able business,  at  which  fortunes  are  made  in  the  new 
States,  to  purchase  these  refuse  lands,  and,  without  im- 
proving them,  to  sell  them  again  at  large  advances. 

Far  from  being  discouraged  by  the  fact  of  so  much 
surveyed  public  land  remaining  unsold,  wc  should  rejoice 
that  this  bountiful  resource,  possessed  by  our  country-, 
remains  in  almost  undiminished  quantity,  notwithstanding 
so  many  new  and  flourishing  States  have  sprung  up  in  the 
wUderness,  and  so  many  thousands  of  families  have  been 
acconmiodated.     It  might  be  otherwise  if  the  public  land 
was  dealt  out  by  Government  with  a  sparing,  gnidging, 
griping  hand.     But  they  are  liberally  offered,  in  exhaust- 
less  quantities,  and  at  moderat£  prices,  enriching  indivi- 
duals, and   tending  to   the   rapid   improvement  of  the. 
country.     Tlie  two  important  facta  brought  forward,  and 
emphatically  dwelt  on  by  the  Committee  on  Manufactures, 
stand  in  their  full  force,  unaffected  by  any  thing  stated  in 
the  report  of  the  Land  Committee.     These  facts  must 
cariT  conviction  to  every  unbiassed  mind  that  will  delibe- 
rately consider  them.     The  first  is  the  rapid  increase  of 
the  new  States,  far  outstripping  the  old,  averaging  annu- 
ally an  increase  of  eight  and  a  half  per  cent.,  and  dou- 
bling of  course  in  twelve  years.     One  of  tliese  States, 
Illinois,   full  of  refuse   land,  increasing  at  the  rate  of 
eighteen  and  a  half  per  cent. !     Would  this  astonishing 
growth  take  place  if^  the  lands  were  too  higli,  or  all  the 
good  land  sold?    The  other  fact  is  the  vast  increase  in 
Uie  annual  sales;  in  1830,  rising  to  three  millions.     Since 
the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  the   re- 
turns have  come  in  of  the  sales  of  last  year,  which  had 
been  estimated  at  three  millions.      They  were,  in  fact, 
[$3,566,127  94!     Their  progressive  increase  bafiAes  all 
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calculation.     Would  this  happen,  if  the  price  were  too 
high? 

It  is  argued  that  the  value  of  different  townships  and 
sections  is  various;  and  that  it  is,  therefore,  \yrong  to  fix 
the  same  price  for  all.  The  variety  in  the  quality,  situa- 
tion«  and  advantages  of  different  tracts,  is  no  doubt  great. 
After  the  adoption  of  any  system  of  classification,  there 
would  still  remain  very  great  diversity  in  the  tracts  be- 
longing to  the  same  class.  This  is  the  taw  of  nature.  The 
presumption  of  inferiority,  and  of  refuse  land,  founded 
upon  the  length  of  time  that  the  land  had  been  in  mai-ket, 
is  denied,  for  reasons  already  stated.  Tlie  offer,  at  public 
auction,  of  all  lands  to  the  highest  bidder,  previous  to 
their  being  sold  at  private  aale,  provides,  in  some  degree, 
for  the  variety  in  the  valuer  since  each  purchaser  pushes 
the  land  up  to  the  price  which,  according  to  his  opinion, 
it  ought  to  command.  Hut,  if  the  price  demanded  by 
Government  is  not  too  high  for  the  good  land,  (and  no  one 
can  believe  it,)  why  not  wait  until  that  is.sold  before  any 
reduction  of  price  in  the  bad?  And  that  will  not  be  sold 
for  many  years  to  come.  It  would  be  quite,  as  wrong  to 
bring  the  price  of  good  l^nd  down  to  the  standard  of  the 
bad,  as  it  is  alleged  to  be  to  carry  the  latter  up  to  that  of 
the  former.  Until  the  gocidland  is  sold,  there  will  be  no 
purchasers  of  the  bad:  for,  as  has  been  stated  in  the  re- 
port of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  a  discreet  farmer 
would  rather  give  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  per  acre  for  first 
rate  land,  tlian  accept  refuse  and  wortliless  land  as  a 
present. 

4.  "Because  the  speedy  extinction  of  the  federal  title 
within  their  limits  is  necessary  to  the  independence  of  the 
new  States;  to  their  equality  with  the  elder  States;  to  the 
development  of  their  resources;  to  the  subjection  of  their 
soil  to  taxation,  cultivation,  and  settlement;  and  to  the 
proper  enjoyment  of  tlieir  jurisdiction  and  sovereignty." 

All  this  is  mere  assertion  and  declamation.  The  Gene- 
ral Government,  at  a  moderate  price,  is  selling  the  public 
land  as  fast  as  it  can  find  purchasers.  The  new  States  arc 
populating  with  unexampled  rapidity;  their  condition  is 
now  much  more  eligible  than  that  of  some  of  tlie  old 
States.  Ohio,  I  am  sorry  to  be  obliged  to  confess,  is,  in 
internal  improvement,  and  some  other  respects,  fifty  years 
in  advance  of  lier  elder  sister  and  neighbor,  Kentucky. 
How  have  her  growth  and  prosperity,  her  independence, 
her  equality  with  the  elder  States,  the  development  of  her 
resources,  the  taxation,  cultivation,  and  settlement  of  her 
soil,  or  the  proper  enjoyment  of  her  jurisdiction  and  so- 
vereignty, been  affected  or  impaired  by  the  federal  title 
within  her  limits?  The  federal  title!  It  has  been  a  source 
of  blessings  and  of  bounties,  but  not  of  one  real  griev- 
ance. As  to  the  exemption  from  taxation  of  the  public 
lands,  and  the  exemption,  for  five  years,  of  those  sold  to 
individuals,  if  the  public  land  belonged  to  the  new  States, 
would  tliey  tax  it?  And  as  to  the  latter  exemption,  it  is 
paid  for  by  the  General  Government,  as  may  be  seen  by 
reference  to  the  compacts;  and  it  is,  moieover,  benefi- 
cial to  the  new  States  themselves,  by  holding  out  a  motive 
to  emigrants  to  purchase  and  settle  within  tlieir  limits. 

6.  **  Because  the  ramified  macliinery  of  the  Land  OfHce 
Department,  and  Uie  ownership  of  so  much  soil,  extends 
the  patronage  and  authority  of  the  General  Government 
into  the  heart  and  curners  of  the  new  States,  and  sub- 
jects tiieir  policy  to  the  danger  of  a  foreign  and  powerful 
influence." 

A  foreign  and  powerful  influence!  The  Federal  Go- 
vernment a  foreign  Government!  And  the  exercise  of  a 
legitimate  control  over  the  national  property,  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  whole  people  of  the  United  States,  a  depre- 
cated penetration  into  the  heart  and  corners  of  the  new- 
States!  As  to  the  calamity  of  the  land  offices  which^  are 
held  witliin  them,  I  believe  that  it  is  not  regarded  by  the 
people  of  those  States  with  quite  as  much  horror  as  it  is 
viewed  by  the  Land  Committee.      They  justly  consider 


that  they  ought  to  hold  those  offices  themselves,  and  that 
no  persons  ought  to  be  sent  from  the  other  foreign  States 
of  this  Union  to  fill  them.  And,  if  the  number  of  the 
tffices  were  increased,  it  would  not  be  looked  upon  by 
them  as  a  grievous  addition  to  the  calamity. 

But  what  do  the  Land  Committee  mean  by  the  autho- 
rity of  this  foreign.  Federal  Government?  Surely  they 
do  not  desire  to  get  rid  of  the  Federal  Government.  And 
yet  the  final  settlement  of  the  land  question  will  have 
ejected  but  little  in  expelling  its  authority  from  the 
bosoms  of  the  new  States.  Its  action  will  still  remain  in 
a  thousand  forms,  and  the  heart  and  corners  of  the  new 
States  will  still  be  invaded  by  post  offices  and  postmasters, 
and  post  roads,  and  the  Cumberland  road,  and  \-arious  other 
modifications  of  its  power. 

7.  **  Because  the  sum  of  $425,000,000,  proposed  to 
be  drawn  from  the  new  States  and  Territories,  by  the 
sale  of  their  soil,  at  one  dollai*  and  twenty-five  cents 
per  acre,  is  unconscionable  and  impracticable — such  as 
never  can  be  paid;  and  the  bare  attempt  to  raise  which 
must  drain,  exhaust,  and  impoverish  tnese  States,  and 
give  birth  to  the  feelingpi  which  a  sense  of  injustice  and 
oppression  never  fail  to  excite,  and  the  excitement  of  which 
should  be  so  carefully  avoided  in  a  confederacy  of  free 
States." 

In  another  part  of  their  report,  the  committee  say, 
speaking  of  the  immense  revenue  alleged  to  be  deriva- 
ble from  the  public  lands,  **  this  ideal  revenue  is  estimated 
at  $425,000,000  for  the  knds  now  within  the  limits  of 
the  States  and  Territories,  and  at  $1,363,589,691  for  the 
whole  federal  domain.  Such  chimerical  calculations  pre- 
clude the  propriety  of  argumentative  answers."  Well; 
if  these  calculations  are  all  chimerical,  there  is  no  danger 
from  the  preservation  of  the  existing  land  system  of 
draining,  exhausting,  and  impoverishing  the  new  States, 
and  of  exciting  tliem  to  rebellion. 

The  Manufacturins;'  Committee  did  not  state  what  the 
public  lands  would,  m  fact,  produce.  They  could  not 
state  it.  It  is  hardly  a  subject  of  approximate  estimate. 
The  committee  stated  what  would  be  the  proceeds,  esti- 
ihated  by  the  minimum  price  of  the  public  lands;  what, 
at  one-half  of  that  price;  and  added  that,  although  there 
might  be  much  land  that  would  nevei^ell  at  one  dollar 
ana  a  quarter  per  acre,  "as  fresh  lands  are  brought  into 
market  and  exposed  to  sale  at  public  auction,  many  of 
them  sell  at  prices  exceeding  one  dollar  and  a  quarter  per 
acre."  They  concluded  by  remarking  that  the  least  fa- 
vorable view  of  regarding  them  was  to  consider  them  a 
capital  yielding  an  annuity  of  three  millions  of  dollars  at 
this  time;  that,  in  a  few  years,  that  annuity  would  proba- 
bly be  doubled;  and  that  the  capital  might  then  be  as- 
sumed as  equal  to  $100,000,000. 

Whatever  may  be  the  sum  drawn  from  the  sales  of  the 
public  lands,  it  will  be  contributed,  not  by  citizens  of 
the  States  alone  in  which  they  are  situated,  but  by  emi- 
grants from  all  the  States.  And  it  will  be  raised,  not  in 
a  single  year,  but  in  a  long  series  of  years.  It  would 
have  been  impossible'for  the  State  of  Ohio  to  have  paid, 
in  one  year,  the  millions  that  have  been  raised  in  that 
State  by  the  sale  of  public  lands;  but,  in  a  period  of  up- 
wards of  thirty  years,  the  payment  has  been  made,  not 
only  wHhout  impoverishing,  but  with  the  constantly  in- 
creasing prosperity  of  the  State. 

Such,  Mr.  President,  are  the  reasons  of  the  Land  Com- 
mittee for  the  reduction  of  the  price  of  the  public  lands. 
Some  of  them  had  been  anticipated  and  refuted  in  the 
report  of  the  Manufacturing  Committee;  and  I  hope  that 
I  have  now  shown  the  insolidity  of  the  residue. 

I  will  not  dwell  upon  the  consideration,  urged  in  that 
report,  against  any  lar^e  reduction,  founded  upon  its 
inevitable  tendency  to  lessen  the  value  of  the  landed 
property  throughout  the  Union,  and  thaf  in  the  Western 
States  especially.    That  such  would  be  the  necessary 
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consequence,  no  man  can  doubt  who  will  seriously  reflect 
upon  such  a  measure  as  that  of  throwing  into  the  market, 
immediately,  upwards  of  one  hundred  and  thirty  millions 
of  acres,  and  at  no  distant  period  upwards  of  two  hundred 
millions  more,  at  ereatly  reduced  rates. 

If  the  honorable  chairman  of  the  Land  Committee 
[Mr.  Riiro]  had  relied  upon  his  own  sound  practical  sense, 
he  would  have  presented  a  report  far  less  obiectionable 
than  that  which  he  has  made.  He  has 'availed  himself 
of  another's  aid,  and  the  hand  of  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri [Mr.  Bxnton]  is  as  visible  in  the  composition,  as  if 
his  name  had  been  subscribed  to  the  instrument.  We 
hear  again,  in  this  paper,  of  that  wliich  we  had  so  often 
heard  repeated  before  in  debate  by  the  Senator  from 
Missouri — ^the  sentiments  of  Edmund  Burke.  •  And  what 
was  the  state  of  things  in  England,  to  which  those  senti- 
ments were  applied? 

^  England  hsistoo  little  land  and  too  many  people.  Ame- 
rica has  too  much  land  for  the  present  population  of  the 
country,  and  wants  people.  The  British  Crown  had  own- 
ed, for  many  generations,  lar^e  bodies  of  land,  preserved 
for  game  and  forest,  from  which  but  small  revenues  were 
derived.  It  y^as  proposed  to  sell  out  the  Crown  lands, 
that  they  might  be  peopled  and  cultivated,  and  that  the 
royal  family  should  be  placed  on  the  civil  list.  Mr.  Burke 
supported  the  proposition  by  convincing  arguments.  But 
what  analogy  is  there  between  the  Crown  lands  of  the 
British  sovereign,  and  the  public  lands  of  the  United 
States?  Are  they  here  locked  up  from  Uie  people,  and, 
for  the  sake  of  their  game  or  timber,  excluded  from  sale^ 
Are  not  they  freely  exposed  in  market  to  all  who  want 
them,  at  moderate  prices?  The  complaint  is  that  they 
are  not  sold  fast  enough;  in  other  wot^  that  people  are 
not  multiplied  rapidly  enough  to  buy  them.  Patience, 
gentlemen  of  the  Land  Committee,  patience!  The  new 
States  arc  daily  rising  in  power  and  importance.  Some 
of  them  are  already  p-eat  and  flourishmg  members  of  the 
confederac)r.  And,  if  you  will  only  acquiesce  in  the  cei^ 
tain  and  quiet  operation  of  the  laws  of  God  and  man,  the 
wilderness 'will  quickly  teem  with  people,  and  be  filW 
with  the  monuments  of  civilization. 

The  report  of  the  Land  Committee  proceeds  to  notice 
and  to  animadvert  upon  certain  opinions  of  the  late  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury,  contained  in  his  annual  report,  and 
endeavors  to  connect  them  with  some  sentiments  express- 
ed in  tlie  report  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures. 
That  report  had  before  been  the  subject  of  repeated  com- 
mentary in  the  Senate,  by  tlic  Senator  from  Missouri;  and 
of  much  misrepresentation  and  vituperation  in  the  public 
press.  Mr.  Rush  showed  me  the  rough  draught  of  that 
report,  and  I  advised  him  to  expunge  the  paragraphs  iii 
question,  because  I  foresaw  that  they  would  be  misrepre- 
sented, and  that  he  would  be  exposed  to  unjust  accusa- 
tion. But  knowing  the  purity  of  his  intentions,  believing 
in  the  soundness  of  the  view^s  which  he  presented,  and 
confiding  in  the  candor  of  a  just  public,  he  resolved  to 
retain  the  paragraphs.  I  cannot  suppose  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  i^orant  of  what  passed  between  Mr.  Rush 
and  me,  and  of  his  having,  against  my  suggestions,  re- 
tained the  paragraphs  in  question;  because  these  facts 
were  all  stated  by  Mr.  Rush  himself,  in  a  letter  addressed 
to  a  late  member  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  re- 
presenting the  district  in  which  I  reside,  which  letter, 
more  than  a  year  ago,  was  published  in  the  Western 
papers. 

I  shall  say  nothing  in  defence  of  myself — nothing  to 
disprove  the  charge  of  my  cherishing  unfriendly  feelings 
and  sentiments  lowardsany  part  of  the  West.  If  the  pub- 
lic acts  in  which  I  have  participated,  if  the  uniform  tenor 
of  my  whole  life,  will  not  refute  such  an  imputation,  no- 
thing that  I  could  here  say  would  refute  it. 

But  I  will  say  something  in  defence  of  the  opinions  of 
my  late  patriotic  and  enlightened  colleague,  not  here  to  i 


speak  for  himself;  and  I  will  vindicate  his  official  opinions 
from  the  erroneous  glosses  and  interpretations  which  have 
been  put  upon  them: 

Mr.  Rush,  in  an  official  report,  which  will  long  remain 
a  monument  of  his  ability,  was  surveying,  with  a  states- 
man's eye,  the  condition  of  America.  He  was  arguing  in 
favor  of  the  protective  policy — the  American  system. 
He  spoke  of  tne  limited  vocations  of  our  society,  and  the 
expediency  of  multiplying  the  means  of  increasing  sub- 
Kstence,  comfort,  and  weuth.  He  noticed  the  great  and 
the  constant  tendency  of  our  fellow-citizens  to  the  culti- 
vation of  the  soil,  the  want  of  a  market  for  their  surplus 
produce,  the  inexpediency  of  all  blindly  rushing  to  the 
same  universal  employment,  and  the  policy  of  dividing 
ourselves  into  vai'ious  pursuits.  He  says,  "The  manner 
in  wliich  the  remote  lands  of  the  United  States  are  selling 
and  settling,  whilst  it  possibly  may  tend  to  Increase  more 
quickly  the  agspegate  popuktion  of  the  country,  and  the 
mere  means  of  subsstence,  does  not  increase  capital  in 
the  same  proportion.  •  •  •  •  Any  thing  that 
may  serve  to  hold  back  this  tendency  to  diffusion  from 
running  too  far  and  too  long  into  an  extreme,  can  scarcely 
prove  otherwise  than  salutary.  •  •  •  •  if  the  po- 
pulation of  these,  [a  majority  of  the  States,  including  some 
Western  States,]  itot  yet  redundant  in  fact,  though  ap> 
pearing  to  be  so,  under  this  legislative  incitement  to  emi- 
grate, rcmaioed  fixed  in  more  instances,  as  it  probably 
would  be  by  extending  the  motives  to  manufacturing  labor, 
it  is  believed  that  the  nation  would  gain  in  two  ways:  first, 
by  the  more  rapid  accumulation  of  capital;  and,  next,  by 
the  gradual  reduction  of  the  excess  of  its  agricultural 
population  over  that  engaged  in  other  vocations.  It  is 
not  imagined  that  it  ever  would  be  practicable,  even  if  it 
were  desirable,  to  turn  this  stream  of  emigration  aside; 
but  resources,  opened  through  the  influence  of  the  laws, 
in  new  fields  of  industr}',  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  States 
already  sufficiently  peopled  to  enter  upon  them,  might 
operate  to  lessen,  in  some  degree,  and  usefully  lessen,  its 
absorbing  force." 

Now,  Mr.  President,  what  is  there  in  this  view  adverse 
to  the  We&t,  or  unfavorable  to  its  interests?  Mr.  Rusli 
is  arguing  on  the  tendency  of  the  people  to  engage  in  agri- 
culture, and  the  incitement  to  emigration  produced  by 
our  laws.  Does  he  propose  to  change  those  laws,  in  that 
partictriar^  Does  he  propose,  in  fact,  any  new  measure^ 
So  far  from  suggesting  any  alteration  of  the  conditions  on 
which  the  public  lands  are  sold,  he  expressly  says  that 
it  is  not  desirable,  if  it  were  practicable,  to  turn  this 
stream  of  emigration  aside.  Leaving  all  the  laws  in  full 
force,  and  all  tlie  motives  to  emigration,  arising  from  fer- 
tile and  cheap  lands,  untouched,  he  recommends  the  en- 
couragement of  a  new  branch  of  business,  in  whidi  all 
the  Union,  the  West  as  well  as  the  rest,  is  interested;  tlius, 
presenting  an  option  to  population  to  engage  in  manufac- 
tures or  in  agriculture,  at  its  own  discretion.  And  docs 
such  an  option  afford  just  ground  of  complaint  to  any  one  * 
Is  it  not  an  advantage  to  all?  Do  the  Land  Committee 
desire  (I  am  sure  they  do  not)  to  create  stan-ation  in  one 
part  of  the  Union,  that  emigrants  may  be  forced  into  an- 
other? If  they  do  not,  they  ought  not  to  condemn  a  multi- 
plication of  human  employments,  by  which,  as  its  certain 
consequence,  there  will  be  an  increase  in  tbe  means  of 
subsistence  and  comfort.  The  objection  to  Mr.  Rush, 
then,  is,  that  he  looked  at  his  whole  counti7,  and  at  all 
parts  of  it;  and  that,  while  he  desired  the  prosperity  and 
growth  of  the  West  to  advance  undisturbed,  he  wished 
to  build  up,  on  deep  foundations,  ttie  welfare  of  all  the 
people. 

Mr.  Rush  knew  that  there  were  thousands  of  the  poorer 
classes  who  never  could  emigrate;  and  that  emigration, 
under  the  best  auspices,  was  far  from  being  unattended 
with  evil.  There  are  moral,  physical,  pecuniary  obsta- 
cles to  all  emigration;  and  these  will  increase  as  the  good 
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-VAcant  lands  of  the  West  are  removed)  by  interrening 
settlements,  farther  and  farther  from  society,  as  it  is  now 
located.  It  is,  1  believe,  Dr.  Johnson  who  pronounces 
that,  of  all  ve^table  and  animal  creation,  man  is  the 
most  difficult  to  be  uprooted  and  transferred  to  a  distant 
country;  and  he  was  right.  Space  itself— mountains,  and 
seas,  and  rivers,  are  impediments.  The  want  of  pecuni- 
ary means,  the  expenses  of  the  outfit,  subsistence,  and 
transportation  of  a  family,  is  no  slight  circumcAnce. 
When  all  these  difficulties  are  overcome,  (and  how  few, 
comparatively,  oan  surmount  them?)  the  greatest  of  aU 
remains-— that  of  being  torn  from  one's  natal  spot;  sepa- 
rated forever  from  the  roof  under  which  the  companions 
of  his  childhood  were  sheltered,  from  the  trees  which 
have  shaded  him  from  summers'  heats,  the  spring  from 
whose  gashing  fountain  he  has  drank  in  his  youui,  the 
tombs  that  hold  the  precious  relics  of  his  venerated  an* 
cestors! 

But  I  have  said  that  the  Land  Committee  had  attempted 
to  confound  the  sentiments  of  Mr.  Rush  with  some  of  the 
reasoning  employed  by  the  Committee  on  Manufactures 
against  the  proposed  reduction  of  the  price  of  the  public 
lands.  What  is  that  reasoning?  Here  it  is:  it  will  speak 
for  itself;  and,  without  a  single  comment,  will  demonstrate 
how  different  it  is  from  that  of  the  late  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  unexceptionable  as  that  has  been  shown  to  be: 
**  The  greatest  emigration  (say  the  Manufacturing  Com- 
mittee) that  is  believed  now  to  take  place  from  any  of  the 
States,  is  from  Ohio,  Kentucky,  and  Tennessee.  The 
effects  of  a  material  reduction  in  the  price  of  the  public 
lands  would  be — 1st,  To  lessen  the  value  of  real  estate 
in  those  three  States;  2d,  To  diminish  their  interest  in 
the  public  domain,  as  a  common  fund  for  the  benefit  of 
all  the  States;  and,  3d,  To  offer  what  would  operate  as 
a  bounty  to  further  emigration  from  those  States,  occa- 
sioning more  and  more  lands,  situated  within  them,  to  be 
thrown  into  the  market;  thereby  not  only  lessening  the 
value  of  tlieir  lands,  but  draining  them  both  of  their  po- 
pulation and  currency." 

There  are  good  men  in  diiferent  parts,  but  especially 
in  the  Atlantic  portion  of  the  Union,  who  have  been  in- 
duced to  regard  lightly  this  vast  national  property;  who 
have  been  persuaded  that  the  people  of  the  West  are 
dissatisfied  with  the  administration  of  it;  and  who  believe 
that  it  will,  in  the  end,  be  lost  to  the  nation;  and  that  it 
is  not  worth  present  care  and  preservation.  But  these  are 
radical  mistakes.  The  great  body  of  the  West  are  satis- 
fied— perfectly  satisfied,  with  the  general  administration 
of  the  pubUc  lands.  They  would,  indeed,  like,  and  are 
entitled  to,  a  more  liberal  expenditure  among  them  of  the 
proceeds  of  the  sales.  For  this  provision  is  made  by  the 
bill  to  which  I  will  hereafter  call  the  attention  of  the  Se- 
nate. But  the  great  body  of  the  West  have  not  called  for, 
and  understand  too  well  their  real  interest  to  desire,  any 
essential  change  in  the  system  of  survey,  sale,  or  price  of 
the  lands.  There  may  be  a  few,  stimulated  by  dema- 
g^ogues,  who  desire  change;  and  what  system  is  there, 
what  Government,  what  order  of  human  society,  that  a 
few  do  not  desire  changed? 

It  is  one  of  the  admirable  properties  of  the  existing 
system  that  it  contains  within  itself,  and  carries  along,  prin- 
ciples of  conservation  and  safety.  In  the  progress  of  its 
operation,  new  States  become  identified  with  the  old, 
in  feeling,  in  thinking,  and  in  interest.  Now,  Ohio  is  as 
sound  as  any  old  State  in  the  Union,  in  all  her  views  re- 
lating to  the  public  lands.  She  feels  that  her  share  in  the 
exterior  domain  is  much  more  important  than  would  be  an 
exclusive  ri^ht  to  the  few  millions  of  acres  lef^  unsold 
within  her  hmits,  accompanied  by  a  virtual  surrender  of 
her  interest  in  all  the  other  public  lands  of  the  United 
States.  And  I  have  no  doubt  that  now,  the  people  of  the 
other  new  States,  left  to  their  own  unbiassed  sense  of 
equity  and  justice,  would  form  the  same  judgment.  They 


cannot  believe  that  what  they  have  not  bought,  what  re- 
mains the  property  of  themselves  and  all  their  brethren 
of  the  United  States,  in  common,  belongs  to  them  exclu- 
sively. But  if  1  am  mistaken — if  they  have  been  deceiv- 
ed by  erroneous  impressions  on  their  mind,  made  by  artful 
men,  as  the  sales  proceed,  and  the  public  land  is  exhaust- 
ed, and  their  population  increased,  like  the  State  of  Ohio, 
they  will  feel  that  their  true  interest  points  to  their  re- 
maining copartners  in  the  whole  national  domain,  instead 
of  bringing  forward  an  unfounded  pretension  to  the  in- 
considerable remnant  which  will  be  then  lef%  in  their  own 
limits. 

And  now,  Mr.  President,  1  have  to  say  something  in  re- 
spect to  tile  particular  plan  brought  forward  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Manufactures  for  a  temporary  appropriation  of 
the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands. 

The  committee  saw  that  this  fund  is  not  wanted  by  the 
General  Government;  that  the  peace  of  the  country  is  not 
likely,  firom  present  appearances,  to  be  speedily  disturb- 
ed; and  that  the  General  Government  is  absolutely  em- 
barrassed in  providing  against  an  enormous  surplus  in  the 
treasury.  Whilst  Uiis  is  the  condition  of  the  Federal  Go- 
vernment, the  States  are  in  want  of,  and  can  most  benefi- 
cially use,  that  very  surplus  with  which  we  do  not  know 
what  to  do.  The  powers  of  the  General  Government  are 
limited;  those  of  the  States  are  ample.  If  those  limited 
powers  authorized  an  application  of  the  fund  to  some  ob- 
jects, perhaps  there  are  others  of  more  importance,  to 
which  the  powers  of  the  States  would  be  more  competent, 
or  to  which  they  may  apply  a  more  provident  care. 

But  the  Government  of  the  whole  and  of  the  parts,  at 
last,  is  but  one  Government  of  the  same  people.  In  form, 
they  are  two;  in  substance,  one.  They  both  stand  under 
the  same  solemn  obligation  to  promote,  by  all  the  powers 
with  which  they  are  respectiveljr  entrusted,  the  happiness 
of  tiie  people;  and  the  people,  in  their  turn,  owe  respect 
and  allegiance  to  both.  Maintaining  these  relations,  there 
should  be  mutual  assistance  to  each  other  aflforded  by 
these  two  systems.  When  the  States  are  full-handed,  and 
the  coffers  of  the  General  Government  are  empty,  the 
States  should  come  to  the  relief  of  the  General  Govern- 
ment, as  many  of  them  did,  most  promptly  and  patriot- 
ically, during  the  late  war.  When  the  conditions  of  tiie 
parties  are  reversed,  as  is  now  the  case,  the  States  want- 
ing what  is  almost  a  burden  to  the  General  Government, 
the  duty  of  this  Government  is  to  go  to  the  relief  of  the 
States. 

They  were  views  like  these  which  induced  a  majority 
of  the  committee  to  propose  the  plan  of  distribution  con- 
tained in  the  bill  now  under  consideration.  For  one,  how- 
ever, I  will  again  repeat  the  declaration,  which  I  made 
early  in  the  session,  that  I  unite  cordially  with  those  who 
condemn  the  application  of  any  principle  of  distribution 
among  the  several  States,  to  surplus  revenue  derived  from 
taxation.  I  think  income  derived  from  taxation  stands 
upon  ground  totally  distinct  from  that  which  is  received 
from  the  public  lands.  Congress  can  prevent  the  accu- 
mulation, at  least,  for  any  considerable  time,  of  revenue 
from  duties,  by  suitable  legislation,  lowering  or  augment- 
ing  the  imposts;  but  it  cannot  stop  the  sales  of  the  public 
lands,  without  the  exercise  of  arbitx-ary  and  intolerable 
power.  The  powers  of  Congress  over  the  public  lands 
are  broader  and  more  comprehensive  than  those  which 
they  possess  over  taxation,  and  the  money  produced 
by  it. 

This  brings  me  to  consider,  1st,  the  power  of  Congress 
to  make  the  distribution. .  By  the  second  part  of  the  tliird 
section  of  tiie  fourth  article  of  the  constitution,  Congress 
**  have  power  to  dispose  of,  and  make  all  needful  rules 
and  regulations  respecting  the  territory  or  other  property 
of  the  United  States."  The  power  of  disposition  is  ple- 
nary, unrestrained,  unqualified.  It  is  not  limited  to  a 
specified  object  or  to  a  defined  purpose,   but  Icfl  ap- 
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consequence,  no  man  can  doubt  who  will  seriously  reflect 
upon  such  a  measure  as  that  of  tlirowing  into  the  market, 
immediately,  upwards  of  one  hundred  and  thirty  millions 
of  acres,  and  at  no  distant  period  upwards  of  two  hundred 
millions  more,  at  greatly  reduced  rates. 

If  the  honorable  chairman  of  the  Land  Committee 
[Mr.  Kiiro]  had  relied  upon  his  own  sound  practical  sense, 
he  would  have  presented  a  report  far  less  obiectionable 
than  that  which  he  has  made.  He  has* availed  himself 
of  another's  aid,  and  the  hand  of  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri [Mr.  Bxntoh]  is  as  visible  in  the  composition,  as  if 
his  name^  had  been  subscribed  to  the  instrument.  We 
hear  again,  in  this  paper,  of  that  wliich  we  had  so  often 
heard  repeated  before  in  debate  by  the  Senator  from 
Missouri— the  sentiments  of  Edmund  Burke.  And  what 
was  the  state  of  things  in  England,  to  wliich  those  senti- 
ments were  applied? 

England  hsjitoo  little  land  and  too  many  people.  Ame- 
rica has  too  much  land  for  the  present  population  of  the 
country,  and  wants  people.  The  British  Crown  had  own- 
ed, for  many  generations,  lar^e  bodies  of  land,  preserved 
for  game  and  forest,  from  which  but  small  revenues  were 
derived.  It  was  proposed  to  sell  out  the  Crown  lands, 
that  they  might  be  peopled  and  cultivated,  and  that  the 
royal  family  should  be  placed  on  the  civil  list.  Mr.  Burke 
supported  the  proposition  by  convincing  arguments. .  But 
what  analogy  is  there  between  the  Crown  lands  of  the 
British  sovereign,  and  the  public  lands  of  the  United 
States?  Are  they  here  locked  up  from  tlie  people,  and, 
for  the  sake  of  their  game  or  timber,  excluded  from  sale^ 
Are  not  they  freely  exposed  in  market  to  all  who  want 
them,  at  moderate  prices?  The  complaint  is  that  they 
are  not  sold  fast  enough;  in  other  words,  that  people  are 
not  multiplied  rapidly  enough  to  buy  them.  Patience, 
gentlemen  of  the  Land  Committee,  patience!  The  new 
States  are  daily  rising  in  power  and  importance.  Some 
of  them  are  abeady  ^eat  and  flourishing  members  of  the 
confederacy.  And,  if  you  will  only  acquiesce  in  the  cer- 
tain and  quiet  operation  of  the  laws  of  God  and  man,  the 
wilderness 'will  quickly  teem  with  people,  and  be  filled 
with  the  monuments  of  civilization. 

The  report  of  the  Land  Committee  proceeds  to  notice 
and  to  animadvert  upon  certain  opinions  of  the  late  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury,  contained  m  his  annual  report,  and 
endeavors  to  connect  them  with  some  sentiments  express- 
ed in  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures. 
That  report  had  before  been  the  subject  of  repeated  com- 
mentary in  the  Senate,  by  tlie  Senator  from  Missouri;  and 
of  much  m'lsrepresentation  and  vituperation  in  the  public 
press.  Mr.  Rush  showed  me  the  rougli  draught  of  that 
report,  and  I  advised  him  to  expunge  the  paragraphs  in 
question,  because  I  foresaw  that  they  would  be  misrepre- 
sented, and  that  he  would  be  exposed  to  unjust  accusa- 
tion. But  knowing  the  purity  of  his  intentions,  believing 
in  the  soundness  of  the  views  which  he  presented,  and 
confidinr  in  the  candor  of  a  just  public,  he  resolved  to 
retain  the  paragraphs.  I  cannot  suppose  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  irnorant  of  what  passed  between  Mr.  Rush 
and  me,  and  of  his  having,  against  my  suggestions,  re- 
tained the  paragraphs  in  question;  because  these  facts 
were  all  stated  by  Mr.  Rush  himself,  in  a  letter  addressed 
to  a  late  member  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  re- 
presenting the  district  in  which  I  reside,  which  letter, 
more  than  a  year  ago,  was  published  in  the  Western 
papers. 

I  shall  say  nothing  in  defence  of  myself— nothing  to 
disprove  the  charge  of  my  cherishing  unfriendly  feeFmn 
and  sentiments  to  wards  any  part  of  the  West.  If  the  pub- 
lic acts  in  which  I  have  participated,  if  the  uniform  tenor 
of  my  whole  life,  will  not  refute  such  an  imputation,  "no- 
thing that  I  could  here  say  would  refute  it. 

But  I  will  say  something  in  defence  of  the  opinions  of 
my  late  patriotic  and  enlightened  colleague,  not  here  to , 


speak  for  himself;  and  I  will  vindicate  his  official  opinions 
from  the  erroneous  glosses  and  interpretations  which  have 
been  put  upon  them: 

Mr.  Rush,  in  an  official  report,  which  will  long  remain 
a  monument  of  his  ability,  was  surveying,  with  a  states- 
man's eye,  the  condition  of  America.  He  was  arguing  in 
favor  of  the  protective  policy — the  American  system. 
He  spoke  of  the  limited  vocations  of  our  society,  and  the 
expediency  of  multiplying  the  means  of  increanng  sub- 
sstence,  comfort,  and  wealth.  He  jiotieed  the  g^eat  and 
the  constant  tendency  of  our  fellow-citizens  to  the  culti- 
vation of  the  soil,  the  want  of  a  market  for  their  surplus 
produce,  the  inexpediency  of  all  blindly  rushing  to  the 
same  universal  employment,  and  the  policy  of  dividing 
ourselves  into  various  pursuits.  He  savs,  "The  manner 
in  which  the  remote  lands  of  the  United  States  are  selling 
and  settling,  whilst  it  possibly  may  tend  to  increase  more 
quickly  the  agsp-egate  population  of  the  country,  and  the 
mere  means  oi  subsdstence,  does  not  increase  capital  in 
the  same  proportion.  •  •  •  •  Any  thing  that 
may  serve  to  hold  back  this  tendency  to  dimision  from 
running  too  far  and  too  long  into  an  extreme,  can  scsLrccly 
prove  otherwise  than  salutar}'.  •  •  •  •  If  the  po- 
pulation of  these,  [a  majority  of  the  States,  including  some 
Western  States,]  ilot  yet  redundant  in  fact,  though  ap- 
pearing to  be  so,  under  this  legislative  incitement  to  emi- 
grate, remained  fixed  in  more  instances,  as  it  probably 
would  be  by  extending  the  motives  to  manufacturing  labor, 
it  is  believed  that  the  nation  would  gain  in  two  ways:  first, 
by  the  more  rapid  accumulation  of  capital;  and,  next,  by 
the  gradual  reduction  of  the  excess  of  its  agricultural 
population  over  that  engaged  in  other  vocations.  It  is 
not  imagined  that  it  ever  would  be  practicable,  even  if  it 
were  desirable,  to  turn  this  stream  of  emigration  aside; 
but  resources,  opened  through  the  influence  of  the  laws, 
in  new  fields  of  industr}',  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  States 
already  sufficiently  peopled  to  enter  upon  Ihem,  might 
operate  to  lessen,  in  some  degrse,  and  usefully  lessen,  its 
absorbing  force." 

Now,  Mr.  President,  what  is  there  in  this  view  adverse 
to  the  We^t,  or  unfavorable  to  its  interests?  Mr.  Rush 
is  arguing  on  the  tendency  of  the  people  to  engage  in  agri- 
culture, and  the  incitement  to  emigration  produced  by 
our  laws.  Does  he  propose  to  change  those  laws,  in  that 
particular?  Does  he  propose,  in  fact,  any  new  measure^ 
So  far  from  suggesting  any  alteration  of  the  conditions  on 
which  the  public  lands  are  sold,  he  expressly  says  that 
it  is  not  desirable,  if  it  were  practicable,  to  turn  tliis 
stream  of  emigration  aside.  Leaving  all  the  laws  in  full 
force,  and  all  the  motives  to  emig^tion,  arising  from  fer- 
tile and  cheap  lands,  untouched,  he  recommends  the  en- 
couragement of  a  new  branch  of  business,  in  which  all 
the  Union,  the  West  as  well  as  the  rest,  is  interested;  thus, 
presenting  an  option  to  population  to  engage  in  manufac- 
tures or  in  agriculture,  at  its  own  discretion.  And  does 
such  an  option  aflTord  just  ground  of  complaint  to  any  one  ^ 
Is  it  not  an  advantage  to  all?  Do  the  Land  Committee 
desire  (I  am  sure  they  do  not)  to  create  stan^ation  in  one 
part  of  the  Union,  that  emigrants  may  be  forced  into  an- 
other? If  they  do  not,  they  ought  not  to  condemn  a  multi- 
plication of  human  employments,  by  which,  as  its  certain 
consequence,  there  will  be  an  increase  in  the  means  of 
subsistence  and  comfort.  The  objection  to  Mr.  Rush, 
then,  is,  tluit  he  looked  at  his  whole  country,  and  at  all 
parts  of  it;  and  that,  while  he  desired  the  prosperity  and 
growth  of  the  West  to  advance  undisturbed,  be  wished 
to  build  up,  on  deep  foundations,  the  welfare  of  all  the 
people. 

Mr.  Rusli  knew  that  there  were  thousands  of  the  poorer 
classes  who  never  could  emigrate;  and  that  emigration, 
under  the  best  auspices,  was  far  from  being  unattended 
with  evil.  There  are  moi-al,  physical,  pecuniary  obsta- 
cles to  all  emigration;  and  these  will  increase  as  the  good 
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-v»cant  lands  of  the  West  a^e  removed,  by  interrening 
settlements,  farther  and  farther  from  society,  as  it  is  now 
located.  It  is,  1  believe.  Dr.  Johnson  who  pronounces 
that,  of  all  vegetable  and  animal  creation,  man  is  the 
roost  difficult  to  be  uprooted  and  transferred  to  a  distant 
country;  and  he  was  right.  Space  itself— mountains,  and 
seas,  and  rivers,  are  impediments.  The  want  of  pecuni- 
ary means,  the  expenses  of  the  outfit,  subsistence,  and 
transportation  of  a  family,  is  no  slight  circumcMknce. 
When  all  these  difficulties  are  overcome,  (and  how  few, 
comparatively,  can  surmount  them?)  the  greatest  of  all 
remains— that  of  being  torn  from  one's  natal  spot;  sepa- 
rated forever  from  the  roof  under  which  the  companions 
of  his  childhood  were  sheltered,  from  the  trees  which 
have  shaded  him  from  summers'  heats,  the  spring  from 
whose  gushing  fountain  he  has  drank  in  his  youth,  the 
tombs  that  hold  the  precious  relics  of  his  venerated  an- 
cestors! 

But  I  have  said  that  the  Land  Committee  had  attempted 
to  confound  the  sentiments  of  Mr.  Rush  with  some  of  the 
reasoning  employed  by  the  Committee  on  Manufactures 
against  the  proposed  reduction  of  the  price  of  the  pubhc 
lands.  What  is  that  reasoning?  Here  it  is:  it  will  speak 
for  itself;  and,  Mrithout  a  single  comment,  will  demonstrate 
how  different  it  is  from  that  of  the  late  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  unexceptionable  as  that  has  been  shown  to  be: 
**  The  greatest  emigration  (say  the  Manufacturing  Com- 
mittee) that  is  believed  now  to  take  place  from  any  of  the 
States,  b  from  Ohio,  Kentucky,  and  Tennessee.  The 
effects  of  a  material  reduction  in  the  price  of  the  public 
lands  would  be — Ist,  To  lessen  the  value  of  real  estate 
in  those  three  States;  2d,  To  diminish  their  interest  in 
the  public  domain,  as  a  common  fund  for  the  benefit  of 
all  the  States;  and,  3d,  To  offer  what  would  operate  as 
a  bounty  to  further  emigration  from  those  States,  occa- 
sioning more  and  more  hinds,  situated  within  them,  to  be 
thrown  into  the  market;  tliereby  not  only  lessening  the 
value  of  tlieir  lands,  but  draining  them  both  of  their  po- 
pulation and  currency." 

Ther^  are  good  men  in  different  parts,  but  especially 
in  the  Atlantic  portion  of  the  Union,  who  have  been  in- 
duced to  ]*egard  lightly  this  vast  national  property;  who 
have  been  persuaded  that  the  people  of  the  West  are 
dissatisfied  with  the  administration  of  it;  and  who  believe 
that  it  will,  in  the  end,  be  lost  to  the  nation;  and  that  it 
is  not  worUi  present  care  and  preservation.  But  these  are 
radical  mistakes.  The  great  body  of  the  West  are  satis- 
fied— perfectly  satisfied,  with  the  general  administration 
of  the  public  lands.  They  would,  indeed,  like,  and  are 
entitled  to,  a  more  liberal  expenditure  among  them  of  the 
proceeds  of  the  sales.  For  this  provision  is  made  by  the 
bill  to  which  I  will  hereafter  call  the  attention  of  the  Se- 
nate. But  the  great  body  of  the  West  have  not  called  for, 
and  understand  too  well  their  real  interest  to  desire,  any 
essential  change  in  the  system  of  survey,  sale,  or  price  of 
the  lands.  There  may  be  a  few,  stimulated  by  dema- 
gogues, who  desire  change;  and  what  system  is  there, 
what  Government,  what  order  of  human  society,  that  a 
few  do  not  desire  changed? 

It  is  one  of  the  admirable  properties  of  the  existing 
system  that  it  contains  within  itself,  and  carries  along,  prin- 
ciples of  conservation  and  safety.  In  the  progress  of  its 
operation,  new  States  become  identified  with  the  old, 
in  feehng,  in  thinking,  and  in  interest.  Now,  Ohio  is  as 
sound  as  any  old  State  in  the  Union,  in  all  her  views  re- 
lating to  the  public  lands.  She  feels  that  her  share  in  the 
exterior  domain  is  much  more  important  than  would  be  an 
exclusive  right  to  the  few  millions  of  acres  left  unsold 
within  her  limits,  accompanied  by  a  virtual  surrender  of 
her  interest  in  all  the  other  public  lands  of  the  United 
States.  And  1  have  no  doubt  that  now,  the  people  of  the 
other  new  States,  left  to  their  own  unbiassed  sense  of 
equity  and  justice,  would  form  the  same  judgment.  They 


cannot  believe  that  what  they  have  not  bought,  what  re- 
mains the  property  of  themselves  and  all  their  brethren 
of  the  United  States,  in  common,  belongs  to  them  exclu- 
sively. But  if  I  am  mistaken — if  they  have  been  deceiv- 
ed by  erroneous  impressions  on  their  mind,  made  by  artful 
men,  as  the  sales  proceed,  and  the  public  land  is  exhaust- 
ed, and  their  population  increased,  like  the  State  of  Ohio, 
they  will  feel  that  their  true  interest  points  to  their  re- 
maining copartners  in  the  whole  national  domain,  instead 
of  bringing  forward  an  unfounded  pretension  to  the  in- 
considerable remnant  which  will  be  then  left  in  their  own 
limits. 

And  now,  Mr.  Preadent,  I  have  to  say  something  in  re- 
spect to  the  particular  plan  brought  forward  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Manufactures  for  a  temporary  appropriation  of 
the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands. 

The  committee  saw  that  this  fund  is  not  wanted  by  the 
General  Government;  that  the  peace  of  the  country  is  not 
likely,  from  present  appearances,  to  be  speedily  disturb- 
ed; and  that  the  General  Government  is  absolutely  em- 
barrassed in  providing  against  an  enormous  surplus  in  the 
treasury.  Whilst  this  is  the  condition  of  the  Federal  Go- 
vernment, the  States  are  in  want  of,  and  can  roost  benefi- 
cially use,  that  very  surplus  with  which  we  do  not  know 
what  to  do.  The  powers  of  the  General  Government  are 
limited;  those  of  the  States  are  ample.  If  those  limited 
powers  authorized  an  application  of  the  fund  to  some  ob- 
jects, perhaps  there  are  others  of  more  importance,  to 
which  the  powers  of  the  States  would  be  more  competent, 
or  to  which  they  may  apply  a  more  provident  care. 

But  the  Government  of  the  whole  and  of  the  parts,  at 
last,  is  but  one  Government  of  the  same  people.  In  form, 
they  are  two;  in  substance,  one.  They  both  stand  under 
the  same  solemn  obligation  to  promote,  by  all  the  powers 
with  which  they  are  respectiveljr  entrusted,  the  happiness 
of  the  people;  and  the  people,  in  their  turn,  owe  respect 
and  allegiance  to  both.  Maintaining  these  relations,  there 
should  be  mutual  assistance  to  each  other  aflforded  by 
these  two  systems.  When  the  States  are  full-handed,  and 
the  coffers  of  the  General  Government  are  empty,  the 
States  should  come  to  the  relief  of  the  General  Govern- 
ment, as  many  of  them  did,  most  promptly  and  patriot- 
ically, during  the  late  war.  When  the  conditions  of  the 
parties  are  reversed,  as  is  now  the  case,  the  States  want- 
ing what  is  almost  a  burden  to  the  General  Government, 
the  duty  of  this  Government  is  to  go  to  the  relief  of  the 
States. 

They  were  views  like  these  which  induced  a  majority 
of  the  committee  to  propose  the  plan  of  distribution  con- 
tained in  the  bill  now  under  consideration.  For  one,  how- 
ever, I  will  again  repeat  the  declaration,  which  1  made 
early  in  the  session,  that  I  unite  cordially  with  those  who 
condemn  the  application  of  any  principle  of  distribution 
among  the  several  States,  to  surplus  re  venue  derived  from 
taxation.  I  think  income  derived  from  taxation  stands 
upon  ground  totally  distinct  from  that  which  ia  received 
from  the  public  lands.  Congress  can  prevent  the  accu- 
mulation, at  least,  for  any  considerable  time,  of  revenue 
from  duties,  by  suitable  legislation,  lowering  or  augment- 
ing the  imposts;  but  it  cannot  stop  the  sales  of  the  public 
lands,  without  the  exercise  of  arbitrary  and  intolerable 
power.  The  powers  of  Congress  over  the  public  lands 
are  broader  and  more  comprehensive  than  those  which 
they  possess  over  taxation,  and  the  money  produced 
by  it. 

This  brings  me  to  consider,  Ist,  the  power  of  Congress 
to  make  the  distribution. .  By  the  second  part  of  the  third 
section  of  the  fourth  article  of  the  constitution.  Congress 
**  have  power  to  dispose  of,  and  make  all  needful  rules 
and  regulations  respecting  the  territory  or  other  property 
of  the  United  States."  The  power  of^  disposition  is  ple- 
nary, unrestrained,  unqualified.  It  is  not  limited  to  a 
specified  object  or  to  a  defined  purpose,   but  lefl  ap- 
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plicable  to  any  object  or  purpose  which  the  wisdom  of 
Congress  shatll  deem  fit,  acting  under  its  high  responsi- 
bility. 

The  Government  purchased  Louisiana  and  Florida. 
May  it  not  apply  the  proceeds  of  lands  within  those  coun- 
tries to  any  object  which  the  good  of  the  Union  may  seem 
to  indicate.^  If  there  be  a  restraint  in  the  constitution, 
where  is  it — what  is  it? 

The  uniform  practice  of  the  Goverment  has  conformed 
to  the  idea  of  its  possessing  full  powers  over  the  public 
lands.  They  have  been  freely  granted,  from  time  to  time, 
to  communities  and  individuals,  for  a  great  variety  of  pur- 
poses. To  States  for  education,  internal  improvement, 
public  buildingfs;  to  corporations  for  education;  to  the  deaf 
and  dumb;  to  the  cultivators  of  the  olive  and  the  vine;  to 
pre-emptioners;  to  General  Lafayette,  &c. 

The  deeds  from  the  ceding  States,  far  from  opposing, 
fully  warrant  the  distribution.  That  of  Virginia  ceded 
the  land  as  '*a  common  fund  for  the  use  and  benefit  of 
such  of  the  United  States  as  have  become,  or  shall  be- 
come, members  of  the  confederation  or  federal  alliance 
of  the  said  States,  Virginia  inclusive."  The  cession  was 
for  the  benefit  of  all  the  States.  It  may  be  argued  tliat 
the  fund  must  be  retained  in  the  common  treasury,  and 
thence  paid  out.  But,  by  the  bill  reported,  it  will  come 
into  the  common  treasury;  and  then  the  question  how  it 
shall  be  subsequently  applied  for  the  use  and  benefit  of 
such  of  the  United  States  as  compose  the  confederacy,  is 
one  of  modus  only.  Whether  the  money  is  disbursed  by 
the  General  Government  directly,  or  is  paid  out,  upon 
some  equal  and  just  principle,  to  the  States,  to  be  disburs- 
ed by  them,  cannot  affect  the  right  of  distribution.  If  the 
General  Governnusnt  retained  the  power  of  ultimate  dis- 
bursement, it  could  execute  it  only  by  suitable  agents; 
and  what  agency  is  more  suitable  than  that  of  the  States 
themselves!  If  the  States  expend  the  money,  as  the  bill 
contemplates,  the  expenditure  will,  in  effect,  be  a  dis- 
bursement for  the  benefit  of  the  whole,  although  the  se- 
veral States  are  the  organs  of  the  expenditure;  for  the 
whole  and  all  the  parts  are  identical.  And  whatever  re- 
dounds to  the  benefit  of  all  the  parts,  necessarily  contri- 
butes, in  the  same  measure,  to  the  benefit  of  the  whole. 
The  great  question  should  be,  is  the  distribution  upon 
equal  and  just  principles?  And  this  brings  me  to  consider, 

2d.  The  terms  of  the  distribution  proposed  by  the  bill 
of  tlie  Committee  on  Manufactures.  The  bill  proposes  a 
division  of  the  nett  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public 
lands  among  the  several  States  composing  the  Union,  ac- 
cording to  tlieir  federal  representative  population,  as  as- 
certained by  the  last  censu^  and  it  provides  for  new  States 
that  may  hereafter  be  admitted  into  the  Union.  The  basis 
of  the  distribution,  therefore,  is  derived  from  the  constitu- 
tion itself,  which  has  adopted  the  same  rule,  in  respect  to 
representation  and  direct  taxes.  None  could  be  more  just 
and  equitable. 

But  it  has  been  contended,  in  the  land  report,  that  the 
revolutionary  States,  which  did  not  cede  their  public  lands, 
ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  oome  into  the  distribution. 
This  objection  does  not  apply  to  the  purchases  of  Louisi- 
ana and  Florida,  because  the  consideration  for  them  was 
paid  out  of  tlic  common  treasury,  and  was  consequently 
contributed  by  all  the  States.  Nor  has  the  objection  any 
just  foundation,  when  applied  to  the  public  lands  derived 
from  Virginia  and  the  other  ceding  States;  because,  by 
the  terms  of  the  deeds,  the  cessionB  were  made  for  the  use 


expended?  It  comes  into  the  common  treasury,  and  is 
disbursed  for  the  common  benefit,  without  exception  of 
any  State.  The  bill  only  proposes  to  substitute  to  that 
object,  now  no  longer  necessary,  another  and  more  useful 
common  object.  The  general  application  of  the  fund  will 
continue  under  the  operation  of  the  bill>  altlioug^  the 
particular  purposes  may  be  varied. 

The  equity  of  the  proposed  distribution,  as  it  respects 
the  t^iro  classes  of  States,  the  old  and  the  new,  must  be 
manifest  to  the  Senate.  It  proposes  to  assign  to  the  new 
States,  besides  the  five  per  cent,  stipulated  for  in  their 
several  compacts  with  the  General  Government,  the  fur- 
ther sum  of  ten  per  cent,  upon  the  nett  proceeds.  Assum- 
ing the  proceeds  of  the  last  year,'amounting  to  ^,566,127  94, 
as  the  basis  of  the  calculation,  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  paper 
[Appendix,  A.]  which  shows  the  sum  that  each  of  the 
seven  new  States  would  receive.  They  have  complained 
of  the  exemption  from  taxation  of  the  public  lands  sold  by 
the  General  Government  for  five  years  after  the  sale.  If 
that  exemption  did  not  exist,  and  they  were  to  exercise 
the  power  of  taxing  those  lands,  as  the  average  increase 
of  their  population  is  only  eight  and  a  half  per  cent,  per  an- 
num, the  additional  revenue  which  they  would  raise  would 
only  be  eight  and  a  half  per  cent,  per  annum;  that  is  to  say, 
a  State  now  collecting  a  revenue  of  $100,000  per  annum 
would  collect  only  $108,500,  if  it  were  to  tax  lands  re- 
cently sold.  But,  by  the  bill  under  consideration,  each  of 
the  seven  new  States  will  annually  receive,  as  its  distri- 
butive share,  more  than  the  whole  amount  of  it^annual 
revenue. 

It  may  be  thought  that  to  set  apart  ten  per  cent,  to  the 
new  States,  in  the  first  instance,  is  too  great  a  proportion, 
and  is  unjust  towards  tlie  old  States.  But  it  will  be  re- 
collected that,  as  they  populate  much  faster  than  the  old 
States,  and  as  the  last  census  is  to  govern  in  the  apportion- 
ment, they  ought  to  receive  more  tlian  the  old  States.  If 
they  receive  too  much  at  the  commencement  of  the  term, 
it  may  be  neutralized  by  tlie  end  of  it. 

AAer  the  deduction  shall  have  been  made  of  the  fifteen 
per  cent,  allotted  to  the  new  States,  the  residue  is  to  be 
divided  among  the  twenty-four 'States,  old  and  new,  com- 
posing the  Union.  What  eacm  of  the  States  would  re- 
ceive, is  shown  by  a  table  annexed  to  the  report  Taking 
the  proceeds  of  the  last  year  as  the  standard,  there  must 
be  added  one-sixth  to  what  b  set  down  in  that  table  as  the 
proportion  of  the  several  States. 

If  the  power  and  the  principle  of  the  proposed  distribu- 
tion be  satisfactory  to  the  Senate,  I  think  tlie  objects  can< 
not  fail  to  be  equally  so.  They  ace  education,  internal 
improvements,  and  colonization — all  gi'eat  and  beneficent  * 
objects — all  national  in  tlieir  nature.  No  mind  can  be  cul- 
tivated and  improved;  no  work  of  internal  improvement 
can  be  executed  in  any  part  of  the  Union,  nor  any  pei-son 
of  color  transported  from  any  of  its  ports,  in  which  tlie 
whole  Union  is  not  interested.  The  prosperify  of  the 
whole  is  an  aggregate  of  the  prosperity  of  the  parts. 

The  States,  each  judging  for  itself,  will  select,  among  the 
objects  enumerated  in  the  bill,  that  which  comports  best 
with  its  own  policy.  There  is  no  compulsion  in  tlie  clioice. 
Some  will  prefer,  perhaps,  to  apply  the  fund  to  the  ex- 
tinction of  debt,  now  burdensome,  created  for  internal  im- 
provements; some  to  new  objects  of  internal  improvement; 
others  to  education;  and  others  again  to  colonization.  It 
may  be  supposed  possible  that  the  States  will  divert  the 
fund  from  the  specified  purposes;  but  against  such  a  mis- 


and  benefit  of  all  the  States.     The  ceding  States  having  application,  we  have,  in  the  first  place,  the  security  which 


made  no  exception  of  any  State,  what  right  has  the  Gene 
ral  Government  to  interpolate  in  the  deeds,  and  now  create 
an  exception?  The  General  Government  is  a  mere  trus- 
tee, holding  the  domain  in  virtue  of  those  deeds,  accord- 
ing to  the  terms  and  conditions  which  they  expressly  de- 
scribe; and  it  is  bound  to  execute  the  trust  accordingly. 
But  how  is  the  fund  produced  by  the  public  lands  now 


arises  out  of  tlieir  presumed  good  faith;  and,  iii  tlie  second, 
the  power  to  withhold  subsequent,  if  there  has  l>een  any 
abuse  in  previous  appropriations. 

It  has  been  argued  that  the  General  Government  has  no 
power  in  respect  to  colonization.  Waiving  that,  as  not 
being  a  question  at  this  time,  the  real  inquiry  is,  have  the 
States  themselves  any  such  power?  for  it  is  to  the  States 
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that  the  subject  is  referred.  The  evil  of  a  free  black 
population  is  not  restricted  to  pai*ticular  States,  but  ex- 
tends to,  and  is  felt  by,  all.  It  is  not,  therefore,  the  slave 
question,  but  total)/  distinct  from  and  unconnected  with 
it.  I  have  heretofore  of\en  expressed  my  perfect  convic- 
tion that  the  General  Government  has  no  constitutional 
power  which  it  can  exercise  in  regard  to  African  slavery. 
That  conviction  remains  unchanged.  The  States  in  which 
'  slavery  is  tolerated,  have  exclusively  in  their  own  hands 
the  entire  regulation  of  the  subiect.  But  the  slave  States 
differ  in  opinion  as  to  the  expediency  of  African  coloniza- 
tion. Several  of  them  have  signified  their  approbation  of 
it.  The  Legislature  of  Kentucky,  I  believe  unanimously, 
recommended  the  encouragement  of  colonization  to  Con- 
gress. 

Should  a  war  break  out  during  the  term  of  five  yeai*s 
that  the  operation  of  the  bill  is  limited  to,  the  fund  is  to 
be  withdrawn,  and  applied  to  the  vigorous  prosecution  of 
the  war.  If  there  be  no  war.  Congress,  at  the  end  of  the 
term,  will  be  able  to  ascertain  whether  the  money  has  been 
beneficially  expended,  and  to  judge  of  the  propriety  of 
continuing  the  distribution. 

Three  reports  have  been  made  on  this  great  subject  of 
the  public  lands,  during  the  present  session  of  Congress, 
besides  that  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  at  its  com- 
mencement— two  in  the  Senate,  and  one  in  the  House.  All 
three  of  them  agree,  first,  in  the  preservation  of  the  con- 
trol of  the  General  Government  over  the  public  lands;  and, 
second,  they  concur  in  rejecting  the  plan  of  a  cession  of 
the  public  lands  to  tlie  States  in  which  they  are  situated, 
recommended  by  the  Secretary,  The  Land  Committee  of 
the  Senate  propose  an  assignment  of  fifteen  per  cent,  of 
the  nett  proceeds,  besides  the  five  per  cent,  stipulated  in 
the  compacts  (making  together  twenty  per  cent.)  to  the 
new  States,  and  nothing  to  the  old. 

The  Committee  on  Manufactures  of  the  Senate,  afleran 
allotment  of  an  additional  sum  often  per  cent,  to  the  new 
States,  proposes  an  equal  distribution  of  the  residue  among 
all  the  States,  old  and  new,  upon  equitable  principles. 

The  Senate's  Ladd  Committee,  besides  the  proposal  of 
a  distribution,  restricted  to  the  new  States,  recommends 
an  immediate  reduction  of  the  price  "of  fresh  lands  to  a 
minimum  of  one  dollar  per  acre,  and  to  fifty  cents  per 
acre  for  lands  which  have  been  fiye  years  or  upwards  in 
market." 

The  Land  Committee  of  the  House  is  opposed  to  all  dis- 
tribution, gen'^ral  or  partial,  and  recommends  a  reduction 
of  the  price  to  one  dollar  per  acre. 

And  now,  Mr.  President,  I  have  a  few  words  more  to 
say,  and  shall  be  done.  We  are  admonished  by  all  our  rc- 
/lections,  and  by  existing  sig^s,  of  the  duty  of  commuiu- 
cating  strength  and  energy  to  the  glorious  Union  which 
now  encircles  our  favored  country.  Among  the  ties 
which  bind  us  together,  the  public  domain  merits  high 
consideration.  And  if  we  appropriate,  for  a  limited  time, 
the  proceeds  of  that  great  resource,  among  the  several 
States,  for  the  important  objects  which  have  been  enu- 
merated, a  new  and  powerful  bond  of  affection  and  of  in- 
terest will  be  added.  The  States  will  feel  and  recog^iise 
tlie  operation  of  the  General  Government,  not  merely  in 
power  and  burdens,  but  in  benefactions  and  blessings. 
And  the  General  Government,  in  its  turn,  will  feel,  from 
the  expenditure  of  the  money  which  it  dispenses  to  the 
SUtes,  the  benefits  of  moral  and  intellectual  improvement 
of  the  people,  of  gi'eater  facility  in  social  and  commercial 
intercourse,  and  of  the  purification  of  tlie  population  of 
our  country,  themselves  the  best  parental  sources  of  na- 
tional character,  national  union,  and  national  greatness. 
Whatever  may  be  the  fatejof  the  particular  proposition 
now  under  consideration,  Insincerely  hope  that  the  atten- 
tion of  the  nation  may  be  attracted  to  thiamost  interesting 
subject;  that  it  may  justly  appreciate  the  value  of  this  im- 
mense national  property;  and  that,  preaemng  th«  regula* 


tion  of  it  by  the  will  of  the  whole,  for  the  advantage  of 
the  whole,  it  may  be  transmitted,  as  a  sacred  and  inestima- 
ble succession,  to  posterity,  for  its  benefit  and  blessing  for 
ages  to  come. 
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[Supposing  it  would  be  acceptable,  we  annex  the  table 
which  accompanied  the  report  of  the  Senate's  Committee 
on  Manufactures,  showing  the  distributive  share  of  each 
State.  Since  that  table  was  constructed,  it  has  been  as- 
certained that  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands  last  year 
were  upwards  of  three  and  a  half  millions  of  dollars.  Con- 
sequently, one-sixth  should  be  added  to  the  amount  esti- 
mated for  every  State,  in  tiie  following  table,  to  show  what 
each  Slate  woiUd  receive,  on  the  suppobitiun  that  the  pro- 
duce of  the  public  lands  fur  succeeding  years  will  equal 
the  hwt.] — Editors  of  the  Register* 


1119 


GALEB  &  BEATON'S  REGISTER 


1120 


SSITATB.] 


Patents. — Pennon  Duties.^^Intemal  Improvements, 


[JvKx  21,  22, 1832- 


Statement  showing  the  dividend  of  each  State  (^according  to 
its  federal  population)  in  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands, 
after  deducting  therefrom  fifteen  per  cent,  as  an  addUion- 
at  dividend  for  the  States  m  which  the  public  land  is  situ- 
ated* 

[Estimated  proceeds  of  lands,  $3,000,000;  deduct  15 
per  cent.  $450,000,  and  $2,550,000  remain  to  be  divided 
among  all  the  States  according  to  their  population.] 


STATES              Federal  popula- 

STATM.                            ^^^^   JQ3Q 

Shares  in  proceeds 
of  public  lands. 

Maine, 

New  Hampshire,    - 

Massachusetts, 

Vermont,    - 

Rhode  Island, 

Connecticut, 

New  York, 

New  Jersey, 

Pennsylvania, 

Delaware,  - 

Maryland,   - 

Virginia,     - 

North  Carolina, 

South  Carolina, 

Georgia, 

Alabama,    - 

Mississippi, 

Louisiana,  - 

Tennessee, 

Kentucky,  - 

Ohio, 

Indiana, 

Illinois, 

Missouri,     • 

399,437 
269,326 
610,408 
280,657 
97,194 
297,665 

1,918,553 
319,922 

1,34-8,072 

75,432 

406,843 

1,023,503 
639,747 
455,025 
429,811 
262,508 
110,358 
171,694 
625,263 
621,832 
935,884 
343,031 
157,147 
130.419 

$85,387  48 

57,573  71 

130,487  59 

59,995  93 

20,777  12 

63,631  72 

410, 12S  29 

68,389  59 

288,176  64 

15,202  93 

86,756  89 

218,793  82 

136,758  45 

97,270  51 

91,880  52 

56,116  22 

23,591  19 

36,702  95 

133,662  21 

132,928  77 

200,063  54 

73,329  59 

33,593  25 

27,879  68 

11,928,731 

Thubsdat,  Juki  21. 
PATENTS. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  re- 
port  from  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office, 
in  obedience  to  a  resolution  calling  for  the  number  of 
patents  for  land  which  are  waiting  for  the  signature  of 
the  President,  and  the  cost  of  each  patent. 

[The  report  states  the  number  of  patents  to  be  10,590; 
and  the  cost  of  those  which  are  written  in  the  office  at 
fifty-three  cents,  and  of  those  written  out  of  the  office  fit 
thirl y-nine  cents  each.] 

On  motion  of  Mr.  TIPTON,  the  Senate  then  proceed- 
ed to  the  consideration  of  executive  business,  [with 
a  view,  as  he  intimated,  of  acting  on  the  nominations  of 
officers  for  the  newly  created  regiment  of  mounted  gun- 
men.] 

Friday,  Ju:fK  22. 
PENSION  DUTIES. 

The  resolution  from  the  House,  transferring  the  duties 
imposed  by  the  pension  bill  from  tlic  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  was  taken  up. 

Some  discussion  took  place  on  the  necessity  for  tliis 
transfer?  and  it  was  stated  that  the  measure  was  proposed 
at  the  suggestion  of  the  head  of  the  Pension  Bureau  in  the 
M'ar  Department,  and  that  the  object  was  to  pve  an  op- 
portunity  for  the  formation  of  a  new  bureau  m  that  de- 
partment. 


The  amendment  reported  by  the  Conunittee  on  Pen- 
sions, giving  a  discretion  to  the  President  to  make  the 
transfer,  if  he  should  think  it  necessary,  was  negatived. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  third  reading  of 
the  resolution,  and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS.— -Messrs.  Bibb,  Chambers,  Dallas,  Ellis,  Eving, 
Forsytli,  Frelinghuysen»  Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes,  Kane, 
King,  Marcy,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Robbina,  Robinson, 
Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tipton, 
Tomlinson,  Tyler,  Waggaman,  White,  Wilkins.— 28. 

NAYS. — ^Messrs.  Beli,  Benton,  Brown,  Clay,  Clayton, 
Foot,  Hayne,  Knight,  Mangum,  Miller,  Moore,  Naudain, 
Webster.— 13. 

The  resolution  was  then  read  a  third  Ume,  and  'passed. 

^Ir.  HAYNE  submitted  a  resolution  to  amend  the  rules 
of  the  Senate,  so  as  to  make  a  motion  to  strike  out  and 
insert  not  a  divisible  motion,  &c. 

INTERNAL  IMPROVEMENTS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WILKINS,  the  Senate  then  proceed- 
ed to  consider  the  act  making  appropriations  for  certain 
internal  improvements  for  1832. 

The  question  pending  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Fob- 
STTB  to  strike  out  the  clause  appropriating  30,000  dol' 
lars  for  the  improvement  of  the  navigvtion  of  Cumberland 
river, 

Mr.  CLAY  said  that  he  had  proposed  to  make  some 
remarks  on  tl&is  question;  but  he  had  not  sufficiently  re- 
covered his  articulation  to  say  more  than  that  he  boped 
the  amendment  would  be  negatived.  He  said  that,  as 
the  Cumberland  river  runs  through  tlie  States  of  Ten- 
nessee and  Kentucky;  as  Kentucky  had  received  no  favors 
ofthis  kind  from  the  General  Government,  the  Mays\iUe 
road  appropriation  having be«n  vetoed;  and  as  the  port  of 
Nashville  was  of  the  utmost  importance,  and  was  situated 
on  this  river,  which  waa  one  x)f  the  finest  streams  of  the 
West,  he  hoped  the  Senate  would  reject  the  amendment. 
The  nature  of  the  obstruction  is  so  well  known,  that  a  pre- 
vious survey  could  not  be  necessary. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  stated  that  the  gentlentan  from  Geor- 
gia bad  put  thif  on  the  ground  of  a  teat  question,  and  that, 
if  tliis  motion  prevailed,  be  would  move  afterwards  to 
strike  out  other  provi^ons  of  the  bUl.  He  wished  to  knov 
what  the  other  provisions  were. 

Mr.  HAYNE  suggested  other  points  on  which  he  desir- 
ed information.  What  was  the  amount  of  the  appropri- 
ations contained  in  this  bill?  Would  these  appropriations 
be  sufficient  to  finish  the  works  for  which  they  are  re- 
quired.^ What  was  the  amount  required  for  new  works  ^ 
He  expressed  his  satisfaction  that  the  question  was  now 
(airly  and  solemnly  made.  He  was  of  opinion  that,  if  the 
Cumberland  river,  a  new  work  not  siureyed,  was  to  be 
cleared  by  a  national  appropriation,  every  outlet  and  river 
of  the  Union  could  be  cleared  at  the  expense  of  the  Unit- 
ed States.  After  that  was  done,  tlie  Government  would 
be  called  on  to  make  roads/rom  one  watercourse  to  an- 
other. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  replied  that  there  were  three  new 
works  embraced  in  this  bill.  There  was,  first,  an  appro- 
priation for  the  Arkansas  river  of  15,000  dollars.  There 
was,  secondly,  the  appropriation  of  30,000  dolUrs  for  the 
Cumberland  river;  and  the  third  was  an  appropriation  ci 
20,000  dollars- for  repairing  a  road  in  the  Territory  of  Ar- 
kansas. He  had  thought  there  were  four  objects,  but  he 
discovered  that  the  fourth  (the  Savannah  river)  was  not  a 
new  work.  The  appropriations,  as  the  bill  stands,  amount 
to  1,100,000  dollars.  Some  of  the  objects  would  require 
additional  appropriations,  and  some  additional  ones  to  a 
considerable  amount.  He  repeated  that  it  was  his  object 
to  get  a  decision  that  no  new  works  should  be  embraced 
in  this  bill,  as  tliere  was  another  bill  into  which  they  might 
be  interwoven. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  the  proposition  was  to  strike  out 
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the  appropriatjon  for  clearing  out  the  obstructions  to  the 
navigation  of  the  Ctimberland  river.  As  a  local  object, 
be  had  no  knowledge  of  the  matter.  But  he  waa  not  pre- 
pared to  admit  the  principle  that  no  measure  in  which 
thvre  had  not  been  a  previous  appropriation  ought  to  be 
embraced  in  the  bill;  or  that  a  work  should  be  excluded 
merely  because  there  had  been  no  survey.  He  iiud  no 
objection  to  the  appropriation,  therefore,  on  tliat  score. 
His  vote  would  be  governed  by  the  information  he  should 
receive  from  those  who  were  best  acquainted  with  the 
matter,  as  to  tiie  importance  of  the  work  itself.  The 
gentleman  from  Tennessee  could  give  this  information. 
T&is  object  is  connected  with  two  States,  and,  if  the  gen- 
tlemen from  these  States  differ  as  to  the  expediency  of 
the  appropriation,  it  might  be  a  reason  for  further  reflec- 
tion.  He  wished  to  hear  from  Tennessee  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  regarded  the  Cumberland  river  as  next 
in  importance  to  the  Mississippi  and  the  Ohio  riverM.  The 
Kentucky  river  he  considered  as  of  trifling  importance  in 
comparison  witli  the  Cumberland^  The  IVniiessee  river 
was  of  minor  importance.  So  far  as  the  national  import- 
ance of  the  river  could  goveru  his  vote,  he  was  disposed 
to  yield.  He  then  ntated  that  the  obstructions  tu  tlie  Cum- 
berland river  were  the  Dover  shoals  and  the  Mu!»clc 
sboals.  The  Iatter»  situated  forty  miles  lielow  Nashville, 
were  the  most  formidable.  He  then  took  a  v.ew  of  thc 
importaiice  of  Naslwille  as  a  port  and  a  commercial  «lepot; 
and  btated  tliat,  if  any  case  ought  to  be  taken  where  no 
survey  had  taken  place,  it  ought  to  be  th  s;  and  he  wa^ 
prepared  to  give  his  vote  in  fuvor  of  the  appropriation, 
wheitcver  the  question  should  oe  taken. 

Mr.  WHITK  il  d  not  exactly  concur  with  his  colleague 
in  Ins  estimate  of  the  import.«uce  of  the  Ctimberland  rivcr. 
He  himself  considered  several  streams  ni  the  West  as  equal 
or  superior  in  itnpoi-tance. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  explained,  and  was  followed  by 

Mr. -TYLER,  who  w.shed  to  know  where  the  line  was 
to  be  drawn  between  a  nation.d  and  a  iocul  work.  If  the 
criterion  was  to  be  that  a  river  or  a  road  ran  through  two 
States  or  one  State,  whether  it  was  to  be  a  river  of  ont- 
hundred  miles  or  of  fifty  miies;iind  whether  tliere  was  to 
be  a  distinction  between  great  natioital  and  little  national 
works. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  expressed  his  sent'ments  in  opposition 
to  the  practice  of  measuring  national  objects  by  furlongs, 
roo<1.4,  and  perches,  and  of  carrying  a  measuring  st  ck  by 
the  side  of  tiie  streams  fur  which  appropriations  were 
asked.  He  stated  that  he  was  once  a^ked  why  he  had 
▼oted  for  a  liberal  appropriation  for  the  harbor  ot  Mobile. 
He  re  pled  by  pointing  to  a  statement  of  the  loss  of  a  Bos- 
ton v<jascl,  of  the  value  of  3  J, 000  dollars,  on  the  Mobile 
bar;  and  thus  finding  that  the  interest  fi-lt  in  this  improve- 
ment was  national,  and  not  local.  He  insisted  that  the  citi* 
Zens  of  Massachusetts  were  as  much  interested  in  every 
snag  which  was  taken  out  of  the  Mississippi,  and  every  old 
tree  removed  from  the  Oliio.  The  State  of  Delaware  was 
not  so  much  interested  in  the  breakwater  at  the  mouth  x>f 
her  bay,  as  was  the  State  of  Massachusetts;  and  it  being  a 
work  of  this  national  cliarater,  it  was  not  to  be  expected 
tliat  Delaware,  or  New  Jersey,  or  PennsyKania,  would 
expend  the  amount  of  its  construction.  He  stated  tliat  the 
proposition  (/f  a  new  and  grinding  tax,  of  a  system  of 
grievous  oppression — the  march  of  an  army,  the  sweep 
of  a  pestilence,  the  approach  of  death,  could  not  be  spo- 
ken of  with  more  horror  than  was  a  proposition  to  open 
^  road,  or  make  a  canal,  in  this  House.  As  this  was  a 
work  for  the  common  benefit,  it  oagtit  to  be  pad  for  at 
the  common  charge.  Having  gone  so  far  in  supf^ort  of 
the  system  of  intern.il  improvement,  he  was  not  now  dis- 
posed to  retrace  his  steps. 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  HOLMES,  Mr.  JOHN- 
STON, Mr.  BIBB,  and  Mr.  FORSY 1 H, 
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Mr.  MILLER  moved  to  lay  the  bin  on  the  table;  and  on 
this  motion  the  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  aifd  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy, 
Havne,  Hill,  King,  Mangum,  Miller,  Moore,  Tazewell, 
Troup,  Tyler,  White,— 15. 

NAYS. -^Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  D'ckerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Freling- 
huyseii,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  Marcy, 
Naudain,  Foindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Bug- 
gies, Seymour,  Silshee,  Sprague,  Tijiton,  Tomlinson, 
Webster,  Wilkins.— 29. 

Some  fiirther  discussion  then  took  place,  in  which  Mr. 
WEBSTER,  Mr.  TAZEWELL,  Mr.  SMITH,  and  Mr. 
HAYNE  took  part. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  of^Mr. 
PoRSTTB  to  strike  out  the  appropriation,  and  decided  as 
follows: 

YEAS. — Mewrs.  Bell,  Brown,  Dtckerson,  Dudley,  El- 
l's, Foot,  Forsyth,  Hayne,  Hdl,  Kin^,  Knight,  Mangum, 
\larcv.  Miller,  Moore,  Smith,  T^ewell,  Troup,  Tyler, 
White.— 20. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Chambers!,  Clay,  Cl;*y- 
ton,  Dillas  Ewing,  Frelinghuysen,  Grun<ly,  Hendricks, 
Hoi 'lies,  Johnston,  Kane,  Naudain,  Foindexter,  Prentiss, 
Bobbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  S«  ymour,  Silshpe,  Sprague, 
Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 26. 

So  the  amendment  was  nt-gatived. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  mcived  to  amend  the  bill  by  inserting 
an  appropriation  of  four  thousand  five  hundred  dollars  for 
the  improvement  of  the  harbor  and  rivcr  of  St.  .Marks,  in 
Florda. 

The  motion  wa«<  agreed  lo. 

Mr.  WHITE  then  moved  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table. 

Mr.  CLAY  rOV  requested  the  gentleman  to  withdraw 
his  motion,  to  affuril  him  an  opportunity  for  a  few  re- 
marks. 

Mr.  WHITE  withdrew  h'«s  motion. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  then  drew  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
to  the  situation  of  many  of  the  public  winks,  wh  ch  w  re 
«lelayed  by  the  .very  exira-rdinaiy  lustation  of  Congn^ 
in  passing  this  bill,  and  particularly  to  the  strong  lu  ces- 
:>ity  of  inmlediate  action  on  the  suhject  of  an  appropria- 
t  Oil  to  continue  that  most  imp'trtant  national  work,  the 
Delaware  breakwater.  This  and  all  sim  lar  appropria- 
tions had  usually  heretofore  been  passed  at  a  much  earlier 
period  of  the  session,  tfnd  the  delay  of  them  until  mid- 
summer had  now  created  the  most  Serious  embarrass- 
ments, both  to  the  people  who  had  been  engaged  in  fiir- 
n  shing  stone  for  the  breakwater,  and  others,  and  also  to 
the  Government  itself.  Increase  of  the  expense,  and 
great  embarrassment  in  drawing  the  industry  which  it 
had  employed  since  its  commencement  from  new  en- 
gagements back  to  the  former  employment,  would  be 
the  consequelices  of  this  delay.  He  referred  to  most 
pressing  solicitations  which  he  had  received  during  the 
session  from  various  quarters,  urging  the  necessity  of  this 
appropriation,  and  concluded  with  some  remarks  on  the 
great  national  importance  and  utility  of  the  breakwater, 
and  by  urg  ngthe  passage  of  the  bill  without  further  pro- 
crastiiuitiOn.  He  hoped  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee 
would  see  the  propriety  of  not  renewing  his  motion  to  lay 
it  on  the  table. 

Mr.  WHITE  withdrew  his  motion. 

Mr.  CLAY  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  inserting 
"For  removing  obstruct ons  and  further  improving  the 
navigation  of  James  river,  below  the  city  of  Richmond, 
in  the  State  of  Virginia,  one  hundred  and  twenty  thousand 
dollars." 

In  offering  the  amendment,^Mr.  CLAY  adverted  to  the 
memorial  presented  on  this  sub  it  ct  a  few  days  since,  sgned 
by  the  mo^t  respectable,  the  ^UteofiUe  city  of  Richmond. 
A  survey  had  been  made  by  Mi*.  Crozet. 
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At  tlie  suggestion  of  Mr.  FORSYTH,  that  the  memorial 
waa  itill  before  the  Committee  on  Commerce  fur  exami* 
nation,  and  that  the  appropriation  could  be  made  in  an- 
other bill  about  to  be  reported, 

Mr.  CLAY  withdrew  his  amendment 

The  bill  was  then  reported  to  the  Senate  as  amended, 
and  the  amendments  bein^  concurred  in,  the  question 
was  taken  on  the  third  reading  of  the  bill,  and  decided  in 
the  affirmative,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clavton, 
Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks,  Holmes, 
Johnston,  Katie,  Knight,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Ro- 
binson, Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tip- 
ton, Tomlinson,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 26. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy, 
Hayne,  Kane,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Tazewell,  Tyler, 
White.— 13. 


Satubdat,  Jcirx  23. 
DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE. 


On  motion  of  Mr.  BIBB,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  con- 
aider  the  resolution  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
apply  the  balance  which  may  remain  after  the  comple- 
tion of  the  work  in  the  Patent  Office  to  the  arrangement 
of  the  papers  in  the  State  Department. 

Mr.  BIBB  briefly  explained  that  he  had  information 
fk^m  the  Secretary  of  State  that  a  surplus  would  remain 
afler  the  business  of  the  Patent  Office  was  finished.  He 
stated  that  there  was  great  difficulty  now  in  finding  papers. 
They  were  tied  up  in  bundles,  and  put  away  on  shelves. 
His  object  was  to  have  them  assorted,  numbered,  and  in- 
dexed, for  the  facility  of  access. 

Mr.  MANGUM  regarded  the  difficulty  as  arising  alto- 
gether from  the  absence  of  order  and  industry  in  the  de- 
partment. 

Mr.  FOOT  stud  that  the  blessed  effects  of  the  removals 
of  plerks  were  made  evident  by  this  resolution.  He  stated 
that,  previous  to  the  commencement  of  the  present  ad- 
ministration, he  had  never  found  any  difficulty  or  deten- 
tion in  the  obtainment  of  papers;  but,  after  *the  removal 
of  eight  clerks  in  that  single  department,  it  was  not  to  be 
wondered  at.  It  was  owing  to  the  want  of  order  that  the 
papers  were  not  filed  and  arranged. 

Aflerafew  words  from  Mr.  JOHNSTON  in  favor  of 
the  resolution, 

Mr.  WHITE  moved  to  lay  the  resolution  on  the  table, 
in  order  tiiat  the  Senate  might  proceed  to  the  considera- 
tion of  executive  business;  wliile  tlie  resolution  was  pend- 

The  uct  making  appropriations  for  certain  internal  im- 
provements for  the  year  1832  was'read  a  third  time. 

The  question  being  on  its  passage,  on  motion  of  Mr. 
HILL,  the  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  then  put,  and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  bickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Freling- 
huysen,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  Knight, 
Naudain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Sey- 
mour, Silsbee,  Smith,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Websiter,  Wil- 
kins.~28. 

NAYS — Messrs.  Bibb,  Ellis,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill, 
King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Taze- 
well, Tyler,  White.— 14. 

So  the  bill  was  passed. 

A  resolution  offered  yesterday  by  Mr.  Haticb,  amend- 
ing the  twelfth  rule  of  the  Senate,  so  as  to  make  a  motion 
to  strike  out  and  insert  indivisible,  &c.  was  considered, 
and  agreed  to. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WHITE,  the  Senate  then  proceeded 
to  the  consideration  of  executive  business. 


MOITDAT,  JVKX  25. 

DISCRIMINATING  DUTIES  WITH  SPAIN. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  communicatinjT  a  report  from  the  Secreta- 
ry of  State,  on  the  subject  of  ihe  abolition  of  the  diwri- 
minafing  duties  now  existing  on  Spanish  vessels.  The 
report  was  read.  It  stated  that  despatches  had  been  re- 
ceived from  our  minister  in  Spain,  stating  that  an  order 
had  been  issued  by  the  Spanini  Government  abolishing 
the  discriminating  duties  on  American  vessels,  on  condi* 
tion  that  a  similar  abolition  should  be  made  by  tlie  United 
States. 

Mr.  CLAY,  at  whose  instance  the  report  was  read,  said 
he  had  found,  as  he  feared,  that  this  measure  did  not  ex- 
tend to  Cuba,  or  the  other  islands  of  Spain.  As  the  sub- 
ject was  about  to  be  referred,  and  as,  in  relation  to  Cubi, 
almost  the  entire  carrying  trade  was  confined  to  Spain, 
he  hoped  the  attention  of  the  committee  would  be  direct- 
ed to  that  point.  He  was  aware  that  the  Secretary  stated 
in  his  report  that  negotiations  were  poing  on;  but  he 
thought  that  a  measure  of  this  kind  migiit  be  put  into  the 
hands  of  the  Executive,  to  strengthen  tlie  pending  nego- 
tiation on  the  part  of  tlie  United  States.  Some  contingent 
provision  as  to  the  carrying  trade  with  Cuba,  and  the 
other  Spanish  posseanons,  placed  in  the  hands  of  our 
minister  in  Spain,  could  not  but  be  favorable  to  the  ob- 

i'ect  which  he  had  in  view.  If  no  remedy  should  shortly 
»e  applied,  Spain  would  soon  monopolize  the  whole  of 
the  carrying  trade  between  the  United  States  and  Cuba 
and  the  other  Spanish  Islands. 

The  message  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

PRESIDENT'S  FAC  SIMILE. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  KING,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  to  appoint  a  recorder  for  the  Ge- 
neral Land  Office,  and  to  provide  the  means  of  signing 
and  issuing  the  patents  for  the  public  lands— the  question 
being  on  the  reconsideration  of  the  vote  taken  on  Mr. 
Forsttb's  amendment,  providing  for  affixing  the  fiic 
simile  of  the  President's  signature  to  tlie  patents. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  said  he  had  rather  the  motion  pre- 
vailed. At  Iny  rate,  if  the  bill  passed  as  it  then  was,  it 
would  create  an  anomaly*  unknown  in  this  or  any  other 
Government;  it  would  be  clothing  a  subordinate  officer 
with  the  higiiest  attribute  of  sovereignty-^the  disponng 
of  the  public  domain.  He  would  oppose  tlie  bill  on  tbit 
ground,  and  also  on  tlie  ground  that  there  were  ten  thou- 
sand patents  already  prepared  for  signature,  which  the 
Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office  said  ctmld  be 
altered,  but  which,  he  contended,  could  not,  that  mutt 
be  lost.  With  a  view  of  obviating  these  difficulties,  Mr. 
P.  submitted  an  amendment  providing  tliat,  hereafter,  it 
shall  not  be  necessary  for  tlie  President  to  sigpi  the  p»* 
tents  for  the  public  lands,  but  that  the  Commissioner  of 
the  General  Land  Office  shiiH  affix  to  them  the  great  seal 
of  the  United  State;),  and  also  sign  them  as  commissioner. 
The  great  seal,  then,  said  Mr.  P.,  will  be  the  evidence  of 
the  title,  and  tlie  signature  of  the  commissioner  will  gua- 
ranty the  purity  of  the  grant. 

Mr.  HOI«MES  observed  that  the  power  of  signing  the 
patents  did  not  arise  from  any  inherejU  sovereignty  in  the 
President,  but  from  the  authority  given  him  by  Uw;  sad 
we  can  give,  said  he,  that  authority  to  any  officer  as  well 
as  to  the  President.  The  sovereignly  was  in  the  United 
States,  and  the  act  of  sovereignty  in  the  transfer  of  the 


not  much  like.  The  much  better  way  would  be  to  take  a 
responsible  officer,  and  let  him  put  the  great  seal,  t(ige- 
tlier  with  his  own  signature,  in  the  patent.  Perhaps  the 
difficulty  might  begot  ove>  when  we  had  a  President  with 
a  shorter  name,  and  then  we  could  get  on  pretty  much  la 


1125 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


1126 


JuwB  35,  1833.] 


Statiu  of  fVaakington. 


[Sbvatb. 


the  old  way.  Suppose,  for  instance,  the  President's  name 
ran  in  only  fire  letters — H.  Ciat — it  would  not  take  up  so 
much  time  to  fill  up  patents  with  these  few  letters,  and  we 
should  not,  probably,  hear  any  complaints  of  the  dtfBcultv 
of  siting  them.  But,  to  be  serious,  it  would  be  much 
better  to  create  an  officer,  and  confer  on  him  the  power 
to  authenticate  the  patents,  than  to  take  this  circuitous 
way  of  a  fac  simile,  in  order  to  keep  up  the  idea  that  the 
President  is  the  sole  representative  of  the  sovereign  power 
of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  KING  observed,  if  the  gentleman  from  Maine  was 
serious,  he  must  see  that  it  mattered  not  who  the  President 
was,  or  whether  his  name  was  long  or  short — he  must,  in 
order  to  stfpi  these  patents,  devote  to  it  time  that  ought 
to  be  occupied  with  the  more  important  concerns  of  the 
country.  The  Senator  from  Mississippi  had  abandoned 
some  of  his  objections,  but  proposes  to  affix  the  g^eat 
seal  of  the  United  States  to  the  land  patents.  Why,  sir, 
we  have  already  a  seal;  not  the  great  seal,  to  be  sure,  but 
a  very  convenient  one,  sufficient  to  authenticate  the  grant; 
and  with  this  and  the  signature  of  the  commissioner,  coun- 
tersigned by  the  recorder,  the  patent  will  be  complete. 
He  did  not  admit  that  there  would  be  any  loss  on  account 
of  the  10,000  patents  spoken  of  by  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi.  One-half  of  these  were  signed,  and  the 
others  he  presumed  could  be  signed  before  the  bill  went 
into  operation.  The  documents  showed  that,  since  the 
commencement  of  the  present  session,  the  President  had 
signed  more  than  10,000,  and  that  tliere  were  40,000  more 
to  sign.  Uid  any  Senator  believe  that  it  was  necessary 
for  the  President  himself  to  sign  the  patents,  in  order  to 
give  more  validity  to  the  grants^  If  this  was  not  so, 
would  it  not  be  better  to  pass  this  law  to  remove  the  dif- 
ficulties encountered  by  the  people  of  the  new  States  in 
getting  their  patents?  Gentlemen  all  seem  to  admit  the 
difficulties  under  the  present  system,  but  could  not  agree 
on  the  mo<le  of  meeting  them.  One  wanted  a  fac  simile 
of  the  present  signature;  and  another  wanted  the  great 
seal  of  the  United  States.  The  only  effect  of  this  was  to 
create  delay,  while  the  public  business  was  sufferings 

Mr.  WEBSTER  inquired  of  the  chairman  of  the  commit- 
tee, [Mr.  Kiso,]  what  seal  was  now  affixed  to  the  patents. 

Mr.  RING  replied,  the  seal  of  the  General  Land  Office. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  he  hoped  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  would  not  attribute  any  observations  of  his  to  a 
presumption  of  more  knowledge  of  the  subject  than  the 
committee  who  had  charge  of  it.  He  entirely  ag^ed  with 
the  gentleman  that  the  President  ought  to  be  relieved 
from  the  labor  of  signing  the  patents,  and  he  did  not 
regard  the  expense  necessary  to  accomplish  this  object. 
With  regard  to  the  authentication  of  the  g^rant,  he  did  not 
think  it  a  matter  of  so  little  importance.  It  ought  to  run 
in  the  name  of  the  grantee-^the  United  States,  and  be  ac- 
companied by  a  seal;  but  it  could  not  be  the  gnaX  seal, 
for  that  was  in  the  custody  of  the  Department  of  State. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  seal  of  the  General  JLand 
Office  was  recognised  by  law,  but  this  might  be  done. 
He  would  further  suggest  to  the  gentleman  from  Alabama 
to  draw  up  the  form  of  the  patent,  and  embody  it  in 
the  bill;  and  then,  by  making  the  seal  the  great  evidence 
of  its  authenticity,  one  signature  to  the  patent  would  be 
sufficient. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  was  much  pleased  with  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  and  thought  the 
form  of  the  patent  ou^ht  to  be  provided  for  by  law. 

Mr.  CLAY  was  satisfied,  from  his  own  observation  and 
political  knowledge  of  the  subject,  that  some  chango  in 
the  mode  of  issuing  land  patents  was  necessary,  not  only 
for  the  personal  comfort  of  the  President,  but  for  the  de- 
spatch of  the  public  business.  Anv  one  who  would  visit 
the  President  m  the  morning,  would  find  that,  instead  of 
his  being  occupied  with  the  g^at  concerns  of  the  country. 


lie  was  engaged  in  thetedious  labor  of  signing  patents.  He  Isepsn^e  measures. 


thought  the  suggestion  of  the  gentleman  from  Msssachu- 
setts  entitled  to  much  weight.  The  State  of  Virspnia, 
which  was  the  greatest  sovereign  g^ntor  of  land,  witJi  thd 
exception  of  the  United  States,  had  the  form  of  her  grant 
for  land  designated  by  law;  and  the  State  of  Kentucky* 
following  her  example,  had  made  the  same  provision. 

He  did  not  think  with  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts that  one  signature  would  be  sufficient,  and  he  there- 
fore hoped  that  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  would  agree 
to  the  insertion  of  the  form  of  the  patent,  and  retain  every 
thing  else  in  the  bill  as  it  then  stood. 

Mr.  KANE  did  not  think  it  of  much  consequence  br 
whom  the  patent  was  signed.  The  patent  was  to  fumin 
the  purchaser  with  the  best  evidence  that  he  had  acquir- 
ed the  legal  title  to  his  land.  He  saw  no  necessity  for  in- 
serting in  the  body  of  the  law  what  the  form  of  the  gnrnt 
should  be;  all  that  was  wanted  was  a  certificate  of  the 
proper  officer  of  the  Government  that  the  individual  had 
acquired  his  title  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States. 
The  patent  did  not  confer  the  title;  that  was  previously 
acquired  by  law;  it  was  only  a  legal  and  durable  evidence 
of  title. 

Mr.  P01NDEXTER  said  that  the  bill  ought  to  go  into 
operation  at  a  day  sufficiently  remote,  to  enable  the  Pre- 
sident to  complete  the  signature  of  the  6,000  patents  yet 
to  be  signed.  He  thought  with  the  Senator  from  Kentuc- 
ky that  the  form  of  the  patent  ought  to  be  embodied  in  the 
law;  and,  as  he  had  no  objection  to  the  reconsideration, 
he  would  vote  for  it,  and  then  move  to  recommit  the  bill 
for  the  purpose  of  having  the  form  of  the  patent  inserted. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  the  vote  on  the  adop- 
tion of  Mr.  FoBSTTu's  amendment  reconndered. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  then  moved  to  recommit  the  bill 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  and  it  was  carried  in 
the  affirmative. 

STATUE   OF  WASHINGTON. 

The  Senate  then,  on  motion  of  Mr.  ROBBIN8,  took  up 
for  consideration  the  joint  resolution,  (as  amended  by  the 
Committee  on  the  Library,)  authorising  the  President  to 
contract  for  a  full  length  pedestrian  statue.  In  narble.  of 
Genera]  Washington,  to  be  placed  in  the  rotundo^  within 
appropriation  of  $5,000. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  inquired  the  oWect  of  this  appropria- 
tion; if  it  were  contemplated  assufficient  for  the  purpose. 

As  giving  a  full  view  of  the  subject,  Mr.  POINDEX- 
TER  requested  the  report  of  the  Library  Committee  to 
be  read.  It  detailed  the  proceedings  had  in  the  House  of 
Representatives,  where  the  resolution  had  originally  been 
adopted,  authorizing  the  employment  of  Mr.  Greenough, 
the  American  artist,  to  execute  the  work;  and  contained  a 
copy  of  a^letter  from  the  Department  of  State,  informing 
Mr.  Greenough,  now  in  Italy,  thereof,  with  instructions 
respecting  the  same;  the  head  to  be  modelled  after  that  of 
Houdon's  statue,  the  rest  of  the  outlines  to  be  left  to  the 
artist's  own  taste,  &c. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  could  see  no  occasion  for  the  ap|)ropri- 
ation  which  had  been  introduced  into  the  rescrfutiont  it 
was  a  departure  from  the  object  of  the  resolution  itselft 
which  was  merely  for  the  President  •<  to  make  a  con- 
tract.'* It  could  not  be  supposed  that  |5,000  would  be 
any  use,  for  he  believed  that  a  work,  such  -  as  contem- 
plated, could  not  be  had  completed  for  less  than  20  or 
25,000  dollars. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  explained.  It  was  not  expected 
that  the  appropriation  would  cover  the  full  cost  It  was 
merely  to  enable  the  President  to  take  the  preltminaty 
steps  in  making  the  contract.  The  general  appropriation 
bill  had  originiuly  contained  two  appropriations,  one  in  re- 
gard to  this  memorial  of  Washington,  the  other  in  regard 
to  Mr.  Jefferson.  They  had  both  been  stricken  out  on 
account  of  ^elr  supposed  infonoslity,  to  be  introduced  M 
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Ml*.  MILLER  objected  to  sisch  appropriations,  where 
the  specific  sum  required  was  not  known.  In  this  mode 
yearly  and  indefinite  gp'ants  would  be  called  fuv  to  cover 
the  cost  till  completed,  and  it  was  hard  to  say  where  it 
might  end. 

After  some  further  explanation  from  Mr.  FOINDEX- 
TEKandMr.  CHAMBERS, 

Mr.  CLAY  said  ti)at  he  strongly  hoped  the  resolution 
would  be  allowed  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading.  Of 
the  ma.ny  illustrious  men  to  whom  their  coimtry  owed  a 
debt  of  gratitude,  Washington  was  the  only  one  to  whom 
he  would  think  it  prudent  to  pay  the  homHge  now  con- 
templated. An  image — a  testimonial  of  this  great  man, 
the  father  rtf  his  country,  should  exist  in  every  part  of  the 
Union,  as  a  memorial  of  his  patriotism,  and  of  the  services 
rendered  his  country;  but  of  all  places,  it  was  required  in 
this  capital — the  centre  of  the  Union — the  offspring,  the 
creation,  of  his  mind  and  of  his  labors.  An  appropriation 
for  this  individual  purpose,  at  another  period  of  the  session, 
had  been  introduced  in  the  general  measure,  and  was  af- 
terwards struck  out,  on  the  imderslanding  of  being  brought 
forward  in  the  present  mode.  But,  even  since  that  time, 
they  had  an  additional  motive  for  this  act.  Application 
for  the  remains  of  this  ccreat  man  had  been  made  by  the 
representatives  of  the  nation,  to  bestow  on  them  a  national 
tribute  of  honor;  and  this  applicSition  had  met  with  a  refu- 
sal. The  death  of  the  pn>prietor  of  the  spot  where  tJiose 
remains  rested,  had  but  Just  taken  place;  and  into  whose 
hands  they  should  now  full — into  the  possession  of  a  friend 
or  stranger,  in  the  event  of  a  sale  of  the  property  or  other- 
wise, it  was  impossible  to  comecture;  but^such  being  the 
casualties  to  which  they  were  1  able,  it  behooved  them  (the 
Congress  of  the  United  States)  the  more  to  adopt  means 
to  secure  a  representative  of  those  relics,  that  miglit  en- 
^dure  for  future  ages.  The  resolution  had  his  hearty  con- 
currence, anil  he  hoped  it  would  pass  without  objection. 

The  question  bemg  put  on  the  engrossing  for  a  third 
reading,  the  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  on  the  call  of 
Irlr.  HAYNE,  and  were  as  follows; 

YEAS. — ^Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Dudley,  Ewuig,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Grun- 
dy, Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  Knight,  Marcy,  Moore, 
Naudain,  Prentiss,  Poindexter,  Robbins,  Ruggles,  Sey- 
mour, Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Webster, 
Wilkins.--50. 

NAYS.-^Messrs.  Bibb,  Brown,  Dickerson,  Hayne,  Hill, 
Miller,  Tazewell^  l>oup.  White 10. 


TvxaoAT,  J  (751  26. 

After  transacting  some  minor  business,  the  Senate  pro- 
ceeded to  the  consideration  of  executive  business,  and 
continued  with  closed  doors  until  the  adjournment. 

Wednksdat,  Juxx  27. 
PRIVILEGES  OF  THE  SENATE'S  OFFICERS. 

Mr.  HOLMES  offered  the  following  resolution: 

Resolved,  Tliat  the  assistant  doorkeeper  of  the  Senate 
be  permitted  to  attend  as  a  witness  before  a  committee  of 
the  Hotise  of  Representatives,  agreeably  to  his  summons. 

Mr.  HOLMES,  in  offering  this  resolution,  expi*eseed  his 
belief  that  the  doorkeeper  could  not  render  obedience 
to  the  summons,  which  was  sighted  by  the  Clerk  of  the 
House,  and  bore  the  seal  of  the  House,  without  tlie  con- 
sent of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  had  some  doubts  whether  the  resolution 
was  justified  by  any  thing  in  the  liiatory  of  Congress; 
and  asked  if  the  Senator  from  Maine  had  looked  into  tlu; 
journals  to  inform  himself  whether  it  bad  been  the  prac- 
tice to  place  the  doorkeeper  on  the  same  footing  with  a 
Senator. 

Mr.  HOLMES,  in  reply,  stated  that  the  resolution  con 


it  was  justified  by  the  reason  of  the  thing,  as  the  services 
of  the  doorkeeper  were  as  necessary  to  the  Senate  u 
those  of  any  of  the  Senators. 

Mr.  CLAY  differed  from  the  view  which  had  been 
taken  by  the  Senator  from  Maine.  He  did  not  concur  in 
the  idea  that  the  constitutional  privileges  with  which  the 
Senators  were  invested  should  be  extended  to  the  officen 
of  that  body.  As  to  the  British  Parliament,  it  was  well 
known  that  they  had  similar  rules  on  the  subject  of  pri- 
vilege, and  laws  of  their  own,  which  could  have  no  refer- 
ence to  Congress,  l^he  only  thing  of  any  consequence, 
in  his  opinion,  was,  that  the  Senate  should  have  a  ktiow- 
ledge  that  the  doorkeeper  was  in  performance  of  his 
duty,  in  attendance  on  the  House  of  Representatives,  and 
was  not  wilfully  neglecting  any  of  his  duties  to  the  Se- 
nate. The  Senate  had  now  that  knowledge,  and  he  moved 
to  lay  the  resolution  on  the  table^  but  withdrew  it  for  a 
moment;  and 

Mr.  FOOT  stated  that  if  the  officer  of  the  Senate  was 
not  subject  to  betaken  from  his  duty  by  the  process  of  any 
court,  so  neiUier  could  lie  by  any  process  of  the  otlier 
House. 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN  stated  that  he  was  informed 
bv  a  member  of  tiie  committee  of  the  other  House  tluit 
the  doorkeeper  was  only  required  to  attend  during  the  re- 
cess of  the  Senate* 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CLAY,  the  resolution  was  then  laid 
on  the  table. 

DAUGHTER  OF  T.  JEFFERSON. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  moved  that  the  Senate  lake  up  the 
bill  for  the  benefit  of  MaHha  Randolph,  daughter  of  Tho- 
mas Jefferson,  and  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  his 
motion,  which  were  ordered;  and,  being  taken,  were  as 
follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Chambers,  Clay,  Dickerson, 
Dudley,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Poindexter,  Robbing,  Ho- 
bnison,  Se}  niour.  Smith,  Tipton,  Whittr,  VVilkins. — 15. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Bibb,  Brown,  Dallas,  Etlis,  Kv- 
ing.  Foot,  Forsytii,  Fretinghuysen,  Grundy,  Hayjte,  Hill, 
Kane,  King,  Knight,  Manguni,  Marcy,  Miller,  Naudain, 
Prentiss,  Ruggles,  Tazewell,  Tyler. — 2i. 

RECORDER  OF  PATENTS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  KING,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  con- 
sider, the  bill  to  provide  for  the  appointment  of  a  recorder 
for  the  General  Land  Office. 

The  quebtion  being  on  the  amendment  reported  by  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands,  striking  out  the  section  pro- 
viding fi)r-a  fac  simife,  and  inserting  the  form  of  the  pa- 
tent which  the  law  require?, 

Mr.  POINDEX  PER  moved  an  amendment  to  the  form 
of  the  amendment,  but  withdrew  it. 

The  amendment  of  the  committee  was  then  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KING  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  in  the  second 
section,  by  striking  out  the  word  "June,"  and  insci-ting 
•«  August,"  in  order  to  allow  time  for  the  siginng  of  the 
patents  which  are  already  prepared. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to,  and  the  bill  was  re- 
'ported  as  arnended. 

The  bill  was  then  ordered  to.be  engrossed,  and  read  a 
third  time. 

DAY  OF  HUMILIATION. 

Mr.  CLAY  laid  on  the  Uble  a  resolution,  in  effect  that 
a  joint  committee  of  tlie  two  Houses  of  Congrtas  vf^ii  on 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  ami  request  of  hiin  to 
appuint  a  day  to  be  observed  as  a  day  of  general  hunnUa^ 
ton  an«l  prayer  to  Almighty  God  that  He  may*  ">  "* 
mercy,  avert  from  our  country  the  Asiatic  scourge  ^'"^, 
is  now  travenung  and  devastating  other  countries; 
that,  should  it  be  among  the  dispensations  ofH**  P'^ 
deuce  to  inflict   tliis  scourge    unon  our  land,  it       / 


Mr.  HOLMES,  m  reply,  stated  that  the  resolution  con-  deuce  to  mflict   tins  scourge    upon  our  lanu,  »*       * 
formed  to  the  practice  of  the  British  Parliament)  and  that  please  Him,  in  his  mercy,  ao  to  meliorate  the  uiiuc     * 
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as  to  render  its  effects  less  disasti^ous  among  us  than  they 
have  proved  among  the  nations  which  it  has  heretofbre 
visited. 

PUBLIC  LANDS. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  the  special  order  of  the 
day,  being  the  bill  1o  appropriate,  for  a  limited  time,  the 
proceeds  of  the  public  lands. 

Mr.  KING  spoke  in  reply  to  Mr.  Clat,  and  in  support 
of  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Public  LAnds. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  then  ordered,  on  the  motion  of 
Mr.  CLAY,  on  the  first  amendment  of  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands,  which  strikes  out  ten,  and  inserts  fifteen, 
so  as  to  make  the  additional  allowance  to  the  new  States 
fifteen  per  cent,  instead  of  ten  per  cent,  of  the  proceeds. 

Mr.  CLAY  reminded  the  Senate  that  this  amendment 
was  only  a  part  of  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Cpm- 
mittee  on  Public.  L^nds,  which  was  to  strike  out  all  the 
bill  from  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  with  the  excep- 
tion- of  the  allowance  of  fifteen  per  cent,  on  the  sale  of  the 
public  lands  tQ  the  new  States. 

Mr.  HOLMES  explained  that  he  had,  in  the  conimittee, 
voted  for  giving  fifteen  per  cent,  tu  the  new  States,  but 
that  was  in  reference  to  the  bill  as  it  stood.  He  would  not 
.▼ote  for  t\\e  amendment  now  that  it  was  proposed'  to  de- 
stroy the  reSKhie  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  KANE  then  made  some  observations  in  support  of 
the  amendment,  in  the  course  of  which  he  indicated  the 
jmpo^ibility  of  getting  through  a  question  of  this  vexed 
character  at  the  present  session. 

Mr.  CLAY  briefly  ]*eplied,  and  adverted  to  the  course 
which  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  had  chalked  out 
to  themselves,  of  moving  an  amendment  to  the  tarifi'  bill, 
whenever  that  should  come  up,  to  reduce  the  price  of  tlie 
public  lands.  This  determination  left  no  other  course  to 
.the  Committee  on  Manufactures  but  to  push  forward  this 
bill.  He  expressed  his  hope  that  the  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois, who  seemed  to  be  timid  as  to  committing  himself  on 
the  question  at  tliis  session,  would  review  his  opinions, 
and  finally  vote  for  the  bill,  should  it  reach  thut  stage,  in- 
asmuch as  he  believed  that  the  majority  of  the  people  of 
the  new  States  would  be  found  in  favor  of  the  principles 
of  the  bill.  He  was  willing  to  sit  day  after  day,  and  n^ght 
after  night,  to  give  every  gentleman  who  desired  to  speak 
an  opportunity  to  do  so. 

Mr.  KANE  explained  that  he  had  refrained  from  giv- 
inj^  any  opinion  on  the  subject  of  this  distribution,  until 
a  proper  time  for  the  expression  of  his  opinion  should 
arrive, 

Mr.  HAYNE  stated  Uiat  he  should  vote  against  the 
amendment,  being  opposed  to  the  principle  of  distribu- 
tion; and  as  this  was  merely  an  increased  amount  of  distri- 
bution, he  did  so  without  committing  his  views  as  to  his 
ultimate  course. 

Mr.  POIND EXTEK  said  he  should  vote  for  the  amend- 
inent.  He  did  not  concur  with  all  the  views  of  the  Se- 
nator from  Alabama,  although  he  acquiesced  in  some  of 
them. 

Mr.  MOORE  said  that,  however  just  the  present  pro- 
position, he  had  ascertained  that  it  would  not  succeed. 
He  was  against  the  whole  bill  from  the  Committee  oo  Ma- 
nufactures, and  wished  to  h^ve  the  question  taken  on  a 
proposition  whicli  would  have  the  effect  of  destroying  it 
at  once,  and  to  substitute  the  bill  reported  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Lands.  He  therefore  moved  the  indefi- 
nite postponement  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  CLAY  calkd  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  question; 
which  were  oidered. 

Mr.  EWING  expressed  a  wish  to  address  the  Senate, 
but  would  prefer  waiting  till  another  day. 

Mr.  HAYNE  moved  that  the  Senate  adjourn,  and  the 
motion  was  agreed  t&-~yeas  20,  nays  14. 

The  Senate  tlien  adjourned. 
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Thuesdat,  Juvk  28. 
DAY  OF  HUMILIATION. 

The  following  resolution,  oflFered  by  Mr.  Ciat,  was 
taken  up  for  consideration: 

Ruohed,  By  th^  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled. 
That  a  joint  committee  of  both  Houses  wait  on  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  and  request  that  he  recommend 
a  day,  to  be  designated  by  him,  of  public  humiliation, 
prayer,  and  fasting,  to  be  observed  by  the  people  of  the 
United  States  with  religious  solemnity,  and  with  fervent 
supplications  to  Almighty  God  that  He  will  be  gracioa»ly 
pleased  to  continue  His  blessings  upon  our  country,  and 
that  He  will  avert  from  it  the  Asiatic  scourge  which  has 
reached  our  borders;  or  if,  in  the  dispensations  of  His. 
providence,'  we  are  not  to  be  exempted  from  the  calamity, 
that,  through  His  bountiful  mercy,  its  severity  may  be 
mitigated,  and  its  duration  shortened. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  aaked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on' the 
resolution;  which  were  ordered. 

After  Mr.  T.  had  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  and  had 
remarked  that  he  would  not  say  one  word  on  the  subject, 

Mr.  CLAY  rose,  and  observed  that  he  had  only  one 
word  to  express.  The  resolution  had  nut  been  submitted 
without  consultation  with  members  of  the  Senate,  whose 
opinion  was  entitled  to  more  respect  than  his  own.  It  was, 
indeed,  first  suggested  to  him  by  a  reverend  member  of 
the  clergy,  and,  after  deliberate  consideration,  be  [Mr.  C.] 
thought  the  occasion  fit  for  the  recommendation  of  the 
religious  ceremony  which  the  resolution 'contemplated. 
It  was  the  practice  of  all  christian  nations,  in  seasons  of 
general  and  great  calamity,  to  implore  Divine  mercy. 
Of  all  the  pestilential  scourges  which  had  afflicted  our 
race,  the  Asiatic  cholera,  in  some  of  its  characteristics, 
was  the  most  remarkable.  Its  range  of  operation  had 
been  more  extensive  than  perhaps  any  other  known  or 
recorded,  the  sitiallpux  excepted.  It  had  broke  out  In 
Asia,  and,  after  desolating  some  of  its  fairest  portions^  pe« 
netrated  the  Northern  part  of  Europe,  and,  sweeping 
over  a  great  part  of  that  continent,  reached  the  British 
channel.  It  passed  over  the  British  isles,  where  it  raged 
but  with  mitigated  severity.  We  had  hoped— vainly,  it 
seems,  hoped— tliat  the  wide  expanse  of  tlie  Atlantic  Ocean 
would  have  been  a  protecting  barrier  against  its  ravages 
ill  our  ikr  distant  land.  But  it  has  been  intrbduced  into 
America;  and,  if  it  has  not  actually  entered  our  territory, 
it  now  hangs  on  our  borders  in  its  most  frightful  form. 

The  progress  of  tlie  extraordinary  scourge  is  sometimes 
marked  by  apparent  caprice.  It  will  approach  a  c.ty  or 
district  of  country,  reconnoitering  it,  as  it  were,  with  a 
military  eye,  suddenly  fly  uif  to  a  distance,  leaving  the 
inhabitants  rejoicing  in  their  escape,  and  it  will  then  un- 
expectedly return,  and  pursue  its  work  of  deatli.  It  at- 
tacks, too,  its  victims  in  various  ways,  despatching  some 
in  a  few  hours,  whilst,  in  regard  to  others,  their  excru- 
ciating tortures  are  prolonged  a  much  greater  length  of 
time.  Hitherto,^  the  skill  of  medical  science,  liberal  and 
enlightened  as  it  now  is,  has  been  altogether  incompetent 
to  provide  a  sure  and  effective  remedy. 

Should  the  resolution  be  adopted,  said  Mr.  C.,  the  act 
of  the  President,  in  conformity  to  its  request,  will  be 
merely  recommendatory.  Voluntary  as  to  all,  it  would 
be  obligatory  upon  none.  There  seems  to  be  a  peculiar 
propriety,  on  the  g^round  of  uniformity,  in  the  proposed 
measure.  Already,  in  diflPerent  pails  of  the  Union,  the 
clergy  of  several  denominations  have,  it  is  believed,  had 
their  attention  turned  to  the  subject.  Different  days  of 
prayer  and  humiliation  will  be  probably  recommended. 
It  is  desirable  that  the  whole  nation,  on  the  same  day, 
shall  present  its  united  prayers  and  supplications  to  the 
throne  of  mercy.  And  there  can  bo^^but  little  doubt 
that,  although  there  will  be  nothing  coercive  in  tlie  re- 
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commendation  of  the  President,  there  will  be  gfenenJ  ac- 
qiiiescence  in  it  The  neuure  will  be  grateful  to  all 
piou8  and  all  moral  men,  whether  members  of  reli^ous 
communities  or  not.-  In  times  of  national  or  individual 
distress,  all  who  suffer,  feel  an  irresistible  impulse  to  appeal 
to  (hat  Being,  who  alone  is  able  to  afford  adequate  relief. 

I  should  have  hesitated  to  present  this  resolution,  said 
Mr.  C,  if  it  had  been  unsanctioned  by  precedent.  But, 
during  the  late  war,  a  similar  resolution  was  adopted  by 
Congress,  at  the  instance  of  a  member  of  tlie  Uousfe  of 
Representatives  from  Virginia,  and'  President  Madison  is- 
sued his  recommendation  accordingly.  It  is  far  from  my 
purpose  to  excite  unnecessary  alarm.  All  dangers  appear 
most  formidable  at  a  distance.  Even  the  greatest  .of  all 
terrors,  when  the  awful  mument  arrives,  with  a  mind  for- 
tified by  philosophical  reflection,  and,  still  more,  if  it  be 
strengthened  by  religious  hope  and  belief,  is  less  appal- 
ling than  it  seemed  when  far  off. 

A  single  word,  Mr.  Prendent,  as  to  myself.  I  am  a 
member  of  no  religious  sect.  I  am  not  a  professor  of  re- 
ligion. I  regret  tliat  I  am  not.  I  wish  that  I  was,  and  I 
trust  I  shall  be.  But  I  have,  and  always  have  had,  a  pro- 
found respect  for  Christianity,  the  religion  of  my  fathers, 
and  for  its  rites,  its  usages,  and  its  observances.  Among 
these,  that  which  is  proposed  in  the  resolution  before  you 
has  always  commanded  the  respect  of  the  g^od  and  de- 
vout; and  I  hope  it  will  obtain  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  FRELTNGHUYSEN  said,  as  it  was  to  be  inferred, 
from  the  call  just  made  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  that  this  re- 
solution would  be  opposed,  he  begged  leave  to  refer  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  more  particularly  to  the  example 
of  the  Congress  in  1812.  A  day  of  humiliation,  fasting, 
and  prayer,  was  then  recommended  hy  a  joint  resolution 
of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives,  because  of 
the  war  with  ^areat  Britain  in  which  the  country  was  at 
that  time  involved.  It  was  regarded  as  one  of  those  sea- 
sons of  public  calamity  in  which  it  became  a  whole  people 
to  acknowledge  their  dependence,  and  humble  themselves 
before  God.  So  far  as  I  can  learn,  from  the  journala  of 
that  day,  said  Mr.  P.,  the  resolution  was  adopted  without 
opposition.  Now,  sir,  if  a  state  of  war,  in  which  we  had, 
by  voluntary  declaration,  engaged,  was  a  fit  occasion  to 
call  forth  public  expressions  of  humiliation  for  our  sins, 
and  to  invoke  the  merciful  providence  of  God,  how  much 
more  appropriately  does  it  become  us  thus  to  feel  and  act, 
on  the  approach  of  a  pestilence  that,  in  ita  ravages  over 
the  Old  World,  has  swept  many  millions  of  our  fellow-men 
into  eternity;  and  which,  in  its  character  and  progress 
through  the  earth,  seems  so  emphaticaliy  to  be  the  instru- 
ment of  Divine  Providence,  beyond  the  influence  and  con- 
trol of  second  causes,  and  especially  selected  to  accom- 
plish His  purposes,  and  to  go  and  come  at  His  bidding. 

I  hope,  sir,  that  the  present  resolution  may  meet  with 
no  serious  opposition.  It  surely  become^  us  to  acknow- 
ledgfe  our  dependence,  and  to  implore  the  interposition 
of  God's  mercy  in  tliis  season  of  alarm.  The  constitution 
can  present  no  obstacle,  for  it  is  not  an  exercise  of  politi- 
cal power.  It  is  far  beyond  the  range  of  politics.  It  is 
an  act  of  piety  to  God,  becoming  the  whole  nation;  in 
which  rulers  and  people  are  invited  and  advised  to  bow 
together  before  His  throne  of  grace,  and  there,  feeling  our- 
selves to  be  in  like  need,  to  unite  in  one  common^ suppli- 
cation to  Him,  who  has  the  issues  of  life  and  death,  that  he 
would  be  pleased  to  spare  us  in  the  day  of  his  righteous 
judgment.  I  trust,  sir,  that  this  motion  will  receive  the 
same  decided  couiitenance  that  was  accorded  to  a  similar 
measure  in  the  late  war,  and  on  many  occa^ons  during 
the  war  of  the  revolution. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  said  he  had  but  a  single  jvord  to  state 
in  explanation  of  his  vote  for  withholding  his  assent  to  the 
resolution.  In  his  opinion.  Congress  had  no  more  power 
to  recommend  by  joint  resolution,  than  to  enact  by  Utw, 


any  matter  or  thing  concerning  any  religious  matter  or 
right  whatsoever.  He  could  not,  let  the  pressure  of  the 
case  be  what  it  mi^t,  in  conformity  to  the  oath  which 
bound  him  here,  give  bis  vote  to  sustain  this  principle. 

He  had  another  argument  to  support  his  opposition. 
He  did  not  concur  in  the  opinion  tliat  a  majoritjr  of  the 
people  apprehended  such  an  extent  of  mischief  ss  seemed 
to  be  apprehended  by  gentlemen  here.  The  disease  bad 
not  yet  made  its  appearance  in  oar  country,  and  there 
seemed  to  him  to  be  strong  reasons  to  believe  it  will  not 
reach  us,  except  in  the  persona  of  those  unfortunate  peo- 
pie  who  bring  it  with  them  from  a  distant  country.  It 
would  probably  rage,  and  prove  extensively  fatal  among 
emigrants,  being  a  disease  which  was  engendered  by  the 
filth  which  attends  squalid  poverty;  and,  until  our  sitna* 
tion  shall  be  so  changed  as  to  reduce  us  to  similar  poverty, 
there  was  no  reason  to  fear  it. 

Entertaining  these  opinions,  he  had  no  desire  to  sanc- 
tion any  act  the  tendency  of  which  would  be  to  add  to  the 
existing  excitement  on  the  subject,  interrupting  the  ordi- 
nary course  of  business,  and  throwing  every  thing  into  a 
state  of  confusion. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  agreeing  to  theresohi* 
tion,  and  decided  in  the  affirmative,  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  CUy,  Clayton,  Dal- 
las,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Prelinghuyscn, 
Grundy,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  Knight, 
Marcy,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Ruggies, 
Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Wagga- 
man,  Webster,  Wilkins.-~30. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Ellis,  Hayne,  Hill, 
King,  Mangum,  Miller,  Smithy  Tazewell,  Troup,  Tyler, 
White.—lS. 

PUBUC  LANDS. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  bill  to  appropriate,  for* 
limited  time,  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands— the  ques- 
tion being  on  the  motion  for  indefinite  postponement 

Mr.  EWING  said  that  tiie  proposition  under  consider- 
ation had  been  presented  in  a  manner  somewhat  peculiar, 
and  certainly  such  as  to  place  it  in  a  strong  and  impoang 
light  before  the  public,  if  light  was  to  be  elicited  by  in- 
vestigation. 

It  was  first,  said  he,  referred  to  th^  Committee  on  Ma- 
nufactures, a  member  of  which  (nay  honorable  friend 
from  Kentucky)  presented  this  bill,  accompanied  with  a 
repoi't,  as  I  thought,  luminous  and  compreheitsive  in  its 
details,  strong  in  its  conception,  direct  in  its  language, 
cogent  in  itv  reasoning,  and  statesmanlike  and  liberal  m 
its  views.  The  bill,  however,  was  again  referred,  on  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Alabama,  [Mr.  Kixo,]  to  the 
committee  of  which  he  is  chairman,  for  the  purpose  of 
having  corrected  many  very  gross  errors  which  tliat  ho- 
norable gentleman  thought  he  discovered  in  the  principlei 
of  tiie  bill,  and  further  enable  him  to  take,  as  be  modestly 
assured  us  he  would  do,  an  enlarged  and  liberal  \ncw  ofa 
subject  which  had  been  looked  at  in  a  narrow  and  some- 
what illiberal  spirit.  .  , 

Well,  sir,  this  reference  was  had,  and  the  report  wliicli 
is  before  me,  containing  a  review  and  criticism  of  the  re- 
port of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  was  the  result. 
This  report,  says  the  honorable  chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Public  Lands,  who  presented  it,  was  conceived  m 
no  hostile  spirit,  but  underuken  and  executed  solely  wiin 
a  view  to  set  in  a  true  point  of  light  the  errors  in  the  re- 
port of  the  other  committee,  which  were  very  numerous 
and  very  glaring,  both  in  fact  and  argument,  and  to  d»- 
buse  the  community  which  that  had  a  tendency  to  lew 
astray.  Under  these  circumstances,  and  with  these  w«J' 
ances,  we  certainly  had  a  right  to  expect  Irom  the  cnaff- 
man  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  to  a  reasonaow 
degree  at  least,  accuracy  in  his  facts,  and  soundneMjn  « 
reasoning.    But  the  paper  which  he  has  prtiduced  » 
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mnguUr  one,  and  merits  ezftmination.  It  finds,  in  the  first 
place,  that  the  principles  of  the  bill  (which  is  before  you) 
are  erroneous,  for  two  reasons:  and  first,  «  because  it  re- 
fuses to  admit  the  public  lands,  which  are  one  of  the  sub- 
jects of  revenue,  into  the  list  of  articles  on  which  the  re- 
duction of  revenue,  consequent  upon  the  extinction  of 
the  public  debt,  is  about  to  be  made." 

Now,  sir,  let  us  see  where  the  error  in  law  and  fact 
does  Tie:  whether  it  be  with  the  reviewing  committee  or 
with  the  reviewed^  The  state  of  the  question  is  this: 
The  Committee  on  Manuflustures  consider  the  public 
lands  as  the  property  of  tlie  United  States,  vested  in  them 
in  trust  for  the  common  benefit,  and  that  the  faith  of  the 
nation  ih  pledged  for  the  honest  execution  of  that  trust, 
bona  fide  for  Sie  common  benefit  of  all.  On  this  doctrine 
the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  have  pronounced  their 
decisive  condemnation,  and  assume  on  their  part  that  the 
public  domain  is  held  as  an  object  of  revenue  merely,  and 
is  to  be  resorted  to  as  other  objects  of  taxation,  for  the 
~  purpose  of  meeting  the  wants  of  the  General  Govemmenti 
and  that,  when  those  wants,  diminish,  the  price  of  the 
land  should  be  reduced;  when  they  cease,  it  should  be 
given  away  to  individuals,  or  the  S^te  in  which  it  lies. 
Tliis  is  the  first  distinct  point  'On  which  an  issue  is  made 
up  between  the  committees  in  tlieir  respective  projects; 
and  I  beg  the  patience  of  the  Senate  while  1  briefly  con- 
sider the  question. 

The  public  hinds  are  derived  from  various  sources;  but 
it  is  not  necessary  to  examine  them  separately,  as  botli 
reports  agree  in  this,  that  they  are  all  the  property  of  the 
United  States,  and  all  subject  to  the  same  obligations. 
Whatever,  therefore,  is  true  of  any  one  large  division  of 
that  territory,  will  be  admitted  as  true  of  all.  I  will  test 
the  question  by  an  examination  of  our  rights  and  duties 
with  regard  to  the  land  lying  in  the  old  territory  north- 
west of  the  river  Ohio.  The  right  of  the  Union  to  this  ex- 
tensive tract  of  land  originates  in  a  grant  from  the  State 
of  Virginia,  which,  among  other  thjtiigs,  provides  *'  that 
all  the  lands  within  the  territory  so-iceded  to  the  United 
States,  and  not  reserved  for,  or  appropriated  to,  any  of 
the  aforementioned  purposes,  or  disposed  pf  in  bounties  to 
the  ofiicers  and  soldiers  of  the  American  army,  shall  be 
considered  a  common  fund  for  the  use  and  benefit  of  such 
of  the  United  States  as  have  become,  or  shaU  become, 
members  of  the  confedeiiition  or  federal  alliance  of  the 
States,  Virginia  inclusive,  according  to  their  usual  respect- 
ive proportions  in  the  general  charge  and  expenditure, 
and  shall  be  faithfully  and  bona  fide  disposed  pf  for  that 
purpose,  and  for  no  other  use  or  purpose  whatsoever." 

This  grant,  sip,  which,  being  accepted,  became  a  com- 
pactr  was  made  to  the  old  confederation  of  States  prior 
to  the  adoption  of  the  constitution,  but  is  assumed  by  the 
first  section  of  the  nxth  article  of  the  constitution,  which 
provides  that  '*all  debts  contracted,  and  engagements  en- 
tered into,  before  the  adoption  of  this  constitution,  shall 
be  valid  against  the  United  States,  uQder  this  constitution, 
as  under  tlie  confederation." 

This  land,  then,  by  the  terms  of  tlte  grant,  is  made  a 

fund  for  the  use  of  all  the  States.     The  United  SUtes 

IS  the  trustee  for  the  common  benefit;  and,  as  such,  is  es-- 

pecially  enjoined  to  '<  dispose  of  it  faithfully  and  bonafidi?* 

.  **  for  that  purpose,  and  for  no  other  purpose  whatsoever." 

At  tlie  lime  of  the  grant,  the  States  were  indebted  to 
a  Urge  amount;  but  no  pledge  is  made  of  the  land  for  the 
payment  of  the  debt.  An  appropriation  to  that  use  comes 
Within  the  spirit  of  the  trust.  -  A  literal  compliance  with 
the  terms  of  the  trust  would  have  required  at  all  times 
the  tale  of  the  lands,  and  a  distribution  of  the  proceeds. 
It  was  never  specially  pledged  for  the  purposes  of  re* 
venue.  The  proceeds,  however,  may  be  fairly  applied 
to  purposes  of  revenue,  because,  applied  in  that  way,  it 
is  in  enect  applied  equally  for  the  benefit  of  all  the  States. 
But  neither  revenue  nor  the  paymeot  of  the  public  debt 


can  be  for  a  moment  claimed  as  the  sole  or  leading  object 
of  the  grant.  If  the  debt  were  paid,  and  no  revenue  re- 
quired  for  the  purposes  of  Government,  the  obligation 
on  the  Uhion  to  execute  the  trust  would  still  remain  perfect. 
We  must  bonajidt  dispose  of  it  for  the  benefit  oiLall  the 
States,  **  and  for  no  other  purpose  whatever." 

Now,  sir,  if  the  trust  be  not  dependent  upon  the  wants 
of  the  General  Government,  if  that  do  not  appear  clearly 
to  have  been  the  object  of  the  grant,  and  that  from  a  fiUr 
interpretation  of  the  instrument  itself,  those  wants  cannot 
at  all  influence  us  in  the  disposition  of  the  trust  estate 
**bonafid^*  for  the  objects  of  that  trust  actually  expressed. 

In  tliis  first  particular  in  which  the  Committee  on  Publio 
Lands  have  passed  their  ''decisive  oondemnation"  upon  the 
bill  from  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  the  condemn- 
ing committee  have  fallen  into  an  error,  very  gross  and 
palpable,  and  indeed  somewhat  extraordinar}',  compering 
the  relation  in  which  they  stand  to  this  subject  generally, 
and  more  especially  the  attitude  which  they  voluntarily 
assumed  toward  anotlier  committee  of  the  Senate. 

The  second  particular  in  which  the  Committee  on  Public 
Lands  finds  **this  bill  to  be  erroneous,"  is  *«  because  it 
changes  the  character  of  tlie  relationship  (and  that  most 
injuriously  to  the  new  States)  between  thnse  SUtes  and 
the  Federal  Government,  substituting  an  individual,  pecu- 
niary State  interest  in  the  soil,  instead  of  a  general  con- 
gressional superintendence  over  ito  disposition,  and  leav^ 
mg  the  power  of  legislation  over  the  soil  in  the  hands  of 
those  who  are  to  divide  the  money  they  can  make  out  of 
it."  (p.  1.) 

Sir,  is  this,  or  any  part  of  it,  truei^factor  inlaw^  Does 
the  bill  before  you  change,  or  propose  to  change,  at  all 
the  reUtionship  between  the  new  States  and  the  Fedenl 
Government,  and,  if  so,  wherein?  The  huids  are  now 
sold  by  the  General  Government,  and  the  proceeds  ap- 
plied to  the  use  of  the  States,  in  the  payment  of  their 
joint  debts.  The  bill  proposes  to  sell  the  lands  in  the 
itame  manner,  and  lay  the  same  authority,  and,  the  debt 
being  paid,  to  hand  over  the  money  directly  to  the  eaiui 
que  trust,  to  be  applied,  in  another  manner,  for  their 
benefit  There  b  no  change  proposed  in  relationship, 
management,  or  interest.  The  bill  gives  no  SUte  any 
power  of  legisUtion  over  the  soil  which  it  does  not  now 
possess. 

So  much,  sir,  for  the  second  error  in  principle  which 
the  honorable  chairman  of  tlie  Committee  on  Public  Lands 
hiAS  detected  in  this  bill. 

The  report  proceeds  to  say  that  <«  the  deUils  of  the  bill 
are  obviously  erroneous,  because  they  make  no  distinction 
in  the  rate  of  distribution  between  States  which  did,  or 
did  not,  cede  vacant  lands  to  the  General  Government." 

In  answer  to  this,  I  ask  the  Senate  to  refer  once  more 
to  the  same  clause  in  the  deed  of  cession  creating  the  trust. 
•*The  land,"  says  the  grantor,  "shall  be  a  common  fund 
fur  the  use  and  benefit  of  such  of  the  United  States  as 
have  become,  or  shall  become,  members  of  the  confedera- 
tion or  federal  alliance  of  the  States,  Virginia  inclusive, 
according  to  their  usual  respective  proportions  in  the  gene- 
ral charge  and  expenditure;"  and  ir,  sir,  we  hold  that 
nations  are  bound  by  tlie  rules  of  morality  and  justice,  if 
the  faith  of  contracts  is  to  be  at  aU  regarded  by  them, 
then  is  the  report  of.  my  honorable  friend  right  and  just 
in  the  point  in  which  it  is  here  assailed,  and  the  chairman 
of  the  reviewing  committee  has  erred  most  strangely, 
especially  when  we  consider  the  spirit  of  candor  in  which 
he  assures  us  he  entered  upon  this  investigation,  and  the 
extent  of  knowledge  to  which  he  biys  ckim  upon  this 
subject 

The  third  particular  in  which  the  chairman  of  the  re- 
viewing committee  finds  tlie  bill  to  be  erroneous,  is  this: 
that  it  makes  no  distinction  between  States  "which  liave 
or  have  not  received  granU  of  land  or  appropriations  of 
money  for  internal  improvement." 
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If  this  clause  In  the  report  were  in  itself  at  all  ambi- 
gtious,  the  exposition  of  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
who  reported  it  would  remove  the  doubt.  It  refers  es> 
pecially  to  the  ^rant  made  by  Congress  to  Ohio  to  aid  in 
the  construction  of  her  grand .  canal ;  and  the  principle 
embodied  in  the  objection  goes  to  this,  that  the  value  of 
that  grant  oug^ht  to  be  deducted  from  the  share  of  that 
State  before  she  receives  her  dividend.  I  shall  offer  a 
few  sugg-estions  on  this  point,  and  tlien  freely  submit  to 
any  unprejudiced  mind  the  justice  of  this  proposition. 

Sir,  when  this  grant  of  500,000  acres  of  land  was  made 
to  the  State  of  Ohio,  to  aid  in  the  construction  of  her 
g^nd  caoal,  that  g^eat  work,  hig'hiy  national  in  its  cha- 
racter, one  in  which  all  portions  of  the  Union  were  and 
are  interested,  had  been  commenced*  and  was  advanced 
to  that  stag^  of  forwardness  which  rendered  its  comple- 
tion certain.  The  State  which  had  undertaken  it  was  in 
her  infancy-^A  new  community — and,  tiiough  rich  in  her 
fertile  fields,  and  hardy,  industrious,  and  enterprising  peo- 
ple, she  was  without  that  accumulated  wealth  which  has 
enabled  other  States  and  nations  to  achieve  like  enter- 
prises. To  effect  the  object,  a  resort  to  loans  was  neces- 
sary, for  the  payment  of  which  the  real  estate,  tlie  land 
of  her  citizens,  was  the  principal  pledge:  the  money 
necessary  to  keep  down  the  interest  was  and  is  raised 
chiefly  by  a  tax  on  land;  and  the  farmer,  who  bore  the 
burden,  was  to  be  indemnified  by  tlie  increased  ^alue 
which  the  work,  when  completed,  would  g^ve  to  his 
land.  The  land  within  the  State  amounts  to  about  twen- 
ty-five millions  of  acres;  and  of  this  nearly  seven  millions 
(more  than  one-fouAh  of  the  whole)  belonged  to  the 
United  States.  The  land  of  the  United  States  was  freed 
from  State  taxation,  for  the  ordinary  purposes  of  Govern- 
ment, by  a  special  compact;  but  tire  spirit  of  this  com- 
pact did  not  extend  to  an  extraordinary  expenditure  like 
this,  the  tendency  of  which  is  at  once  greatly  to  enliance 
the  value  of  the  subject.  The  United  s>tates,  therefore, 
as  a  landholder,  ought,  (it  was  believed,)  in  justice,  to 
bear  a  reasonable  proportion  of  the  common  burden  in- 
curred for  the  common  benefit  of  landholders  in  that 
State.  In  her  capacity  of  landed  proprietor,  the  United 
States  was  interested  to  about  one>fourth  of  the  whole 
amount  of  the  expenditure;  the  donaton  which  she  finally 
made  amounted  to  much  less  than  one-eighth  of  that 
amount.  In  this  single  point  of  view,  therefore,  the  Unit- 
ed States  did  nothing  more  than  justice  to  Ohio;  and  it 
would  now  be  both  ungenerous  and  unjust  to  charge  this 
donation  (so  called)  upon  the  distributive  share  of  that 
State. 

Sir,  there  is  yet  a  further  benefit  resulting  to  the  Unit- 
ed States,  as  a  land  proprietor,  from  the  Oliio  canal,  tlie 
contribution  to  which  is  so  much  grudged  by  tlie  honor- 
able chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands.  The 
Vast  bulk  of  the  national  domain  lies  upon  the  upper  Mis- 
sissippi and  Missouri,  and  their  branches;  this  canal  con- 
nects the  navigable  watera  of  those  rivers  with  the 
Northern  lakes,  and  through  them  to  the  Northern  ports 
on  the  Atlantic,  opening  jiew  and  important  facilties  to 
emigration,  and  giving  a  new  and  steady  market  to  the 
products  of  that  vast  region.  'IMiat  it  thus  advances  the 
sales  and  increases  the  value  of  all  this  portion  of  the 
public  lands,  is  unquestionable;  the  extent  and  value  of 
this  increase  is  beyond  computation. 

But,  m,  in  making  tiiis  donation,  Congress  did  nut  place 
it  solely  upon  the  ground  to  which  1  have  adverted,  nor 
did  tliey  profess  to  give  this  land  as  a  gratuity.  They 
looked,  as  they  ought,  to  the  probable  wants  of  our  whole 
country;  and,  in  caite  of  a  foreign  war  with  a  powerful 
maritme  nation,  they  could  not  doubt,  nor  could  any  man 
now  doubt,  that  the  free  use  of  tlie  canal,  which  is  re- 
served to  the  Union  as  a  condition  of  this  grant,  mny 
mure  th.in  repay,  in  a  single  year,  the  whole  value  of  the 
grant  itself. 


But,  sir,  on  what  g^und  is  this  question  placed  by  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands?  Dotrsbe 
repudiate  this  bill  because  it  gpvesto  the  States  in  wliich 
the  public  lands  lie,  ten  per  cent,  on  the  amount  of  the 
sales  within  their  limits?  No,  sir;  lie  holds  this  bonus  too 
sn^alli  and  proposes  to  amend  the  bill  i>y  raising  it  to  fif« 
teen  per  cent.  Now,  on  what  principle  is  tiiis  proposed^ 
Surely,  because  the  new  States  are  entitled,  fur  tiic  pur- 
poses of  improvement,  to  the  amount  of  fifteen  per  cent 
on  their  sales,  and  that  it  is  an  act  of  justice,  or  st  least 
justifiable  liberality,  to  give  it  them.  But  if  it  be  just 
and  proper  to  give  to  these  States  that  per  centum  on  the 
sales  within  their  limits  at  this  time,  it  has  always  been  so: 
for  the  tenure  in  those  lands,  and  the  relation  of  the  (kt- 
vernment  and  of  the  States  toward  them,  has  never  cb^iiig'* 
ed,  and  the  principles  of  right  and  justice  are  immutable. 
U  would,  therefore,  have  been  right  to  give,  in  donations 
of  land  or  money,  fifteen  per  cent,  of  all  the  sales  within 
the  SUte  of  Ohto,  to  that  State,  to  aid  her  in  tiie  con- 
struction.of  works  of  internal  improvement;  and  aduna* 
tion  (if  it  be  purely  such)  wiiich  does  nOt  extend  beyond 
that  sum,  should  not,  upon  the  principles  of  tlie  proposed 
amendment,  be  held  up  as  a  charge  against  tlie  Stite. 
Now,  exclusive  of  the  debts  of  the  Union,  which  have 
been  paiil  by  the  lands  in  Ohio  in  bounties,  tlicre  has 
been  actually  received  into  the  treasury,  from  the  sale  of 
lands  within  that  State,  about  seventeen  millions  of  dol- 
lars; the  proposed  per  centum  ou  which  would  amount 
to  two  million  five  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dullan, 
whioli  Ohio  ought  to  have  received,  according  to  the  ho- 
norable chairman's  own  showing,  instead  of  the  five  hun- 
dred ttiousaud  acres  of*  land  with  which  he  proposett  to 
charge  her. 

Sir,  I  will  pursue  this  branch  of  the  inquiry  no  further; 
but  I  cannot  foi-be..r  the  remark,  that  it  struck  roe  as  sin- 
gular, uideed,  that  an. objection  of  tliis  kind  could  ever 
have  found  a  place  in  the  report  of  a  committee  of  this 
botly,  whose  only  object  was  the  search  of  truth  snd  the 
exposure  of  error,  and  who  advanced  to  the  inquiry,  as 
they  doubtless  did,  without  prejudice  or  partiality  towards 
any  Stiite  or  any  individual. 

The  Wrth  objection  to  the  details  of  the  bill  is*  that  it 
makes  no  distinction  **  between  those  [States]  which  have 
or  have  not  a  bhick  population  to  be  colonized  in  Africa." 
This  appears  on  the  first  page  of  the  report,  grouped 
with  the  two  which  1  have  last  examined;  and  if  it  mean 
any  thing,  I  understand  it,  in  effect,  to  affirm  that  thoae 
States  winch  have  a  black  population  to  be  coloiuxed  in 
Africa,  ought  to  have  a  larger  dividend,  in  proportion  to 
their  population,  than  those  which  have  none;  and  liuittiiis 
bill  is  *' obviously  erroneous,"  foeoause  it  docs  not  give 
tiiem  more.  Tlie  reasons  which  1  have  urged,  in  answer 
to  tiie  first  of  the  three  exceptions  to  tlie  deuuls  of  the 
bill,  are  alike  decisive  as  to  this.  It  would  have  been  a 
violation  of  the  trust  reposed  hi  the  United  States  by  the 
deed  of  cession,  to  have  made  the  distinction  here  claimed 
in  behalf  of  the  slaveholding  States.  No  wise  slalcaman, 
i\o  just  man,  could  recommend  it;  and  surely  if  tins  clause 
in  the  grant  had  not  wholly  escaped  the  recolkction-«f  t'** 
cnairman  of  the  Committee  on  Publ.c  Lands,  he  could  never 
have  seriously  urged  its  omission  as  an  objection  to  tlie  bill. 

But,  sir,  permit  me  to* call  your  atteiiuon,  for  one  mo- 
ment, to  the  consistency  of  the  report  of  the  rcvie»»ng 
committee.  On  page  Ist',  they  say  iliat  tlie  bill  is  **  ob- 
viously erroneous,"  because  it  makes  no  distinction  be- 
tween those  States  which  have,  and  those  wbicli  have  no^ 
a  black  popuUition  to  be  colonized  in  Africa.  On  p»^*^  ^^ 
they  deliver  a  grave  and  monitory  lecture  on  ihe  subjcc 
of  coionizat.on,  declai'e  it  a  dehca'te  question  for  Congre» 
to  touch,  and  add,  tliat  "the  liarmony  of  the  Stales,  ai> 
the  durability  of  the  confederatjy,  niierdict  the  KgwlaU^ 
of  the  Federal  Legislature  on  the  subject."  N"*  |''*1 
two  clauses  make  rather  an  odd  appearance  when  pwc 
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in  juxtaposition  with  each  other,  especialtyin  a  moat  can- 
did report,  the  sole  object  of  which  is  the  detection  and 
correction  of  great  and  dangerous  errors.  But,  so  skilful 
is  the  honorable  Senator  who  presented  this  report  in  the 
detection  of  errors,  that  he  can  find  them  every  where,  on 
every  side  of  every  proposition;  and  such  the  subtle^  of 
his  logic,  that  he  can  expose  them,  too,  though  they  lurk 
unseen  by  an  ordinary  ^-ision;  g^o  where  you  will,  reason 
as  you  may,  there  is  no  escaping  him — ^Uke  Butler's  logi* 
eal  kntght-errant. 

On  cither  Rtde  he  ean  dnpate^ 
Cimftaie,  change  aiden^  and  «ull  eoofute. 

On  the  second  page  of  their  report,  the  reviewing  com- 
mittee examine  the  accotmt  current  of  the  public  domain, 
as  stated  by  my  honorable  friend  from  Kentucky,  and  find 
it,  also,  very  erroneous.  Instead  of  being  in  debt  ten 
millions,  or  upwards^  they  show  that  it  has  overpaid,  by 
many  millions,  all  costs  and  charges,  leaving  on  hand  many 
hundred  millions  of  acres  of  land  undisposed  of.  But,  at 
page  6,  they  tell  ns  that  "the  admimstration  of  the  public 


after  location-— single  indi^uals^  purchasing  several  hun- 
dreds of  thou8S!n<^  of  acres,  and  selling  a^ui  at  rates  sel- 
dom below,  and  often  much  above,  the  mmimum  price  of 
the  public  lands;  consequently  the  settlement  of  that  por- 
tion of  the  country  was  much  retarded,  and  1ins«red  far 
behind  that  of  the  a^acent  lands  of  a  good  quality  east  of 
the  Scioto  or  west  of  die  Little  Miami  riven.  But  there 
were  other  causes-besides  merely  price,  which  delayed  the 
settlement  of  the  Virginia  military  district.  It  often  hap- 
pened that  choice  tracts  of  ^  land,  inviting  to  the  fitrmer, 
could  not  be  purchased  upon  any  terms.  Sometimes  h 
belonged  to  infimt  heira;  or  was  divided,  in  the  course  of 
descents,  into  minute  portion^  the  property  of  persons 
separated  from  each  other,  and  ignorant  of  their  rights;  and 
thus  was,  in  effect,  shut  oat  from  sale,  and  consequently 
from  settlement.  And,  moreover,  eases  of  defective  titles, 
consequent  upon  interfering  claims,  as  well  as  the  slate  ^ 
things  to  which  I  have  just  referred,  farmed  a  most  serious 
obstacle  tOi^e  sale  and  settlement  of  those  lands.  These 
are  among  the  causes  which  produced  a  well  known  efTect; 
lands  is  sn  expensive  branch,  and  an  unprofiti^le  source  of  [that  ^art  of  Ohio  did,  in  fact,  settle  less  rapidly  than  the 


revenue;  and  a  cessation  firom  the  agency,  and  a  release 
from  the  expense,  would  form  a  respectable  item  in  the 
plan  of  retrenchment,"  &c.  Thus,  in  one  place,  the  land 
has  yielded  a  fund  much  larger  than  represented  by  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky;  in  another,  it  yields  much  less, 
and  is,  in  truth,  an  expense  and  burden,  to  the  Govern- 
ment. Sir,  the  state  of  facts  in  the  hands  of  the  honor- 
able chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  cban^pes, 
with  admirable  fiicility,  to  suit  the  argument  which  it  is 
used  to  overthrow  or  advance. 

But  time  presses,  and  I  can  gVve  but  a  passmg  notice  to 
the  many  matters  touched  upon  in  thb  report.  In  that 
presented  by  the  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky,  it  is 
said  tiiat  the  present  land  system  has  been  long  tried,  and 
that4t  works  well;  and  the  rapid  increase  of  population  in 
the  Western  States^  especiaUy  in  Ohio,  the  eldest  of  tjiose 
States^  and  the  one  in  which  the  experiment  has  been  the 
most  fully  tried,  is  presented  as  an  exam]>le«  In  this 
position,  and  in  the  illustration  also,  the  reviewing  com- 
mittee detect  other  and  fiirther  erron.  "The  truth  is, 
(say  they,  page  1 1,)  Ohio  owes  at  least  two-thirds  of  her  pre- 
sent greatness  to  settlements  on  Virginia  military  boun- 
ties on  lands  sold  before  the  adoptioi^  of  the  present 
system,  at  the  easy  rate  of  sixty-six  an4  two-third  cents 
per  acre,  payable  in- revolutionary  ceHificateS;  on  the 
Western  reserve,  sold  by  Connecticut  to  individuals,  at  a 
few  cents  per  acre;  on  donations  to  settlers,  to  Nova  Scotia 
and  Canadian  refugees;  and  for  schools  and  othet  pur- 
poses; and  on  the  public  lands,  where  a  nmltitiide  of  poor 
people  are  seated  without  titles." 

Sir,  to  examine  specially,  and  assign  its  true  merit  to  this 
long  array  of  causes  on  which  this  report  rests  the  *<  present 
greatness"  of  the  State  of  Ohio,  would  occupy  more  time 
tlmn  I  wish  to  devote  to  it,  and  much  more  than  you^  pa- 
tience would  allow.  Some  leading  items  only  will  I  notice. 
Anil,  first,  the  Virginia  military  bounties.  Their  location  in 
the  State  of  Ohio  is  assigned  as  one  of  the  g^at  causes  of  her 
prosperity;  or,  in  the  opinion  of  tlic  Committee  on  Public 
Lands,  if  that  tract  of  country  had  been  surveyed  and 
sold  by  the  United  SUtes,  the  settlement  of  the  State 
would  have  been  thereby  retarded;  or,  in  other  words, 
this  tract  of  country  would  not  have  been  as  well  peopled 
•s  it  now  is.  Their  position  must  be  true  to  this  extent, 
or  the  argument  of  the  reviewing  committee  is  fallaoious. 
But  how  IS  the  fact.^  - 

It  is  idle  to  suppose  that  the  officera  and  soldiera  of  Vir- 
g^inia,  the  recipients  of  this  bounty,  have  setded  sn  the 
land  set  off  to  them,  and  thus  peopled  the  coimtry;  thb 
has  not  occurred  in  one  case  in  a  thousand.  That  they 
sold  their  warrants  at  a  cheap  rate,  is  truet  but  the  pur* 
chasera  were  not  the  actual  settlers  and  tillen  of  the  soil. 
Th«  proprieton  of  warrants  sold  ta  speeulaton  befisre  or 
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lands  on  either  side  of  It  of  like  quality,  which  was  sold  by 
th&  Government.  So  far,  therefore,  from  owing  her  great- 
ness to  that  circumstance,  Ohio  has  been  retarded  in  her  ad- 
vancement by  the  location  of  those  lands  within  her  borders. 

The  next  circumstance  which,-  according  to  this  re- 
pml,  aided  to  achieve  the  greatness  of  Ohio,  was  the  sale 
of  lands  <*  before  the  adoption  of  the  present  ^stem,  at 
the  easy  rate  of  sixty-six  and  two-thira  cents  per  acre, 
pa3rable  in  certificates." 

I  must  here  take  leave,  once  more,  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Senate  to  the  consistency  of  the  fiu:ts  and  opinions 
advanced  by  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands*  as  presented 
in  this  report.  They  give  us  the  value  of  tne  public 
lands  in  the  several  new  States  and  Territories,  in  the 
gross,  and  average  them  at  between  twenty  and  fifty  cents 
per  acre;  even  the  fine  lands  in  Illinois,  than  which  the 
world  affords  none  better,  would  rangpe,  as  they  have  it, 
below  fifly  cents,  and  thiSi  too,  land  which  is  bordering  on 
flourishing  settlements,  mmI  is  surveyed  and  ready  for 
market.  But  companies  who  formed  the  first  settlements 
in  Ohio  purchased  at  the  easy  rate  of  sixty-six  and  two- 
third  cents  per  ad^. 

Sir,  to  enable  the  Senate  to  form  an  estimate  of  the 
justness  of  this  comparison,  and  the  consequent  correct- 
ness of  the  report  in  this  particular,  I  must  call  your  at- 
tention for  a  moment  to  the  actual  state  of  the  country  at 
the  time  the  two  large  purchases  referred  to  were  made. 
That  I  may  consume  as  little  of  your  time  as  possible,  I 
will  refbr  specially  to  but  one,  and  that  the  lai^r,  and, 
by  a  short  time,  the  earlier  purchases;  but  all  that  I  may 
say  of  one,  is,  substantially,  applicable  to  both,  except 
that  the  Miami  purchase  covered  a  rich  tract  of  country, 
while  that  of  the  Ohio  Company  was  unfortunately  fixed 
upon  a  less  fertile  spot. 

The  Ohio  Company  effected  their  purchase  in  the  sum- 
mer of  1787.  At  this  time  we  were  yet  recent  from  the 
war  with  England  which  gave  us  independence.  Her 
troops  and  garrisons  were  not  withdrawn  from  our  terri- 
tories; she  still  held  possession  of  Detroit,  and  some  small 
forts  on  the  southern  shore  of  Lake  Erie,  by  means  of 
which,  and  her  traden,  she  held  control  over  the  Indians, 
and  incited  them  to  hostilities.  On  the  one  nde  our  fron- 
tier settlements  had  pushed  westward  as  fiir  as  Fort  Pitt 
and  Wheeling,  but  it  was  in  weak  and  scattered  detach- 
ments, constantly  menaced  with.  Indian  massacre,  and  veil* 
turing  but  a  little  way^from  the  forts  by  which  they  were 
protected.  No  wheeled  carriage  had  then,  I  believe, 
ever  crossed,  or  could  cross,  the  Alleghany  mountain;  the 
families  and  'the  household  gpoods  of  the  emigrants^  and 
all  ti^e  •comforts,  and  even  necessaries  of  life,  which  they 
tlid  not  whoUy  fbrego,  and  wlUph  their  woods  and  fields  did 
not  furnish,  were  transported  on  horseback  f^m  Chaai- 
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bertbuix  ^^A  Fort  Cumberland;  and  there  are  spots  hi 
the  l^rgea  of  the  mountain,  the  names  of  which  attest 
that  even  this  difficult  and  adventarous  traffic  was  not  car- 
ried on  in  safety.  Such  was,  briefly,  the  situation  of  the 
country  when  the  Ohio  Company  purchased  of  the  United 
States  1,500,000  acres  of  land,  in  a  single  body,  one  hun- 
dred  miles  beyond  the  furtl)est  outposts  of  our  settlement, 
in  a  hilly  and  comparatively  barren  region,  and  themselves, 
by  their  compact*  bound,  not  only  to  survey  their  own 
lands,  but  one-twelfth  part  of  the  whole,  which  was  re- 
served by  Congress,  in  the  centre  of  each  townsliip,  for 
their  own  future  sale.  Tliis  purchase,  at  the  time,  and 
under  the  circumstances  1  have  mentioned,  was  made,  say 
the  reviewing  committee,  <*at  the  easy  rate  of  sixty-six  aiul 
two-tl)ird  cents  the  acre,"  while,  in  the  next  page  of  their 
report,  tiiey  show,  or  attempt  to  sliow,  that  the  average 
value  of  lands  in  the  best  and  most  rapidly  populating  dis- 
tricts of  country  in  the  Union  are  now  worth  less  than 
fifty  cents  per  acre.  No  one,  I  tliink,  will  longer  wonder 
that  the  bill'  reported  by  my  honorable  friend  from  Ken- 
tucky has  received  the  decisive  condemnation  of  this 
committee.  For,  sir,  though  the  gentlemen  composing 
its  minority  did,  doubtless,  give  the  Mibject  of  the  pubUc 
lands  the  singular  reference  .to  the  Committee  on  Hanu- 
Ikctures,  for  sound  reasons,  and  from  tl)e  purest  motives, 
without  any  purpose  of  involving  any  individual  in  diffi 
cuUy  or  embarrassment;  and  although  the  second  refer- 
ence to  Uiemselves  of  the  subject  which  they  had  before 
tlius  strangely,  and  which  had  been  examined  thus  ably,- 
was,  doubtless,  done  from  a  high  sense  of  public  duty 
alone;  and  altliough«  doubtless,  as  the  honorable  chairman 
of  the  reviewing  committee  obsierved,  he  has  done  nothing 
more  than  to  correct  (what  appeared  to  him)  palpable 
errors,  in  fiict  and  argument,  in  the  report  of  the  firm  com- 
mittee, and  this,  too,  in  no  unfriendly  spirit;  yet,  the  ex- 
traordinary faculty  which  he  possesses  of  roarshalhng  hii^ 
facts,  the  discipline  which  he  has  .taught  them,  so  that,  at 
his  biddmg,  they  will  face  either  way,  and  overwhelm  a 
proposition  which  he  may  be  disposed  to  prove  wrong; 
and  his  principles  of  comparison,  as  evinced  in  tlie  m- 
■tance  to  which  I  have  last  referreci,  so  different  from  that 
of  other  men,  and  so  wholly  iiucrutable  to  an  every  day 
intellect;  would  lead  us,  on  the  whole,  to  conclude  tliat 
no  view  which  could  have  been  taken  of  this  subject  by 
the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  unless  aided  by  inspira- 
tion, could  have  met  any  thnig  less  than  his  **  decisive  con- 
demnation." 

One  Qtlier  item  in  the  enumeration  of  the  causes  of  the 
''greatness  of  Ohio," is  the  *'  multitude"  of  poor  people 
seated  on  public  lands,  without  titles." — p.  11.  Now,  this 
is  an  entire  assumption;  the  fact  is  otherwise;  there  are  not 
now,  nor  have  there  ever  been,  multitudes  (in  thescnsein 
which  tlie  term  is  used  in  tliis  report)  of  poor  people 
seated  on  the  public  lands  in  that  Slate,  nor  any  number 
at  all  considerable,  compared  with  the  actual  population. 
Ohio  has  derived  no  addition  to  her  **grvatiiestt"  Ironiany 
•uch  source;  there  have  been,  and  still  are,  some  instances 
of  individuals  settling  on  the  public  land  there,  as  well 
at  elsewhere  in  the  new  States;  but  thokC  of  thein  who 
wished  to  do  so,  have  always  been  able,  hi  a  short  time,  to 
purchase  and  become  the  proprietors  of  their  homes; 
others,  whose  tastesand  habits  led  Oiem  to  prefer  it,  pushed 
onward  in  advance  of  settlement  and  civdization,  and  no 
device  to  which  you  could  resort*«-no  lure  wh»ch  >ou 
could  hold  out  to  tliem — woukl  tempt  titese  men  to  ever 
become  and  continue  freeholders.  A  reduction  of  thc 
price,  or  even  a  gift  ofxthe  land,  would  not  do  it;  it  is 
already,  and  has  long  been,  in  the  power  of  any  man  who 
deserved  itt  to  be  the  owner  of  a  freehold,  by  just  a  sufti- 
cient  effort  to  induce  him  to  prize  his  possessions  when 
obtained.  So  much,  sir,  for  the  general  assertion  con- 
tained in  tlie  report;  now  fur  the  proof  on  which  it  is  sup- 
posed that  assertion  rests. 


In  the  same  page  (11)  tlie  committee  tells  us  tint,  in 
1838,  there  were  in  the  new  States  an  aggregate  of  one 
hundred  and  forty  thousand  men  who  were  non-freelioU- 
ers;  men,  of  course,  arrived  at  the  age  of  twenty-one 
years  and  upwards.  The  popuhition  of  those  htstcs  is, 
in  tlie  ssme  paper,  estimated  at  two  million  one  Immirtd 
thousand  souls;  from  which  statistical  facts,  a  state  of  po- 
verty and  vassalage  is  inferred,  and  one-ihtnl  of  all  tlie  in- 
habitants are  pronounced  <*  tenants  to  Undhoiders,  or  tres- 
passers on  the  piibhc  lands."  This  proposition  is,  it  must 
be  confessed,  somewhat  stsrtling;  bttt  let  us  look  for  a 
moment  into  the  organization  of  society  in  the  new  States, 
the  liabits,  customs,  and  pursuits  of  the  people,  and  we 
bhall  come  to  a  concluaioii  very  different  troui  that  which 
is  arrived  at  by  the  reviewing  committee. 

It  will  be  seen,  by  reference  to  the  census  returns  of 
1830,  that  there  were  in  the  new  States  referred  to  con- 
siderably more  tlian  two  hundred  and  eighty  thoussnd 
men  between  the  ages  of  tweniy-one  and  thirty  yesrs. 
Not  more  than  one-lialf  this  number,  upon  a  lair  avenge, 
are  married  ahd  settled  in  life,  or  would  be  so,  if  Iaiid» 
and  houses  were  given  to  tliem  for  th«  asking.  In  that 
portion  of  our  counti^,  the  average  age  of  marriage,  f^r 
young  men,  is  about  twenty -five  or  twenty -sx.  Until 
that  period  of  hfe,  they  either  remain  with  tlieir  parents, 
and  asust  them  upon  their  fiirms,  or  engage  in  some  enter* 
prise,  by  way  of  trying  their  fortunes,  and  seeing  how 
the  world  looks  beyoiul  their  immediate  precincts;  and 
the  honorable  cha.rman,  w1k>,  in  this  report,  and  the 
speech  with  wh:ch  he  backed  it,  haa  so  much  deplurtd 
their  condition,  could  not,  unless  we  were  to  chain  tliem 
to  the  soil,  repress  tliis  outbreaking  of  curioaity  and 
enterprise. 

Admit  me  right  in  this,  (and  I  tliink  no  one  who  is  fa- 
miliar with  the  people  of  the  Western  States  wiU  deny 
that  1  am  so,)  we  have  accounted  at  once  for  tlie  one 
hundred  and  iorty  tlumsand  non-freeholders,  without  tlie 
introduction  into  our  eatimate  of  a  single  vassal,  ti-nant, 
or  trespasser.  But,  then,  there  are,  moreover,  a  variety  of 
the  mechanic  arth,  which  are  carried  on  to  a  considerable 
extent  in  the  Western  States,  especially  in  our  principal 
towns;  and  although  the  proprietor  ot  tlie  worksliup  he 
h.mself  a  freeholder,  he  must  have  his  journe>iBen  who 
are  not;  tlie  roercliant  must  have  hia  clerks;  then  thtre 
are  those  who  navigate  our  steam  and  canal  bosU;  wagon- 
ers, stage  drivers,  hunters  and  ti-aders  in  the  Nurthwot, 
and  to  Santa  Fe;  and  those  who  dg-  lead  in  Missouri,  sjid 
at  Galena,  with  a  long  list  of  otlier  occupations,  esaeniial 
ill  every  civilized  community,  wliiClw  require  no  freelwld. 
On  tlie  whole,  it  is  a  matter  of  surprise  tliat  there  i«  Mtcb 
a  small  number  of  non-fi*eeholders  in  so  large  a  popula- 
tion. I'here  are,  it  is  true,  tenants  who  cultivate  lands 
not  their  own,  but  it  is  from  choice,  nut  necessity;  and  it 
would  be  no  improvement  in  the  condition  of  suaety  to 
cliaiige  that  sUte  ot  iliuigs.  .In  the  section  of  country 
which  the  honoiable  chairman  of  the  Couimittee  on  Fub* 
lie  Lands  so  ably  represents,  it  is  easy  for  every  nian  to 
cuKiviite  his  own  lands  with  tlie  labor  of  his  own  slaves; 
with  us  it  is  difi'erent,  and  the  owner  of  .land  must  re- 
sort to  free  labor,  tor  which  he  pays  a  full  and  liur  equi- 
valent; and  the  condition  of  a  tenant,  or  even  a  laborer,  h;t 
me. tell  the  honorable  gentleman,  is,  witli  us,  entirely  com- 
patible with  the  most  perfect  lieedom  aiui  Fespectabihty. 
Let  him,  therefore,  feel  no  horror  at,  or  eveiis>inpathy 
for,  the  condition  of  our  people,  «  ho  are  personally  ai-d 
individually  among  the  must  independent  and  happy  upon 
earth.  Aa  to  tre^assers  residing  on  the  public  laodSi  as 
far  as  1  am  informed,  v  e  have  none  of  them. 

So  nnich  for  tiie  condition  of  that  portion  of  Uie  people 
for  which  the  honorable  Senator  profesaes,  and,  duubt| 
less,  feels,  such  deep  and  unfeigned  syrnpathy.  i  |^ 
now  say  something  ot  the  effect  wiiich  would  be  produced 
upon  the  country  by  tlie  adoption  of  the  schema  propot«<l 
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by  the  Commitlee  on  Public  Lands;  and  1  am  the  more 
especially  called  upon  to  do  this,  as  my  State,  it  seems, 
bas  fallen  under  the  ^an  of  the  honorable  Senator's  dis- 
pleasure, for  opposing  iU\»f  and,  perhaps,  others  of  his 
favorite  measures.  *<  0)iio  (says  the  honomble  Senator) 
is  fixed  and  determined  in  many  things  not  much  to  her 
credit  fur  liberality."  Now  this,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
is  one  thing  of  the  **  many,"  and  probably  the  **  heaviest 
and  the  worst;"  and  as  1  am  extremely  anxious  to  relieve 
my  State,  as  far  as  may  be,  from  the  weight  of  tlie  honor* 
able  Senator's  displeasure,  I  will  try,  in  this  matter  at 
least,  to  show  tliat  we  have  reason  and  justice  upon  tlie 
side  of  our  supposed  ill  berality. 

The  btate  of  Ohio  is,  with  inconsiderable  exceptions, 
carved  out  of  the  national  domain;  it  is  a  small  pai-t  of  an 
immense  tract  of  land  owned  by  the  great  proprietor. 
This  land  was  purchased  by  her  citizens  principally  at 
tlie  price  of  two  dollars  per  acre,  averagrng,  at  least,  one 
dollar  and  seventy-five  cents;  and  four-fiflhs  of  the  lands 
within  the  bounds  of  the  State  are  now  the  property  of 
the  State,  or  its  citizens.     The  report  of  the  committee 
estimates  the  amount  at  something  more  than  twentv- 
two  millions  of  acresi  which  estinuite,  1  presume,  is  nearly 
correct.     There  arc  now  more  than  one  hundred  mil- 
liuns  of  acres  of  the  public  lands  in  market,  which  have 
been  in  market  five  yearsand  upwards,  most  of  them  con> 
tiguous  to  that  State;  and  now  the  proposition  is  to  re- 
duce, at  once,  all  this  immense  amount  of  land  to  fifty 
cents  per  acre.     And  what   would  be  its  effect'     The 
Value  of  a  farm  is  composed  of  two  ingredients:  the  price 
at  wh'.ch  it  x:ould  be  purchased  in  an  unimproved  state, 
and  the  value  of  the  improvements  which  the  industry 
of  man  has  placed  upon  it;  something  always  to  be  added 
for  the  general  improvement  of  a  country  in  which  wild 
as  well  as  cultivateil  lands  partake.     The  United  States 
being  the  prnicinal  landed  proprietor,  and  having  more 
wild^ lands  for  sale  tlian  wdl  supply  all  the  purchasers  for 
ages  to  come,  the  price  of  uncultivated  lands  is  com- 
pletely in  their  power;  it  may,  at  their  biddings  be  sunk 
into  nothing;  tlierefore,  the  first  ingredient  entering  into 
(he  value  of  lands  in  Ohio,  belonging  to  the  State  and  its  citi- 
zens, is  the  present  minimum  price  of  wild  lands,  one  dollar 
and  twenty.five  cents  per  acre;  and  this  part  of  its  value, 
equal  to  about  t wenty -eight  mdlions  of  dollars,  it  is  in  the 
power  of  Congress,  by  legislation,  to  retain  as  it  now  is, 
or,  in  whole,  or  in  part,  to  destroy  it.      Suppose  the  re- 
<luction  proposed  by  the  Comniitiee  on  Pubhc  Lands,  to 
fifty  cents  for  all  lands  which  have  been  five  years  in  the 
market,  shoukltake  place,  it  strikes  off,  at  once,  from  the 
lands  of  that  State  seventy-five  Cents  per  acre,  equal  to 
about  sixteen  million  five  liundred  thousand  dollars  of  its 
present  aggregate  value,  of  which  the  direct  loss  to  the 
btate   would  be  about  four  hundred  and  fifty  thousand 
dollars,  the  residue  falling  upon  individuals.  Now,  this,  sir, 
is  more  than  I  am  willing  to  surrender  in  behalf  of  Oiiio, 
even  thouglt  tlie  sacrifice  should  remove  entirely  from 
the  mind  of  the  honorable  Senator  from  Alabama  his  un- 
favorable opinion  of  Iter  liberality.. 

Buty  air,  a  valuation  of  the  kiiKl  proposed  would  be 
no  le:>s  unjust  to  the  landholders  in  the  newer  States  of 
Ind.ana  and  Ilhnois,  than  to  Ohio;  and  were  I  a  rcpre- 
seotative  from  either  of  those  States,  I  would,  as  X  now 
<io»  oppose  it  to  the  utmost.  Take  a  single  case,  and 
it  will  coverall  in  its  principle:  Eiglit  emigrants  purchased 
aix  munthe  ago  their  quarter  section  of  land  esch,  upon 
the  fronter  settlements  in  Indiana  or  lUiaois,  and  naid  for 
it  all  the  cash  they  had  to  part  with,  at  one  dollar  and 
twenty -five  cents  per  acre^  making  sixteen  hundred  dol- 
lars. Suppose  they  had  just  put  up  tiieir  cabins,  and  are 
preparing  for  a  crop;  thU  day  you  reduce  the  public  lamis 
all  around  tliem  to  fifty  cents  per  acre;  is  not  tlieir  pro- 
perty— their  Jands^-reduce^i  at  once  to  the  same  value? 
And  do  you  not  t.ake  frotti  them,  by  a  single  actof  legisla-lof  the  States  in  which  they  lie;"  "  that  they  should  be 


tion,  nine  hundred  and  forty  dollars  of  the  sixteen  hun* 
dred  dollars  in  value  of  their  lands ^  Surely.  And  for 
what  purpose  do  you  do  this?  That  a  few  vagrant  in- 
dividuals, who  would  rather  hunt  buffaloes,  and  trap 
beavers  and  muskrats,  and  maraud  upon  the  Indians,  than 
cultivate  lands,  may  be  enabled  to  become  freeholders; 
men  who  would  not  own  and  cultivate  lands  if  they  might; 
nay,  who  could  not  be  forced  to  do  it,  unless  fettered  to 
the  soil.  Sir,  it  will  not  do.  These  violent  changes  in 
the  value  of  pnvate  property,  especially  of  landed  estates, 
bring  misery  and  ruin  in  their  train:  they  should  be  avo'd- 
ed,  whenever  it  is  possible,  by  a  wise  and  beneficent  Go« 
vernnientfbutit  is  worse  than  madness  in  a  Legislature  to 
voluntarily  inflxt  theiji  upon  a  people. 

It  woidd.seem  as  if,  in  the  opinion  of  the  honorable 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Laiuls,  the  very 
^acme  of  national  prosperity  consists  in  emigration^ 
and  that  all  legislation  should  be  aimed  and  directed  to 
the  encouragement  of  that  sole  object;  and  more  espe« 
cially  that,  for  the  benefit  of  the  West,  all  other  occu* 
pations,  in  other  portions  of  the  Union,  should  be  dis- 
couraged or  destroyed,  that  the  inhabitants  may  be  driven 
or  allured  into  emigration.  Hence,  sir^  the  heavy  anathe- 
mas pronounced  against  the  report  of  Mr*  Rush,  when 
at  the  head  of  the^ treasury,  in  which  he  urges  tlie  danger 
of  holding  out  new  inducements  to  migration,  lest  it 
should  draw  off  that  portion  of  our  population  now  en- 
gitged  in  manufactures,  and  make  them  agriculturists. 

Now,  sir,  1,  as  a  Western  man,  concur  in  the  princi- 
ples contained  in  that  branch  of  Mr.  Rush's  report;  no 
matter  how  much  they  have  been  the  subject  of  misre- 
presentation  and  abuse,  they  contain  sound  political  and 
practical  wisdom,  and  I  am  willing  to  endoi-se  for,  and 
stand  prepared  to  sustain  them;  but  be  it  not  forgotten  that 
no  idea  is  held  forth  of  discouraging  or  checking  the 
natural  regular  current  of  em  gr  at  ton;  this  was,  according 
to  his  views,  to  remain  unaltered  and  undisturbed,  except 
as  new  fields  fur  the  enterprise  and  industry  of  our  citi- 
zens might  direct  them  to  other  objects. 

For  the  good  of  our  country,  our  whole  country,  and 
all  and  each  portion  of  our  country,  new  and  old,  emigra- 
tion has  been,  and  still  is,  rapid  enough;  it  reejuires  no 
new  inducements;  and  except  the  continued  improve- 
ment in  the  facilities  of  mutual  intercourse,  nothing  to 
encourage,  nothing  to  hasten  it  So  far  as  the  West  is 
concerned,  certainly  it  requires  nothing  more.  We  are^ 
there,  essentially,  an  agricultural  people;  the  products 
of  the  earth  are  raised  in  superabundance,  and  a  market 
IS  all  that  is  wanting  to  give  us  independence,  and  even 
wealth.  It  would  be  madness  in  us,  then,  to  desire  that 
the  worksliops  of  the  East,  which  purchase  our  produce, 
and  supply  us  with  their  fabrics,  should  be  broken  up, 
and  that  the  men  and  capital  which  they  employ  should 
be  induced,  by  bounties  from  the  Government,  to  trans- 
fer themselves  to  our  neighborhood,  and  become  our 
rivals  in  agriculture.  It  is  better  for  us  tlint  they  should 
remain  where  they  are,  and  prosper,  while  they  advance 
our  prosperity  as  well  as  theirs,  than  that  they  should  be 
transferred  to  our  borders,  at  the  expense  ajid  sacrifice 
of  both. 

-  Sir,  there  is  still  one  feature  of  this  report  which  ought 
not  to  pass  unnot'xed.  It  proposes,  it  is  true,  that  the 
present  system  of  sales  be  preser\'ed;  that  the  United 
States  still  retain  the  care  and  giiperintendence  of  the 
property^  and  that  the  price  only  of  the  lands  be  reduced; 
but  tlie  whole  body  of  the  report  itself,  its  assumed  facts 
and  strained  deductions,  all  tend  to  a  different  result— 
an  abandonment  of  the  lands  to  the  States  in  which  they 
lie,  or  their  gift  to  such  as  are  willing  to  receive  them. 

It  is  said  (page  5)  that  they  "  are  an  inconvenient 
burden,  which  ought  to  be  gut  rid  of  without  delay;" 
"tliat  they  should  receive  a  new  destination  for  the  relief 
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given  to  settlers,  or  abandoned  to  the  States  in  which '  fore,  and  distribute  the  proceeds  justly,  according^  to  the 
they  lie;"  **  that  the  speedy  extinction  of  the  federal  title !  intent  and  spirit  of  the  trust  under  which  you  hold  it,  aay 


withi  n  the  States  is  necessaiy  for  their  independence,"  8cc. ; 
but  I  am  weary  of  citation.  Let  gentlemen  look  over  the 
several  propositions  laid  down  by  the  reviewing  com- 
mittee in  pages  5  and  6  of  their  report,  and  they  will 


the  Committee  on  Manufactures. 

The  compact  which  the  acceptance  of  the  deed  of  ces- 
sion carried  with  it,  I  hold  to  be  imperative  and  perpeta* 
a1.     In  all  future  time,  and  under  all  circumstances,  until 


see  at  once  to  what  it  tends;  and  no  man  who  looks  for,  the  sales  are  completed,  the  lands  remain  a  common  fund 
consistency,  order,  and  so  much  of  logic  as  would  give  a  I  They  must  be  disposed  of  by  Congress,  bona  Jide  for  the 
conclusion  bearing  some  relation  to  the  premises,  but  j  use  and  benefit  of  such  of  the  States  as  shall  be  members 
must  be  surprised  at  the  result  of  this  singular  paper.  It  I  of  the  federal  alliance  at  the  time  of  their  sale  or  dispod' 
seems  as  if  the  body  of  the  edifice  had  been  nused  by  one  |  tion.  But  must  the  fund  necessarily  be  held  and  applied 
architect;  and  another,  without  knowledge  of  the  design  by  Congress  to  the  future  exigencies  of  the  Gcnertl  Go- 


of the  builder,  or  examining  his  work,  had  fashioned  the 
dome.    It  is  a  human  head  upon  the  neck  of  a  horse. 

Sir,  I  cannot  part  with  this  subject  without  sa}'ing  some- 
thing of  the  project  reported  by  my  honorable  friend  from 
Kentucky!  and  which  is  embodied  in  this  bill.  He  pro- 
poses the  distribution  of  the  proceeds  of  tlie  public  lands 
among  the  several  States,  to  be  by  them  applied  to  inter- 
nal improvement;  the  payment  of  debts  contracted  for  in- 
ternal improvement;  the  colonization  of  free  people  of 
color,  ana  education;  objects  national  in  their  character, 
and^ear  to  all  who  value  the  prosperity  of  our  country, 
and  the  improvement  and  happiness  of  the  human  race. 
Doubts,  it  IS  true,  have  been  suggested,  of  the  constitu- 
tionality of  the  measure,  but  I  humbly  conceive,  when  ex- 
amined, those  doubt/i  will  be  dissipated. 

All  the  lands  of  the  United  States  are  placed  upon  tlie 
same  footing  by  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  and  the 
righta  of  the  nation  oter  each  and  every  part  of  it  are  held 
to  be  the  same.  In  thts  the  two  committees  agree  en- 
tirely, ^e  may,  therefore,  hold  it  as  a  conceded  point.  I 
will  examine  our  rights  over  but  one  portion  of  it,  and 
that,  at  present,  bv  far  the  most  important — that  lying  be- 
tween the  Ohio,  the  Mississippi,  and  the  lakes,  formerly 
known  as  the  territory  northwest  of  the  river  Ohio.  And, 
sir,  as  it  is  a  question  of  strict  law,  you  will  excuse  me 
the  repetition  which  it  necessarily  involves. 

We  hold  these  lands  by  virtue  of  a  deed  of  cession  from 
the  State  of  Virginia,  to  which  I  will  once  again  refer. 
Thisdeed,'afler  designating  certain  trusts  to  which  a  part 
of  it  was  to  be  applied,  provides: 


'•That  all  the' lands  within  the  territory  so  ceded  to  the  [funds  for  those  expenditures  necessary  for  the  intern^ 
lited  States,  and  not  reserved  for,  or  appropriated  to,  improvement  of  their  country,  and  the  education  of  the 

ri«mg  generation.  The  distribution  of  the  proceeds  of 
these  lands  would  remove  all  tliis  evil.  Those  States 
which  have  borrowed  and  expended  large  sums  m  im- 
provements of  a  permanent  and  national  character  would 
be  relieved  from  the  debt  with  which  they  are  burdened, 
and  to  the  rest  it  would  furnish  a  fund  sufficient  to  keep 
up  those  improvements  in  an  even  pace  with  the  progrtts 
of  population^  And,  moreover,  it  would  place  in  the  hantU 
of  the  States  a  fund  which,  well  applied,  would  furnish 
the  means  of  education  to  all  the  rising  generations  which 
are  to  succeed  us. 


United 

any  of  the  before  mentioned  purposes,  or  disposed  of  in 
bounties  to  the  officers  and  soldiers  of  the  American  army, 
shall  be  considered  a  common  fund  for  the  use  and  benefit 
of  such  of  the  United  States  as  have  become,  or  shall  be- 
come, members  of  the  confederation  or  federal  alliance 
of  the  States,  Virginia  inclusive,  according  to  their  usual 
respective  proportions  in  the  general  charge  and  expen- 
diture, and  shall  be  fidthfully  and  bona  fidt  disposed  of 
for  that  purpose,  and  for  no  other  purpose  what««oever." 

This  cession  was  made  and  accepted  before  the  adop- 
tion of  the  federal  constitution;  it  has,  therefore,  no  rela- 


tion to  that  instrument;  but  the  constitution  (art.  6th)       To  those  States,  or  the  representatives  of  those  States, 
..._._  .t._  j__  J    __j  «..v^  ,  which  have  setup  claims  of  right  to  the  public  lands,  |«* 

me  say  that  their  claims  are  wholly  unfounded  inanypnn* 
ciple  of  justice,  and  their  hopes,  based  upon  them,  »re 
vain  and  illusory.  This  bill  provides  that  ten  per  cent. 
upon  the  sales  in  their  limits  shall  be  first  applied  to  their 
benefit  before  the  fund  is  distributed.  This  cannot  be 
claimed  by  them  on  any  principle  contained  in  the  com- 
pact, but  is  right  and  just,  because  the  improvements  to 
which  it  is  to  be  applied  enhance  the  value  of  the  other 
lands  of^e  United  States  yet  unsold  within  its  borders; 
and  although  some  may  think  that,  on  this  ground,  amucu 
larger  per  centum  ought  to  be  allowed,  vet  it  is  surelj 
better  to  close  now  with  this,  that  this  much  may  be  »*"' 
ized  upon  the  current  heavy  8ale9,-than  to  n^go*'***!? 
•years,  even  if  a  larger  dividend  could  be  obtainc<l  hcreai- 
ter.     The  proffered  adv.intage  i?»  yearly  diminishing  i«> 


has  relation  to  the  deed,  and  one  of  the  contracts  entered 
into  and  binding  on  the  national  fiuth.  This  places  the 
General  Government  in  the  situation  of  a  trustee  of  this 
fund,  which  it  must  dispose  of  bona  fidt  for  the  common 
bonefit.  Now,  sir,  while  the  nation,  which  represent* 
all  the  States  collectively,  was  indebted,  its  debt  being 
the  debt  of  all,  it  was  a  fair  and  legitimate  execution  of 
the  trust,  to  sell  the  lands,  and  apply  the  proceeds  to  the 
payment  of  the  debt;  so,  also,  it  its  procceds.be  necessa- 
ry for  the  current  expenses  of  the  Government.  This  no 
one  doubts,  as  it  is  disposing  of  the  property  bonafideTor 
the  use  and  benefit  of  all  the  States,  and  in  the  proportions 
stipulated.  But  what  is  to  be  done  when  the  debt  is  paid, 
and  the  fund  is  not  needed  for  the  purposes  of  the  Gene- 
ral Government? 

Give  it  away,  cast  it  off  as  an  inconvenient  burden,  say 
the  Committee  on  Public  I<ands.     Dispose  of  it  as  hereto    value,  while  you  hesittite  about  it«»  acceptance 


vernment  >  I  do  not  ask  if  it  may,  but  must  it  f  The  para- 
graphs already  dwelt  upon  carry  with  them  no  such 
obligation;  but  there  is  another  member  of  the  clause, 
which  clearly  implies  distribution.  This  fund,  for  the  com- 
mon benefit,  shall  be  bona  fide  disposed  of  for  the  use  and 
benefit  of  all  the  States,  «*  according  to  tlidr  usual  re- 
spective proportions  in  the  general  charge  and  expendi- 
ture." If  the  object  had  been  to  apply  this  only  to  the 
accruing  charges  which  revenue,  properly  so  called,  is 
designed  to  meet,  this  lasrt  cited  clause  would  have  foimd 
no  place  here.  But  it  cleariy  contemplates  distribution, 
and  is  placed  upon  the  basis  of  a  profit  and  loss  account 
between  individual  partners.  In  the  proportion  that  States 
contribute  to  support  the  expenses  of  Government,  in  that 
proportion  shall  they  receive  the  proceeds  of  sale  of  com- 
mon property.  It  seems  to  me,  therefore,  a  clear  case  of 
constitutional  right,  if  not  of  obligation,  that  these  lands 
and  their  proceeds  be  applied  in  the  manner  proposed  by 
this  bill.  This  mode  is  as  just,  and  it  is  expiedient  alike 
for  the  benefit  of  all  the  States,  old  and  new.  The  trea- 
sury of  the  United  States  is  now  full  to  overflowing,  and 
for  none  of  the  purposes  of  Government  is  this  fund 
necessary  or  useful  to  the  nation  sis  a  whole.  But  the 
States  have,"  by  their  general  compact,  divested  them- 
selves of  the  first  and  greatest  resource  of  revenue— that 
of  imposts  on  commerce;  many  of  them,  having  no  other 
resource,  support  their  Government  by  hard,  direct  taxa- 
tion upon  land,  which,  less  than  any  otlicr  species  of  pro- 
perty, can  bear  taxation.  Thus,  they  labor  under  great, 
and,  indeed,  almost  insurmountable  diffictdties,  in  raiang 


1145 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


1146 


JuKB  28,  1832.] 


PubUe  Ltmda, 


[Sbitatx. 


On  the  whole,  sir,  1  look  upon  this  bill  as  one  of  the 
most  important  among  the  many  important  measures  that 
have  been  presented  to  our  consideration  within  the  pre- 
sent sesuon;  and  I  most  heartily  concur  in  the  principles 
advanced  in  the  report  of  my  honorable  friend  from  Ken- 
tucky, and  earnestly  hope  that  the 'bill,  with  which  it  was 
accompanied,  and  which  is  now  before  you,  may  receive 
the  sanction  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BBNTON  said,  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Clat]  had  kidulg^  himself  in  a  strain  of  studied  person- 
ality, of  which  he  [Mr.  B.]  had  been  the  particular  and 
selected  object.  Hr.  B.  djd  not  suffloiently  admire  that 
vein  of  speaking^,  to  be  seduced  by  example,  or  provoked 
by  injustice,  to  engage  in  it{  but  he  owed  it,  if  not  to  him- 
self, at  least  to  others  who  had  been  comprehended  in  the 
same  train  of  remarks,  to  notice  these  personalities,  so  far 
at  least  as  to  expose  their  injustice  and  repel  their  appli- 
cation. Mr.  B.  placed^  no  value  on  the  saving  clause — a 
mere  persona1ity---4o  frequently  Repeated  by  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky,  that  his  expressions  had  no  application  to 
persons  present.  Such  saving  clauses,  when  contradicted 
oy  the  fact,  had  better  be  omitte4;  when  not  contradicted 
by  the  fact,  they  had  as  well  be  omitted;  for  the  number 
of  persons  was  always  small  in  any  audience  who  could 
admire  the  chivalry  which  passes  by  persons  present  to 
attack  the  absent.  Bnt  the  personali|ies  in  question  appli- 
ed to  all  who  had  advocated  a  reduction  of  the  price  of 
the  pubKc  land;  and,  among  those  who  had  advocated  that 
reduction,  were  the  Legislatures  of  Missouri,  Illinois,  In- 
diana, Alabama,  Mississippi,  and  Louisiana,,  and  an  im- 
mense majority  of  the  inhabitants  of  these  six  States.  The 
term  demagogue,  and  other  epithets  so  copiously  lavished, 
applied  to  alt  these  Legislatures,  and  to  all  these  inhabit- 
ants. They  appliecl  to  him  [Mr.  B.  ]  also,  notwithstanding 
the  formality  of  the  fiavingclause;  and  he  hsd  no  desire  to  be 
exempted  by  such  formalit)*  from  the  whplesale  denuncia- 
tion which  was  lavished  upon  his  friends  and  constituents. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  carried  his  license  of 
invention  so  far  as  to  .point  me  out  to  the  Senate  as  the 
author  of  a  claim,  in  behalf  of  some  of  the  States,  to  the 
whole  of  the  public  lands  within  their  respective  limits. 
This  imputed  aiithprship  happens  to  have  no  foundation 
but  in  the  assertion  oFthat  Senator.  I  never  put  up  such 
a  claim;  I  never  defended  such  a  claim;  and  I  have  dis- 
countenanced it  just  so  often  as  I  have  ever  expressed  a 
sentiment  on  the  point.  That  Senator  also  pointed  me 
out  as  a  performer  in  a  duet — a  singer  in  a  song  in  two 
parts — carried  on  from  the  opposite  banks  of  the  Mississip- 
pi, in  which  a  late  Governor  of  Illinois  (Mr.  Edwards) 
was  the  other  supposed  performer.  A  studied  and  pre- 
pared effort  was  made  to  entertain  the  Senate  and  the  au- 
dience, in  the  recitation  of  this  supposed  song;  but  the 
•ong  happened  to  be  sung  nowhere  but  on  this  floor;  and 
not  by  two  persons,  but  by  one  person.  It  was  a  solo, 
and  not  a  duet;  and  solo  in  every  sense  of  the  phrase; 
the  words,  the  mtisic,  and  the  performance  being  all  by 
the  same  hand;  and  sung  to  an  audience  collected,  accord* 
ing  to  the  stage  rules,  through  an  invitation  in  the  news- 
papers, and  a  puff  on  the  performer. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  had  entertained  the  Se- 
nate witli  an  anecdote;  it  was  the  story  of  a  swindler  in  his 
own  State,  who  had  obtained  pre-emption  rights-  in  the 
names  of  his  negroes.  All  anecdotes,  introduced#into  a 
speech,  are  supposed  to  have  point  and  application,  and 
tend  to  illustrate  the  argument  of  the  speaker.  It  would 
be  unbecoming  to  suppose  that  this  negro  anecdote,  thus 
introduced  In  a  grave  debate,  and  upon  this  dignified  the- 
atre, can  be  destitute  of  point  or .  application.     It  must 


The  Senator  from  Kentucky,  besides  his  song  and  anec- 
dote, had  also  bespangled  his  speech  with  a  variety  of  me- 
taphors; some  of  which  did  not  seem  to  be  drawn  from 
those  shady  walks  of  the  academy,  where  Plato,  Aristotle^ 
Quintilian,  and  Cicero  were  accustomed  to  draw  their 
rhetorical  decorations.  He  gave  us  the  metaphor  of  the 
whole  hog  and  the  bacoa  ham;  rather  a  swinish  figure,  it 
must  be  admitted,  and  smelling  strong  of  the  barbaciie 
school.  He  gave  us  also  the  figure  of  the  blanket  pulled 
off  of  the  old  States  by  the  young  States.  This  was  cer- 
tainly a  woolly  metaphor,  and  possibly  owed  its  conception 
to  the  crowd  of  sheep  memorials  which  were  pressed  upon 
the  Senate  in  the  prog^ress-  of  the  tariff  debate.  The  me- 
taphor of  the  refuse  lands  and  the  refuse  maidens  was 
doubtless  a  compliment  to  the  ladies  present,  who  had  so 
punctually  attended  about  one  o'clock,  according  to  the 
notification  in  the  National  Intelligencer;  though  it  is  dif- 
ficult to  perceive  the  congruity  of  the  figure,  or  to  com- 
prehend how  unmarried  ladies  could  be  complimented  in 
a  comparison  with  unsold  lands  which  bad  been  auction- 
eered  without  finding  a  bidder. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  indulged  in  other  senti- 
ments, which  we  would  gladly  understand  as  mere  rheto- 
rical flourishes,  but  whose  claim  to  a  literal  meaning,  and 
deliberate  sense,  is  too  clearly  expressed  to  he  misunder- 
stood. The  knee  deep  in  bloo<l,  to  which  Kentucky  was 
to  fight  before  she  would  see  the  new  States  receive  a 
cession  of  the  vacant  lands,  was  no  idle  flourish  of  the  ora- 
tor. He  showed  too  plainly  that  the  bloody  sentiment, 
dreadful  as  it  was,  was  a  deliberate  sentiment  with  him. 
But  decided  as  that  Senator  evidently  was,  in  his  own  pur- 
pose, thus  to  figflit,  it  is  to  be  hoped  that  he  was  mistaken 
in  the  sentiment  of  his  State.  It  cannot' be  believed  that 
Kentucky  would  fight  the  young  States  in  that  ferocious 
manner.  It  cannot  be  believed  that  she  would  fight  them  to 
the  knees  in  btood;  nor  even  ankle  deep  in  blood;  in  fiust, 
it  was  impossible  to  believe  that  sha  would  fig;ht  them  at 
all.  The  people  of  Kentucky  have  their  inheritance  in  the 
public  lands  without  fighting  for  them.  They  go  and  set- 
tle them,  and  become  the  friends  and  brethren,  instead  of 
the  slayers,  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  new  States. 

.  The  levy  of  a  billion  of  dollars  is  no  metaphor.  The 
Senator  from  Kentucky  repeats  his  wish  for  that  terrific 
levy,  and  coolly  calculates  the  enormous  dividends  which 
the  old  States  will  derive  from  it.  The  endless  continfta- 
tion  of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands  is  no  metaphor.  The 
Senator  repeats  his  hope  for  their  long  duration,  and  fixes 
upon  the  period  of  three  hundred  j'ears  when  they  will 
still  be  unfinished;  when  Congress  will  still  be  occupied 
with  fixing  their  price,  and  collecting  enormous  sums  from 
them.  The  high  value  set  upon  tliese  lands  is  no  meta- 
phor. The  Senator  insists  that  the  price  ought  rather  to 
be  raised  than  lowered,  and  seems  to  take  credit  to  him- 
self for  not  moving  to  raise  the  price.  The'claim  of  the 
old  States  to  an  equal  right  with  the  new  ones  in  all  tliese 
lands,  is  no  metaphor.  It  is  said  they  were  l)ought  by  the 
blood  and  treasure  of  all;  as  if  t)ie  Indian  wars  which  have 
desolated  the  West — the  war  now  I'aging  on  the  North- 
western frontier — fell  upon  the  inhabitants  of  the  old 
States,,  and  not  upon  those  of  the  new  States.  These  things, 
asserted  and  maintained  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
and  so  injurious  to  the  young  States,  are  none  of  ihem 
figures  of  rhetoric;  they  are  sentiments  upon  which  he 
acts,  and  exerts  all  his  powers  to  induce  others  to  act  upon 
them  also. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky,  pursuing  his  vein  of  per- 
sonality, was  pleased  to  designate  me  as  an  author  of  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  and  to  dispa< 


mean  something;  and  no  other  meaning  is  apparent  than  rage  the  report,  and  the  presumed  author,  on  that  account, 
that  pre-emption  rights  are  not  to  b6  allowed  in  the  slave  1 1  presume  the  contents  of  the  report,  and  not  the  writer, 
States,  lest  the  slaveholders  should  set  up  false  claims  in  .  i«  the  proper  subject  of  remark  hoire.  Be  the  a'riter  of  it 
the  names  of  their  negroes,  and  thus  defraud  the  Govern.  I  whom  he  may,  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  owes  him  thanks 
ment  out  of  its  land.  .  ^^^  bis  forbearance ;  for  never  was  so  frail  an  infant  so  gently 
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handled  as  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  has 
been.  To  convince  the  Senator  of  this  fact,  I  will  read 
two  passages  from  the  first  page  of  the  report,  and  show 
what  mistakes,  committed  by  him,  were  left  untouched 
and  uncorrected  through  the  indulgent  forbearance  of  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

Mr.  B.  then  read  the  first  sentence  in  the  report  from 
the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  in  which  it  was  recited 
that  the  committee  had  been  instructed  by  the  Senate  to 
inquire  into  the  expediency  of  reducing  the  price  of  the 
public  lands,  and  of  ceding  them  to  the  several  States  in 
which  they  lie,  on  reasonable  terms.  This  recital  is  cor- 
rect. The  instructions  given  to  that  committee  by  the 
Senate  are  correctly  stated.  And  what  was  the  conduct 
of  the  committee?  Did  it  obey  the  instruction?  Did  it 
conform  to  the  sense  of  the  Senate?  Did  it  report  a  bill 
eitlier  for  reducing  the  price  of  the  lands,  or  ceding  them 
to  the  States?  It  did  neither!  It  disregarded  the  instruc- 
tion. It  set  aside  the  command  of  the  Senate.  It  substi- 
tuted its  own  will  for  tlie  authority  of  the  Senate;  and 
brought  in  a  bill,  neither  to  redtice  the  price  of  the  lands, 
nor  to  cede  them  to  tlie  States,  but  to  keep  up  the  price, 
and  divide  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  among  all  the  States. 
The  Committee  on  Pubtic  LAnds  made  no  remark  on  this 
disobedience.  They  passed  it  over  in  silence.  They 
were  sensible  tliat  the  Senate  itself  had  expressed  its  own 
disapprobation  of  that  disobedience  in  doing  what  had 
never  been  done  before — in  rufcrruig  the  bill  of  the  Manu- 
facturing Committee,  without  previous  discussion,  to  the 
Committee  On  Public  Lands  to  report  upon  the  subject 
conformably  to  the  expressed  sense  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  B.  then  read  the  second  paragraph  of  the  report 
from  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  which,  after  citing 
the  cessions  of  Virginia  and  Georgia,  complimented  otlier 
States  for  their  magnanimity  and  patriotism  in  giving  up 
their  lands  also.  Was  this  correct?  Was  it  historically 
true?  The  Connecticut  claim  in  Ohioj  was  that  given  up? 
or,  ratln:r,  was  not  a  deed  of  conveyance  exacted  for  it 
from  the  Federal  Government?  The  Massachusetts  claim 
in  the  then  province  of  Maine  $  was  that  given  up?  Let 
Massachusetts  herself  respond.  Here  is  the  protcfstof  her 
Legislature,  adopted  a  few  months  .ago,  reciting  that  she 
had  then  owned  larg^  tracts  of  vacant  land  in  Maine,  and 
declaring  all  acts  between  the  Federal  Government  and 
Great  Britain  to  be  null  and  void,  by  which  she  should  be 
deprived  of  any  pan  of  that  land.  Here,  then,  is  the  as- 
sertion df  the  Massapliusetts  Legislature  in  opposition  to 
the  Mamifacturing  Committee's  report.  She  declares  that 
she  now  owns  large  bodies  of  vacant  lands;  lands  which 
she  never  did  cede  to  the  Federal  Government;  which  she 
will  not  now  cede  to  it;  nor  permit  any  part  of  it  to  be 
pared  off  in  settling  the  botmdary  line  with  Great  Britain, 
bhe  nullifies  the  act  of  the  Federal  Government;  and  that 
not  a  mere  act  of  Congt*css,  but  a  case  of  national  law — 
the  supreme  law  of  the  land — a  treaty  with  a  foreign 
Power,  at  the  risk  of  war  with  that  Power.  This  is  nul- 
lification in  earnest.  It  was  doing  tlie  think  like  master 
workmen.  The  South  Carolinians  were  notliing  but  ap- 
prentices. They  were  fumblers  and  bunglers  at  nullifi- 
cation. They  did  nothing  but  talk  and  threaten:  Massa- 
chusetts economized  words,  and  went  to  acts.  She  did 
the  thing  at  once:  a  word  and  a  blow,  and  the  blow  first; 
and  what  effect  that  blow  might  have  had  upqn  the  secret 
deliberations  of  the  Senate  on  the  boundary  question,  it 
did  not  become  any  one  to  say  in  open  session.  Let  the 
South  Carolinians  take  a  lesson  from  Massachusetts,  or 
surrender  their  pretensions  to  the  character  of  nullifiers. 
But  this  is  an  episode.  I  have  referred  to  the  Massaciiu- 
setts  protest  to  correct  a  great  historical  blunder  in  tlie 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  and  to  esta- 
blish  the  claim  of  the  author  of  the  Public  Land  Commit 


tee's  report  to  the  thnnks  of  the  writer  for  forbearing  to  at  war  with  each  other;  that  liis  report  was  for  d.vitt'J»a 
irxposv  it,  the  nett  proceeds  of  the  sale.s  and  his  bill  for  dividing  ^ 


The  Senator  from  Kentucky,  among  other  amiable  per* 
sonalities,  was  polite  enough  to  say  that  the  report  of  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands  would  have  been  better  if  it 
had  had  less  of  my  labor  in  it.  And  what  would  have  been 
the  report,  of  which  that  Senator  wai  the  writer,  if  it  had 
had  nothings  in  it  but  what  was  fresh  from  his  own  inven* 
tion?  Every  argument  it  contained  was  an  okl  acquaint* 
ance  in  this  phamber — familiar  to  our  own  ears  in  si)  the 
debates  upon  the  mduatioo  bill — speculators  to  buy  op 
all  the  public  lan£>-destruction  of  the  present  Und  ni- 
tern — splendid  growth  of  the  new  States,  and  of  Obioio 
particular,  under  the  influence  of  the  present  system- 
injury  to  former  purchasers  of  public  lands>>fsll  in  the 
v»lue  of  all  lands,  public  and  private— emigration  from 
the  old  States — the  land  revenue  paid  by  the  old  btate«- 
too  rapid  growth  of  the  new  States^-comparative  growth 
of  old  and  new  States— cessation  of  all  sales,  under  tite  ex- 
pectation of  reducing  prices.  These  are  the  topics  whidi 
figure  m  the  Senator's  report;  and  all  these  Ui\nck  had 
already  figured  for  six  years  in  this  chamber,  before  he 
entered  it.  The  old  opponents  of  tlie  gradua-  ion  bill  bd 
used  them  all  up{  yet  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands 
made  no  allusion  to'the  antiquity  of  the  gentleman's  argu- 
ments. They  received  the  resuscitated  carcases  of  these 
old  arguments  as  if  they  had  been  something  fresh  and 
new.  They  answered  them  gravely,  and  civilly,  and 
without  allusion  to  their  former  acquaiutance;  and  no  allu- 
sion would  have  been  made  to  it  now,  had  it  not  been  for 
the  Senator's  polite  disparagement  of  the  report  from  t)je 
Committee  on  Pnbllc  Lands,  under  the  assumption  that  it 
contained  too  much  of  my  composition. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  proclaimed  his  intention 
to  answer  the  4'eport  of  the  Land  Committee^  and  how  did 
he  comply  with  that  proclamation?  By  avoiding  ever)'  es- 
sential argument  of  the  report,  catching  at  detached  ex- 
pressions, and  pichlling  at  verbal  criticism!  He  svouied 
all  notice  of  the  objection  to  tike  principle  of  his  bill, 
which  makes  the  new  SUtes  the  private  property  of  the 
old  ones.  He  paid  no  attention  to  the  meroi»rialsof  six 
Stotes,  praying  for  a  reduction  of  the  price  of  the  pubU 
lands.  He  sliut  his  eyes  upon  the  fact  that  the  fimt  clioxe 
of  new  lands  were  now  selling,  in  the  State  of  Maine,  at 
a  maximum  of  sixty  cents  per  acre,  atKl  ihencc  down  to 
three  and  a  half  cents.  He  never  once  alluded  to  the  of- 
ficial reports  from  the  registers  and  receivers  of  the 
piftlic  lands,  which  described  the  quality  of  these  refuse 
lands,  and  fixed  their  values  at  from  five  to  fifty  cents  ptr 
acre.  He  was  blind  to  the  marshal's  returns,  whicli  exhi- 
bited about  one-third  of  the  taxable  inhabiUmls  of  theiicf 
States  as  being  non-freeholders.  He  omitted  to  notice 
the  glaring  injustice  of  puttinj^  Massachusetts  and  Con- 
necticut on  a  level  with  Virginia  and  Georgia  in  thdf 
interest  in  the  public  lands,  lie  made  no  an»uer  to  the 
allegation  that  the  old  SUtes  would  raise  the  price  of  the 
lands,  ^nd  send  agents  to  bid  against  purchastru,  and  w 
prosecute  for  trespasses,  as  soon  as  they  could  considtf 
them  as  their  own.  He  paid  no  attention  to  the  obvioiu 
objection  which  displayed  the  injustice  of  making  no  dis- 
tinction between  the  States  which  had,  or  had  not,  re- 
ceived donations  in  money,  or  land,  for  objects  of  jn'c"w 
improvement.  He  was  deaf  to  the  allegation  that  tJu-J« 
lands  had  been  p-anted  for  revenue,  and  that  it  wm  A^t  to 
the  donors,  after  taxing  them  upon  other  articles  to  raise  re- 
*enue,  to  give  them  the  benefit  of  these  lamls  in  ailcviat' 
ing  the  burden  of  future  taxes  for  revenue,  lie  *» 
silent  as  tlie  dead  to  tlie  argument  that  Uicse  lands  were 
granted  to  be  disposed  of,  and  not  to  be  kept  for  three 
hundred  years.  He  paid  no  attention  to  the  argumem 
that  the  new  States  were  entitled  to  a  reduction  ot  i^ 
revenue  on  the  articles  chiefly  used  by  themselvis. 
paid  no  attention  to  the  fact  tliat  his  report  and  bill  ^'^^ 
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Cproas  proceeds;  thereby  makiiif^  a  diiftfrence  of  a  million 
of  dollars  in  the  sum  to  be  divided.  He  foiig'ht  shy  upon 
the  quotation  f mm  Burke;  commented  upon  an  immate- 
rial part,  and  left  unnoticed  the  whole  stress  and  point  of 
the  quotation,  which  asserted  that  the  ti*ue  mode  of  de- 
rivinff  revenue  from  land  was  from  its  cultivation,  and 
not  from  its  sale.  He  paid  no  attention  to  tlie  vers'.fica- 
tion  of  this  sentiment  in  the  United  States,  where  ihe  sale 
of  the  public  lands  has  produced  but  tliirty-eij^ht  millions 
ofg^ross  revenue,  while  the  ctdtivation  of  the  lands,  through 
the  medium  of  custom-house  revenue,  had  produced  Hve 
hundred  and  fifty-MX  millions  of  nett  revenue.  He  would 
not  notice  the  example  of  England,  and  all  other  Countries 
who  are  now  making  donations  of  land  to  their  citizens, 
and,  in  many  instances,  giving  them  assistance  in  cultivat- 
ing it.  He  said  nothing  about  the  injustice  of  demanding 
the  same  price  for  all  sorts  {)f  iNnd-i-nnthinff  about  the 
injustice  of  requiring  one  dollar  and  twenty  •five  cents  per 
acre  for  land  w(»rth  twenty-five  or  (ii\y  cents.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Kentucky  omitted  all  these  essential  points,  and, 
in  that  omission,  gave  a  fine  exempLfication  of  the  rule  of 
the  rlietorrcians,  which  recommends  all  those  arguments 
to  be  passed  over  in  silence,  which  cannot  be  met  and 
answered. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky,  in  skipping  all  tlie  argu- 
ments of  the  Committee  on  Public  LAnck»,ha8  been  equally 
averse  fo  the  use  of  arguments  on  his  own  side.  Sung, 
anecdote,  metaphor;  many  exhibitions  and  flourishes  to 
entertain  the  ladies  and  by-standers;  but  very  few  argu- 
ments to  enlighten  the  Seiiate.  The  cash  argument  was 
the  Only  one  which  "he  condescended  to  use.  The  table 
of  dividends  was  the  Alpha  and  Omega  of  his  argument, 
and  that  table  was  constructed  upon  a  principle  of  error, 
which  exhibits  to  each  State  about  four  or  five  times  more 
spoil  than  it  would  ever  get.  Instead  of  an  average  of  a 
series  of  years,  which  woidd  give  a  million  and  three-quar- 
ters in  pltfce  of  three  millions,  for  the  gross  receipts  from 
tlie  public  lands,  instead  of  the  nett  proceeds,  which  would 
require  about  a  million  to  be  deducted  for  expefises  in  ad- 
ministering the  public  lands,  buying'  them  for  Indians, 
paying  tl:e  annuities  incurred  on  account  of  them,  and 
effecting  the  removal  of  the  Indians;  instead  of  the  re- 
mainder which  these  deductions' would  leave,  and  which 
in  some  years  would  be  nothing,  and  iu  otiier  years  per- 
haps half  a  million  of  dollars,  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
takes  the  gross  proceeds  of  the  laot  year,  swelled,  as  it 
was.  with  payments  due  for  lands  sold  before  the  year 
182  J,  with  military  and  forfeited  land  scrip,  and  constructs 
his  table  upon  that  fallacious  sum,  and  then  exhibiis  to 
the  States  these  large  and  seductive  dividends.  But  this 
argument  will  do  upon  paper  alone.  An  amendment  to 
confine  the  dit>tribution  to  the  nett  proceeds  will  detect  its 
fallacy,  an<l  leave  thOte  empty  handed  who  supposed  tiiey 
were  become  rich  on  tlie  spo.ls  of  the  new  States. 

Sttll,  this  cash  argument  is  the  only  one  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  has  condescended  to  use;  and  let  us  see. 
how  he  lias  used  it.  He  assigns  to  the  Slates  north  of  the 
Potomac  about  one  million  two  hundred  and  sixty  thou- 
sand dollars,  and  to  the  States  south  of  the  Potomac 
about  five  hundred  and  fifty  tliousand  dollarsj  Thus,  tlie 
btates  which  surrendered  their  lands  to  the  Federal  Go- 
vernment, are  to  receive  about  seven  hundred  thousand 
dollars  less  than  those  who  refused  to  surrender,  and  which' 
wutild  now  involve  the  country  in  a  foreign  war  before 
they  would  give  up  an  acre  to  settle  a  disputed  boundary. 
Again:  tlie  Southern  Stntes  send  emigrants  to  the  new 
States;  the  Northern  States  send  but  few,  and  mean  to 
•tup  tliose  few  to  work  iii' their  factories.  The  Southern 
States,  then»  through  their  emigration,  and  the  new 
States,  are  to  furnish  the  whole  sum  which  is  tiius  to  be 
•o  unequally  divided.  I'he  whole  is  to  come  from  tlie 
South  and  West,  and  twice  the  largest  share  is  to  pottr 
into  the  Northeaiti  thui  opening  another  current,  another 


inland  gulf  stream,  parallel  to  the  tariff  stream,  the  pen- 
sion stream,  the  internal  improvement  stream,  and  the 
United  States'  Bank  stream,  which  are  now  sweeping  the 
wealth  of  the  South  and  West  into  the  Northeastern  cities. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  carries  his  confidence  In 
the  money  aretiment  so  far  as  to  believe  that  the  new 
States  themselves  will  be  captivated  by  it;  that  they  will 
fall  in  love  with  the  fallacious  dividends  which  he  has  held 
out  to  them,  and  consent  to  sell  themselves  to  the  old 
States  for  a  small  share  of  their  own  spoils.  A  large  table 
of  dividends  is  displayed  before  theni;  but  it  is  all  decep- 
tion and  illusion.  The  dividends  will  be  reduced  to  in- 
significance when  the  expenses  of  the  land  system  are  de- 
lUicted  from  the  gross  receipts;  and,  even  if  it  stood  at  the 
sums  carried  out  in  his  table,  every  nevr  State  would  save 
more  infinitely  by  a  reduction  of  the  price  of  the  land 
than  by  receiving  a  share  of  her  own  money.  The  saving 
upon  the  sales  of  last  year,  to  be  effected  by  a  reduction 
of  the  pric^  according  to  the  plan  recommended  by 
the  Land  Committee,  would  be,  in  Ohio,  #214,000; 
inlndiana,  ^47,000;  in  Illinois,  $213,000;  in  Missouri, 
$187,000;  in  Alabama,  f447,000f  in  Mississippi,  $103,000; 
and  in  Louisiana,  $43,000. 

But  it  is  not  by  tables,  constructed  beforehand,  that 
the  loss  of  the  new  States  can  be  ascertainetl  from  such  a 
bill  as  this.  If  it  passes,  their  doom  is  sealed.  They  be- 
come tlie  private  property  of  the  old  States.  To  make 
money  out  of  them  will  be  the  only  consideration.  Every 
art  that  ingenuity  And  avarice  can  invent,  will  be  put  in 
requisition  to  swell  the  amount  fi^r  distribution,  histead 
of  being  reduced,  the  price  .of  the  lands  will  probably  be 
raised  again  to  the  old  minimum  of  two  dollars.  Instead 
of  preferences  to  settlers  and  occupants,  they  will  have 
to  bid  for  their  own  labor  against  tlie  agents  of  the  para- 
mount States  who  will  be  sent  to  superintend  the  sales, 
and  see  that  every  tract  is  screwed  up  to  \he  higliest' 
point.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat]  thinks 
the  price  ought  td  be  raised,  but  be  will  not  move  to  raise 
it.  Can  he  go  security  for  his  coadjutors?  Will  they  not 
do  it?  Those  who  are  to  divide  the  spoil  are  to  make  tlie 
spoil.  They  can  make  it  what  they  please,  and  certainly 
will  please  to  make  it  atf  great  as  possible.  Nor  is  it  in 
the  price  only  that  the  new  States  may  be  oppressed  and 
harassed.  Innumerable  arts  may  be  resorted  to  in  order 
to  emliance  the  product  derivable  from  the  lands.  Here  is 
an  act  passed  in  the  State  of  Maine,  in  the  year  1828,  for 
the  sale  of  rptten  timber  and  growing  grass,  and  the  pro- 
secution of  trespassers,  which  act  can  be,  will  soon  be, 
applied  to  the  new  States  if  this  scheme  of  distribution 
succeeds.     Listen  to  it: 

<«That  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  land  agent  to  sell  at 
pubKc  auction,  or  private  sale,  all  grass  growing  on  the 
public  lands  from  year  to  year;  to  take  suitiible  measures 
fur  the  preservation  of  grass  and  timber  standing  and 
growing  thereon;  and  to  prosecute  in  behalf  of  the  State 
for  all  trespasses  which  have  been,  or  may  be,  committed 
thereoni  and  to  seize  and  to  sell  at  public  auction  all  kinds 
of  timber  and  grass  cut.  by  trespassers.  And  the  said 
agent  is  hereby  authorized  to  sell  timber  on  the  public 
lands  where  the  same  is  decaying,  and  in  his  opinion  it  is 
for  the  public  interest  to  do  so!"  This  is  now  a  law  of 
Maine;  this  is  a  law  made  by  tlioae  who  are  now  aiming 
at  the  ownership  of  all  our  lands.  If  they  succeed,  will 
they  he  more  gpenerous  to  (lie  people  of  the  New  States 
than  to  their  own  citizens?  On  the  contrary,  will  tliey  not 
be  a  thousand  times  harder?  Rotten  timber  and  prairie 
grass  will  then  be  an  object  of  revenue.  All  cattle  and 
horses  will  have  to  be  confined  on  the  owner's  land,  or 
taken  up  and  sold  for  tlie  trespass  if  they  stray  on  the 
public  lands.  Agents  sent  from  the  old  States,  and  «ta- 
tioned  in  every  township,  would  iNitch,  not  only  the 
farmers  and  their  slaves,  but  their  cattle,  their  horses,  and 
t(ieir  bogv,  to  sue  them  for  trespastts. 
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This  bill  has  been  called  a  system  for  settlings  the  busi- 
ness of  internal  improvement;  and  under  that  assumption 
the  bill  for  granting  a  township  of  land  to  the  French  col- 
lege at  St  Louis,  and  tJie  bill  to  grant  half  a  million  of 
acres  to  the  States  of  Missouri,  Mississippi,  and  Louisiana, 
had  been  laid  upon  the  table.  They  were  hhd  by  to  await 
tlie  establishment  of  this  system,  as  it  is  called;  but  when 
the  internal  improvement  bills  were  up  to  expend  a  miU 
lion  or  so  in  money,  in  tiie  Northeast,  no  motion  was 
made  to  lay  them  down.  The  word  system  was  not  then 
pronounced)  this  bill  for  adjusting  tlie  business  of  inter- 
nal improvement  was  not  once  aUu<led  to.  '  All  passed 
without  hesitation  or  question.  System,  indeed!  It  is 
none,  and  cannot  be.  it  does  not  even  profess  to  bind  a 
future  Congress,  and  could  nut  if  it  would.  It  does  not 
even  protess  to  abstain  from  future  appropriations,  and 
could  not  prevent  them  if  it  tried.  Future  Congresses 
will  do  as  tliey  please.  Future  majorities  will  do  as  they 
please.  Unequal  appropriations  will  go  on  as  freely  as 
ever;  the  only  difference  will  be,  that  the  land  revenue 
will  be  thrown  to  that  object,  in  addition  to  all  the  expend- 
itures which  would  otherwise  have  been  made,  in  one 
respect  only  it  may  be  considered  as  a  system,  and  tliat  a 
most  disasti'ous  one;  a  system  of  setting  aside  the  pro- 
ceeds of  particular  branches  of  the  revenue,  to  answer 
specific  purposes,  apd  thus  getting  clear  of  surplus  reve- 
nue without  reducing  taxes!  Land  revenue  is  the  branch 
now  to  be  set  aside;  the  revenue  from  woollens,  cottons, 
iron,  salt,  &c.  &c.,  may  follow  next  year.  There  is  no 
end  to  tliat  system  when  once  begun.  It  is  now  com- 
menced on  tlie  weakest  part  of  the  Union,  because  they 
are  the  weakest,  and  the  least  able  to  defend  themselves. 
The  South  is  to  be  tempted  into  it  by  a  share  of  the  West- 
ern spoils:  and  next  year  tl)e  West  is  to  be  tempted  into 
tlie  cuiitinuation  of  the  system,  by  getting  a  share  of  the 
Southern  spoils.  Thus  a  revenue  of  any  amount,  twenty- 
five  or  thu'ty  millions,  may  be  kept  up,  by  dexterously 
playing  otf  the  South  agiinst  the  West,  and  the  West 
against  the  South,  and  making  them  alternately  co-operate 
With  tlie  Northeast  in  plundering  each  other. 

It  is  not  a  system  for  the  settlement  of  the  internal  im- 
provement question.  Its  object  is  very  different  from 
that  It  is  a  tariff  bill;  it  is  an  ultra  tariff  measure;  the 
strongest  and  the  boldest  which  has  been  attempted  at 
this  session.  Tariff  is  stamped  upon  its  face;  tariff  is  eni' 
blazoned  upon  \Xs  borders;  tariff  is  proclaimed  in  all  its 
features.     In  the  first  place,  it  is  intended,  by  diverting 


the  land  revenue  from  the  support  of  the  Government,  to  'l*he  expense  in  money  and  in  lives,  and  the  toul  fuluK 


create  a  vacuum  in  the  treasury,  which  must  be  filled  up 
by  duties  on  imported- goods.  In  the  next  place,  it  is  in- 
tended, by  keeping  up  the  price  of  the  public  lands,  to 
prevent  the  emigration  of  laboring  people  from  (he  manu- 
facturing States,  And  retain  them  where  they  were  born, 
to  work  in  the  factories.  This  is  the  true  character  of  the 
bill;  a  tariff  bill;  a  land  tariff  bill;  conceived  according  to 
the  plan  of  Mr.  Rush,  in  1828,  and  the  memorial  of  the 
New  York  Tariff  Convention  in  November  of  the  last  year. 
The  Committee  on  Public  Lands  charged  this  de«gn  iipon 
this  bill;  they  quoted  Mr.  Rush,  and  the  memorial  of  the 
New  York  Tariff  Convention,  to  prove  that  character  upon 
it;  and  their  charge  has  not  been  met.  A  feeble  attempt  at 
the  vindication  of  Mr.  Rush  has  fixed  the  design  more 
firmly  upon  him.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat] 
informs  the  Senate  that  he  suggested  to  Mr.  Rush,  before 
his  report  was  communicated  to  Cong^ress,  that  it  might 
be  misunderstood,  and  that  he  had  better  omit  what  re- 
lated to  the  public  lands  and  the  manufiictures.  He  8Uj|^- 
gested  to  him  that  it  might  be  misunderstood!  Yes,  mi»* 
understood!  and  that  very  phrase  proves  tliat  it  was  under- 
stood! that  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  understood  it  at  the 
first  blush  precisely  at  every  body  else  has  understood  it 
ever  since.  But  the  memorial  of  tlie  New  York  Conven- 
6on,  which  has  been  printed  and  laid  upon  our  tables,  that 


also  is  quoted  by  tbe  Fut>lic  Land  Committee,  and  no  no- 
tice is  taken  of  it  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  nor  by 
the  Senator  from  Ohio,  [Mr.  Ewibo.]  Why  do  they  onut 
to  notice  ttiat  memorial?  Because  it  is  full  and  plain,  ex- 
press and  explicit,  up  to  the  mark,  and  direct  and  open  in 
favor  of  preventing  emigration  to  the  West  for  the  pur- 
pose  of  detaining  the  laboring  population  to  work  in  the 
factories.  There  is  no  room  fx>r  dispute  about  it,  sndi 
therelbre,  the  Senators  who  undertake  to  answer  the  k* 
port  of  the  Land  Committee,  prudently  pa^s  by  that  me- 
morial, and  the  unanswerable  argument  founded  upon  it, 
although  referred  to  in  the  body  of  the  report,  and  quoted 
verbatim  in  tlie  appendix.  The  fact  is  clear;  the  conciu* 
sion  irresistible;  the  character  undeniable,  that  this  land 
bill  is  a  tariff  measure;  and  that  the  new  States  trc  tQ 
be  oppressed  in  the  price  of  the  pttblic  lands,  for  the 
purpose  of  preventing  emig^tion,  and  of  supplying  bh 
borers  to  tlie  factories. 

The  bill  is  certainly  adroitly  drawn;  it  is  calculated  upon 
a  widespread  scheme,  and  univeml  design  to  attract  all 
interests  to  engage  in  the  oppression  of  tlie  West.  Tbe 
proceeds  of  the  wles  of  tlie  public  lands  are  to  be  divided 
among  all  the  States,  and  for  all  sorts  of  purposes— to  pi) 
old  debts  for  roads  and  canals,  or  to  make  new  rosds  and 
canals  with  ready  money — to  promote  education— and  to 
colonize  free  negroes  on  the  coast  of  Africa.  Certainlj 
these  multiplied  objects  roust  enlist  a  great  multitude 
against  the  new  States,  and  excite  their  cupidity  to  tbe 
highest  degree  to  get  hold  of  the  public  domain  fur  their 
respective  obj ects.  O ne  of  these  objects,  from  the  effort) 
wlitch  have  been  made  to  recommend  it  te  public  fiivor^ 
and  the  profound  ignorance  which  pervades  the  public 
mind  with  respect  to  its  feasibility,  demands  a  word  of  elu- 
cidation; I  speak  of  the  colonization  scheme;  for  tbe  pro- 
secution of  which  this  bill  commits  the  federal  domain, 
and  the  political  powers  of  tliis  Federal  Gxivernment  A 
more  visionary,  a  more  chimerical,  and  a  more  impracti- 
cable project  never  entered  the  head  of  man,  than  thii 
scheme  i  and  this  I  will  demonstrate  by  facts  and  reasoai 
which  no  candid  roan  can  permit  himaelf  to  dispute. 

Two  dist'uict  views  of  the  project  demonstrate  tliii  io- 
possibiiity:  first,  the  experience  of  Great  Britain;  second- 
ly, the  autlientic  reports  of  our  own  Colonization  Society. 
Each  view  is  conclusive;  either,  taken  separatelvi  putm 
end  to  hope;  both,  tak«n  together,  condemn  it  irreroa* 
bly.  All  the  world  knows  something'^  but  -Cgw  knotf  the 
real  history  of  the  British  attempt  9it  African  colonizatioB. 


of  the  undertaking,  are  but  slightly  known.  The  moneyed 
expense  has  been  prodigioas.  The  chief  justice  of  Siena 
Leone,  Mr.  Jeffcutt,  in  a  charge  to  a  grand  jurr  in  the 
capital  of  the  colony,  in  June,  1830,  stated  the  expend 
fpr  the  last  ten  years  to  amount  to  jB7, 000,000  sterlin^t 
(about  33  millions  of  dollars;^  tliat  the  number  of  Africans 
brought  in  during  that  period  was  between  18and  19,000; 
and  that  the  expense  or  each  had  been  about  £300  ster- 
ling, (near  1,500  dollars;)  and  that  the  total  population  of 
the  colony  was  tlien  but  little  upwards  of  20,000  souh. 
This  gives  an  idea  of  the  expense  in  mone^.  But  a  more 
dreadful  account  of  expenditure  is  still  to  be  opened.  It 
is  the  expense  of  human  life !  Eveiy  GQvermff  sent  to  the 
colony  had  perished  under  the  climate,  one  only  excepted, 
and  he  had  perished  under  the  knives  of  the  native  ne- 
groes. The  soldiers  and  sailors  sent  there  were  swept 
off  in  crowds.  No  seasoning  in  any  other  part  of  the 
workl  could  prepare  them  for  the  horrors  of  this  Africtn 
climate.  Troops  from  the  West  Indies,  from  tbe  Gape  of 
Good  Hope,  the  East  Indies,  alh  shared  the  same  ^te. 
The  only  difference  wa%  that  the  drunkards  died  ^^^ 
season,  and  tlie  sober  ones  the  second  or  third.  Tbtf 
waste  of  life  and  money  induced  tbe  British  Psriisineut, 
in  1836^  to  open  a  coramisaon  to  czaniine  into  tbe  ^^'^ 
the  colony  \  the  result  was  a  determination  to  contract  tber 
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establifthmenta,  to  withdraw  most  of  their  troops,  and  to 
surrender  all  hope  of  success; 

The  last  annual  report  of  the  American  Colonization  So- 
ciety proves  and  establishea  the  inability  of  their  eflTorts. 
Look  at  their  own  statements.  At  page  41,  it  is  stated, 
and  correctly  stated;  that  the  annual  mcrease  of  the  black 
population  is  from  75  to  60,000  souls,  and  that  it  will  re- 
■  quire  tiiis  number  to  be  annually  carried  off  to  check  the 
growth  of  that  population  among*  us.  At  page  10,  it  is  stat- 
ed, and  correctly  stated,  that  the  arrival  of  1,000  emigrant 
negroes  in  any  one  year  would  be  the  ruin  of  the  colony! 
that  even  that  small  number  of  new  comers  would  make 
a  revolution,  and  require  an  a^mcd  force  to  keep  the 
peace  among  them.  Here,  then,  are  two  facts,  which 
put  an  end  to  the  illusions  of  this  scheme.  Seventy-five 
thousand  per  annum  must  go«  before  the  increase  of  tlie 
blacks  is  checked  at  home — before  we  can  feel  any  na- 
tional advantage  from  it;  and  the  arrival  of  1,000  would 
destroy  the  colony,  and  put  an  end  to  tlie  project!  Can 
argument,  or  commentary,  add  to  the  force  of  tliese  two 
facts,  presented  by  the  managers  of  the  Society  themselves 
io  their  last  annual  report? 

Individuals  may  give  their  money:  benevolent  persons 
may  follow  the  impulse  of  their  feelings  in  bestowing  t)jeir 
charity  upon  tliia  project.  Their  money  is  their  own,  and 
they  may  do  wliat  they  please  with  it.  But  can  legislators 
and  statesmen  follow  the  same  impulsions,  and^ct  in  the 
same  manner,  with  respect  to  the  revenues  of  the  people? 
Can  they  commit  this  Government  upon  a  scheme  of  Afri- 
can colonization,  witliout  counting  the  cost  in  life  and  mo- 
ney, and  asknig  themselves  if  the  success  is  to  iustify  the 
expenditure  ?  The  total  English  expense  in  the  fiity  years  of 
her  experiment  cannot  have  been  less  than  eighty  or  ninety 
millions  of  dollars.  The  destruction  of  life  has  been  appal- 
ling. The  description  of  Edmund  Burke  has  been  real- 
ized, that  it  was  a  region  where  the  gates  of  death  stood 
open  day  and  night  for  the  reception  of  its  victims.  Go- 
vernors and  judges,  soldiers  and  mariners,  all  go.  Our 
colony  is  on  the  same  ground.  It  is  not  only  within  the 
chartered,  but  within  the  settled  limits  of  the  British  co* 
lony;  the  mortality  must  be  the  same  when  our  establish- 
ments equal  tlieirs.  If  this  scheme  is  followed  up,  and 
this  Federal  Government  becomes  committed  to  that 
scheme,  a  territorial  government  must  be  sent  to  Africa. 
A  detachment  of  the  army  and  of  the  navy  must  be  sent 
there,  and  courts  armed  with  strong  criminal  jurisdiction. 
If  lefl  to  themselves,  the  colony  will  be  in  civil  war  before 
it  reaches  20,000  souls.  Violence  prevails  all  over  the 
world.  The  second  man  that  was  born  k'dled  the  first. 
Murders,  seditions,  revolutions,  go  on  every  where.  Can 
it  be  expected  that  this  medley  of  negroes,  part  from  Ame- 
rica, part  from  Africa,  some  full  bleod,  some  half,  blood, 
will  realize  the.  visionary  speculation  of  human  perfecti- 
bility, and  be  kept  in  order  by  moral  restraints,  and  the 
mild  punishment  of  interdiction  from  the  use  of  fire  and 
water  in  Africa?  For  the  Roman  punishment  by  exile  is 
the  highest  now  known  in  our  colony.  No!  these  re- 
straints will  soon  fail.  They  will  fail  as  they  did  in  the 
British  colony  before  it  reached  20,000,  and  reqtiire  all 
tlie  machinery  of  a  strong  Government  to  keep  the  ne- 
^oes  in  peace.  Who  is  prepared  to  establish  that  Go- 
vernment in  Africa^  To  spread  oor  constitution  across 
the  Atlantic,  and  beneath  the  equator,  and  stretch  it  over 
a  race  for  which  it  was  t>ot  made?  Svbo  is  prepared  to 
expend  a  hundred  millions  of  money  in  this  attempt,  and 
to  send  the  sons  of  our  farmers — ^the  soldiers  and  mariners 
of  the  republic— to  perish  on  that  pestilential  coast?  Those 
who  are  not  prepared  for  these  things  should  stop  at  once, 
and  refuse  to  commit  their  'Government  upon  a  project 
which  must  involve  all  these  consequence^  ^nd,  aher  in- 
volving them,  must  end  as  the  British  attempt  at  coloniza- 
tion has  ended,  in  demonstrating  its  total  impracticability. 

As  a  Western  man,  as  a  citizen  df  one  of  the  new  States, 

Vol.  Vm—TS 


f  must  protest  against  the  application  of^the  public  lands 
to  this  object.  It  is  several  years  since  things  have  been 
taking  that  turn.  Mr.  Kiiro,  of  New  York,  the  most  con- 
spicuous author  of  the  Missouri  question,  first  proposed 
it  in  the  Senate.  His  resolution  was  submitted  in  1824, 
but  led  to  no  result.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Clat]  now  moves  it  in  ^  more  formal  and  determined 
manner.  The  managers  of  the  Society  have  themselves 
looked  to  it,  and  have  curiously  mixed  up  a  calculation  of 
wordly  gain,  a  question  of  profit  in  a  moneyed  point  of 
view,  with  this  devotion  of  the  public  lands  to  their  favor- 
ite object.  At  page  23  of  their  last  annual  report,  after 
claiming  an  appropriation  of  the  public  lands,  they  go  on 
to  add,  that  it  should  not  be  forgotten  that,  whatever  ap- 
propriations sliould  be  made  by  the  Government  to  this 
object,  the  greater  part  would  be  expended  in  giving  em- 
ployment to  our  shipping  and  to  citizens  of  the  United 
States.  Thus  philanthropy  and  wordly  gain  are  to  ^ 
hand  in  hand;  the  shipping  interest  and  those  employed  in 
conducting  the  scheme  are  to  g^t  the  greater  part  of  what- 
ever is  expended.  The  public  lands  of  the  West  are  to 
fall  into  tlie  current  which  is  sweeping  off  every  thing 
else.  Farmers  of  the  West  are  to  be  required  to  furnish 
annually  millions-r-compelled  to  pay  infinitely  more  for  re- 
fuse land  than  citizens  of  Maine  pay  for  first  choices,  to 
furnish  money  to  enrich  the  shippers,  as  well  as  to  buy 
lands  to  be  given  as  a  donation  to  the  negroes  carried  to 
Africa;  and  all  this  in  addition  to  fumi^ing  as  much  as 
will  defray  the  expenses  of  the  State  Governments  in  all 
the  old  States. 

Mr.  B.  concluded  with  showing  that  the  question  was 
now  between  the  plans  of  the  two  committees — the  Com- 
mittee on  Manufactures,  which  was  for  keeping  up  the 
price  of  the  lands;  and  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands, 
who  were  for  reducinjp  the-  price  to  one  dollar  per  acre 
for  fresh  lands,  and  fifty  cents  per  acre  for  sifcn  as  had 
been  in  market,  five  years,  with  a  right'  of  preference  to 
actual  settlers;  and  he  called  upon  all  the  fiends  of  the 
West  to  stand  forward  and  show  their  friendships  on  this 
occasion,  by  voting  down  the  plan  of  the  Hanutacturing 
Committee,  and  sustaining  that  of  the  Public  Land  Com- 
mittee. 


Fridit,  Junx  29. 
THE  TARIFF. 

7^he  bill  from  the  House,  to  alter  and  amend  the  seve- 
ral acts  imposing  duties  on  imports,  was  read  twice,  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  and  ordered  to 
be  printed. 

Mr.  POINDEXTBR  moved  to  print  an  additional  num- 
ber of  copies  of  the  bill,  for  the  purpose  of  extending  in- 
formation of  its  details  through  the  country. 

The  proposition  was  opposed,  on  the  ground  that  the 
printing  of  the  extra  number  of  co])ieB  would  be  to  circu- 
late erroneous  information,  as  the  bill  would  probably  be 
amended  in  its  progress  through  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  negatived,  as  also  was  a  motion  by  Mr. 
MARCY  to  print  300  extra  copies. 

Mr.  ORUNDT  then  offered  a  resolution  requiring  the 
Sebretary  of  the  Senate  to  prepare  a  statement  of  the  du- 
ties imposed  by  existing  laws,  and  those  imposed  by  the 
bill  which  had  now  passed  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  TYLER  suggested  that  an' estimate  of  the  amount 
of  revenue  which  would  be  cut  ofiTby  the  new  bill  be  em- 
braced in  the  statement. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  suggested  that  this  information  could 
only  be  obtained  from  'the  Treasury  Department.  The 
information  called  for  by  his  resolution  would  be  neces- 
sary to  enable  the  Senate  to  act  on  the  bill.  He  presum- 
ed the  Committee  on  Manufactures  would  be  able  to  re- 
poK  the  bill  onr  Monday  or  Tuesday. 

Mr>  CLAY  moved  to  amend  the  resolution,  by  calling 
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lor  a  itateiiient  also  of  the  rates  of  duties  imposed  by  the 
two  bills^  reported  by  the  Committee  on  MMUifactures  of 
the  Senate. 

The  amendment  was  accepted  by  Mr.  GRUNDY  aa  a 
modification  of  his  resolution,  and  the  resolution*  as  modi- 
fied* waa  then  ajp*eed  to. 

DEATH  OP  Mr.  MITCHELL. 

A  messsg^  was  received  from  the  House  of  Represen- 
tatives, by  Mr.  Clarke,  the  Clerk  of  the  House,  announc- 
ing- the  death  of  Gcoaex  E.  Mitchell,  one  of  the  Repre- 
sentatives from  the  State  of  Maryland,  of  that  House,  and 
that  his  funeral  would  take  place  at  5  o'clock  P.  M. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CHAMBERS,  the  Senate  then  came 
to  the  following'  resolution: 

Btiohedf  That  the  Senate  will  attend  the  funeral  of  the 
Hon.  G.  E.  MiTCRXLL,  one  of  the  Representatives  from 
the  State  of  Maiyland,  Uiis  day  at  5o'c1f>ck  P.  M.,  and,  as 
a  tribute  of  respect  fur  the  memory  of  tlie  deceased,  that 
the  Senators  will  go  into  mourning,  by  wearing  crape  on 
the  left  arm  for  thirty  days. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CHAMBERS* 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

Satubdat,  Juirx  30. 
PORTRAIT  OF  WASHINGTON. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN,  the  Senate  took 
up  tlte  res(»kition  fo»tfae  purchase  of  the  original  portrait 
of  Georfife  Washington,  by  Rembrandt  Peale. 

Mr.  F.  moved  to  fill  the  blank  with  3,000  dollars.  He 
founded  his  motion,  first,  on  tlie  accuracy  of  the  likeness 
and,  secondly «-  on  tlie  nature  of  the  subject  itself.  Hr 
stated  the  (pinions  Of  Judg^  Marshall,  Judge  Washington, 
and  other  distinguislied  men,  as  to  the  accuracy  of  the  re- 
semblance. He  consider^  this  work  as  a  conception  of 
taste  and  genius,  and  the  value  of  these  efforts  of  genius, 
in  dollars  and  cents,  mutt  depend  upon  the  taste  of  theme 
who  purrJiase.  He  had  no  doubt  that  many  punters  cotdd 
be  found  who  wndd  paint  a  portrait  of  Washington  for 
350  dollars;  but  thiM  waa  the  work  which  it  would  be  most 
becoming  tlie  dign.ty  and  taste  of  the  Senate  to  ponsess — 
tlie  portrait  of  Peale. .  It  was  not  the  pr.ce  of  the  canvas 
or  the  oil  whidi  was  to  be  coiisidere<1,  but  the  value  of 
the  immortal  mind  which  was  portrayed  by  the  painter.^ 

Mr.  SMITH  stated  that  Stewart  received  only  1,000 
dollars  for  his  best  portraits;  and  he  woiikl  have  no  objec- 
tion to  f^^ve  1,000  dollars  for  this.  Stewart  ha<l  engaged 
to  make  him  a  copy  for  600  dollars,  hvtt  it  could  not  be 
obtainc<l  from  him. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  that  he  had  taken  h'ls  idea  of  Wash. 
ing^on  from  the  portraits  of  Stewart.  He  admitted  the 
merits  of  his  picture^  and  said  that  if  it  was  to  be  regarded 
as  an  original,  which  he  supposed  it  was,  tlie  price  ought 
not  to  be  in  tlie  way.  An  original  head  of  Washingtoi>, 
bv  Stewart,  was  lately  sold  for  1^500  dolUrs,  and  the  pur- 
chaser would  not  listen  to  an  offer  of  5,000  for  it.  In 
England,  if  its  character  were  as-high  as  it  is  here,  it  would 
fetch  a  much  higher  price. 

Mr.  WHITE  thought  that  if  it  were  the  intention  of  the 
Senate  tu  own  the  portrait,  they  sliould  not  cavil  aboiit 
tile  price.  No  private  gentleman  would  think  uf  giving 
less.  His  acquaintance  with  the  original  of  the  likeness 
had  been  but  sfight,  but  it  was  his  impression  that  it  was 
vastly  superior  to  any  other  he  had  ever  seen. 

Mr.  PRELINGHUYSBN  then  moved  to  amend  the  re- 
solution,  by  adding  a  provision  that  the  portrait  be  hung 
in  a  conspicuous  part  of  the  Senate  chamber,  under  the 
direction  of  the  President  of  tlie  Senate,  and  that  tlte  ex- 
penses tiiereof  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent  fundi  which 
was  agreed  to. 

The  words  "of  New  York"  were  then  stricken  out,  on 
motion  of  Mr.  MARCY,  who  sUted  that  Mr^  Peale  was 
nol  of  New  York.  -  > 


The  resolution  was  then  ordered  to  be  engrossed*  and 
read  a  third  time. 

HARBOR  BILL. 

The  Senate  then  proceetled  to  consider  the  amendinent 
made  by  the  House  to  the  harbor  bill,  disa^eing^  to  an 
amendment  of  the  Senate  relative  to  the  bridge  over  tJie 
Wabash  river,  at  Terre  Haute,  (Indiana,)  and  the  Senate 
rececVd  from  their  amendment. 

[Whilst  this  amendment  was  undecided,  Mr.  TIPTON, 
of  Ind'ana,  said,  the  Hotise  of  Rt* presentativcs  having  dis- 
agreed to  the  amendment,  he  wished  the  Senate  to  rec<-de 
from  it;  He  said  he  sliould  be  vt  ry  glad  to  see  this  bridge 
constructed,  provided  this  could  be  done  without  inter- 
riipting  the  navigation  of  the  river.  A  portion  of  his  con- 
stituents were  anx'ous  to  have  an  sppropriation  for  this 
bridge :  another  portion  of  them,- and,  he  tliought,  a  sntaller 
one,  were  Opposed  to  it,  fearing  that  it  would  injure  the 
navigation  of  the  Wabash;  but  the  provision  of  the  bill 
which  the  House  had  stricken  ont,  prtitt-cted  the  iiavi|^. 
tion  of  this  river.  It  was  not  his  design  tO  speak  of  the 
action  of  the  House,  nor  of  the  motives  of  those  who  pro- 
duced that  action}  nor  would  he  give  a  history  of  titis 
bridge  in  the  Senate,  and  in  the  other  House;  he  would, 
however,  remark,  that  it  had  twice  passed  the  Senate, 
first  in  a  sc  purute  bill,  containing' an  sppropriation  for  the 
Cumberland  niad,  and  latterly  in  the  form  of  an  amend- 
ment to  the  harbor  bill,  tlie  one  now  before  the  Senate. 
He  was  opposed  to  endangering  the  passage  of  tips  bill  at 
this  late  period  of  the  session.  It  contained  a  provison 
for  continuing  the  Cumberland  road  in  his  State,  and  fur 
other  important  workH  of  internal  improvement,  and  he 
hoped  that  the  Senate  would  recede  for  this  time,  and  let 
the  bin  pass.] 

PUBLIC  LANDS. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  biH 
to  appropriate,  for  a  limited  time,  tlie  proceeds  of  tlie  pub- 
lic lands. 

The  question  pending  bein|f  on  the  motion  of  Mr. 
MouBB  indefinitely  to  postpone  the  bill, 

Mr.  BENTON  resumed  his  remarks  in  continuation, 
against  the  g^eueral  features  of  the  measure,  as  uiijuht  to 
the  new  Ststca.  He  contended  that,  by  the  distribution 
prop<»sed  of  the  proct-cds  among  the  several  Staitrs, 
in<l.aiia,  though  she  paid  as  much  as  Ohio,  would  only  re- 
ceive half  the  amount  as  her  share  uf  the  Wiles^  in  Lke 
manner,  lUino'.s,  one-fuurth;  Missouri,  one- fifths  and  Ala- 
bama and  Mis^isNippi,  in  no  proportion  to  the  money  paiid 
by  them  severally.  That  it  was  also  unjust  to  the  vld 
States,  and  to  the  people  of  the  Union  generally,  as  it 
would  keep  up  the  price  of  the  publ.c  lands  above  their 
value;  and  that  it  whs  a  plan  much  less  henrficial  than  that 
recommi-ndtrd  by  the  Committee  on  Publ.c  Lands,  wh.ch 
would  niuke  a  reduction  in  the  price  of  oiie-lialf.  He  ad- 
verted  to  the  mmles  proposed  by  the  \i.\\  under  consider* 
ution,  for  the  application  of  the  proeee<ls  by  tlie  States 
to  various  purposes.  That  for  tlie  purpose  of  the  Afncan 
colonization,  he  contended,  was  visionary,  chimerical,  and 
totally  impracticable;  instancing  the  failuie  of  aa  attempt 
by  the  British  to  establish  a  colony  at  Cape  Coast  Casile, 
Sierra  Leone— >its  total  failure,  fiom  the  mortality  uf  the 
climate,  &c.  Tlieir  plan  of  colonization  at  Liberia  would 
ui  the  end  also  result  m  failure  from  various  causes,  and  in 
the  interim  could  only  serve  to  eifr.ch  the  shipping  inte- 
rest, and  to  keep  up  tlte  price  of  the  pubhc  dontaun  for 
tliis  and  other  purposes.  In  conclusion,  he  denounced  it 
as  radically  wrong  and  unjiuit. 

Mr.  MOUUE  said  he  would  occupy  a  few  miiiutes  of  the 
time  of  tlie  Senate,  irt  assigning  the  reasons  which  influ- 
enced him  in  subniittng  the  proposition  now  pend.ng,' 
and  which  inchned  him  to  the  support  of  the  bill  i*epurtcd 
by  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

I  consider,  sir,  said  Mr.  M.,  that  this  is  a  measure  of  the 
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very  last  importance:  this  bill,  together  with  the  report 
which  accompanied  it,  has  been  drawn  with  great  care, 
and  contains,  apparently,  much  plausible  argtiment  and 
sound  rt-aaonrng';  and  both  have  been  supported  by  forci- 
ble and  el<iquent  speeches  by  the  Imnorable  Senator  from 
Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat,]  and  the  honorable  Senator  from 
Ohio,  [Hr.  £wi!r».]  But,  sir,  I  must  be  permitted  to  say 
that  the  provisions  contaiived  in  this  bill,  and  the  views 
taken  b}*  the  report  accompanying  it,  {though  very  impos- 
ing,) are  utterly  adverse  to  the  interests  of  the  new  States. 
I  cannot  give  my  sanction  to  this  bill,  because  it  not  only 
fails  to  dispense  equal  justice  to  the  new  States,  but  con- 
tains provisions  winch  carry  certain  ruin  and  destruction  to 
their  most  valuable  interests.  It  is  true  the  provision 
which  proposes  to  givje  the  new  States  ten  per  Cent,  of  the 
proceeds  uf  Die  public  lands  fur  five  years,  assumes  the 
appearance  of  liberality  t  but  it  is  equally  true  that  tJiis 
is  a  g.ldcd  p'.U,  which,  if  taken,  will  pmve  tl>e  most  fatal 
poison.  F(»r,  let  it  be  understood  that  this  pniposition  is 
connected  with  the  one  which  gives  to  all  the  States  tlieir 
proportion  of  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands,  according 
to  their  federal  representation;  now,  adopt  this  provision, 
and  tiie  fate  of  t]ie  new  States  will  be  sealed  forever;  their 
interest  may  then  be  said  to  be  in  tlie  Iwnds  of  **  hard 
taskmasters,"  truly.  Can  any  person  be  ignorant  of  the 
fact  that  then  it  will  be  the  interest  of  the  old  States  to 
oppose  every  proposition  for  a  reduction  of  the  price,  or 
pre-emption  rights,  and  every  application  for  relief,  of  any 
characttfT  whatever,  in  order  that  they  may  be  enabled  lo 
realize  the  greatest  possible  speculation^  And,  in  that 
«vent,  the  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Ciat] 
will  be  relieved  from  bestowing  an^'  further  encomiums 
upon  the  very  liberal  enactments  in  favor  -f  the  new 
States;  for  I  wotiKl  venture  tlic  assertion,  that  acts  of  that 
cliaracter  would  never,  thereafter,  grace  your  statute 
IxNiks.  But,  in  that  event,  what  States  will  be  the  great- 
est beneficiaries,  let  me  ask?  The  same,  sir,  which  derive 
the  greatest  bent-fit  from  the  tariff'  and  pension  bill; 
while  Alabama,  a  State  wh  ch  will  furnish  between  twenty- 
five  and  thirty  millions  of  acres  of  the  public  domain,  to 
be  divided  in  the  mode  proposed,  will  i-eceive  about  fifty- 
n\\  thousand  dollars  per  annum;  the  State  of  Pennsylvania 
w.ll  receive  two  Imndred  and  eighty-eight  thousand  one 
hundred!  and  seventy-six  dollars;  awl  that  of  New  York 
four  hundred  and  ten  thousand  one  hundred  and  twenty- 
eight  dollars,  (fori  tlirow  away  fractions  and  cents.)  Sir, 
w^i  this  do  justice  to  Virginia  and  Georgia,  whose  liberality, 
I  believe,  gave  all  the  territory  out  of  which  the  new 
States  have  been  composed.  With  the  exception  of  Loui- 
siana aiKl  MissiHU'i?  But  Virginia  is  consistent  with  her- 
self—magnanimous Virginia  gave  an  empire,  without 
counting  dollars  andcenta,  or  claiming  an  equivalent;  she 
now  forbears  entering  into  this  general  scramble  for  any 
porti(m  of  the  proceeds  of  the  public  domain,  although 
she  has  a  more  legitimate  elaira  than  any  other  of  the  old 
States  in  tlie  Union. 

But  it  has  been  asserted  that  this  Government  has  ex- 
hibited great  liberality  and  parental  kindness  towards  the 
new  States,  in  tbe  various  enactments  in  their  favor,  &c. 
To  a  certain  extent^  I  agree  this  is  so;  but  not  to  that  ex- 
tent gentlemen  have  contended  for. 
'  I  acknowledge  tlie  liberality  of  the  General  Govern- 
ment, as  regards  the  relief  measures  by  which  she  has  ex- 
tended towards  a  meritorious  c^ass  of  public  debtors,  the 
purchasers  of  publtc  lands,  the  favor  of  taking  the  lands 
purchased  at  a  fair  price,  and  saving  them  fi*om  the  fi)r- 
feiture  of  both  land  and  money  paid  towards  it,  which 
might  have  proved  ruinous  to  this  portion  of  her  citizens, 
but  could  not  have  resulted  to  the  benefit  of  the  Govern- 
inent.  Bttt,  sir,  l^deny,  as  one  of  the  representatives  of  a 
new  State,  that  there  was  any  liberality  in  the  tiirms  pro- 
posed and  conditions  exacted,  upon  which  we  were  re- 
ceived into  the  Federal  Union.    1  deny  tliat  there  was  any 


thing  like  eratuity  or  donation  in  the  grant  of  tlie  three 
per  cent,  fund  for  internal  improvement,  or  in  tlie  grant 
of  the  two  townships  fur  a  seminary  of  karning,  or  in  the 
reservation  of  the  sixteentli  sj^ction  in  each  township  for 
private  schools.  Sir,  these  were  the  grants  in  whicn  the 
old  States  have  already  enjoyed  an  equal  participation! 
they  were  made  to  encoiirage  emigration,  and  to  enhance 
the<  price  of  the  public  domain,  and  tliese  eflTects  have 
b^*en  produced.  The  citixen,  emigrating  from  the  old 
States  to  the  new,  finds  the  means  of  education  in  the  vt«. 
cinity  of  the  university  more  in  his  reach;  he  concludes^ 
of  coui'se,  that  it  is  an  inducement  to  locate  himself  in  this 
quarter;  and,  lor  tliis  consideration,  he  gives  a  bi|[lier  price 
tor  Ids  lands;  andj  in  like  manner,  when,  by  accident,  the 
s  xteenth  section  proves  to  be  a  valuable  one,  he  is  led  to 
give  a  higher  price  for  lamis  in  this  town^ihip,  by  reason 
of  the  prospects  itkffbrds  of  educating  his  children  upon 
good  terms;  but  this  sixteenth  section  which  has  been 
spoken  of  so  often  as  a  gratuity  or  donation,  is  only  re- 
served from  sale  promiscuously,  not  selected,  and,  of 
course,  it  often  happens  (probably  nine  times  out  often) 
that  it  proves  to  be  utteHy  valueless,  located  in  a  swamp 
or  marsh,  nobs  of  mountains,  or  pine'  woods,  not  wortn 
one  cent.    Where  is  th'is  liberality,  then? 

But  let  us  admit  that  these  were  designed  as  an  e<|uiva- 
lent  for  the  concession  made  by  the  new  States^  in  ex- 
empting the  public  domain  from  taxation,  and  tite  land 
sold  by  the  'Government  to  individuals  for  five  years  after 
their  sale.  Then,  we  say,  that  not  only  have  the  new 
Stales  given  an  equivalent,  but  ten  times  tlie  amount  of  that 
value,  in  thus  exempting  the  lands  from  taxation;  and  this 
is  capable  of  mathematical  demonstration,  provided  aiiv 
person  will  take  the  trouble  to  ascertain  the  amount  which 
would  be  realised,  as  a  tax  upon  the  lands  exempted,  at 
tlie  rate  which  is  imposed  upon  tbe  lands  of  other  citi- 


zens. 


But  this  is  not  all;  in  doing  this,  the  new  States  have 
parted  with  a  portion  of  their  sovereignty,  by  which  the 
Geneial  Government  establishes  land  offices  and  exercises 
ownersliip  over  the  soil  within  their  jurisdict  on;  by  meai» 
of  which  there  exists  a  continual  drain  of  all  the  circulat- 
ing medium  from  the  new  States  into  the  public  coffers 
here.     Is  this  nothing' 

But  tiie  proposition  embraced  In  his  communication  to 
the  General  Assembly,  by  tlie  late  Governor  of  lllinoiiy 
and  whicli  was  afterwards  subm.tted  on  this  floor,  claim- 
iog,  in  behalf  of  the  new  States,  tlie  fee  simple  estate  in 
the  public  domain,  has  been  denounced  and  censured.  As 
regards  the  proposition  made  here,  and  the  individual  who 
brought  it  forward,  both  have  been  sufficiently  dt- fended 
and  complimented  by  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands,  [Mr.  Rme,]  whose  duty  it  was  to  render 
this  tribute  of  justtoe.  I  will  only  say,  sir,  that,  however 
wise  the  project,  or  able  the  effort  in  its  sutiport,  here 
it  did  not  receive  the  least  countenance.  And  if  the  ob- 
ject was  to  produce  excitement  among  the  people  as  an 
electioneering  sfrheme  in  Alafiama,  it  fiuled  to  produce 
this  desired  effect. 

*  But  as  regards  the  censure  upon  the  late  Governor 
of  Illinois,  '« for  havii^  become  a  whole  hog  kndmon- 
ger,*'  I  think  the  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Clat]  has  not,  in  this  instance,  observetl  his  usual  cour- 
tesy, liberality,  or  magnanimity,  towards  an  absent  adver- 
sary. Sir,  I  have  the  Governor's  communication  made  to  the 
General  Assembly  on  this  subject,  and  I  cannot  but  think* 
if  the  honorable  Senator  will  read  it  witli  attention,  and  di- 
vest himself  of  prejudice,  he  will  sgree  with  me  in  opi- 
nion, that  it  detracts  nothing  from  the  high  character  ttiat 
gentleman  occupies  (and  deservedly  occupies)  in  public 
estimation,  fur  talent  and  capacity  of  the  first  order. 

But  gentlemen  say  we  liave  complained,  and  for  this 
we  have  been  censured  in  no  unmeasured  terms.  Sir,  b 
it  a  crime,  or  disreputable  fbr  those  who,  while  in  a 
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state  of  minority,  hare  been  overreached,  to  complain  of 
that  imposition,  when  they  arrive  at  full  age,  by  which 
advantage  has  been  taken  of  their  minority? 

What,  sir,  was  the  situation  of  the  paries  at  the  time  of 
entering  into  the  compact?  They  were  m  a  territorial 
form  of  Government;  in  a  state  of  vanalage,  deprived  of 
all  political  rights  and  privileges;  ruled  and  governed  by 
foreigners;  their  governors,  secretaries,  and  judges,  sent 
from  other  States.  On  this  floor  they  had  no  representa- 
tive or  voice,  and  in  the  other  branch,  in  the  humiliated 
situation  of  having  a  delegate  with  the  power  of  present- 
ing petitions  and  memorials,  but  not  entrusted  to  give  a 
vote  on  any  question  whatever.  The  Governor  of  these  ter- 
ritories, too,  possessing  lis  much  power  over  the  people  as 
a  king  or  monarch  over  his  subjects.  I  allude  to  that  pre- 
rogative which  g>ve8  the  power  to  prorogue  and  dissolve 
territorial  legislative  assemblies,  which,  Strang^  as  it  may 
appear,  has  been  exercised  on  more  than  one  occasion. 

Well,  sir,  to  be  relieved  from  this  tyrannical  and  op- 
pressive form  of  Government,  the  people  were  induced  by 
their  representatives  in  convention  to  adopt  the  ordinance 
according  to  the  terms  proposed,  by  which  they  received 
admission  into  tlie  federal  family.  But  in  doing  this  they 
have  made  great  sacrifices,  and  given  too  high  a  price  for 
the  boon.  An4  gentlemen  would  deprive  them  of  the 
consolation  even  of  complaining.  Suppose  a  minor  im- 
prudently pledges  his  valuable  patnmonial  estate  to  a 
<<  Shy  lock,"  and  by  this  means  it  is  arrested  out  of  his  pos- 
session when  he  arrives  at  maturity  and  discovers  the  im- 
position, will  the  honorable  Senator  say  that  it  would  be 
<<  disreputable,"  provided  he  should  complain  that  the 
<*  pound  of  flesh"  shpul4  be  required  .of  him  under  such 
circumstances? 

Thus  m^^ch  I  have  felt  it  my  duty  to  sa^  as  regards  the 
objections  to  which  I  have  viewed  this  bill  as  being  ob- 
noxious. 

Now,  sir^  a  few  words  in  favor  of  the  bill  reported  by 
the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  and  the  very  able  re- 
port which  accompanied  it.  Sir,  it  constitutes  no  objec- 
tion with  me  that  the  committee  have  thought  proper  to 
avail  themselves  of  the  important  services  of^the  honorable 
Senator  from  Missouri,  and  that  his  labors  have  entered 
largely  Into  this  production — they  could  not  have  drawn 
upon  a  source  better  qualified  to  render  valuable  aid. 

Sir,  I  approve  of  the  bill  proposed  b^  the  Committee 
on  Public  Lauds,  because,  in  substance^  it  is  the  project 
brought  forward  some  years  since  by  the  honorable  Senator 
from  Missouri,  and  for  which  he  has  obtained  deserved 
celebrity  in  all  the  new  States.  Sir,  I  approve  Qf  it,  be- 
cause I  think  it  recommends  itself  to  our  favor  for  many 
considerations;  it  proportions  the  price  of  the  public  do- 
main to  its  quality,  and  adapts  tlie  terms  of  purchase  to 
all  classes  of  citizens;  it  enables  the  poor  man  as  well  as 
ihe  rich  to  become  a  freeholder.  And  where  can  man 
nhd  a  welcome  like  a  permanent  home?  A  sanctuary 
which  he  is  inclined  to  worship,  so  much  as  liis  own  domi- 
cil?  One  which  is  so  weU  calculated  to  make  him  proud 
of  his  species,  and  proud  of  the  country  in  which  he  lives, 
and  which  will  prompt  him,  upon  all  proper  occasions,  to 
be  ready  to  defend  it  with  his  life?    . 

But  it  has  been  said,  and  correctly,  too»  that  in  this 
country  we  have  too  much  lAnd  for  the  population  of  the 
country.  Can  a  better  argument  be  adduced  in  favor  of 
reducing  the  price,  and  adapting  the  terms  to  the  condi- 
tion of  the  people  to  purcliase  ?  From  the  official  docu- 
ment which  has  been  referred  to,  it  appears  there  are  in  the 
new  States  one  hundred  and  forty  or  flAy  thousand  per- 
sons destitute  of  lands.  I  submit  it  to  honorable  gentle- 
men whether  it  would  not  be  consistent^ with  sound  prin- 
ciples of  propriety  and  justice,  Uiat  a  portion  of  these 
millions  of  acres,  which  gentlemen  advise  the  propriety  of 
holding  up  for  three  hundred  years,  in  order  to  realize  a 
good  price,  shoul4  not  be  reduced  and  brought  down 


within  the  reach  of  this  class  of  citizens  to  pnrcbaae;  and 
whether,  as  patriots,  they  cannot  demand  it  as  a  right  of 
their  Government.  They  are  willing  to  give  a  high  price 
for  that  which  is  a  drug  on  your  hands,  to  reclaim  the 
wilderness  and  forests  by  their  labor;  they  are  willinj^  to 
make  ^that  valuable  which  is  worthless,  by  their  labor; 
they  are  willing  to  bring  into  active  operation  the  Ixtent 
resources  of  the  country.  -Sir,  to  such  of  the  citizens  of 
this  countrv  I  consider  a  freehold  to  be  his  natural  inherit- 
ance;  to  such,  a  portion  of  the  public  domain  should  be 
as  free  as  tlie  atmosphere,  or  the  light  of  heaven.  Sir,  it 
is  my  deliberate  and  conscientious  belief, that  it  is  not  only 
the  correct  policy,  but  the  duty  of  the  Govemnient,  to 
make  to  every  individual  who  is  destitute,  and  the  head  of 
a  family,  a  donation  of  a  quarter  section  of  land,  on  con- 
dition that  he  shall  cultivate  and  improve  it;  and  that  this 
liberal  policy  would  result  advantageously  alike  to  the 
citizens  and  the  Government. 

But  we  have  been  called  upon  to  **  state  what  we  mean 
by  refuse  lands."  I  answer,  that  land  which  has  been  to 
market  for  twenty  or  thirty  years,  and  has  not  found  a 
purchaser;  lands  which  have  been  picked  and  culled  for 
that  length  of  time;  lands  situated  in  swamps  and  marshes, 
embracing  mountains,  cedar  nobs,  pine  woods,  and  pine 
barrens;  lands  which,  without  some  improvement,  are  un- 
fit for  any  agricultural  purpose  whatever,  sire  truly  **  re- 
fuse," not  worth  the  present  miniraunv  and  that  th^r 
price  ought  to  be  reduced. 

Mr.  President,  said  Mr.  M.,  I  will  not  detain  the  Se- 
nate longer;  the  subject  has  been  ablv  discussed  by  gen- 
tlemen who  have  preceded  me;  but  its  importance,  in  con- 
nexion with  M\p  interests  of  those  whom  I  represent, 
seems  to  have  demanded  thus  much. 

In  conclusion,  Mr.  M.  expressed  his  wish  that  the  deci- 
sion on  the  final  question  would  pot  be  urged -until  several 
Senators,  who  were  now  absent,  and  who  were  interested 
in  the  measure,  should  be  present. 

Mr.  CLAY  then  rose  in  reply,  and  spoke  briefly  against 
indefinite  postponement,  expressing  a  wish  that,  in  pre- 
ference to  this  mode  of  dispoungof  the  subject,  the  whole 
of  the  land  subject  should  rather  be  postponed  until  tlie 
next  session. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  thought  tlia^  indefinite  postpone- 
ment was  an  uncourteous  way  of  getting  rid  of  the  subjec:!^ 
without  giving  any  decision  as  to  the  merits  of  the  report 
of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

Mr.  KANE  said  it  would  be  wrong  to  take  the  vote  on 
indefinite  postponement  to-night,  as  tlie  Senate  was  thin. 
He  would  therefore  move  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table. 

Afler  some  further  conversation,  the  question  was  taken 
on  laying  the  bill  on  the  table,  and  negatived,  as  follows: 

YEAS.' — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  El^s,  Grundy, 
Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Moorr,  Robinson, 
Smith,  Tazewell,  White.— 45. 

NAYS— Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  CUy,  Clayton,  Dallas, 
Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinglmyscn,  Hen- 
dricks, Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Miller,  Naudain,  Poin. 
dexter^  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Buggies,  Seymour,  Silsbee, 
Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins.— 27. 

The  question  then  being  on  the  indefinite  postponement, 
the  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  KING  complained  of  the  want  of  courtesy  in  press- 
ing the  motion  now. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  replied  that  there  could  be  no  want 
of  courtesy  in  pressing  this  qtiestion.  It  was  dear,  from 
tiie  late  vote,  that  a  decided  majority  of  the  Senate  were 
against  laying  the  bill  on  the  table.  As  there  was  a  reso- 
lution from  tlie  IJouse  to  adjourn  on  Monday  week,  which 
resolution  was  to  be  taken  up  on  Thursday,  he  thought  it 
right  that  the  discussion  should  proceed,  or  tlie  question 
be  taken. 

The  question  was  tlien  taken  on  the  motion  for  indefi- 
nite postponement,  and  decided  in  the  negative,  as  follows: 
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YEAS« — Messrs.  Bertton,  Bibb,  Brown,  EUis,  Grumly, 
HiH,  Kane,  Ring,  Mang^m,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Robin- 
son, Smith,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  White— 17. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clapton,  Dal- 
las, Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewinj?,  Foot,  Frehnghaysen, 
Hendricks,  Holmea^  Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain,  Poindex- 
ter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Buggies,  Seymour,  SUsbee,  Tom- 
linson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 25. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

MONDAT,  JULT  2. 

THE  TARIFF. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  from  the  Committee  on  Manufac- 
tures, reported  the  bill  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
in  addition  to  the  ici  imposing  duties  on  imports,  with  a 
variety  of  amendments;  which  were  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  gave  notice  that  he  should  move  the 
Senate  to-day  to  take  up  the  bill. 

PUBLIC  LANDS. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  to  appro- 
priate, for  a  limited  time,  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the 
public  lands. 

The  question  pending  being  on  the  amendment  propos- 
ed b^  the  Committee  on  Pubhc  Lands  to  strike  out  "ten,'' 
and  maert  **  fifteen"  per  cent.,  to  be  appropriated  to  the 
new  States, 

Mr.  CLAY  explained  the  operation  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  said,  if  it  was  the  intention  of  gentlemen 
to  cany  this  measure  tlirough  at  the  present  session,  he 
would,  although  reluctantly,  go  witli  them.  He  thought 
the  subject  sliould  be  considered  at  home,  before  it  was 
submitted  to  Congress.  It  was  now  fur  the  first  time 
brought  here.  He  should  now  vote  against  the  amend- 
ment, in' the  hope  that  the  proceeding^  of  the  Senate  on 
the  subject  would  stop  here,  and  that  it  would  not  be  at- 
tempted to  be  urged  through  at  this  late  period  of  the  ses- 
sion. He  put  a  question  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Lands,  if  tliey  intended  to  push  the  question  through. 
He  thought  that  to  give  tlie  new  States  fifteen,  or  even 
ten  per  cent  additional,  without  going  any  further,  would 
be  extravagant. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  he  not  only  wished  to  get  through  the 
question  this  session,  but  he  wished  to  get  the  bill  through 
tliis  day;  and,  as  far  as  he  was  in  possession  of  the  opi- 
nions of  members,  he  thought  this  might  be  done;  if 
not  UMlay,  he  hoped  the  bill  would  be  got  through  to- 
mon'ow,  and  that  the  tariff  would  in  that  case  be  post- 
poned until  this  should  be  decided;  or,  after  the  tariff 
should  be  disposed  of,  that  this  bill  would  be  taken  up 
and  passed,  lie  concurred  with  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee, that  if  this  whole  subject  could  not  be  disposed  of, 
it  ought  not  to  be  decided  in  part.  But  lie  expressed  his 
desire  to  act  on  the  subject  without  further  delay. 

Mr.  KING  said  he  was  himself  opposed  to  the  per  cent- 
age  as  it  was  reported.  He  was  instructed  not  to  press  the 
reduction  of  the  price  of  lands  in  this  bill.  He  referred  to 
the  hardship  which  he  alleged  to  bear  on  the  new  States, 
by  their  compact  with  the  General  Government,  and  which 
he  said  was  admitted  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  CLAY  corrected  the  Senator  from  Alabama  as  to 
the  opinions  Attributed  to  him.  He  had  never  admitted 
the  existence  of  hardship,  but  merely  of  complaint,  and 
for  that  complaint  he  denied  that  there  was  any  good 
foundation.  He  stated  tliat,  if  the  lands  were  to  be  cc4ed 
to  the  States,  they  would  still  be  exempted  from  taxation, 
ias  no  State  had  ever  taxed  its  own  lands.  He  inquired  if 
the  Government  was  not  ju3tiiied  in  making  as  much 
as  could  be  made  from  the  public  lands,  without  unfair- 
ness to.  the  new  States.  He  showed  the  superiority  of  tlie 
principle  and  mode  of  distribution  adopted  by  the  report 
of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures.  He  stated  that  all 
the  Union  was  interested  in  tlie  application  of  the  proceeds 


of  the  lands  to  colonization,  internal  improvement,  or 
education;  because  all  that  was  added  to  the  mind  or  the 
improvement  of  a  State  was  an  addition  to  the  aggregate 
ititellect  and  wealth  of  the  whole. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  that  if  this  bill  was  to  be  pushed 
through  at  the  present  session,  the  amendment  directed 
by  the  Committee  on  Public  I^nds  to  be  made  to  the 
tariff  bill  would  be  moved  to  this  bill,  to  test  the  sense 
of  the  Senate  as  to  the  reduction  of  tliis  heavy  tax  on  the 
new  States  of  the  West.  It  should  be  determined  by  a 
direct  vote,  whether  the  new  States,  besides  the  support 
of  the  General  Government,  were  to  be  saddled  witli  the 
support  of  all  the  twenty-four  SUtes,  and  to  be  the  spoil 
of  the  rest. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  he  was  very  glad  to  hear  that  the  Sena- 
tor from  Missouri  was  determined  to  bring  forward  the 
whole  subject.  «*Come  on  Macduff."  He  had  been  desir- 
ous to  have  the  whole  subject  disposed  of;  and  if  there 
was  time  for  this  general  action  dpring  this  session,  he 
was  anxious  that  it  should  take  pbce. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  made  some  remarks  in  opposition 
to  tlie  Senator  from  Missouri,  on  the  point  that  the  new 
States  were  the  spoils  and  the  oppressed  of  the  other 
States.  He  stated  that  the  sales  of  the  public  lands  on 
the  Choctaw  purchase  in  Mississippi  would  be  opened 
next  fkll,  and  if  he,  in  an  ill  humor  because  he  could  not 
get  all  he  wanted,  should  vote  for  postponing  this  subject 
to  another  year.  Ins  constituents  would  lose  the  benefit  of 
the  fifteen  per  cent,  on  the  lands  then  to  be  offered  for 
sale.  He  could  not  place  himself  in  tliat  position  before 
his  constituents. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  adverted  to  the  impossibility  of  getting 
through  this  question  in  the  two  weeks,  or  one  week, 
which  Congress  may  have  to  sit.  He  wished  to  get  through 
the  unfinished  business  which  ought  to  be  acted  upon. 
If  this  bill  was  to  be  put  aside,  he  would  also  vote  to  post^ 
pone  the  other  bill  from  the  Committee  on  Public 
Lands,  for  the  reduction  of  tlie  price  of  the  public  lands. 
But  if  this  bill  were  to  be  passed  upon,  the  action  on  the 
otlier  could  not  be  prevented.  If  gentlemen,  however, 
were  so  eag^r  to  g^t  at  a  discussion,  let  them  go  at  it;  but 
he  thought  tl)at  two  weeks  hence  they  would  regret  that 
they  had  done  so. 

Mr.  KING  asserted  that  although  the  dividend  now 
given  to  the  new  States  out  of  the  sales  of  public  lands 
profc:ssed  to  be  five  per  cent.,  it  was  in  fact  but  three  per 
cent.,  as  the  additional  two  percent,  was  to  be  directed  to 
the  making  of  roads  to  and  from  the  lands.  He  stated  tliat 
he  would  not  vote  for  this  bill,  even  if  the  dividend  were 
to  be  raised  to  twenty-five  per  cent,  to  the  new  States. 
He  would  not  be  bribed  to  give  his  support  to  this  bill. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  asked  if  the  gentleman  from  Ala- 
bama  was  bribed  when  he  obtained  400,000  acres  for  his 
State.  He  repelled  the  idea  that  either  he  himself,  or 
other  Senators,  were  to  be  laid  under  the  imputation  of 
being  bribed;  and  stated  tliat  although  public  lands  had 
been  on  sale  in  Mississippi  for  thirty  years,  that  State  had 
received  noUiing  fVom  the  General  Government.  He  de- 
sired to  act  on  this  bill  during  the  present  session. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  expressed  himself  in  favor  of  going 
through  with  this  bill  at  the  present  session;  and  replied 
to  the  several  objections  which  had  been  urged  against 
action  upon  it.  He  contended  that,  in  looking  so  intently 
at  the  reduction  of  the  price  of  the  public  lands,  there 
was  danger  of  loosing  the  advantages  promised  by  this  bill, 
while,  after  all,  there  was  no  certainty  that  the  price 
would  \m  reduced. 

Mr.  BENTON  insisted  on  the  probability  of  the  pas- 
sage of  a  bill  to  reduce  the  price  of  the  public  lands, 
should  this  bill  fail. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  repUed  that  4he  principle  of  reduc- 
tion was  not  at  all  at  war  with  the  principle  of  distribution 
of  the  proceeds. 
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The  qiiestinn  wa^  then  tsiken  on  the  amendment,  and 
decided  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Buckner,  Hendricks, 
Kane,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Bobtnson,  Rug^gles,  Tipton. 
-10. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Brown,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  D'sckerson,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Ewiny^,  Foot,  Fre- 
linghuysen,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Molmes,  Johnston, 
Kiii^,  Knight,  Mangnm,  Marcy,  stiller,  Naudain,  Prentiss, 
Bobbins,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Spragiie,  Tazewell, 
Tomlinson,  Troup,  Tyler,  Wag^man,  White,  Wilkins. 

Mr.  HAYNE  moved  to  strike  out  the  words  which  pro- 
vide for  the  distribution  of  the  proceeds  among  the  States^ 
He  was  opposed  to  the  introduction  of  the  principle  of 
d  stributing  the  revenue  among  the  States.  He  insisted 
that  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands  did  constitute  a  purt 
of  the  revenue.  The  clause  which  he  moved  to  str.ke 
out,  cut  off  a  part  of  the  public  revenue,  taking  it  from 
the  treasury  to  divide  it  among  the  States.  He  made  an 
objection  to  the  distribution  also,  because  it  was  a  division 
of  the  gros!t,  instead  of  the  nett  revenue,  and  so  far  as 
the  difference  between  the  gross  ami  nett  proceeds,  it  was 
a  division  of  the  duties  derived  from  imports.  He  admit- 
ted the  perfect  power  of  Congress  to  legislate  on  the  sub- 
ject; but  he  was  opposed  to  donations  of  money  to  the 
Stales,  and  desired  to  have  some  general  and  equitablr 
system  adopted  for  the  disposition  of  the  ptiblic  lands. 
He  asked  tor  the  yeas  and  nays  on  his  motion;  which 
were  ordered. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  he  rejoiced  that  the  question  of  the 
principle  of  distribution  was  now  to  be  tested  in  a  simple 
and  a  solemn  manner.  He  met  the  opinion  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  South  Carolina,  that  the  division  of  the  proceeds 
of  the  public  lands  would  lead  to  the  practice  of  distri- 
buting the  proceeds  of  tlie  taxes  among  the  States,  by  an 
opposite  one;  and  declared  his  own  firm  and  strenuous 
opposition  to  the  princ  pie  of  such  distribution.  He  stated 
that  the  revenue  from  the  public  lands  was  distinguished 
from  all  other  revenue  by  tiie  language  of  the  constitu- 
tion, and  of  the  deeds  of  cession,  which  gave  exclusive 
and  unlimited  power  to  Congress  over  the  pubfic  lands, 
and  which  was  not  given  over  any  other  revenue.  This 
view  was  supported  oy  the  opinions  of  some  of  the  ablest 
of  our  constitutional  lawyers;  and  if  it  w^as  correct,  the 
argument,  therefore,  tliat  the  division  of  this  revenue 
would  lead  to  the  division  of  all  the  surplus  reventiei  he 
did  not  consider  as  sustainable.  He  adverted  to  the  argu- 
ment that  the  distribution  of  the  gross  proceeds  would  be 
a  distribution  in  part  of  revenue  from  other  sources,  and 
stated  that  the  bill  authorized  the  division  of  the  nett  pro- 
ceeds only.  He  detailed  wiiat  would  be  the  deductions 
made  by  the  accounting  officers  under  the  bill,  when  they 
determined  the  amount  of  the  proceeds  applicable  to 
division.  The  nett  amount  of  charges  on  the  annual  sales 
of  the  public  lands  did  not,  he  believed,  exceed  four  per 
cent.  He  hoped  that  the  question  of  distribution  would 
be  settled,  and  in  such  manner  as  to  redound  to  the  hap- 
piness and  prosperity  of  every  State,  and,  of  consequence, 
of  the  whole  or  the  Union. 

Mr.  HAYNE  briefly  replied  on  the  subject  of  the  di^ 
crimination  between  the  rtrvenue  from  the  public  lands 
and  from  other  sources,  and  contended  that  if  the  con- 
struction of  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  was  correct, 
tliere  was  no  limitation  to  the  powers  of  the  General  Go- 
vernment; and  they  might  be  exercised  under  a  wild  dis- 
cretion, the  Extent  of  which  could  not  be  anticipated  or 
controlled.  He  asserted  that  there  ought  not  to  be  any 
surplus  money  in  the  treasury,  but  that  care  shduld  be 
taken  to  regulate  the  taxes  so  as  to  have  no  unnecessary 
amount  in  the  treasury.  He  denied  that  he  was  anxious 
to  increase  the  revenue  from  the  public  lands.  He  was 
willing  to  place  them  on  a  fair  and  equitable  ground.         | 


Mr,  POINDEXTER  dissented  from  many  of  the  pon' 
tions  taken  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carulina,  who  had 
stated  his  dispontion  to  befiriend  the  new  States,  ytt  r^ 
fused  either  to  cede  the  lands  to  the  new  States,  or  to 
make  donations  of  lands  to  them. 

The  debate  was  further  continued  by  Messrs.  JOHNS- 
TON, KANE,  HOLMES,  and  ROBINSON;  when  lie 
question  was  taken  on  Mr.  Hatks's  motion,  and  decided 
as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb«  Brown,  Buckner, Ellii, 
Grundy,  Hayne,  H  II,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Mil- 
ler, Moore,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tazewell^  Troup,  TjrIer, 
White.— 21.    , 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bel],  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dick* 
erson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hemiricks, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Kn'ght,  Naudain,  Po  ndextcr,  Pren- 
tiss, Uobbins,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,^  Sprsgiir,  Tip- 
ton, Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkiiis. — 26. 

Mr.  SMn*H  moved  that  tlie  Senate  now  adjourn.  Ke- 
gatived^^'eas  15,  nays  33. 

The  question  now  being  on  the  proposition  of  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands  to  strike  cnit  all  the  lections 
which  authorize  the  distribution  among  the  States,  and 
the  residue  of  the  bill,  the  question  was  then  taken  br 
yeas  and  nays,  and  decided  as  fidlowa: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  ElH^ 
Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mtnjjuns 
M.ller,  Moore,  Robinson,  Smith, Tazewell,  Tipton,  Troup, 
Tvlcr,  White— 21. 

NAYS.—Messra.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dick- 
erson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Marcy,  Naudain,  Foindrxter, 
Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Ruggles  Seymour,  d.lsbee,  Sprtgue, 
Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — ^26. 

Mr.  BENTON  then  move<l  to  introduce  an  addiiioiw 
section  to  reduce  the  price  of  ptihric  laikls  to  one  dolltf 
per  acre,  and  of  all  which  have  been  above  fiveyesnio 
market  fifty  cents  per  acre.  , 

On  motion  of  Mr.  KANE,  the  question  was  divided,  and 
was  first  taken  on  the  first  branch  of  the  amendmint,  m , 
negatived,  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner, 
Ellis,  Grundy,  Hsyne,  Hendricks,  Hifl,  Kane,  K»n|j,  MfJ- 
gtim,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Robinson,  Smith,  THzewclJ, 
Tipton,  Troup,  White.— 21. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Chambers,  Clar,  Clayton,  Thm 
Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Forsyth,  Frchngnur 
sen.  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Marcy,  Miller,  Niiudain, 
Prentiss,  Robbins,  Ruggles,  Sevmour,  Silsbee,  bpr«g»«» 
Tomlinsim,  Tyler,  Wxggaman, 'Webster,  Wilkina.— ^^ 

'I'he  question  was  tlien  taken  on  the  se9ond  brancn  o! 
the  amendment,  and  also  negatived,  as  ftiltows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Buckner,  Ellis,  For- 
syth, Gnmely,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  RinST.  «*"* 
gum,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Robinson,  Smith,  T»2c»'e'*» 
Tipton,  Troup,  White.— 20.  ^, 

NAY<.— Messrs,  Bell,  Brown,  Chsmbers,  Clav,  W 
ton,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  FrelingQ'«y 
sen.  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Marcy,  Miller,  N»ii«'«J» 
Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sp"|"*» 
Tomlinson,  Tyler,  Waggaman,' Webster,  Wilkins^^J 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  moved  to  amend  the  b»'  |"^^ 
first  section,  by  striking  out  ten,  and  inserting  twelve 
a  half  per  cent.  .       ,•  _ 

Messrs.  CLAY  and  HOLMES  expressed  their  intenuon 
to  vote  for  the  amendment. 

Mr.  TIPTON  moved  to  insert  fourteen  percent. 

The  CHAIR  pronounced  this  motion  to  beout  of '>r«*^ 

Mr.  HAYNE  appealed  from  the  decision  of  IJ^r?*  !f 

This  appeal  led  to  a  discussion,  in  which  the  ^^^*"^ 
the  Craib  was  supported  by  Messrs.  ^^^VipiLiixi 
CLAY,  and  opposed  bv  Messrs.  HAYNE,  MILLl*'^ 
KING. 
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The  qtiestion  was  then  taken,  when  there  appeared — 

Y£AS.---\fessr8.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dick- 
erson,  £win{(,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Holmes,  Johnston, 
Knight,  Naudairf,  Poindexter,  PnMitiss,  Robbing,  I^iif^- 
g^lcH,  Seymour,  S.lsbee,  Smith,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman, 
Webster,  Wilkins 23. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Dal- 
las Dudley,  Ellis,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  U.ll, 
Kane,  Kin;^,  ^tangnm,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore.  Kobinson, 
Spmgue,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tyler,  White.— 23. 

There  being  a  tie, 

Mr.  MOO  KB  moved  that  the  Senate  now  adjourn.  Ne- 
gatived— yeas  18,  nays  29. 

The  question  recurring  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Poiitdxz- 
TXR,  it  wail  decided  by  veas  and  nays,  as  follows: 

TEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dlckerson,  Ewing,  Fiiot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendriclu, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  King,  Knight,  Moore,  Naudain, 
Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Rubbina,  Robmson,  Ruggles,  Sds- 
bee,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster. — ^27. 

NAYS. -—Messrs.  Bibb,  Brown,  Chambei*s,  Dallas,  Dud- 
ley, Ellis,  Forsydi,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Marcy,  M.ller, 
Seymour,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Troup,  Tyler, 
White,  Wilkins.— 20. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  then  mpved  to  amend  the  bill  by 
adding  a  fiAh  section,  granting  to  Mississippi,  Louisianu, 
and  Missouri,  600,000  acres  each,  for  purposes  specified; 
an<l  the  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  HENDRICK:^  moved  to  amend  the  amendment, 
by  adding  so  many  acres  to  the  grant  to  Indiana,  Alaba- 
ma, and  Illinois,  as  would  make  the  aggregate  given  to 
those  States  equal  to  the  grants  now  asked  for  the  cither 
States. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  then  agreed  to; 
and  the  question  was  taken  on  tlie  amendment  as  amended, 
aiKl  deciled  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton, 
D'ckerMm,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  Knight,  Moore,  Naudain,  Poin- 
dexter, Prentias  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Hoggles,  Seymour, 
Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomliuaon,  Waggamafi,  Web- 
9ter.— 28. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Brown,  Chambers,  Dallas,  Dudley, 
EII.S,  Ftimyth,  Grundv,  Hayne,  £[.11,  King,  Marcy,  Miller, 
Tazewell,  r>ler,  Wh'ite,  Wilkins.— 16. 

Mr.  HAYNE  mo%»ed  lo  strike  out  the  words  which  spe- 
cified the  purposes  to  which  the  proceeds  were  to  be  ap- 
plied by  the  hiaies,  so  as  to  leave  the  States  lo  direct  the 
proceeds  as  they  pleased. 

Tile  pi-opoiition  wan  advocated  by  Messrs,  HAYNE, 
MILLBK,  an. I  FORSYTH,  and  was  opposed  by  Messrs. 
CHAMBERS,  DICKERSON,  WEBSTER,  POINDEX- 
TER, and  CLAY. 

It  was  contended  by  the  opponents  of  the  amendment, 
that  the  striking  out  of  this  l.mitalion  would  destroy  tlie 
great  object  and  entire  value  of  the  bill. 

On  the  other  side,  it  was  insisted  that  the  States  would 
have  a  r<ght  to  u-ie  the  money  as  they  pleased;  and  that« 
if  they  are  di.Hposed  todirtct  it  to  internal  improvements, 
education,  or  colonization,  they  will  do  it  as  well  in  the 
absence  of  all  limituticnis,  as  when  they  exist. 

Mr.  WEB.)TER  asked  for  a  division  of  the  question, 
so  as  to  take  the  question  first  on  striking  out  the  words 
"of  education  and  internal  iniprovements;"  and  being 
taken  on  this  branch  of  the  amendment,  it  was  negatived, 
as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Ellis, 
Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  H.ll,  Kane,  King,  Miingum, 
Marcy,  Miller,  Moure,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tazewell,  Tyler, 
White.— 20. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dal- 
las, D.ckerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen, 
Uendricksy  Holmes,   Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain,   Poin- 


dexter, Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee, 
Spragtie,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wil- 
kms. — 27. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  to  strike 
nut  "colonization,*'  by  yeas  and  nays,  and  decided  sis 
follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Dal- 
las, Dudley,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane, 
King,,Maiigum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Robinson,  Taze- 
well, Tipton,  Waggaman,  White.— 22. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bcrll,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dick- 
erson,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks,  Holmes, 
Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Rob- 
bins,  Rtigi^les,  Sevmour,  SiUbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tom- 
linson, Tyler,  Wetster,  Wilkins. -!-25. 

Mr.  BENTON  moved  to  amend  the  second  section,  by 
striking  out  the  words  «  among  the  twenty-four  States  of 
the  Union,  according  to  their  federal  population,"  and 
insert,  "into  as  many  shares  as  there  are  Senators  and 
Representatives  of  the  diiferent  States  of  the  Union,  and 
divided  in  that  proportion." 

The  question  being  taken,  the  motion  was  negatived — 
yeas  13,  nays  30. 

Mr.  MOORE  moved  that  the  Senate  adjourn,  (seven 
o'clock.)     Ni'gatived — yeas  16,  nays  28. 

Mr. ^ROBINSON  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  reducing 
the  price  of  lands  which  had  been  ten  years  in  the  mar- 
ket to  one  dollar  per  acre,  and  to  actual  settlers  at  fif\y 
cents  per  acre.     Negatived,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb.  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth, 
Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum, 
.Marcy,  Mopre,  Uobinson,  Smith,  Taxewell,  Tipton, 
White.— 19. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dal- 
las, Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  M.ller,  Naudain,  Bobbins, 
Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Tomlinson,  Tyler,  Wagga- 
man, Webster,  Wilkins.^24. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  moved  to  amend  by  adding  a  proviso 
that  the  appropriations  for  the  Cumberland  road  shall 
still  be  made  out  of  the  two  per  cent,  fund;  which  was 
agreed  to. 

.Mr.  BENTON  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  adding  a 
section  granting  a  township  of  land  to  the  French  college 
at  St.  Louis.     Negatived-*-yeas  7|  nays  35. 

Mr.  TIPTON  moved  to  amend  bvadd.nga  proviso  that 
nothing  contained  in  this  bill  shall  impair  the  power  of 
Congress  to  grant  donations  of  lands  hereafter,  &c. 

Mr.  CLAY  seconded  the  motion;  which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BENTON  moved  to  amend  the  bill  in  the  second 
section,  by  inbcrtnga  variety  of  expenses  connected  with 
the  public  lands,  to  be  deducted  before  a  division  of  the 
proceeds  shall  be  m:ide.     Negatived — yeas  18,  nays  23. 

The  bdl  was  then  reported  as  amended. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  wislied  to  have  the  bill  and  amend- 
ments printed,  and  moved  to  lay  them  on  the  table,  and 
print  them. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  tliat  the  amendments  were  easily  un- 
derstood; and  he  hoped  that  the  Senate  would  pats  this 
bill  to  its  third  reading  to-night,  and  then  go  home  and  get 
their  dinner  or  supper,  sleep  upon  it,  and  come  here  to- 
morrow prepared  to  go  on  with  the  tariff. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  snid  there  were  incongruities  in  the 
bill  which  he  wished  to  have  corrected,  and  he  hoped  the 
Senate  would  allow  time  to  correct  tl)em. 

l*he  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  of  Mr. 
Taxswkll,  and  decided  in  the  negative — ^yeas  17,  nays  25. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  concurring  in  the 
amendmcuts,  and  dec'tded  in  the  affirmative—yeas  26, 
nays  15. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CHAMBERS,  the  bill  was  amended 
by  introducing  aftcr.ihc  word  "colonization"  the  word* 
"of  free  persons  of  color.'* 
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The  question  wag  then  put  on  the  engrossment  and 
third  reading-  of  the  bill,  and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dal- 
las, Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Hendricks,  Holmes, 
Johnston,  Knight,  Nauilain,  Poindexter,  Robbins,  Rug- 
glesy  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster, 
Wilkins.— 24. 

NAYS.r-Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth, 
Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Manguro«  Marcy.  Mil- 
ler, Robinson,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tyler,  White.— 18. 

TuvsDAT,  July  3. 
HARBOR  BILL. 

Mr.  FORSYTH,  by  direction  of  the  Committee  on  Com- 
merce, moved  to  postpone  the  previous  orders,  for  the 
purpose  of  taking  up  the  bill  for  the  improvement  of  cer- 
tain harbors,  &c. 

The  motion  was  opposed  by  Mr.  MILLER,  who  desired 
that  the  residue  of  the  session  should  be  devoted  to  the 
tariff,  and  who  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays;  which  were 
ordered. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  decided  as  follows; 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Dick- 
erson, Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Forsyth,  Frelinghuysen, 
Hendricks,  Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain,  Foindexter,  Pren- 
tiss, Robbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith, 
Sprague,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 27. 

NAYs. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Buckner,  Grundy, 
Hayne,  Hill,  King,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Tazewell,  Ty- 
ler, White— 13. 

Mr.  FORSYTH,  in  order  to  test  the  sense  of  the  Senate 
as  to  the  principle  of  the  bill,  moved  to  strike  out  the 
enacting  words,  and  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays;  which, 
being  taken,  were  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Forsyth,  Grundy, 
Hayne,  Hill,  King,  Mangum,  Miller,  Poindexter,  I'aze- 
well,  Tyler,  White.— 13. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, DalUs,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Freling- 
huysen, Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  Knight, 
Marcy,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles, 
Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tomlinson,  Wagga- 
man, Webster,  Wilkins. — 30. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  consider  the  amendments 
to  the  bill  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

On  the  first  amendment,  being  an  appropriation  for 
a  breakwater  at  Lake  Pontchartrain,  it  was  advocated 
by  Mr.  WAGGAMAN  and  Mr.  JOHNSTON^  but,  before 
any  question  was  taken,  the  hour  of  twelve  having  arriv- 
ed, the  bill,  on  motion  of  Mr.  POlNDEXtER,  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

PUBLIC  LANDS. 

The  bill  to  appropriate,  for  a  limited  time,  the  proceeds 
of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands,  was  read  a  third  time. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  rose,  and  said,  great  as.  his  solicitude 
was,  upon  this  and  all  subjects  connected  with  a  disposi- 
tion of  the  public  lands,  and  deep  as  was  the  interest  of 
the  State  which  in.part  he  had  the  honor  to  represent, 
yet,  at  this  advanced  period  of  a  long  and  protracted  ses- 
sion, he  would  have  contented  himself  with  a  silent  vote 
upon  the  bill  under  consideration,  had  it  not  been  for  the 
new  principle  it  embraced,  and  the  doctrine  advanced  by 
some  Senators  who  had  preceded  him  in  the  discussion, 
that  a  reduction  in  the  price  of  the  public  lands  would  be  of 
DO  advantage  to  tlie  States  in  whidi  they  are  situated. 
Andl,  8;iid  Mr.  R.,  must  acknowledge  my  surprise  at  hear- 
ing this  from  honorable  gentlemen,  rep]*esenting  States 
which,  time  afler  time,  and  year  after  year,  have  in  the 
most  solemn  manner,  through  an  organ  no  less  respecta- 
ble than  their  Legislatures,  pressed,  by  memorials  the  most 
importunate,  upon  the  consideration  of  Congress,  the  great 


necessity  of  a  liberal  reduction  in  price,  or  of  a  tnnsferof 
lands  to  the  States  in  Which  they  he.  > 

Some  months  ago,  said  Mr.  R.,  a  resolution  wis  adopted 
by  the  Senate,  instructing  one  of  its  committees  (ihe 
Committee  on  Manufactures)  to  inquire  into  the  expedi- 
ency of  reducing  the  price  of  the  public  lands,  and  of  ceding 
them  to  the  several  States  within  which  they  are  situated, 
upon  reasonable  terms.  Against  both  these  propositions 
an  adverse  proposition  was  made,  and  a  new  project  submit- 
ted for  our  consideration;  and  that  project  referred  to  tbt 
Committee  on  Public  Lands,  and  reported  upon  with  the 
amendpnents  now*  under  consideration.  I'o  this  reference 
we  have  heard  loud  and  repeated  complaints,  tbst  tiie 
Committee  on  Manufactures  were  treated  unkindly;  that 
the  usual  courtesy  was  denied  them;  and  that  the  refer- 
ence was  unprecedented  in  the  Senate.  Now,  sir/itduei 
not  so  appear  to  me.  .Had  the  Commihee  on  Msnufic- 
tures  contented  themselves  with  a  report  (adverse  as  it 
was)  upon  that  which  was  referred  to  them,  and  had  their 
report  then  been,  previous  to  any  action  of  the  Senate,  re- 
ferred to  a  co-ordinate  committee,  their  complaints  would 
have  had  some  foundation  in  reason.  But  when  they 
themselves  first  travelled  out  of  their  jurisdiction,  and 
brought  forward  a  measure,  not  within  the  scope  of  the 
reference,  but  legitimately  within  the  cognizance  of  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands,  the  first  wrong  step,  having 
been  taken  by  themselves,  was  very  properly  corrected 
by  the  Senate,  in  the  reference  to  the  second  cominittec, 
where  of  right  the  subject  belonged.  1  hope,  tliercfore, 
that  the  majority  who  made  this  reference,  will  stand  ac- 
quitted of  any  charge  of  unkindneas  or  hick  of  cuurtesf 
toward  that  highly  respectable  committee  which  favored 
us  with  a  report,  manifesting  an  ability  and  zeal  worthy  of 
a  better  cause. 

The  Committee  on  Manufactures  submitted  two  propo- 
sitions; first,  an  appropriation  to  each  of  the  seven  nef 
States,  to  wit,  Ohio,  Indiana,  Illinois,  Missouri,  Alabama, 
Mississippi,  and  Louisiana,  of  ten  per  cent,  un  the  nett 
proceeds  of  the  sales  of  tliatpart  of  the  public  land  wliich 
lies  within  it,  for  objects  of  mternal  improvement  aihm 
their  respective  hmits.  Second,  that  tlic  residue  be  divid- 
ed among  the  twenty-four  States  according  to  their  lede- 
ral  representative  population,  to  be.appli4:d  to  education, 
internal  improvement,  or  colonization,  or  to  the  nrductiOB 
of  any  existing  debt  contracted  for  internal  improvements, 
as  each  State,  judging  for  itself,  sludl  deem  most  conlorts- 
able  with  its  own  iiitei*est  and  pohcy. 

The  Committee  on  Public  Lands  concurred  in  the  jWj 
tice  and  poLcy  of  the  first  proposttion,  but  in  an  extended 
degree,  and  proposed  that  fifteen  instead  often  percent, 
be  given  to  each  of  the  sev^n  new  States.  But  to  the 
second  proposition,  making  a  general  distribution  of  ^ 
residue  among  all  the  States,  they  wholly  dissented,  mJ 
recommended,  in  its  stead,  a  reduction  in  the  price  of  w 
lands  which  have  been  offered  and  not  sold  at  public  sale, 
to  the  sum  of  one  dollar  per  acre;  and  of  refuse  lands>  or 
such  as  have  been  subject  to  entry  for  five  years  or  more, 
to  fifty  eents  per  acre.  . 

The  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Cui»J 
a  few  days  ago,  when  this  subject  was  under  discussioiH 
dwelt  at  some  length  on  the  claim  which  had  been  set  "p 
by  some  on  behalt  of  the  States  to  their  ownership  ol  tM 
public  lands  within  their  limits.     As  that  subject  is  n« 
before  us,  I  would  not  pursue  him  in  the  digression,  dm 
not  the  Senator  been  pleased  to  notice,  with  some  degree 
ridicule,  the  message  of  a  former  Governor  of  lllin<»*i  ^ ' 
tainiiig  an  elaborate  argument  in  favor  of  this  claim- 
1  would  have  listened  withr  great  pleasure  to  Uie  honoriwe 
Senator,  if  he  had  imdertaken  to  refute,  by  opposing  sr|PJ 
ment  to  argument,  the  reasons  which  had  been  *'j?*^j 
with  so  much  ability  by  the  distinguished  *"^^'.^^ 
message,  instead  of  denouncing  in  broad  terms  the  ^^^ 
as  ridiculous,  and  the  author  as  playing  the  derosiT^  • 
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If  tUe  Governor's  object  was  to  play  the  demag^jFue, 
(which,  by  the  bye,  I  wTmlly  deny,)  I  would  advise  him,.miin 
this  henceforward,  to  ground  his  arms,  acknowledge  him- 
self a  mere  tyro,  and  thit  he  has  not  even  learned  the 
horn-book  of  the  art.  What!  Set  up  as  a  demagogue  on 
so  small  a  scale;  in  a  State  with  a  population  of  merely  a 
hundred  aiid  sixty  thousand.  Why  nut  elevate  his  aspira- 
tionst  oflTer  a  sop  to  tlie  whole  twenty-four  States;  make 
a  bid  of  three  and  a  half  millions  of  dollars  cash  the  first 
year,  and  the  sanie  amount  annually  for  four  consecutive 
years;  with  a  pretty  strong  inuendo,  that  if  things  work 
well,  the  annuity  shall  be  made  perpetual,  at  least  as  long 
as  there  are  pub  he  lands  for  sale  f  If  the  ex-€iovernor  had 
taken  this  ground,  then  would  the  game  have  been  worth 
playing  out. 

The  present  is  an  inauspicious  time  to  divert  so  lar^ 
a  sum  as  arises  from  the  sales  of  lands  from  flowing  in  its 
c^inary  cliannel  into  the  treasury  as  a  fniitful  source  of 
revenue.  No  man  can  be  so  blind  jis  not  to  see,  and  none 
should  be  so  indifferent  as  not  to  use  every  means  to  quiet 
the  agitated  state  of  the  country,  laboring  as  she  is  witi) 
throes  so  convulsive  as  to  tlireatenadissolution  of  the  Union; 
arising  from  the  great  and  exciting  subject  upon  which, 
to-murrow,  we  shall  be  called  to  act,  and  apon  which, 
during  this  long  session  of  seven  months,  every  day  has 
brought  memorial  after  memorial,  from  individuals,  from 
conventions,  ahd  frOm  States,  until  your  table  can  bear  no 
mure.  And  what  is  the  complaint?  That  by  your  tariff 
laws  you  draw  sums  too  large,  and  by  a  measure  too  un- 
equal,  from  the  hard  hand  of  industry.  Do  not  under- 
stand me  as  saying  all  these  complaints  on  this  subject  are 
wholly  true,  or  tiiat  the  system  complained  of  should  be 
broken  down;  but  it  would  take  a  very  sceptic,  indeed,  to 
doubt  the  sincerity  with  which  these  complaints  are  made. 

Tlien,  let  me  ask,  is  it  prudent,  is  it  wise,  under  the 
circumstances  stated,  to  legislate  from  the  treasury  the; 
annual  sum  of  nearly  four  mdlions  of  dollars,  a  sum  equal 
t»  one-third  the  amount  necessary  for  the  exigencies  of 
tlie  Government,  and  that  too  in  a  manner  so  hurried,  as 
has  been  indicated  by  a  majority  of  the  Senate;  and  in  a 
nianjier  wholly  different  from  the  memorials  of  the  new 
Stat<;s,  who  feel  most  solicitude  on  the  subject  of  the  pub- 
lic Undn;  and,  permit  me  to  add,  in  a  manner,  which  1  fear 
Will  operate  as  an  eternal  bar  to  the  granting  of  ttieir 
prayers,  which  have  beeu  constant  and  unvaried,  for  a 
reduction  in  price,  and  a  transfer  of  the  lands  to  the 
States  in  which  they  lie  ? 

But  we  are  told  that  this  new  plan,  this  grand  distribu- 
tive sytitem,  is  the  very  best  thing  that  could  be  done  for 
the  new  States.  Sir,  **  I  fear  the  Greeks,  even  when  they 
offer  presents."  I  can  view  no  man  in  the  light  of  a 
friend^  or  as  capable  of  giving  friendly  advice  to  the  new 
States,  who  denies  them  the  humble  boon  for  which  they 
have  been  daily  supplicants  for  ihe  last  thirty  years.  A 
reduction  in  price,  especially  of  the  refuse  land^  with  a  pre- 
ference to  actual  settlers,  has  been  their  incessant  prayer. 
And  what  are  they  now  told?  That  they  have  already 
gotten  too  much.  That  they  are  spoiled  bantl  ngs,  prat- 
tling fools,  and  strangers  to  their  own  interests.  They 
ask  of  you  bread,  and  }ou  give  them  a  stone. 

That  part  of  the  bill  giving  ten  per  cent,  is  confessedly 
right  in  principle,  and  goes  upon  the  g^und  tlutt  the 
General  Government,  beings  large  land  proprietor,  is  in 
justice  bound  to  contribute  to  the  improvement  of  the 
country  in  which  the  lands  are  situate,  a^  every  improve- 
ment there  made  adds  to  the  value  and  demand  of  the 
unsold  lands.  I  was  one  of  the  Committee  on  Public 
Landf  who  thought  tlie  ten  per  cent,  too  small  for  this 
purpose,  and  so  did  I  think  as  to  the  fifteen  per  cent,  pro- 
posed to  be.  substituted;  but,  as  a  majority  of, the  com- 
mittee thought  otherwise,  1  acquiesced  in  the  sum  of 
fifteen,  being  the  liighest  amount  to  which  a  majority 
would  agree.     And  1  did  hope,  as  both  the  committees^ 

Vol.  VUI.— 74 


which  have  had  this  subject  under  consideration,  recog- 
nised the  principle  upon  which  the  appropriation  is  to  be 
made,  that,  when  the  Senate  should  be  advised  of  the 
fact  that  nineteen-twentieths  of  the  lands,  in  a  large  por- 
tion of  these  States,  are  still  held  by  the  General  Go- 
vernment, they  would  have  most  readily  assented  to 
the  amendment;  and  still  more  did  1  hope  that  to  this 
sum  of  fifteen  per  cent,  there  could  be  no  serious  op*- 
position,  when  it  was  recollected  that,  by  a  compact,  the 
new  States  cannot  tax  tlie  unsold  lands,  nor  even  the  lands 
sold,  until  five  years  af^er  the  date  of  sale.  And  let  it 
not  be  forgotten  that  this  compact  was  the  price  you  made 
them  pay  for  admission  into  the  Union,  entered  into  in 
thi  days  of  their  minority*  when  groaning  under  the 
galling  shackles  of  territorial  government.  And  at  the 
very  time  thev  fondly  thou^it  that  they  were  rising  to 
the  proud  and  elevated  station  of  independent  States^ 
on  equal  terms  with,  the  original  members  of  the  Union, 
they  were  despoiled  of  one  of  the  principal  attributes  of 
-sovereignty — the  right  of  taxation.  My  objections  to  the 
disthibutive  principle,  as  proposed  by  the  Committee  on 
Manufactures,  are  many;  a  few  of  which  I  will  take  the 
liberty  to  state. 

Its  operation  will  be  unequal  between  the  slave  sndnon- 
slaveholding  States?  There  is  no  reason  why  one  of  the 
former,  as  a  distributee,  should  receive  ss  much  for  fivft 
slaves,  as  one  of  the  latter  for  three  freemen;  nor  is  an|f^ 
answer  to  be  had  from  that  part  of  the  constitution  whioh: 
fixes  the  ratio  of  direct  taxes  and  of  representation,  he»' 
cause  tliis  is  neither.  Again:  it  will  operate  unjustly jbie< 
twcen  the  old  States  and  the  new  States.  For  exampld^ 
Illinois  is  increasiing  in  population  at  the  rate  of  eifph{6eil 
and  a  half  per  cent,  per  aiumm,  while,  in  some  of  the  ^6ld 
States,  (Delaware  for  one,)  the  increase  is  less  thaitonef^ 
tMrd  of  that  rate,  and  yet  the  division  is  to  be  made» 
under  a  census  taken  two  years  ago.  •  ■  I 

It  is  certainly  a  ^rious  objection  to  this  or  sny  other 
system  which  makes  tbeStates  so  dependent  on  the  Gene-) 
ral  Government.  By  this  bill  there  is  scarcely  a  State 
whose  dividend  will  not  be  equal  to  its  ordinary  current 
expenditures^  and  it  is  worse  than  idle  to  say  that  the 
money  will  not  be  used  for  any  and  every  expense  inci- 
dent to  State  Governments.  Once  establish  this  system 
of  pensioning  the  States,  I  eare  not  for  how  limited  a 
period,  and  my  life  for  it,  it  becomes  perpetual;  and  so 
soon  as  that  is  the  case,  a  fig  for  your  State  sovereignty. 
Already  are  the  guards  against  consolidation  too  few  and 
too  weak;  and,  instead  of  adopting  a  policy  calculated  to 
diminish  and  weaken  theA,  they  sliould  be  increased  and 
strengthened. 

Another  objection  is  this:  if  the  General  Government 
is  to  furnish  tlie  means  for  colonization  and  internal  im- 
provement, (and  to  do  so  when  expedient  and  convenient, 
i  am  entirely  wtUing,)  either  of  these  great  objects  can 
be  more  effectually  as  well  as  more  beneficially  acconu 
plished  without  tlmn  with  the  agency  of  the  States. 
Take  colonization,  and  how  would  it  operate  if  left  to  tha 
States  as  contemplated  by  tliis  bill?  Already  have  we 
been  told  by  Senators  from  more  than  one  State,  that  the 
whole  scheme  is  visionary  and  unconstitutional.  Now,  is 
it  presumable  that  the  States  holding  these  doctrines 
woi|ld  apply  one  dollar  oC  their  dividend  to  promote  the 
object?  Certainly  they  would  not,  tlwy  could  not,  and  the 
consecjuepce  would  be,  an  utter  failure,  or  a  very  partial 
comphance.  States  thinking  and  acting  different^  would 
have  thrown  upon  them  the  whole  burden  of  colonizing  all 
the  free  people  of  color  in  every  State  in  the  Union.  Nor  is 
that  all:  this  description  of  population  is  very  unequally 
distributed  over  the  severs!  States;  some  of  the  smaller 
States,  both  as  to  territory  and  population,  have  a  very 
Iflcrge  number  of  free  blaekSb  while  other  and  larger  States 
have  a  much  less  number. 

IVke  internal  improvement,  and  the  operation  under 
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the  bill  will  be  not  only  unequal,  but  many  of  tlie  ex- 
penditures would  actually  be  next  to  uselt-ss.  In  mai^y 
instances,  States  least  in  need  of  expeivliture  for  internal 
improvements  would  ^et  the  most  money,  whilt^  the  States 
in  want  of  most  assistance  for  these  objects,  would  be 
put  off  with  a  mere  p'.ttancc.  For  example.  New  York 
and  Missouri  are  nearly  equal  in  point  of  territory;  the* 
former  in  a  high  state  of  improvement,  both  as  to  roails 
and  canul.1,  and  densely  populated;  the  latter  the  very 
reverse:  yet  New  York  would  receive  nearly  half  a 
million  of  dollars,  and  Missouri  not  quite  twenty-eight 
thousand. 

The  money  might,  and  in  many  cases  would,  be  in- 
jud.ciously  applied.  To  illustrate  my  idea,  take  the  three 
States  of  Indiana,  Illinois,  and  Miosouri,  and  8i«y  each 
would  undertake  with  their  respective  dividends  the  con- 
struction of  a  railroad  frt>m  east  to  west,  across  each 
State;  and  that  Indiana  would  make  hers  to  terminate  on 
her  westirn  boundary  on  the  Big  Wabash,  at  Vincennes. 
Illinois   Would  make  hers  to   commence   at   her  eastern 


boundary  at  Mount  Carmet,  on  the  same  river,  but  twenty-  and  really  more  s<»,  because  of  their  local,p«)sitton 


limits  is  necessary  to  the  independence  of  the  Ht  w  Statesj 
the  development  of  their  resources;  to  subject  their 
soil  to  taxation,  cultivation,  and  settlement,  and  the  pro- 
per exercise  of  their  jurisdiction  and  sovereignty. 

Highly  as  the  present  land  system  has  been  fxtollt-dfor 
its  simplicity'  and  salutary  results,  I  profess  to  be  second  lo 
none  in  adniiratit»n  of  its  excellence.  But  !  wholly  deny 
the  correctness  of  the  position  which  has  been  assiimtd, 
that,  by  a  transfer  to  Ihe  States  of  the  lands  within  their 
ImitM,  this  sjstem  would  be  either  disorgan'zed  cr  rfc* 
stro}  ed.  It  is  the  m<Klc  f>f  making  the  surveys  of  the  pub- 
lic lands  upon  which  is  based  the  great  advantages  of  il»is 
most  adm.rable  s\  stem.  The  surveys  are  already  in  i 
goodly  degree  completed;  and,  where  further  surveysire 
iieceKsary  to  be  made,  the  system  heretofore  adopitd 
could  and  would  be  pursued  by  the  fctates.  The  same 
cotrrse  now  purstied  in  selhng  and  conveying  would  als« 
be  continued  by  the  States;  because  it  is  the  chfspH, 
amplest,  and  bestmo<le  that  coiiM  be  devised,  ami  equally 
as  practicahlr  by  the  States  as  by  the  Federal  Go\ eriinurit, 


five  miles  south  of  Vincennes,  and  terminate  it  at  Alton, 
her  western  boundary  on  the  Mississippi;  and  Missouri 
woidd  commence  hers  at  St.  Louis,  her  eastern  b(»undarv 
on  the  same  river,  but  twenty-five  miles  south  i)f  Altcni. 
Titere  wotdd  then  he  a  road  some  six  or  eight  hundred 
miles  in  length,  made  at  the  expense  of  the  Federal  Go- 
vernment, but  so  disjointed  from  the  wliim  or  pectdiar 
atid  local  interest  of  each  State,  as  to  take  froiti  it  half  its 
utility.  Whllej  on  the  ot^rcr  hand,  if  made  by  the  Gene- 
ral (yovernmeiR,  it  would  be  a  direct  and  connected  whole, 
of  general  ntdity<o  the  whole  nation,  and  worthy  itsbigti 
design  and  cost. 

With  the  indidgence  of  the  Senate,  I  will  read  a  short 
passage  on  ttiis  subject  from  the  lastnumherofthe  Atneri- 
can  Quarterly  Review,  upon  which  I  have  just  laid  my 
bands. 

*•  We  doubt  the  justice  of  dividing  a  fund  disposable 
for  internal  improvements,  according  to  population  A 
national  fund  should  be  expended  where  it  is  Oiost  wanted, 
and  where  it  would  be  most  extensively  UFeful.  The 
most  populous  State  might  net  require  the  largest  ex- 
penditure for  roads  ami  canals;  and  the  least  po|ndous 
mig.u  sttnd  in  the  greatest  need  of  asvstance.  A  sum 
expended  in  one  State  in  making  a  road,  is  not  necess:ir.Iy 
chargeable  to  that  State  as  if  for  its  exclusive  benefit, 
because  the  ncUaittage  may  be  equal  y  great  to  adjacent 
States.  An  immense  sum  of  money  was  laid  out  m  the 
States  of  MnryLnd,  Virginia,  and  Pennsylvania,  in  mak- 
ing a  road  from  Cumberland  to  Wheel:!»g,  wh.ch  is  less  vin;  ivjwo^,  .»jvvv%..,  ».,».  .v-^  .«...«w.^-  ..  ..-.j,-  .  . 
beneficial  to  the  two  last  named   States,  than  lo   those  t  which  never  v^  ill  sell  at  any  price  other  than  nominA*"" 

lying  on  the  Ohio.     The  correct  principle  seems  to  he,  some  not  even  at  that.  , 

not  that  expenditures  si louh I  be  made  witlun  certain  hmits.       It  is  a  well  knoun  and  admitted  fact  that  nearly  a"  ^"J 
but  that  the  benefit  shotdd  be  fairly  distributed.     This  population  of  the  new   Stati  s  are,  and  from  the  nat"^* " 
would  be  best  effected  by  the  concentrated  action  of  one  things  excr  will  be,  cultivators  of  the  soil.    And  how  go<^ 
Government."  it  quadrate  with  tfic  principles  of  just  ce,  1o  reqii-rewi  "^ 

The  last  objection  which  I  shall  mention,  and  which  present  ptirchnser  the  same  price  for  inferior  land, ''"* 
with  me  is  more  insuperable  than  all  others  put  together,   vni  have  cliaigid  f«:r  a  superior  qualify,  woith,  »ii  ni 
is,  that  thisdistrihutive  system  is  introduced  as  a  substitute  instances,  from  fiftv  to  a  thousand  f)er  cent,  nioie? 
for  a  redjction  of  thepr.ce  of  lands,  which,  at  this  crisis,       By  keeping  up  the  present  ]n.ce  for  the  iefi!«>e  Ian  h 
in  C(»nsequence  of  the  extnguishment  of  the  public  debt,   the  eii.igrant  aiwl  new  settler,  the  lai.dlessatid  po'""'  * 
the  people  of  the  new  States  have  a  right  to  expect  and  dnven  to  the  haid  clioice  of  either  purchasing  •''**^'^ 
demand,  and  the  adoption  of  which  wdl  operate  with  the  laruls  at  the  same  rate  of  their  more  fortunate  "*^l^    ^> 
old  States  as  an  inducement  not  oidy  to  keep  up  the  pre-  who  have  selected  and  purchased  the  better  P"'^'*^".  j,. 
sent  price,  but,  if  poss.blc,  to  screw  it  still  higher.     'Hie  the  country,  or  of  bee  ming  tl^  tenants  of  the>e  mi^^ 
reasons  given  by  the  Committee  on  Ptibl.c  Lamls  for  re-  burs,  or  of  d<»ing  still  worse,  becoming  sqiiatti^on'  -^^^ 
ducmgthe  price,  accelerating  the  sales,  and  extinguishing  very  lands,  of  uh  ch  they  would  willingl}  have  hem 
federal  title  within  the  new  States,  ren»ain  unaii8>*ered  by  purchasers  at  a  fair  price.  .    «    lof 

those  whodenythe  policy.  Some  of  wliich  reasons  are,  be-       And  of  all  sitimt.ons  connected  with  the  cult'vat»|^^ 
causcnearly  one  hundred  mill  ions  of  acres  of  the  lands  now  the  soil,  that  of  the  squatter  is  the  inoJ-t  ""^*''^^""'*j,„i 
in  market  are  the  refuse  of  sales  and  donations,  and  of  httle  Passing  over  his  l.abilit)  to  be  sued  by  the  Gu^eMl  ^^^^ 
actual  value,  and  only  fit  to  be  given  to  settlers.     And  for  what  your  laws  make  a  trespass,  but  which,  and  lo 
beoaiue  the  speedy  extinction  of  federal  title  within  their  credit  be  it  spoken  of  our  officers  who  hav«  m  <^***  * 


By  a  transfer  of  the  lands  to  the  States  in  vh  ch  thrjr 
lie,  a  most  fretful,  expensive,  and  perpetual  s(iurcc  d 
legislation  upcn  this.suhject  wouKi  be  endid  and  fun vtr 
put  to  rest;  complaints  of  the  new  States  hnsheil;  ti»e 
Fedeml  Government  re.mbursed  for  the  cost  and  txper.ie 
<»f  the  lands;  and  the  country  sooner  settled  and  bttttr 
improved. 

It  hai  been  asked,  what  better  condition  would  the  new 
States  be  in,  as  to  taxation,  if  the  lai.ds  belonged  to  tliero, 
than  they  now  are*  1  answt  r,  that,  by  reduct.i<n  of  pi  cr, 
aid  Ibeialhy  to  settlers,  they  wouUl  enable  indivthiakof 
all  circumstances  to  beccmie  the  proprietors,  and  coisc 
qiiently  tax  pa>  ers.  Such  was  the  course  a  few  j  ears  igo 
adopted  and  lliost  successfully  pursued  by  the  State  of 
Tennessee  in  relation  to  her  public  lands. 

Both  justice  and  policy  require  the  adoptirn  of  srn^t 
miasiire  riducing  and  giaduaiing  the  price  of  lands— J':** 
t  ce,  because  tlie  sum  of  one  dollar  and  tucnty-fi^f  c<^!'f 
per  acr  ,  the  present  minimum  i)r  ce,  i.s  mojeihantlirfsif 
value  of  all  that  class  of  lands  which  have  been  in  market 
for  a  length  of  time;  of  which,  as  before  staled,  tlurcire 
nearly  a  hundrt  d  mill.ons  of  acreiJ,  and  a  \cry  large  p'^r* 
tion  of  them  have  been  in  market  as  long  as  in  luw  *^ 
three  lives,  and  a  considerable  portion  even  longer.  First 
oflered  at  pubic  auction,  then  at  private  saK,  and  itiU 
upon  your  hands — and  not  hi  cause  tluy  ale  not  in  (-e* 
niand,  but  because  the  pr.ce  is  too  h  gh.  The  chn.cc  »«« 
most  valuable  having  been  disposed  of,  ilu  re  only  rtnin 
the  refuse,  rejected,  and  less  valuable — a  large  ^ha"^  ^ 
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this  siihjf  ct,  art"  rarrly  enforced,  he  is  insrcnre,  for  a  sin- 
jjlc  hour,  in  the  qu.tt  enjoynit* Jit  of  even  this  humble  ami 
temporary  home.  He  settles  upon  the  public  land,  opens 
an<l  improves  a  small  farm,  in  hopes,  tre  long,  by  his  in- 
dustry and  economy,  to  enahle  himself  to  become  the 
owner,  at  voHr  extortious  price.     But  often,  uhJe  thus 


But,  say  some  gentlemen  of  the  old  State?,  if  tlie  price 
of  public  lands  is  reduced  in  the  West,  you  take  from  us 
our  pcpulatiun.  This  doctrine,  1  am  sorry  to  say,  has  ob- 
tained a  currency  worthy  ap\irer  coin.  And  to  what  does 
it  lead'  To  the  benefit  of  tlie  poor?  No.  To  the  ad* 
vanceroent  and  settlement  of  the  countrj',  or  sale  of  Th« 

engaged,  the  cup'.dity  of  the  speculator  is  atti-acted  by  the  j  unappropriated  lands?   No.    To  the  increase  of  the  reve- 

improvements  he  has  made — his  farm  is  entend  over  his  nue?  No.  l*o  the  happi 


bead,  and  the  settler  ejected — perhvps  while  his  crop  is 
yet  upon  the  ground,  and  ready  for  the  sickle,  or  com- 
pelled to  submit  to  the  payment.of  rent  for  the  enjoyment 
of  improvements  matle  by  the  swt  at  of  his  own  brow. 

The  policy  of  a  reduction  in  pi  ice  is  threefold:  to  the^ 
settler;  to  the  i:  tates  and  Territories  in  which  the  lands  are 
situated;  and  to  the  Government. 

Under  a  liberal  system  of  administering  the  public  lands, 
thousands  upon  tliousands  of  poor  and  meritorious  citi- 
zens, from  ail  parts  of  the  Union,  woidd,  from  the  humble 
and  oppressed  state  of  tenants  beconte  f'eeholders,  and, 
'with  tile  cheering  assurance  that  their  labor  was  for  their 
own  comfort  and  profit  alone,  would  be  stimidatt-d  to  new 
exertions  an<l  a  more  v  gorous  action.  Many,  very  many, 
would  cease  to  be  squatters  and  bt-come  purchasers,  and, 
from  that  transient  btate,  which  is  always  attended  with 
loss  to  the  liusbandman,  wouUl  become  permanent  and 
fixed  in  their  location,  and  would  dmw  around  them  all 
the  Ordinary  coini'orts  of  life.  .  llien  would  your  Govern- 
ment be  rich  indeed,  not  by  being  the  owner  of  millions 
of  acres  of  unproductive  lands,  eMlimated  by  the  Comm  t- 
tee  on  Munuiactures  at  an  amount  larger  by  eight-tenths 
tlian  will  ever  be  realized  from  them,  but  by  having  a  nu- 
merous, hardy,  and  patiHotic  population.  And  no  longer 
would  we  witness  the  humilittting  spectacle  of  our  enter- 
prising citizens  going  by  crowds  to  Texas,  because  of  the 
case  with  whicli  Unds  are  there  obtained. 

There  is  something  incident  to  the  ownership  of  the 
soil,  which  inspires  him  who  owns  and  cultivates  it  with  a 
m.ud.ness  and  independence  of  action,  with  patriotism 
and  regard  for  the  insttutions  of  his  coimtry;  his  very 
countenance  is  raised  to  that  upward  look  for  which  na- 
ture formed  him,  when  he  is  conscious  that  he  has  a  home 
for  himself,  and  those  whose  comfort  and  education  it  is 
no  less  his  duty  than  prde  to  advance. 

An  opinion  is  entertained  l)y  some,  founded  in  great 
error;  it  is  this:  that  the  benefit  to  be  extended  to  pur- 
chasers by  a  reduction  of  price  would  be  limited  to  few, 
and  these  few  only  in  tlie  new  States.  It  is  certainly  not 
necessary  to  remind  tliose  who  entertain  that  opinion  that 
the  d«n>r  is  as  much  open  to  the  purchaser  fi»m  the  old  as 
from  the  new  Stales.  Since  the  reduction  from  two  dollars 
per  acre  to  one  and  a  quarter,  there  has  been  an  extraor- 
dinary increase  of  sales,  and  sales  to  settlers,  not  specula- 
tors, clearly  demonstrating  not  only  the  salutary  effects  of 
the  law  of  1821,  but  that  its  benefits  have  been  embraced 
by  a  much  larger  number  than  were  in  the  new  States. 

The  amount  of  revenue  raised  from  the  sale  of  lands 
when  the  price  was  two  dollars,  fell  short  of  one  million 
per  annum;  since  the  change,  it  has  been  regularly  increas- 
ing, until  now  it  is  estimated  at  three  mill.ons  and  a  half; 
and,  if  the  reduction  proposed  by  the  Committee  on  Pub- 
lic Lands  shouUl  succeed^  there  is  every  reason  to  believe 
tliat  the  amount  in  a  vtiry  aliort  time  would  be  double  its 
present  estimate. 

An  objection  is  urged  to  any  redaction  of  price,  because 
it  is  supposed  that  it  would  anect  the  price  of  landed  pro- 
pet  ty  now  owned  by  individuals  in  the  old  States.  If  there 
oe  any  weight  in  tlie  argument,  the  apprehended  depre- 
ciation would  be  so  inconsiderable  as  to  be  neither  seii- 
oitsly  felt  nor  complained  of^  and,  if  at  all,  only  by  specu- 
htors.  The  same  apprehensions  were  entertained  and 
urged  against  the  former  reducticm,  yet  that  law  has  been 


ness  and  prosperity  of  the  people^ 
especially  the  poorer  classes?  No.  But  I  will  tell  you 
wiiat  it  does  do;  it  keeps  the  poor  and  landless  tenants 
and  vassals  to  the  wealth-swoln  landlords;  it  opens  ^o  the 
landjdbber  a  wider  field  of  speculation;  it  impoverishes 
and  retards  the  settlement  of  tlie  new  States;  it  suppresses 
enterprise;  it  gives  to  the  man,  (it  is  inexcusable,  I  sup- 
pose, to  say  manufacturer,)  who  wants  the  labor  of  his 
ndigent  neighbors  and  neighbor^k' children*  the  opportu- 
nity to  secure  it  at  his  own  price  and  his  own  calling. 

I  would  respectfidly  ask  gentlemen  who  hold  this  doc- 
trine, if,,  by  a  legislative  wall,  they  would  fence  their  con- 
stituents within  particular  and  prescribed  limits;  if  that  be 
their  policy,  I  grant  they  will  in  part  attain  their  object  by 
following  out  the  doctnne,  which  I  believe  first  made  its 
appearance  in  a  certain  celebrated  tri  asur)'  report  of  1827| 
has  been  recently  re-echoed  by  the  New  York  Convention, 
and  at  length  has  found  an  advocate  within  these  walls. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  the  bill  was  passed 
by  the  following  vote: 

VKAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dal- 
las, D  ckerstm,  Dudley,  Ew.ng,  Foot,  Frelmghuysen, 
Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain,  Poin- 
dexter,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Koggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee, 
Spragiie,  Tomhnson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 26. 

N.\Y>. — Messrs.  Beuttm,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grun- 
dy, Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  K  ng,  Mangum,  Harcy,  Miller, 
U(»bins<m,  Smith,  Tazewell,  Troup,  T>ler,  Wli.tc.— 18. 

So  the  bill  was  passed,  a^d  ordered  to  be  sent  to  the 
other  House  for  concurrence. 

THE  TARIFF. 

Mr.  UICKERSON  moved  to  postpone  the  previous  or- 
d.  rs,  in-order  to  take  up  the  bill  in  add^t.on  to  the  act  im- 
posing duties  on  imports. 

The  first  amendment,  in  the. second  section,  being  to 
introduce  after  the  words  **  Kendal  cottons"  the  words 
*Mhe  latter  weighing  not  less  titan  sixteen  ounces  the 
square  yanl*  and  of  all,"  was  then  read. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  characterized  the  bill  as  ungramms- 
teal  in  its  ccmstruction,  and  begged  that  genileinen  would 
make  the  bill  better  EngLsh.  He  suggested  k  change  of 
phraseology. 

Mr.  CLAY  admitted  that  the  bill  might  be  more  gram- 
matical, but  not  more  intelligible.  He  gave  bis  view  of 
what  uas  intended  by  **  Kendal  cottons. 

After  a  few  wends  from  Mr.  TAZEWELL  and  Mr. 
SMIl'H.  the  cmestion  was  put  on  the  amendni^it,  and  de- 
cided in  the  amrmative,  as  follows: 
,  YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dal- 
las, Dickersoti,  Dudley,  Ewing>  Foot,  Krehnghuysen, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Hobbina, 
Ruggles,  Seyinour.  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tomltnson,  Wag- 
gaman, Webster,  Wilkins. — 24. 

NAYS. — .Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Ellis, 
Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hdl,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Mar- 
cy.  Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Robinson,  Smitli,  Taze- 
well, Troup,  Tyler,  White.— 22. 

The  next  amendment,  which  strikes  out  "twenty- 
five"  and  inserts  **  thirty,"  raising  the  duty  <*on  mit% 
gloves,  bindings,  blankets,  hosiery,  and  carpets  and  car- 
peting, to  thirty  per  centum,"  was  then  takeivup. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  stated  that  the  increase  of  this  dutv 
would  increase  the  burden  imposed  by  the  bill  upwards 


in  operation  about  eleven  years,  and  experience  proves  of  two  hundred  thousand  dollars. 


all  such  fears  to  have  been  groundless. 


Mr.  DiCKERSON  sUted,  in  reply,  that  the  duty  was 
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formerly  forty-three  per  cent. ;  and  it  was  the  opinion  of 
the  committee  that  the  reduction  was  too  g^reat  in  the  bill 
as  it  came  from  the  House. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  the  weight  of  this  increase  of  duty 
would  not  fall  on  the  Britim  manufacturer,  but  on  the 
American  merchant. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  that  the  amendments  introduced  by  the 
committee  of  the  Senate  would  make  the  bill  much  less 
burdensome  on  the  South  than  it  was  when  it  came  into 
their  handii.  He  expressed  his  desire  to  meet  the  wishes 
of  the  South;  at  the  same  time  he  should  be  steady  in  his 
purpose  to  gfive  adequate  protection  to  such  articles  as  it 
was  designed  to  protect.  He  stated  that,  even  if  excess 
of  protection  could  be  granted,  it  would  excite  competi- 
tion, and  competition  would  bring  down  the  prices  to 
a  proper  level.  He  thought  thut,  on  the  gentlemen  who 
advocated  a  grater  reduction,  was  the  onus  pro^'ondi  of 
showing  that  adequate  protection  would  not  be  the  effect 
of  their  policy.  All  the  media  of  circulation  in  other 
countries — ^the  franc,  the  real,  the  dollar,  are  settled,  ex- 
cept'the  pound  sterling  in  England}  and  tlie  ill  effect  of 
the  unsettled  vklue  of  me  pound  sterling  has  been  much 
felt.  He  replied  to  the  argument,  that,  by  substituting  a 
cash  for  a  credit  system,  and  thus  destroying  the  ten 
months'  credit,  now  given,  five  per  cent,  was,  in  effect, 
added  to  the  duties.  The  result  of  the  present  'system, 
he  contended,  bad  been  to  drive  the  American  merchant 
out  of  the  trade,  and  to  throw  it  into  the  hands  of  foreign- 
ers. He  believed  that  the  change  would  produce  a  dimi- 
nution of  the  price  of  the  goods  to  the  consumer.  He 
protested,  therefore,  against  the  argument  that  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  credit  system  would  increase  the  duties  five 
per  cent.  As  to  the  present  amendment,  it  only  added 
five  per  cent,  to  the  articles  as  they  came  in  the  bill  from 
the  House. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  said  he  only  wished  to  show  that,  al- 
though a  duty  had  in  this  case  been  imposed  which  was 
deemed  adequate  by  the  other  House,  where  a  majority 
represented  manufiicturing  interests,  the  Committee  on 
Manufactures  had  added  five  per  cent,  to  the  duty.  He 
stated  that  the  difference  between  the  value  of  the  pound 
■terKng  at  #4  44,  and  ito  value  at  $4  80,  was  8  5-100  per 
cent. ;  and  that,  by  raising  the  value  of  the  pound  sterling, 
we  do  virtually  add  8  5-100  per  cent,  to  tlie  rate  of  duties. 
He  contended  that  the  encouragement  of  one  branch  of 
industry  was  pro  tanto  the  discouragement  of  all  other 
branches.  The  protection  of  all  branches  would  be  tan- 
tamount to  leaving  all  free.  There  was  no  propriety  in 
fixing  a  maximum  of  protection  higher  than  33^  percent, 
which  amounted  nearly  to  an  absolute  duty  of  50  per  cent. « 
because  no  nation  can  afibrd  to  pay  a  higher  duty  for  the 
purpose  of  protection. 

Mr.  DALLAS  moved  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table,  in  or- 
der to  take  up  a  message  just  received  from  the  House- 
yeas  26. 

BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  consider  the  message, 
which  communicated  the  passage  of  the  bill  to  modify  and 
continue  the  act  to  incorporate  the  subscribers  to  the  Bank 
of  the  United  States,  with  an  amendment  aHowing  all  the 
branches  now  existing  in  any  State,  where  there  are  more 
than  two,  to  continue. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  DALLAS,  the  Senate  concurred  in 
the  amendment. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  connderation  of  the  tariff. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  replied  to  the  argumenU  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Virginia,  and  went  into  a  view  of  the  value 
of  tlie  pound  sterling. 

Mr.  HATNE  repelled  the  idea  that  they  who  com- 
plained of  the  oppressiveness  of  the  tarifiT  were  bound  to 
show  that  the  reductions  they  desired  would  not  make 


protection  to  the  manufacturer  inadequate.  He  snidit 
was  useless  to  attempt  any  resistance  to  the  fixed  and  in- 
exorable majority  in  I>oth  Houses,  but  that  majority  muit 
pursue  its  course  on  its  own  respnn»bility.  He  denied 
that  the  existing  duties  on  mits,  gloves,  &c.  were  forty 
per  cent.  In  the  statement  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Tm- 
sury  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate,  the  duty  was  puttt 
thirty-Bve  per  cent.;  and  with  this  duty  there  was  ihe 
advantage  of  long  credits,  and  the  estimate  of  the  pound 
sterling  at  $4  44.  It  was  clear,  therefore,  in  his  judg- 
ment, that  this  amendment  makes  the  duty  higher  than 
it  was  before.  The  abolition  of  the  duty  on  coarse  woo), 
of  eight  cents  per  pound,  was  an  additional  protection  to 
the  manufacturer  of , carpets.  It  had  been  said  that  this 
coarse  wof>l  did  not  enter  into  the  manufacture  of  carpets; 
but  he  had  an  invoice  sent  him  from  New  York  by  a  mer- 
chant, who  showed  that  he  had  sold  his  low  priced  vo(4 
at  five  and  a  half  cents  per  pound,  for  the  purpose  of  beiiijf 
worked  into  American  carpets. 

Mr.  CLAY  replied  to  the  statements  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina,  that  all  speaking  against  the  tariff  was  rain, 
and  that  there  was  an  organized  majority  in  Congreis 
botmd  to  carry  the  protective  system.  \t  there  was  anj 
such  org^nizea  majority, 'Mr.  C.  was  not  acquainted  uiib 
its  existence.  He  did  not  know  what  ameivlment  would 
prevail,  and  what  would  not.  He  knew  what  ought  to 
prevail,  and  what  he  hoped  would  prevail.  He  knev 
what  ouglit  to  prevail,  if  the  interests,  the  feelings  of  t 
majority,  an  organized  majority  of  the  people  of  this 
country  could  have  any  influence  here.  He  did  not  con- 
cur in  the  views  of  the  Senator  from  Soi^jth  Carolina,  that 
a  part  of  the  country  is  suffering  from  the  protective 
system.  He  had  a  letter  from  South  Carolina,  from  a 
gentleman  of  unquestionable  veracity,  who  stated  lint 
persons  had  borrowed  monejr  at  ten  per  cent,  had  invested 
their  capital  in  cotton  manufactures,  and  become  wealiiiy. 

He  adverted  to  the  use  of  a  parliamentary  agent  in  the 
other  House,  by  which  amendments  are  cut  ofi',  and  mem- 
bers are  compelled  to  take  measures  in  an  imperfect  form. 
In  that  case,  ne  asked  if  another  branch,  where  that  agent 
is  not  employed,  might  not  amend  these  imperfections. 
He  repeated  that,  if  the  gentleman  who  complained  of 
oppression  would  show  wherein  tliat  oppression  consist- 
ed, he  was  willing  to  go  into  an  examination  of  tlie  facf, 
and  to  meliorate,,  so  far  as  it  could  be  done,  without  pro- 
ducing ruin  to  the  other  great  interests  of  the  country. 
He  concluded  with  a  declaration  that  the  bill,  as  amend- 
ed, was  better  for  the  North,  better  for  the  South,  and 
better  for  all  the  country,  than  the  bill  as  it  caroe  from 
the  House. 

The  question  was  then  taken  onthe  amendment,  and 
decided  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  DicWr- 
son,  Dudley,  Ewinar,  Foot,  Frelingtmysen,  Holmes,  John- 
ston, Knight,  Naudain,  Prentiiss,  Robbins,  Rtiggl^'f  ^^' 
mour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tomlinson,  IVaggaman,  Web' 
ster,  Wilkins.— 23. 

NAYS.— MesbTS*  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  El- 
lis, Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mang^tn, 
Marcv,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Bobinson,  Smitli,  Taze- 
well/Troup,  1>  ler,  White.— 22, 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  next  amendment 
introducing  alter  the  word  "Brussels"  tlie  words  "Wil- 
ton and  treble  ingfrained,"  and  decided  as  follows: 

YlSAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Clay,  Cliiyton>  W^ 
Dickerson,  Dudley,  £wing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Holmc^ 
Johnston,  Knighi,  Naudaui,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  B"^**J 
Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tomfinson,  Waggaman,  Weo- 
ster,  Wilkins.— 24.  . 

NAYS— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellia,  Fof^Jij 
Grundv,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  »w- 
ler,  Moore,  Poindexter,  RobinSOn,  Smith,  Tazcseu, 
Troup,  Tyler,  White.— 2^ 
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The  question  was  tlien  tnken  oix  the  next  amendment, 
inserting^ the  wonl  "common"  before  the  word  "injjrain- 
ed,"  and  after  the  last  named  word,  the  words  *'anfl  Ve- 
netian," and  striking  out  "five,"  so  as  to  make  it  read  "at 
forty  cents  the  square  yard{"  and  a  division  of  the  ques- 
tion bcinji^  demanded  by  Hr.  FORSYTH,  tlie  question  was 
put  on  the  first  amendment  to  insert  "common,"  and  de- 
cided in  the  affirmative. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  tlie  second  amendmeot, 
to  in<iert  "and  Venetian,"  by  yeas  and  nays,  and  decided 
as  follows: 

T£AS — Messrs.  Bell,  BnckHer,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Freling- 
buysen.  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Marcy,  Nauclain,  Ppin- 
dexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Buggies,  Seymour,  Silsbee, 
Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster, 
Wilkins.— 28. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth, 
Grundy,  Uayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Man^m^  Miller, 
Moore,  Bubinson,  Smith,  Troup,  Tyler,  White. — 18. 

The  question  beir\g  then  on  striking  out  "five,"  w«b 
decirled  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Brow^,  Bucki\er»  Cham- 
bers, Clay,  Clayton,  DsaIUs,  Dudley^  Ellis,  Ewing,  Foot, 
Forsyth.  Frelinghuysen,  Grundy,  H  II,  Holmes,  Johnstcm, 
Kane,  King,  Knight.  Mangtim,  Marcy,  Mller,  Moore, 
Naudain,  Pointlexter,  Prentiss,  Robbms,  Kobinson,  Bug- 
gies, Seymour,  S.hbee,  Smith,  Sprague, Tazewell,  Tom- 
linson, Troup,  Tyler,  Waggaman,  Webster,  White,  Wil- 
kins.-'-45«  » 

NAY.— Mr.  Bibb. 

The  seventh  amendment  provides  that  the  duty  an  fian- 
nels,  bockingH,  and  baizes,  shall  not  be  le-sa  than  fifty  per 
cent,  ad  valorem.  The  bill  fixes  the  duty  on  these  arti- 
cles at  sixteen  cents  the  square  yard. 

Mr.  HAYNE  moved  to  amend  the  amendment,  by  pro- 
Tiding  tliat  the  duty  on  fiannels,  &c.  shall  not  be  more 
than  fiAy  per  cent,  ad  valorem.  He  thought  it  unfair, 
where  a  specific  duty  was  provi<1ed,  to  provide  also  that 
it  should  in  no  case  fall  below  an  ad  valorem  duty,  while  in 
some  caseji  it  increased  the  duty  above  fifty  per  cent. 

Mr.  CLAY  opposed  the  amendment,  and  Mr.  TAZE- 
WELL supported  it.  Mr.  SPBAGUE  said  a  few  words 
in  opposition,  when  the  question  was  taken,  and  Mr. 
Hatvb's  amendment  was  carried,  as  follows: 

YEAS — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Cham- 
bers,-Ellis,  Forsyth,  Frelinghuysen,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill, 
Johuiiton,  Kane,  Kmg,  MaJigum,  Miller,  Moore»  Poindex- 
ter.  Bobbins,  Smith,  Tazewell,  Troup,  Tylec,  White.— .24. 

NAYS  — -Me^isrs.  Bell,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Dicker- 
son,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Holmes,  Knight,  Marcy,  Nau- 
dain, Preiitissy  Bobinson,  Buggies,  Seymour,  S.lsbee, 
Sprague,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 22. 

Mr.  CLAY  then  said  he  hoped  the  amendment  itself,  a^ 
amended  b^  Mr.  Hatitk's  motion,  would  be  rejected,  in- 
asmuch as  It  effected  a  reduction  of  duties  on  all  flannels 
to  fif\y  per  cent. 

Mr.  HAYNE  observed  that  it  had  been  admitted  that 
the  ntanufactiu'ers  of  flanneb  were  in  a  most  prosperous 
condition.  Now,  if  gentlemen  thought  a  protection  of 
fifty  per  cent,  was  not  sufficient,  let  them  show  it  by  their 
▼otes. 

Mr.  BIBB  said  he  would  not  give  hiauTote  for  a  single 
cent  of  increase.  He  thought  tlie  duties  ought  to  be  cut 
down  to  the  lowest  possible  revenue  that  was  necessary. 
He  alluded  to  the  opinionsgiven  by  Mr.  Humphreys,  when 
called  on  for  his  advice  by  Mr.  Monroe,  during  the  last 
war.  Mr.  H.  had  stated,  as  regarded  the  comparison  of 
the  prices  of  labor,  that  it  had,  and  necessarily  would,  be- 
come cheaper  from  tlie  influence  of  machinery  <  that  the 
American  manufacturer  had  none  of  the  difficulties  to'en- 
counter  that  were  imposed  on  the  British  manufscturer  by 
the  enormous  taxes  of  that  country  which  he  was  liable  to 


pay  out  of  hia  earnings;  that  articles  in  this  country  of  con- 
sequence ought  to  be  manufiiCtured  cheaper.  0«er  and 
above  this  view  of  the  subject,  Mr.  B.  said  that  the  reve- 
nue sytftem  of  the  Un.ted  States  was  another  soyrce  of  pro- 
fit to  tlie  manufacturer,  by  the  means  it  afifufded  from  the 
protecting  duties. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  we  had  entered  into  the  manufactur- 
ing system  without  tlie  least  knowledge- in-  the  world  of 
wJiat  it  was(  and  what  was  cnai-ged  as  protection,  wa« 
merely  a  charge  to  support  our  ignorance.  The  act  of 
1SC4  took  place,  and  a  high  duty  was  imposed  on  wool. 
Of  all  the  plans  devised  by  man,  that  to  put  a  duty  on  the 
rough  material  was  the  worst.  Give  us,  the  manufactu- 
rer might  say,  the  raw  material  as  cheap  as  in  England, 
and  we  will  ask  for  no  other  protection.  Could  we  enter 
into  competition  with  the  British  manufacturer,  when  the 
raw  material  was  here  kept  so  much  dearer?  At  the 
enacting  of  tliuse  acts,  he  thought  the  manufacturers  had 
taken  up  a  view  of  the  question  detrimental  to  their  own 
interest.  He  [Mr.  S.]  was  acquainted  with  tlie  opinions 
qf  Mr.  Humphreys,  ami  they  were  such  as  represented. 

Mr.  WEBS  TEB  thought  the  question  was  important. 
It  was,  whether  they  would  put  an  end  to  the  manufactur- 
ing of  flannels  or  not.  If  the  amendment  should  pretail, 
the  whole  flannel  manufiACtures  in  the  North  would  be 
broken  down.  He  had  hoped  the  amendment  from  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures  would  have  prevailed.  Tliere 
could  be  no  protection  on  the  article  at  less  than  fiity  per 
cent. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  hoped  the  amendment,  as  it  nov 
stood,  would  be  agree<l  to.  Bv  the  statement  of  the  Se- 
cretary of  the  I'reasuiy,  the  exwting  duty  amounted  to  for- 
ty-eight  per  cent.,  and  the  amendment  went  two  per  cent, 
higher.  Limit  it  from  coming  below  fifty  per  cent,  ad  va- 
lorem, as  recommended  by  the  Committee  oi>  Manufac- 
tures, and  it  was  taxing  the  poor  tor  the  benefit  of  the 
rich,  and  it  was  an.  article  which  the  poor  must  liave  at 
any  price. 

Mr.  WEBSTEBdenied  the  correctness  of  the  statement 
that  the  existing  duty  was  no  more  tlian  forty-eight  per 
cent,  in  order  to  ascertain  this,  it  was  necessary  to  cal- 
culate whether  the  proposed  specific  duty  of  sixteen  cents 
a  yard  would  exceed  that  rate.  The  manufiicturers  had 
an  availible  duty  of  twenty -two  and  a  half  cents  per  yard{ 
to  destroy  this,  was  to  break  dowp  the  trade  altoj^ether, 
and  such  would  be  the  effect  of  tlie  aniemlment  adopted. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  it  was  a  question  with  him  whetJier 
their  legislation  was  not  influenced  by  certain  lobby  mem- 
bers, [alluding  to  one  or  two  gentlemen  who  occupied 
seats  behind  the  bar  of  the  Senate. ]  When  any  proposed 
reduction  was  offered,  there  was  a  party  always  ready  to 
cry  out  •*it  will  be  Hie  niin  of  the  country,"  •«  we  will  be 
ruined!"  The  agr.culturists  were  not  thus  represented 
by  agents— they  refrained  from  thus  influencing  our  legis- 
lation. In  the  progress  of  this  measure,  it  could  be  shown 
that  many  items  had  been  inti'oduced,  that,  otherwise, 
would  have  found  no  place  in  the  bill,  by  the  special  in- 
fluence of  the  manufacturers,  and  those  who  acted  as  their 
agents  within  those  walls.  They  already  had  sixteen  cents 
per  yard  of  direct  duty  in  the  bill;  if  they  did  not  like  tliis 
specific  duty,  let  them  strike  it  out,  and  say  what  amount 
tliey  want.  In  some  instances,  he  [Mr.  H.]  was  prepared 
to  prove  that,  at  sixteen  cents,  they  would  have  one  hun- 
dred per  cent.  The  object  of  h.s  amendment  was  to  put 
a  limit  on  tliis,  that  none  shall  exceed  fifty  per  cent.,  that 
some  benefit  shpuld  be  g^iven  to  the  poor,  and  not  deprive 
them  of  an  art  cle  to  them,  and  to  all  in  tliis  climate,  in- 
dispensable. Tne  amendment  would  not  operate  but 
where  the  duty  would  exceed  fifty  per  cent.  Mr.  H. 
again  alluded  to  the  determination  of  manufacturers,  and 
the  agents  of  manufacturers  on  that  floor,  to  counteract 
every  measure  for  th.eir  self-interest  that  tended  to  the 
public  relief 
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Mr.  WEBSTER  rose,  an4  asked  if  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  alluded  to  him  asi  ttte  agctit  of  any  manu- 
facturers, i 

Mr.  HAYNR  replied,  by«o  means.  In  denouncing  the 
conduct  of  those  ai^ent:i,  lie  bad  not  considered  the  Sena- 
tor from  MHs.<iacluisetts  as  tlie  ugent  of  any  body  of  manu- 
facturers. But  when  thus  called  on,  before  God  and  man, 
he  Would  do  his  duty;  and  if  any  other  person  than  an 
•gent  of  tUe  manufacturers  told  htm  tiiat  fifty  per  cent, 
was  not  an  adequate  prutectio.i,  \\t  would  not  hesitate  to^ 
say  tiiat  tnat  person  must  be  deceived  in  his  view  of  the 
subject.  He  would  move  to  strike  out  the  duty  on  wool, 
if  manufacturers  would  consent  to  come  down  ni  the  duty 
on  tiiem^nulacured  art.clc:  he  would  give  them  the  raw 
material  ciicaper.  If  gentlemen  would  propose  to  bnng 
down  other  daties  in  proportion,  he  would  put  the  duty  on 
wool  at  ten  or  fifteen  per  cent,  at  the  utmost. 

Mr.  W£:Bb'll£Rsa.d  there  was  a  time  when  their  fel- 
low-citizens could  nut  Come  within  the  walls  of  Congrt-ss, 
Without  iiuving  reflections  made  on  their  characters.  Hap- 
pily, those  days  had  gime  by.  He  Imd  ihouglit  that  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  would  have  been  the  last  to 
renew  the  system.  It  was  averred  by  him  that  many 
enactments  in  the  bill  would  not  have  been  passed  hud  it 
not  been  for  the  influence  of  lobby  members.  He  [Mr.  W.] 
would  understand  the  allus.on,  for  it  was  mude  to  be  un 
derstood.  It  was  true  he  must  have  been  seen  speaking 
to  a  gentleman  at  his  back  without  the  bar;  but  than  that 
gentleman,  no  one  bore  a  higher  or  more  honorable 
character;  his  reputation  was  high  and  unsullied;  he  bad 
come  here  at  his  [Mr.  W.'s]  reques  ,  to  give  him  informa> 
tion  on  some  subjects  with  winch  he  was  more  famiLar.  And 
yet,  for  this,  a  reflection  had  been  thrown  out  that  woulu 
strike  many  us  uncalled  for,  and  might  be  des.gnated  by 
language  wlhch  he  would  retrain  from  u»mg.  But  were 
noi  the  citizens  of  this  country  to  pay  attention  to  their 
interests,  whenever  measures  were  about  to  be  leg.slated 
on  of  Vital  importance  to  tiieir  several  interesits?  il  was  a 
Hiiraclc:  that  more  of  them  were  not  to  be  seen  in  attend- 
ance; auvl  sure  he  was,  t.iat  if  they  had  feaiedthat  some  of 
the  propositions  recomineiided  by  the  geiilleniaii  from  Smith 
Carolina  had  bien  likely  to  be  adojited,  not  individuals, 
but  crowds,  froni  the  North,  would  have  come  here  in 
procession,  to  protest  agauist  the  destruction  of  their  nghib; 
not  to  intim.daie,  but  to  look  at\er  their  general  interests. 
He  would  ask  it  a  Philadelphia  blacksmith,  or  the  manu- 
facturers ut  iron,  whether  of  old  scra|)S  or  new,  when  in 
attendance  here,  wen;  to  be  denouiictd  as  •'  lobby  mem- 
bers.** But  even  the  gtnileman  who  had  drawn  up  the 
blacksmiths*  niem>  rial  »o  often  recurred  to,  had  given  his 
opinion  in  a  similar  ciisc.  ** Lobby  members,*' said  he: 
let  me  sie  the  man  who  will  tell  the  citizens  of  tiic  United 
Sta  es,  when  they  proceed  to  look  after  tlie  vital  and  im- 
portant public  interests  of  the  country,  that  they  are  lobtiy 
members.  And  this  person  waK  Mr.  Gallatin.  Hewouldteil 
the  honorable 'gentleman  that  when  hih  [Mr.  W.'s]  friends 
came  here,  the)  were  not  to  be  sneered  at  and  denounced 
aS  using  an  impi*oper  influence. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  had 
determined  to  understand  his  words  in  his  own  way.  He 
might  reply  to  the  gentleman,  **qui  capit,  ille  facit.^* 
But  injustice  had  been  don6  him  if  it  were  thought  that 
he  was  against  the  right  of  every  citizen  to  watch  over 
his  interests;  but  he  had,  for  some  time,  witnessed,  fas  so 
must  others,  such  palpable  breaches  of  all  courtesy,  by  a 
person  leaning  over  the  bar,  speaking,  not  to  one  person, 
but  to  several,  and  interfering  in  the  business  peiuling, 
from  the  moment  his  motion  was  made,  that,  if  it  were 
again  to  be  repeated,  he  [Mr.  H.]  would  feel  himself 
bound  to  move  Ins  expulsion  from  tlie  privtKged  seats. 
He  had  no  objection  to  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Gallatin  being 
quoted;  but  a  qualiflcation  had  been  made  "by  Mr.  G., 
which  had  been  omitted,  and  that  was,  the  person  was 


not  attend.nghis  **  private  interest."  Mr.  H.  alluded  to 
the  aspersions  that  had  been  thrown  out  from  the  gentle 
man  on  tiie  other  tnde,  in  which  Mr.  Sarchet,  of  Pti.yci. 
phia,  had  been  denounced,  and  defended  him  as  siuip' 
r.gttt  and  hnnorabie  man.  He  believed  that  nu  man,  from 
the  system  of  denunciation  that  had  been  pursued  s^irat 
every  one  who  had  advocated  free  trade,  as  being  under 
British  pay  and  influence,  would  hereafter  have  ncm 
sufficient  to  put  his  character  and  standing  to  such  stnal. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  he  would  speak  his  mind  Without  fnr 
of  recrimination.  He  and  every  oth^r  member  had  a  r.^tit 
to  all  the  infornia^un  they  could  acquire;  and  tli'is  ri^'litbe 
would  ever  exercise.  It  he  was  noi  far  mistaken,  a  amJl 
man,  with  red  hair,  might,  fur  so.ne  time  past,  hate  bi*ta 
seen  flitting  about  between  the  House  of  Representatives 
and  the  Treasury  Department,  using  his  excrtioks  to  cut 
down  the  protective-  system.  Why  was  not  his  lntc^^c^ 
ence  tilso  denounced?  No,  there  was  no  danger  that 
this  person,  and  he  would  name  him— Moies  Myers,  the 
Jew — would  be  so  lield  up.  As  regarded  Mr.  Sarchet, 
ne  would  let  the  rectinls  of  the  country  sjieak  furtheni' 
selves.  He  protested  against  the  gentleman's  amei.dnieiit 
as  a  total  and  complete  sacrifice  of  this  great  manufacture. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  agreeing  to  the  aunciid- 
ment  as  amended,  when  it  was  rejected  by  the  following 
vote : 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis  Forsffh, 
Grundy,  H.yiie,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangtim,  M.iUr, 
Moore,  P.jiidexter,  Robinson,  Siiuth,  Taze»ell,  TyH 
White.— 19. 

NAY8.— Messrs.  Bell,  Buckncr,  Chambers,  r  lay,  Chr- 
ton,  DalUs,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ew*ng,  Fooi,  Fixing- 
huysen.  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kn.ght,  Marcy,  Naudaiii, 
I'leiitiss,  Kobbms,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Spnigwfi 
Tomhn&oii,  Webster,  Wiikins. — 26. 

The  eighth  amendn.ent  provUie?!,  to  iisert  "meiiw 
shawls,*'  the  eflect  of  which  is  to  make  the  duty  on  mtr.no 
shawls  fifty  per  Cent,  instead  often  per  cent,,  aS  provided 
tor  by  the  bdi. 

Mr.  HAYNE  submitted  to  the  justice  of  the  Senate 
whether  they  would  put  this  exorbitant  duty  on  an  aitj 
cle  of  such  extensive  use,  not  made  in  the  counliv,  m 
therefore  not  coming  in  competition  wiih  domestic  uauu- 
facttires. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  and  Mr.  FRELlNGflUYSENbo^ 
expla.hed  thai  t.ie  article  was  manufactured  in  thcU"ii<^ 
Mates,  the  latter  gentleman  stating  that  there  wans  mai>u- 
factory  in  Ins  imined.&te  iuiglib(.rhood,  at  wli'ch  SO,W 
shawls,  in  imitation  of  the  Uierino,  were  made  the  M 
year.  All  they  wanted  was  adequate  protection,  and  ilie 
amendment  proposed  no  more. 

Af  er  some  remarks  from  Messrs.  TAZEWELL,  DICK- 
ERTiON,  and  WEBSTER,  the  queston  wa»t»ktn,»"fl 
the  ainendment  >*as  agreed  to,  by  the  fullowing  ^'^^^'^ 

YEAS— Messrs.   Bell,  Chambers,  C Is v,  C la) t'-n,  D*l* 

las,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot.'Prel  ngb")*""' 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain,  Freiits-s  K'-bbii* 
Rugfgles,  Seymour,  S.Ubte,  Sprague,  Tomliiison,  >Vjigg*' 

man,  Webster,  Wilkms.-— 24.  . 

NAYS.— Mes:»rs.  B.bb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Fors) th,  GrunflJ, 

Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King.  Mangum,  Marc\,  Milhr,  Mc>o'«. 

Foindextcr,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tazewell,  Tyler,  w'"^* 

-19.  .        .. 

Mr.  HAYNE  moved  that  when  the  Senate  •'^J*'"^"^'^ 
adjourn  over  to  the  5th  instaiU,  which  was  iiegatjvcfl; 

The  Senate  tlien  adjourned. 

WcDKESnAt,  JULT  4r 

INTERNAL  IMPROVEMENTS. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  consider  the  act  ina»J^ 
appropriations  for  the  improvement  of  ccitai"  n»f  " 
&c.     The  question  pending  being  on  inserting  »"   » 
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pr»)priatioii  for  the  breakwater  at  Lake  Pontchartrain — 
2J,  000  dollars. 

Slime  discussion  ensued  on  this  question,  in  which  the 
amendment  was  advocated  by  Mr.  WAGliAMAN,  Mr. 
JOHNS  ION.  Mr.  CLAY,  and  Mr.  POINDEX  TKR,  and 
opposed  by  Mr.  DUOLEY  and  Mr.  FOU-Y  I'H. 

It  Was  insisted,  on  the  one  hand,  that  this  project  was 
not  for  the  benefit  of  the  nation,  but  of  a  private  conjpany, 
and  iluit  there  had  been  no  survey  by  Government  offi- 
cers. 

On  the  other  side,  it  was  said  that  the  security  of  the 
navigpition  depended  on  the  passage  of  tliis  appropriation; 
that  the  safety  oP  the  mad  was  involved;  and  that  no  furiher 
inf  irmation  could  be  obtamed  by  any  survey. 

The  question  taken  on-  the  amendment  was  decided  as 
follows: 

YKAS. — Messrs.  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Ellis, 
Eiving,  Foot,  Foray  til,  Frelmghuy»en,  Uenilricks,  Holmes, 
Johnston,  Kane,  King,  Knight,  Moore,  Natidain,  Poin- 
dcxter,  Pientiss,  Kobbins,  Robinson,  liugj^lcs,  Sd&bt^e, 
SpPAgae,  Tipton,  Tomtiuc^ony  Wagganian,  Webster,  Wd- 
kms— 29. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Brown,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Grundy, 
Hayne,  Hill,  Maiigum,  Marcy,  Mdler,  Smith,  Tuzewcll, 
Troup,  Tyler,  Whne.— 14. 

The  next  wmendtnciit  was  adding  an  appropriation  of 
$20,000  f^r  the  improvement  of  the  navigaUon  of  the 
"Wabash  r.ver. 

Mr.  UUCKNEK  moved  to  amend  this  amendment  by 
add  iig  $10,000  for  tlie  improvemt-nt  of  the  8t.  Francis 
river,  Missiii^i;  but,  after,  a  discussion,  mod.fied  his 
amendment,  ai  the  suggest.on  of  Mr.  EWING,  by  propos- 
ing an  appri»pr.ation  of  #500  for  the  surveys  and  estimates 
of  the  expense  of  improving  said  riveri  And  the  anicnd- 
meiit  to  the  amendment  ha\  nig  been  agreed  to — }eas26, 
iia\s  16,  the amen<lment  as  amended  whs  agieed  to. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  committee,  being  an  appro- 
priatitrn  of  $2,600  for  the  preservation  and  protection  ol 
Fainveather  island  and  Black  Uock  harbor,  was  then  taken 
up. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  stated  the  great  importance  of  that 
harbor,  the  danger  of  the  destruction  of  the  island  pur- 
chased  by  the  tlnitCMl  States  for  the  s:te  of  a  l.ghthouse 
near  its  mouth,  and  tlie  consequent  injiu'y  to  the  harbor, 
wh'ch  was  douotless  more  eas  ly  entered,  and  mure  fre- 
quently resottc<l  to  by  vessels  engaged  in  the  foreign  and 
coasting  trade,  for  .>ecUi  ity,  than  any  other  harbor  m  the 
Western  section  of  Long  Island  sound;  and  reinariced  that 
the  appropriation  had  oecn  recommended  by  tiie  superui- 
tendent  of  lighttiuuses  in  Connecticut,  under  whose  di- 


The  amendments  having  been  gone  through  with,  the 
bill  was  reported  to  the  Senate;  when 

Mr.  MILLER  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  striking  out 
all  after  the  enacting  clause,  and  inserting  a  substitute 
appropriating  $600,000  (about  the  amount  of  the  appro- 
priations in  the  bill)  for  internal  improvements,  to  be  ex- 
pended under  the  direction  of  the  War  Department,  in 
the  several  States,  in  proportion  to  tlieir  population,  and 
on  objects  designated  by  the  States. 

Mr.  M.  said  bis  object  in  offering  the  amendment  was' 
to  present  an  alternative  or  substitute  for  the  bill  less 
objectionable.  There  was  no  rule,  no  principle,  in  the 
bill;  It  was  an  invasion  of  the  treasury,  without  any  regard 
to  justice  or  equal.ty.  For  the  first  time  to-day  we  have 
learned  that  the  various  branches  of  the  Go\ernment  con- 
cur in  the  power  or  expediency  of  carrying  on  appiopria- 
tions  for  objects  of  internal  improvement.  We  have  just 
heard  that  the  President  has  signed  the  internal  improve- 
ment bill,  containing  appropriations  for  the  most  limited 
aiul  local  purposes..  1  h»pe  we  shall  never  again  be  re- 
ferred lo  the  veto  of  the  Maysville  and  Rockvdie  roads  as 
a  security  against  th  s  system.  /  The  Senate  and  House  of 
Representatives,  and  the  Presiilent,  all  concur  in  this 
power.  1  have  offered  this  amendment  to  furnish  to  my 
constituents  the  evidence  of  the  disposition  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  administer  its  taxing  and  disbursing  powei-s  on 
equal  and  just  princ  pies.  No  one  will  deny  but  that 
South  Carolina  pa}s  her  portion  of  funds  into  the  treasury;  ' 
she  has  not  received  one  dollar  for  internal  imiimveinent. 
Yoii  levy  your  taxes  througli  the  tariff  to  protect  domestic 
manufactures,  aiid  expend  the  funds  in  the  same  sections, 
to  furnisli  a  reason  fir  new  levies.  If  th  s  Government 
were  an  absolute  despotism,  a  pure  monarchy,  would  it 
dare  to  levy  taxes  without  having  some  reganl  to  equality 
ni  their  d.sbursemenis^  Although  the  planting  States 
may  pay  much  more  than  their  portion  of  the  taxes,  the 
amendment  would  operate  to  limit  these  appropriations 
by  making  those  who  receive  the  appropriations  pay  some 
of  the  burd  ns.  You  deprive  the  majority  of  the  motive 
to  plunder  the  minority,  when  you  subject  the  majority 
Itself  to  a  portion  of  the  burtlen. 

Mr.  M.  challenged  any  one  to  say  that  South  Carolina 
did  not  pay  her  quota  to  the  treasury;  and  how  is  it  you 
propose  to  appropriate  six  hundred  thousand  dollars  of 
the  publ.c  funds,  in  addition  to  the  eleven  hundred  thou- 
sand dollars  already  appropriated,  without  Ittting  one 
dollar  be  returned  lo  that  Slate?  Mr.  M.  sa.d  he  did  not 
stand  pledged  to  v<ite  for  thisa/iieiuiment,  if  adopted  as  % 
subsiiiute,  but  he  preferred  it  to  the  original  bdh  It  will 
g>ve  thepetiple  some  insight  into  the  principle  upon  which 


rect.tm  an  csumute  of  the  expense  of  the  work  had  been  iihcir  money  is  drawn  from  ihem.   How  can  gentlemen  sup- 


made,  which  was  ent.tled  to  full  confidence. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  FOWSY  TH  then,  i>y  mstruction  of  the  Committee 
on  Ccmimerce',  moved  further  to  am*  ml  the  bill  by  insert- 
ing an  appropriation  of  rl20,000  for  rem  ving  the  ob- 
structions in  James  river,  below  the  city  of  Rchmond. 

Mr.  SMITH  moved  to  amend  this  amendment  by  strik- 
ing out  $120,000,  and  inserting  $60,OoO;  which  motion 
was  negatived. 

After  stime  remarks  from  Messrs.  FOHfYTII,  TYLER, 
TAZEWELL,  CLAY,  and  SMITH,  the  queston  was 
taken  on  Mr.  F6bsttu's  amendment;  and  it  was  agreed 
to  by  the  following  vote: 

YKAS. — Messrs.  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas, 
Dickerson,  F.wing,  Foot,  Frel  nghuysen,  Hendricks, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Naudain,  Poindexier,  Prenii.s8,  Rob- 
bins,  Kliggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  sjmith,  Tomlinson, 
Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 23. 

NAY**. — Messrs.  Brown,  Dudhy,  Ellis,  Fofsyth.  Grun- 
dy, Hayne,  Hill,  K'.ng,  Knight,  Mangiim,  Miller,  Moore, 
Hwbinson,  Spragoe,  Tiuewell«  I'ipion,  Troup,  'Ivler, 
White.— 19. 


port  tins  system  without  extendingio  every  sectiOn  a  por- 
tion of  its  benefits?  Are  we  to  be  distinguished  only  by 
paying  taxes,  while  we  never  receive  any  of  the  disburse-, 
iiieiiis?  If  ^  ou  assume,  in  the  name  of  tlie  Government,  the 
authority  lo  tax  iis,  why  not,  by  the  same  authority,  refund 
a  portion  as  indicated  by  the  amendment?  1  Wish  those  I 
represent  to  see  and  know  what  part  and  lot  they  have 
in  this  GovePiment.  Mr.  M.  asked  for  the  yeas  and  iia}'s, 
and  they  weie  orderetl. 

.  Mr.  CLAY  thought  the  proposition  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  entitled -to  serious  consideration.  He  re- 
gretted that  it  had  been  tiiade  at  so  late  a  period  of  the 
session  as  to  preclude  that  examination  and  reflection 
which  the  importance  ol  the  -subject  deserved.  He 
thought,  however,  that  the  principle  of  distribution  should 
ilepend  aS  well  on  the  extent  and  exigencies  of  the  States 
as  on  federal  numbers.  His  object,  however,  in  ris.ngy 
was  to  express  his  extreme  sui  prise  that  the  President, 
aOer  pmt  ng  his  veto  on  tlie  appropriations  for  works  cf 
such  public  utility  as  the  Maysville  and  Rockville  roads, 
should  have  sanctioned  the  harbor  bill,  so  called,  in  whtch 
appropriations  w^re  made  to  a  very  large  amount,  aud 
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which  differed  in  principle  not  one  particle  from  the  one 
he  had  rejected.  If  the  MHysville  and  Rockville  roadj* 
were  local  objects,  there  were  hundreds  of  objects  in  the 
bill  jiiHt  approved,  infinitely  more  local.  What  had  been 
the  course  of  the  present  administration?  They  first 
held  appropriations  for  certain  objects  of  internal  im- 
pro\'ement  to  be  unconstitutional,  and  then  sanctioned  ap- 
propriations for  other  objects  depending  entirely  on  the 
same  principles  with  those  held  to  be  unconstitutional; 
and  the  result  has  been  to  open  an  entire  new  field  of  in- 
ternal improvement.  Favorite  objects,  Mr.  G.  8a.d,  had 
been  considered  constitutional,  while  objects  in  States  not 
80  much  cherished  had  been  held  to  be  local.  Mr.  C. 
concluded  by  saying^  thai  he  thought  with  the  Senator 
from  South  Carohna  tliat  there  ought  to  be  some  princi. 
pie  of  distribution  for  internal  improvement  settled  for 
the  future.  He  regretted  that  it  was  too  late  now  in  the 
session  to  mature  any  satisfactory  plan;  but  he  hoped 
that  at  the  next  session  the  subject  would  be  taken  up,  and 
some  principle  recognised  tliat  would  do  equal  justxe  to 
all  the  States  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  SMITH  gave  a  history  of  the  commencement  and 
progiess  of  sppropriations  for  the  improvement  of  har- 
bors. The  doctrine  held  was' this:  Tlie  States  on  tl»e 
Atlantic  had  relinquished  to  the  Federal  Government 
the  right  of  imposnig  tonnage  duties,  thus  depriving 
tiiemsclves  of  all  power  of  improvmg  their  harbors 
and  nvers.  It  was  the  bounden  duty,  therefore,  of  the 
Genend  Govtlnment  to  do  that  wh'Ch  the  States  could 
not  do  of  tliemselves,  because  they  had  given  up  the  funds 
fr^m  which  they-  could  make  such  improvements.  The 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  was  mistaLeif  in  one  point, 
'llie  bin  just  signed  by  the  President  was  a  bill  for  internal 
improvements,  and  ntit  the  harbor  b.ll  which  was  then 
before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HAYNE  rose,  not  for  the  purpose  of  entering  into 
any  argument  on  the  question  before  the  Senate,  but  to 
say  that,  altliough  he  should  vote  for  this  amendment  of 
his  colleague  as  an  alternative  preferable  to  the  bill,  he 
was  utterly  opposed  to  the  whole  sciteme,  and  should  ul- 
tinuitely  vote  aga.nst  the  bill.  He  viewed  the  ameiiditient 
merely  as  an  alternative  to  the  bill,  and,  of  the  two,  he 
thought  it  preferable,  but  the  system  itself  was  a  general 
scramble,  and  there  was  no  knowing  wliere  it  would  end; 
it  was  Wild  and  extra^vagant,  and  ttie  sooner  it  was  aban- 
doned the  better.  The  bill  signed  by  the  President  ap- 
propriated one  million  one  hundi'ed  thousand  dollars,  and 
tliis  bill  appropriated  about  six  hundred  thousiand  dollars 

more. 

Mr.  MANGUM  said  he  was  unwilling  to  countenance  a 
proposition  of  the  nature  submitted  by  the  Senator  from 
SoutK  Carohna,  in  any  shape,  and  shoyld  be  compelled  to 
vtfte  against  it.  He  was  opposed  to  any  distribution 
among  the  States  of  any  kind  according  to  federal  num- 
bers, necause  he  believed,  as  did  the  gentleman  on  the 
opposite  side,  that  those  States  who  recCiVed  the  least 
would  pay  the  most  i 

Mr.  MILLEK  said  he  regretted  that  the  honorable 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  had  come  to  the  deiermina- 
tion  to  vote. against  this  amendment;  he  could  vote  for 
the  amendment  without  atterwartls  voting  for  the  bill. 
In  refusing  to  vote  for  this,  as  a  subsititute*  the  honorable 
Senator  woukl,  in  effect,  vote  for  the  original  bill.  The 
question  now,  whxh  he  wjis  called  on  to  dec.de,  was 
whether  he  preferred  the  bill  before  the  Senate,  or  tlie 
substitute  now  offered.  Although  he  might  refuse  to 
vote  for  the  substitute  as  a  substantive  bill,  he  must  choose 
now  between  this  and  the  bill.  Would  he  rather  the  bill 
should  pass  in  its  present  form,  or  that  it  should  assume 
the  form  of  this  substituted 

I'hose  who  are  opposed  to  the  entire  principle  in  the 
bill,  have  the  most  perfect  right  so  to  amend  it  as  to  im- 


prove it.  This  is  not  an  amendment  to  defeat  thf  m 
but  to  improve  it.  If  it  were  an  amendment  calcuUied 
to  defeat  it,  still  I  should  expect  tho*e  opposed  to  it  to 
vote  for  it.  One  thing  only  can  be  decided  at  s  time. 
The  question  now  is,  which  is  the  mobt  unexceptioiabk, 
the  substitute  or  the  orighial  bill }  It  is  not  wheU)er  ttx 
substitute  ought  to  pass,  but  whether  it  is  not  better  thia 
the  original  proposition.  The  refusal  to  vote  fur  thii 
substitute  necessarily  subjects  those  who  do  so  to  the  >b- 
ference  ttiat  they  prefer  the  bill  to  the  substitute. 

Mr.  MANGUM  said  he  did  not  believe  there  wuu; 
difierence  in  principle  between  the  amendnnent  and  the  ht. 
Although  he  knew  he  could,  according  to  the  parlismeut* 
ary  practice,  vote  for  the  amendment,  and  finally  »%vxiA 
the  bill,  yet  he  was  unwilling  that  his  vote  should  nieet 
the  pubhc  eye  is  sanctioning;  any  things  like  the  scheme, 
either  iti  the  bill  or  the  amendment 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  Mr.  Miixsa'sluiieDd* 
ment  was  rejected,  as  follows: 

YEAS — Mcssi-s.  Dickerson,  Grundy.  Hayne,  King, 
Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Ruggles. — 8. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Brown,  Buckner,  Clay.  Clayton,  Dal- 
las, Dudltry,  Ellis,  Ewing,  Foot,  Forsytli,  Frclinghuyiefl, 
Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Marcy,  Si^ 
dain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Hobinson,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Spmgue, 
razewell,  Tipton,  Toniliuson,  Tyler,  Waggamaih  Web- 
ster, White,  Wilkins 33. 

Mr.  FOBSYTU,  wiUi  a  view  tote^t  the  sense  of  the 
Senate,  whether  it  is  their  pleasure  to  sanction  all  objtcu 
which  have  not  been  surveyed,  moved  to  strike  ouitiie 
appropriation  of  twenty -five  thousand  dollars  fordttpei- 
iiig  the  entrance  of  the  harbor  at  the  mouth  of  Connecti- 
cut river. 

Mr.  FOOT  made  some  remarks  in  favor  of  the  appr» 
ppation. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  opposed  the  motion,  and  stated  (hat 
the  harbor  had  been  surve)ed  by  a  dvil  engineer  of  greil 
iespcctability,  skill,  and  expcrjence,  heretofore  in  the 
public  service;  whose  report,  detailing  the  nature  and  ex- 
pense of  the  proposed  improvement,  had  been  before  the 
Committee  on  Connnerce,  and  was  on  the  table.  He  «• 
plained  the  importance  of  the  proposed  work,  and  the 
bench (s  expected  to  result  from  it  to  ilie  navigation  cin- 
plowed  in  the  foreign  and  coasting  trade,  and  partciiUii/ 
to  the  large  amoinit  of  shipping  owne<l  in  the  several  jXJ- 
pulous  towns  situated  on  the  Connecticut  river?  awl  in- 
sisted that  tlie  information  contained  in  the  papers  before 
the  senate,  in  relation  to  the  necessity  and  utxUiy  ol  iw 
appropriation,  was  entirely  satisfactory.  . 

.Mr.  CLAY  said  the  sense  of  the  Senate  had  alretd; 
been  tested  on  the  clause  in  the  former  bill  for  the  Cuia- 
berland  river,  and  wo-.had  seen  thut  the  President  lu»d»p- 
proved  that  bill.  It  was  not  likely,  therefore,  t\ial  W 
would  disapprove  this.  He  did  not  object  to  the  app«^ 
val  of  that  bill,  but  to  the  want  of  some  fixed  and  sicaJj 
principle  which  would  satisfy  the  country  and  Vougt*^ 

ITie  motion  of  i\lr.  FoasTTU  was  negatived^  and  tw 
amendments  havine  been  concurred  in,  . 

The"'i)ill-M5^»s  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  by  the  foUoW' 
ing  vote:  <«k  ., 

YEAS.— McMTS.  Bell,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton,  Daltt»« 
Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks,  Holmea,  Jod^ 
ston,  Knjght,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Bobinsoii,  K"!' 
gles,  SiUbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Torolii»ot»>  ^*^' 
gaman,  Webster,  Wdkins. — 25. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Brown,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  GiiJ°- 
dy,  Hayne,  Hill,  King,  Mangiim,  Marcy,  MiUcr,  Mo«i«' 
Poindexter,   I'aiewell,  Tyler,  White.^16.  .  ^ 

The  amendment  made  by  the  House  of  B^prescnJ" 
to  the  bill  to  extend  the  time  t>f  issuing  Virginia  laix*  * 
rants,  was  concurred  in. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 
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Thursdat,  Jvlt  5. 
THE  TARIFF. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  DICKERSON,  the  Senate  rrsumed 
the  considemtion  of  the  bill  from  the  House  of  Represen- 
tatives, in  alteration  of  the  several  acts  imposing  duties  on 
imports,  together  with  the  amendments  reported  thereto 
by  the  Committee  on  Manufactures. 

A  great  number  of  amendments  were  acted  on,  in  the 
course  of  the  day.  The  following  comprise  the  most  im- 
portant, and  those  on  which  any  discussion  took  placer 

The  amendment  to  strike  out  five  an<l  insert  twenty-five, 
increasing  the  duty  on  silver  or  plated  wire  from  five  to 
twenty -five  per  cent.,  was  carried  by  the  following  vote: 

YEAS. — Mcijsrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  L^allMS, 
Dickerson.  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hen- 
dricks, Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain,  Prentis^  Robbins, 
Ruggles.  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tomlinson,  Wagga- 
man. — 22. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grun- 
dy, Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller, 
Moore,  Poindezter,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tazewell,  Troup, 
Tyler,  White,  WiMiins.— 21. 

The  amendment  to  strike  out  ten  per  cent,  and  insert 
twenty-five  per  cent,  as  the  duty  on  common  tinned  and 
Japanned  saddlery  of  all  descriptitnis,  was,  after  a  discus- 
sion, rejected — }ea8  21,  nays  25,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrji.  Bell,  Chambei-s,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dal- 
las, Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,*  Frelingliuysen, 
Holmes,  Jotmston,  Knight,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Robbins, 
Seymour,  Silsbee,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Wilkins.--2l. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Ellis, 

Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,   Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane»   King, 

Mangum,  Marcy,   M.ller,   Moore,  Pciindexter,   Robinson, 

Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Troup,  Tyler,  White. 
— "^ 

The  amendment  in  the  104lh  line  provided  that  all  articles 
manufactured  of  iron  shall  not  pay  a  less  amount  of  duty 
than  is  imposed  on  the  raw  material.  The  amendment 
amended  the  proviso  in  the  104th  line,  so  as  to  read, 
**  \  rovided  that  articles  manufactured  of  iron  shall  not  be 
imported  at  a  less  rate  of  duty  than  would  have  been 
chargeable  on  the  material  constituting  their  chief  value, 
if  imported  in  an  nnmanufactured  state." 

Mr.  HAYNE  opposed  this  proviso,  as  one  of  the  most 
objectionable  features  in  the  bill,  and  as  calculated  to  de- 
ceive. It  proposed  to  impose  a  duty  of  thirty -five  per 
cent,  on  certain  articles,  and  then  contained  a  proviso  by 
which  the  majority  of  them  wouldbearaduty  of  fromone 
hundred  and  fifty  to  two  hundred  per  cfcnt.  If  gentle- 
men, said  he,  intend  to  lay  a  duty  of  one  hundred  and  fifty 
per  cent.,  say  so;  but  do  not  lay  a  duty  of  thirty -seven  and 
a.  half,  as  proposed  by  the  commitfee,  and  tlien  insert  a 
proviso  raising  the  duties  on  a  majority  of  the  articles  to 
two  hundred  per  cent.  Many  of  the  articles  afftcted  by 
th  s  proviso  woidd,  he  was  assured,  be  taxed  under  it  as 
high  a:i  four  hundred  per  cent.  ^ 

Mr.  DICK ERh ON  observed  that,  as  there'was  so  strong 
an  objection  to  the  amendment  under  consideration,  he 
was  willing,  for  one,  to  waive  the  amendment. 

Afler  some  remarks  fr<»m  Mr.  HAYNE, 

Mr.  EWING  said  he  d.d  not  understand  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  as  withdrawing  tiie  proviso  in  the  bill, 
but  only  as  waiving  the  amendment  to  the  proviso. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said,  thi«,  then,  was  **  keeping  the  word 
of  promise  to  the  ea^,  and  breakinf^  it  to  our  hope."  It 
was  the  proviso  itself  that  was  objectionable;  the  bare 
amendment  was  not  of  much  consequence. 

The  amendment  was  then,  whh  the  approbation  of  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  rejected. 

The  amendment,  that  all  manufiictures  of  iron  partly 
finished  shall  pay  the  same  rates  of  duty  as  if  entirely  fin- 
ished; all  vessels  of  cast  iron,  and  all  castings  of  iron,  with 
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han<lles,  rings,  hoops,  or  other  addition  of  wrought  iron, 
shall  pay  the  same  rates  of  duty  as  if  made  entirely  of  ca«t 
iron,  after  a  discussion,  wss  agreed  to,  asfoHowb: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay* 
ton,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing^  Foot,  Freling- 
huysen, Hendricksy  Johnston,  Knigtit,  Marcy,  Naudain* 
Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague, 
Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Wilkins. — 25. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth, 
Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangtim,  Miller,  Moore, 
Poinde'xter,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tazewell,  Troup,  Tylef, 
White— 20. 

To  the  amendment  changing  the  duty  on  sail  duck  from 
fifteen  per  cent,  ad  valorem  to  eight  cents  the  square  yard, 

Mr.  SILSBEE  moved  an  amendment,  to  add,  except 
ravens  duck,  which  shall  be  three  cents  per  square  yard. 
This  being  rejected, 

Mr.  DICKERSON  moved  five  cents,  and  Mr.  HOLMES 
subsequently  four  cents;  which  were  also  rejected. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  amendment  of  the 
committee;  which  was  carried  by  the  following  vote: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  CUtv,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Frelin^uysen, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  Knight,  Naudain,  Poindexter, 
Robbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Tomlinson,  Wag* 
gaman,  Wdkins.— 23. 

NAYS — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Foot, 
Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  King,  Mangum» 
Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tip- 
ton, Tyler,  White.— 22. 

^  The  next  amendment  increased  the  duty  on  cotton  bag- 
ging from  three  and  a  half  cents  the  square  yard  to  four 
cents. 

Mr.  CLAY  made  spme  remarks  in  favor  of  the  amend- 
ment; and 

Mr.  BIBB  opposed  it  Although  the  article  was  manu* 
factured  in  the  State  he  represented,  yet  he  could  not  con- 
sent to  tax  the  great  body  of  his  constituents  for  tlie  be- 
nefit of  a  few  large  capitalists.  If  he  could,  consistently 
with  a  sense  of  justice,  vote  for  the  amendment,  it  would 
much  gratify  his  own  private  feelings  to  do  so,  as  one  of 
his  near  and  dear  relatives  was  largely  interested  in  the 
manufacture  of  the  article. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  also  opposed  the  amendment. 

Mr.  HAYNE  stated  that  the  rate  of  duty,  as  fixed  by  the 
House, amounted  to  thirty-seven  per  ceiit.,  and  the  increaitt 
lo  the  amendment  would  be  upwards  of  forty  per  cent 

Mr.  HOLMES  contended  that  adequate  protection 
cheapened  the  price  of  articles,  whilst  inadequate  prottC- 
tion  had  the  contrary  effect,  and  raised  the  price. 

Mr.  .HAYNE,  after  some  remarks  in  reply,  said,  that 
when  they  came  to  the  subject  of  cotton,  he  was  prepared 
to  say  to  gentlemen,  reduce  the  protective  duty  on  your 
cotton  fabrics,' and  we  are  willing  to  reduce  the  duty  on 
the  cotton,  the  raw  material,  to  the  lowest  amount  possible. 

Mr.  KING  said,  in  his  climate,  soil,  &c.  they  asked  for 
no  protection;  they  wanted  none  whatever.  He  denied 
that  Kentucky  required  any  protection  for  her  cflttun  bag- 
ginjg^;  a  prejudice  had  at  one  time  existed  against  the  arti- 
cle manufactured  there,  because  it  was  tliought  to  stain 
the  cotton  packed  in  it,  but  this  was  found  not  to  be  inju- 
rious, and  Kentucky  now  commanded  the  preference  in 
the  market  above  that  imported  from  Scotland;  therefore 
she  required  no  protection  on  that  article. 

Mr.  CLAY  replied,  and  contended  that  the  duty  WM 
but  a  fair  protection. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  said  that  he  objected  alike  to  this 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Committee  on  Mantifacturei^ 
and  to  tl)e  rate  of  duty  proposed  by  the  bill  as  it  came 
from  the  House  of  Representatives.  The  reduction  did 
not  seem  to  him  to  be  important,  as  it  did  not  descend  to 
the  prindple  of  revenue,  but  was  evidently  designed  ez- 
clunvely  lor  protection.     He  should  vote  against  the  in- 
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crease  of  duty  from  three  and  a  half  to  four  cents  per 
square  yard  on  the  article  of  cotton  bagging*,  but  without 
intending  to  support  the  original  proposition.  He  couUI 
not  eive  his  sanction  to  a  system  of  protection,  bounties, 
and'niOnopolies,  intended  to  benefit  one  branch  of  indus- 
try  at  the  sacrifice  of  other  great  interests  of  thelcountry. 
Such  leg'slation  was  repugnant  to  the  genius  of  a  free 
people,  and  to  the  principles  of  our  free  constitution. 
Besides,  said  he,  this  partictdar  ttem  of  protection  is  un- 
necessary; it  was  not  called  for  by  the  manufacturers  of 
cotton  bagging  in  1828,  when  the  duty  of  five  cents  the 
square  yard  was  impose  \j  but  it  was  gratuitously  inserted 
in  the  bill  at  that  time  to  give  additional  strength  to  the 
combination  by  whom  it  was  passed.  These  manufiAC- 
turers  have  never  wanted  a  ready  and  a  profitable  mar- 
ket for  the  article,  to  the  full  extent  of  their  ability 
to  produce  it;  and  such,  in  his  opinion,  would  be  the 
case  if  no  duty  whatever,  except  for  revenue  purposes, 
was  imposed,  l^he  price  would  depend  more  on  the 
demand  and  the  supply,  tjmn  on  our  legfislation.  An 
honorable  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Holmes]  had  said 
tliat  unmanufactured  cotton  had  been  protected  until  it 
had  expelled  all  foreign  cotton  from  the  country;  from 
which  he  infers  that  equal  protection  ought  to  be  extend- 
ed to  the  covering  of  the  Dale  which  contained  it.  Sir, 
said  Mr.  P.,  this  idea  is  not  novel;  it  has  been  repeated  on 
this  floor  and  elsewhere,  as  a  justification  of  the  onerous 
imposts  on  the  great  articles  of  consumption  imported 
from  Europe,  for  the  use  of  the  agricidiural  and  other 
laboring  classes  of  the  community.  I  take  this  occasion 
to  correct  the  error.  I'he  duty  of  three  cents  the  pound 
on  ntw  cotton  was  imposed  in  1790,  when  that  staple  was 
not  produced  to  an^  extent  in  the  United  States.  It 
was  an  article  extensively  imported  into  the  country,  and 
the  duty  was  a  part  of  our  revenue  system.  It  did  not 
then,  and  it  never  had^  at  an^  subsequent  period,  operat- 
ed to  protect  the  agricultunsts  against  foreign  competi- 
tion, in  the  production  of  cotton.  If  the  advocates  of  this 
injurious  and  iniquitous  system  of  taxation  would  relieve 
the  people  from  the  burdens  which  are  now  imposed  on 
them,  he  pledged  himself  to  strike  from  this  bill  the  no- 
miiuil  duty  of  three  cents  on  unmanufactured  cotton. 
The  planter  relied  on  his  own  enterprise  and  industry,  ami 
not  on  the  spoils  of  bis  countrymen  in  other  sections  of 
tlie  Union.  Sir,  said  Mr.  P.,  permit  me  to  trace  the  rise 
and  progress  of  the  culture  of  cotton  in  this  country.  In 
1794,  when  Mr.  Jay  made  the  treaty  with  Englanrl,  he  did 
not  know  that  the  article  of  cotton  was  grown  in  the  Unit- 
ed States,  as  will  appear  by  his  correspondence  with  the 
British  minister. 

The  CHAIR  here  reminded  Mr.  P.  that  the  question 
being  on  the  increase  of  duty  on  cotton  bagging  from 
three  and  a  half  to  four  cents,  did  not  admit  of  the  latitude 
of  debate  which  the  honorable  Senator  was  taking. 

Mr.  p.  then  said  he  yielded  to  the  suggestion,  and  took 
his  seat  with  the  declaration  that  he  should  resist  the 
amendment,  and  afterwards  vote  .tgainst  the  bill  inr.posing 
three  and  a  half  cents  the  square  yard  on  Scotch  bagging. 

The  amemlment  was  rejtcted. 

Mr.  KNIGHT  said  this  is  an  article  which  my  constitu- 
ents have  as  deep  an  interest  in  as  any  people  of  the 
Union;  if  any  tax  is  paid  on  it,  it  is  paid  by  them.  It  is 
tnie,  as  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  stated,  that  the 
cotton  bagg'.ng  is  not  paid  for  by  the  grower  of  cotton — 
it  is  sold  by  tlie  pound  with  the  cotton,  and  is  an  article  of 
profit  to  him.  1  have  heard  some  of  my  constituents  say 
that  the  baggmg  purchased  with  the  cotton  has  cost  them 
about  thirty  cents  the  yard,  when  the  bag  itself  wpuld 
«08t  only  about  twenty  cents.  I  will  nut  say  anything 
more  on  this  subject,  it  having  been  so  fully  explained  by 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky.  My  chief  object  in  rising 
was  to  say  to  that  Senator,  that  when  he  shall  return  to  the 
manufAQture  of  vpttpn  bagging,  my  constituents  would 


cons:<Ier  it  a  favor,  and  be  particularly  obLged  to  liirn  if 
he  would  make  it  a  little  lighter. 

The  question,  was  then  taken,  and  the  amendment  wu 
rejected — yeas  22,  nays  22,  as  folhiws: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton,  DalUi, 
n  ckerson,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frclinghuybcn,  Hemlrcks, 
Holmes,  Knight,  Pientiss,  Bobbins,  Riiggles,  Srvraoui, 
Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Waggfamun,  \V»lkiiJ».— 22. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bibb,  Brown,  Cliambers,  Dadley, 
Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  llayne,  H.ll,  John!»ton,  Kuw, 
Kinjr,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Mtller,  Motire,  Poindeiter,  Ro- 
binson, Smith,  Tazewell,  Tyler,  White.— 22. 

The  VICE PKE>ll)ENTadcled  his  vote  intheneptia 

Tite  next  was  an  amendment  inserting  on  "felts  or 
hat  bodies  nuide  wholly  or  in  part  of  wool,  thirty  ceiiti 
each." 

Mr.  KNIGHT  said  this  is  a  new  article  of  importation. 
It  is  not  to  be  found  in  any  of  our  tariff*  laws.  Hie  \\.A(kj 
of  it  is  this.  A  few  years  ago,  a  journeyman  hatter  » 
vented  a  machine  for  making  telts  or  hat  bodies— »inipleii 
its  operations,  and  admirably  adapted  to  the  business  it  «v 
intended  to  perfoi  m.  It  entirely  superseded  llie  old  vrsf 
of  making  this  part  of  the  hat.  It  had  so  completely  «k> 
ceeded  as  to  reduce  the  price  of  the  article  to  about  fittr 
percent,  of  its  former  cost  He  jiacl  regularly  patentcii 
his  invention,  and  was  proceeding  peaceably  in  liis  bu!£' 
ness,  satisfactorily  to  every  body,  and  profitably  to  iiinisclf. 
Some  person,  to  me  unknown,  took  a  copy  of  hisnucbine 
in  tlie  Patent  Office,  or  from  some  otlier  place,  aiiU  t-»» 
mitlcd  it  to  Europe,  and  somewhere  in  the  neigiiborlMMi 
of  Hamburg  set  up  the  business  of  making  list  bodiciof 
Saxony  wool,  and  shipping  them  to  this  country-  Wnea 
presented  to  the  custom-house,  they  were  not  found  in  tue 
laws  regtdating  the  duties,  and  were  estimated  Hccu^ill| 
to  the  provisions  of  the  law  embracing  non-cnumtr»tii 
articles.  This  was  not  all;  there  was  ho  imposition  untiie 
officers  of  the  customs  by  the  valuation  ot  tlie  article- 
they  were  estimated  to  be  worth  fifteen  cents  each,  ai 
tlie  duty  assessed  accordingly. 

Now,  sir,  the  best  Saxony  lamb's  wool,  of  wh'ch  \h 
article  for  fiive  luits  is  made,  costs  in  £ngUnd  from  four 
shillings  to  four  and  sixpence  sterling  per  pound,  ukI  it 
takes  about  one  poupd  of  wool  to  four  hats.  'l'l>c  ^"^ 
on  the  wool  wouki  amount  to  forty -four  cents,  and  the  duty 
on  the  manufactured  ai'ticle,  made  of  tlie  same  vixA,  b 
nine  cents.  To  prevent  this  fniud  upon  tlie  patuitn^ 
rights  of  the  iiwentor  of  tliis  machine,  as  well  as  the  fr** 
on  the  revenue,  is  tlie  object  of  this  amendment  B}  tw 
fraudulent  introduction  of  these  jiata  or  feltii,as  tlu-y»K 
called,  the  consumer  is  not  bejiefited;  tliey  are  not  sold '<> 
less  price  than  actual  cost— they  can  be  nianuiacturtdhcre 
a*i  cheap  as  they  can  be  made  in  Eui-ope  or  any  v"^^' 
else.  The  whole  labor  is  done  by  machinery,  and,  ^f  we 
make  the  importer  pay  the  amount  of  duties  we  py^ 
Saxony  wool,  we  can  compete  with  the  world.  !*»«>•»• 
proposed  as  duty  is  but  about  the  amount  the  finebt  Saio* 
ny  wool  will  pay  wiien  imported.  . 

Mr.  TVLEk  objected  to  it. 

Mn.  MAUCY  thought  the  amendment  unneceas&ry.  ^ 
clause  was  clearly  embraced  in  the  bill,  by  which  all  i^ 
nufactures  of  wool  were  charged  fifty  per  cent.,  *«>«  "I 
anotlier  all  unmanufactured  articles  of  ilie  sanic  nuteiv^ 
were  to  pay  the  same  as  the  manxifactured.  The  ob}^^ 
of  the  amendment  would  be  embraced  by  either  ti>e  «JJ 
or  the  other.  He  would  move,  however,  to  amend,  . 
striking  out  thirty  and  inserting  eighteen. 

Mr.  SMITH  Ma  letter  from  his  hatter  on  thesubj^jW- 
Hat  bodies  were  imported,  made  of  Saxony  wool,  »»id  «* 
only  fur  put  on  the  hats  was  in  the  covering  by  ^'^  ^*^ 
facturer  here.  In  England  the  duty  on  Saxony  woul  »v 
only  two  cents,  and,  in  consequence  of  the  high  duty 
the  wool  here,  the  American  hatter  is  injured. 

Mr.  TYI-ER  said,  if  he  understpod  the  matter  M  «• 
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plained  by  the  gentleman  from  Rhode  Island,  it  was  pro- 
posed to  tax  the  article  because  it  had  been  found  too 
cheap.  The  article  could  he  imported  for  less  than  the 
co!}t  of  the  material  from  which  it  was  made.  The  history, 
as(^iven  by  the  gentleman  from  Rhode  Island,  was,  that  an 
ingenious  Yankee  had  invented  a  machine  which  operated  so 
successfully,  that  in  the  very  first  year  he  reduced  the  price 
of  the  article  fifty  per  cent.  Th's  followed,  he  presumed, 
what  might  be  termed  a  Yankee  trick.  1*he  inventor 
sells  out  his  patent  at  a  handsome  profit,  nnd  immediately 
takes  the  wings  of  the  wind,  and  goes  abroad,  where  he 
makes  the  article  so  cheap  as  to  umlersell  in  tliis  market 
those  who  had  buugiit  his  machine.  Si-rioulsly  considering 
the  extent  of  the  consumption  of  this  article  in  the  South- 
ern States,  he  thought  gentlemen,  if  ai  all  disposed  to 
dlm'nish  their  burdens,  ought  not  to  lay  a  heavier  duty  on 
it.  The  duty  was  already  too  high,  and  he  hoped  it  would 
not  be  increased. 

Mr.  Marct'b  amendment  was  then  adopted,  and  the 
ameiidment  as  amende^  was  agreed  to — yeas  24,  nays  16, 
as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clayton,  Dallas, 
D'ckerson,  Dutlley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hill, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Marcy,  Naudain,  Prentiss, 
nol)bins,  HtiggKs,  Seymour,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tipton, 
Wa.;<'giiman,  Wjikins. — 24. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Grundy, 
Hayne,  Hendricks,  King,  Mangum,  Mller,  Moore,  Pom- 
dexter,  Kobiujon,  Tazewell,  Tyler,  White. — 15, 

The  amendment  in  the  134th  line  was  then  considered, 
as  follows: 

Afiir  the  word  •*  part,"  insert  "coming  from  beyond 
the  Cape  of  Good  nope?**  and  after  the  word  ad  valorem, 
m  the  same  line,  insert  **and  on  all  other  manufactures  of 
silk,  or  of  which  silk  is  a  component  part,  six  per  centum 
ad  vidorem.** 

The  bill  reads,  ««on  all  manufactures  of  silk,  or  of 
which  silk  shall  be  a  component  part,  ten  per  centtim  ad 
valorem,  except  sewing  silk,  wliich  shall  be  forty  per 
centum." 

After  some  remarks  in  favor  of  the  amendment,  by  Mr. 
SMITH, 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  moved  to  amend  the  amrtndment  by 
striking  out  "six,"  and  inserting  "five,"  and  this  referred 
to  French  silks;  which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DALLAS  made  some  remarks  in  opposition  to  the 
discrimination  between  French  and  Chinese  silks. 

The  amendment  was  then  agree<l  to,  asfolU)ws: 

YE  AS. —Messrs.  Bell,  Clay,  Dxkerson,  Dudley,  Elfs, 
Ewitig,  Foot,  Forsyth,  Fi-elinghuysen,  Hayne,  Hill, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  King,  Marcy,  Miller,  Naudain, 
Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Sey- 
mour, Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Troup,  l*yler, 
Wagj,'aman,  White,  Wilkins.— 33. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Clayton,  Dallas,  Grundjr,  Hendricks, 
Silsbee. — 5. 

The  amendment  to  strike  out  two  and  a  half  cents,  and 
insert  three  cents,  being  the  duty  on  brown  sugar,  and 
sirup  of  supir  cane,  in  casks,  was  next  considered 

Messrs.  DICKEUSON,  JOHNSTON,  an<l  CLAY  ad- 
dressed the  Senate  in  favor  of  the  amendment;  after  which, 
the  que.st;on  was  taken,  and  the  amendment  was  agreed 
to — yeas  24,  nays  18,  as  follows: 

YKAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Freling- 
huysen, Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain, 
Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Tipton, 
Wagg;iman,  Wilkins. — 24. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth, 
Grund),  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Mil- 
ler, Sprague,  Tazewell,  Troup,  Tyler,  White.— 18. 

'IMie  next  amendment  was  to  strike  out  "  on  coffee  half  a 
cent  per  pound." 


Mr.  DICKERSON  said  this  amendment  was  intended  to 
put  coflfee  on  the  same  footing  as  the  articles  free  of  duty. 

The  question,  which  being  agreed  to  by ,  general  con- 
sent, was  taken  on  striking  out  the  duty  on  coffee,  and 
tlecided  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs'.  Bell,  Benton,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  iPVcling- 
huysen,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  Kniglit,  Marcy,  Miller, 
Moore,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robin- 
son, Ruggjes,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tazewell, 
Tyler,  Waggaman',  Wilkins. — 31. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Ellis,  For- 
svth,  Gnmdy,  H:tyne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  King,  Mangum, 
Tipton,  Troup,  White.— 14. 

'I'he  amendment  next  considered  was  to  strike  out  as 
follows: 

On  teas  of  all  kinds,  imported  from  China  or  other 
places  east  of  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  and  in  vessels  of 
the  United  States,  one  cent  per  pound:  on  all  teas  import* 
ed  from  any  other  place,  or  in  vessels  other  than  vessels 
of  the  United  States,  ten  cents  per  poimd. 

And  insert  "  on  all  teas  imported  from  places  this  side 
the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  or  in  vessels  other  than  vessels 
of  the  United  States,  ten  cents  per  pound." 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  this  was  a  proposition  whether  teas 
should  come  in  duty  free.  He  regarded  teas  as  articles  of 
luxury,  and  as  much  deserving  of  taxation  as  any  other 
article. 

Messrs.  DICKERSON  and  CLAY  addressed  the  Senate 
in  favor  of  the  amendment;  after  which,  the  question  was 
taken,  and  decided  in  the  affirmative — yeas  28,  nays  15. 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Chambers^  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuy- 
sen, Hendricks  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  Knight,  Marcy, 
Naudain,  Prent  ss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Seymour, 
Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Waggpiman,  Wilkins. — ^28. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  B.bb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy, 
Hayne,  Hill,  King,  Mangum,  Miller,  Poindexter,  Taze- 
well, Troup,  Tyler,  White. — 15. 

The  next  amendment  was  in  the  167th  line,  striking 
out  the  duty  of  thirty  per  cent,  on  Leghorn  hats  or  bon- 
nets and  ail  hats  of  straw,  chip,  or  grass,  and  all  6at8, 
braids,  or  plaits  for  making  hats  or  bonnets,  leaving  the 
duty  as  it  is  under  the  present  tariff. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  the  object  of  this  amendment 
was  to  prevent  diminishing  the  protection  on  articles  pro- 
duced principally  by  female  industry.  He  hoped  there 
was  sufficient  gallantry  in  the  Senate  to  retain  a  sufficient 
protection  on  this  branch  of  industry. 

Mr.  HAYNE  sud  the  articles  are  worn  by  almost  all  the 
females  in  the  United  States,  and  the  gentleman  proposed 
to  show  his  gallantry  by  taxing  fifty  per  cent,  articles  used 
by  females.  The  (futy  hnposed  by  the  House  was  thiity 
per  cent.,  sufficiently  high  for  all  the  purposesof  protec- 
tion; and  he  saw  no  reason  why  it  should  be  increased. 
This  was  a  very  liea\y  expense  felt  by  every  head  of  a 
family. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  that  his  gallantry  consisted  in 
wishing  to  encourage  the  poor  and  laboring  females,  while 
that  of  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  was  in  a  wish 
to  relieve  those  who  were  rich  and  consumers  of  articles 
ofhixury. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  this  amendment,  and 
it  was  rejected  by  the  following  vote: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bel),  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dal- 
las, D.ckerson,  Dudley,  Ewing^,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen. 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins, 
Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  I'omlinson,  Waggaman,  Wil- 
kins. — ^22. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth, 
Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum. 
Marcy,  Miller,  Poindexter,  Robinson,  Sprague,  Tazewell, 
Tipton,  Troup,'Tyler,  White,— 22. 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT  added  his  vote  against  the 
amendment. 

The  next  amendment  considered  was  in  the  lT7th  line, 
inserting  **  except  cordage  tarred  and  untarrcd,"  the  ob- 
ject of  which  amendment  is  to  retain  the  present  ipecific 
rate  of  duty  on  those  articles. 

Mr.  DUDLEY  requested  a  letter  from  a  manufacturer 
of  cordage  in  New  York  might  be  read.  It  stated  that  the 
effect  would  be  injurious  if  the  clause  in  the  bill  from  the 
House  were  to  become  a  law. 

Mr.  H.\YNE  wished  to  have  the  effect  of  this  amend- 
ment distinctly  understood.  As  the  act  came  from  the 
other  House,  all  manufactures  of  hemp  would  be  subject 
to  no  more  than  twenty-five  per  cent.  If  it  were  designed 
to  except  cordage  from  this,  the  duties  under  the  existing 
tariff  would  revert  on  this  article,  and  by  that  the  duty 
amounted  to  eighty  per  cent,  on  tarred  cordage,  and  to 
eighty-eight  on  untarred.  He  would  submit  that  twenty- 
five  per  cent,  was  thought  too  low,  if  eighty  or  eighty- 
eight  per  cent,  was  not  far  too  high.  He  hoped  gentle- 
men would  not  impose  a  duty  so  extravagant. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  the  manufactures  of  cordage  could 
not  exist  if  only  protected  by  a  duty  of  twenty-five  per  cent. 
They  paid  forty  dollars  a  ton,  of  duty,  on  hemp,  and  it  was 
impossible  they  could  thus  compete  with  the  foreign  market. 

Mr.  SILSBEE  spoke  in  favor  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  FOOT  said  it  must  be  evident,  unless  this  amend- 
ment prevailed,  the  manufacture  of  cordage  must  be  en- 
tirely abandoned  in  this  country.  The  manufacture  was 
barely  getting  on,  and  could  not  bear  any  additional  burden. 

Mr.  dMLTH  said  we  can  no  longer  export  tlie  cordage 
of  our  own  country,  it  being  taxed  so  high  in  the  article 
of  hemp. 

The  amendment  was  carried — yeas  26,  nays  1 6,  as  follows : 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clayton, 
Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frehnghuysen, 
Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kmght,  Naudain,  Prentiss, 
Hobbins,  Burgles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smitli,  Sprague, 
Tipton,  TomTinson,  Waggaman,  Wilkins. — '26, 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  B»bb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth, 
Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  Marcy,  Mdler,  Moore,  Foin- 
dezter,  Robinson,  'I'azewell,  Tyler. — 16. 

The  amendment  in  the  iQJth  line  was  to  insert  musical 
instnimentsatarate  of  duty  of  thirty  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  DICREUSON  said  that  this  was  a  manufacture  that 
deserved  protection;  they  were  made  to  a  very  high  de- 
gree of  perfection  in  the  United  States.  By  the  bill  from 
the  Hou!ie,  they  wonid  come  in  as  articles  made  of  wood, 
at  a  rate  of  duty  too  low  to  protect  the  manufacture. 

This  amendment  was,  after  a  short  discussion,  agreed 
tQ — yeas  25,  nays  16,  as  follows: 

YE  AS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Biickner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frehng- 
huysen, Holmes,  Knight,  Naudam,  PientiSS,  Robbins,  Ro- 
binson, Buggies,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  'ium- 
linson,  Wagg;iman,  Wilkins. — 25. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy, 
Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  Marcy,  Mdler,  Moore,  Poindexter, 
Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tyler,  White.— 16. 

The  amendment  in  the  197th  line  was  as  follows: 

At  the  end  of  the  line,  insert  ''until  the  3d  day  of  March, 
eighteen  Inuidred  and  thirty  .four;  and  from  and  after  that 
day  one-half  of  tliose  rates  respectively;  and  on  ail  other 
wines,  other  than  those  of  I-Yaiice,  one-l»alf  of  their  pre- 
sent rates  of  duty  respecdvely,  from  and  after  the  day  last 
aforesaid." 

The  bill  reads,  on  the  wines  of  France,  namely,  red 
wines,  in  casks,  six  cents  a  gallon;  white  wines,  in  casks, 
ten  cents  a  gallon;  and  French  wines,  of  all  sorts,'in  bot- 
tles, twenty-two  cejits  a  gallon. 

Mr.  HAYNE  s.iid  he  thought  the  yeas  and  nays  need 
not  be  taken  on  this  amendment;  it  was  a  clear  revenue 
measure,  and  no  one  would,  he  presumed,  object  to  it. 


Mr.  KNIGHT  insisted  on  having  the  yeas  and  nays  on 
this  antendment,  they  having  been  previously  onWnrd  on 
all. 

The  question  was  then  taken  by  ):ea9  and  nays,  and  the 
amendment  was  adopted — yeas  30,' nay  it  3. 

The  next  amendment  provided  for  striking  out  tl»e  follow. 
ing  words  from  the  hill  containedin  lines  205, 206, 207,208, 
2u9,  and  210:  **  all  articles  not  herein  specified  etiier  u 
free  or  as  liable  to  a  d  fferent  duty,  and  which,  by  the  ex- 
isting lawR,  pay  an  ad  valorem  duty  higher  than  fifteen  per 
centum,  to  pay  an  ad  valorem  duty  of  fifteen  per  centum, 
from  and  after  the  said  third  day  of  March,  one  thou* 
sand  eight  hundred  and  thirty-three." 

Mr.  HAYNE  hoped  this  clause  of  the  amendment 
might  not  prevail.  The  committee  had  looked  at  all  the 
articles  taxed  by  the  present  tariff*  with  a  microscopic  eye, 
and  had  provided  duties  for  them  all;  but,  under  the  ftrv 
that  there  might  be  some  articles  which  their  astutenea 
had  not  discovered,  and  which  might,  under  the  hill,  be 
brought  in  so  low  as  fifteen  per  cent.,  had  prepared tlieir 
amendment  to  prevent  this  possible  reduction.  He  trurt* 
ed  that  they  would  permit  this  part  of  the  bill  to  remain, 
and  any  articles  which  their  ingenuity  and  research  migljt 
possibly  have  omitted,  to  come  in  at  the  moderate  rate  of 
duty  of  fifteen  per  cent. 

After  some  remarks  from  Mr.  DICKERSON,  who  (^^ 
nominated  this  clause  of  the  bill  a  broad  net  to  catch  til 
the  articles  omitted  by  it,  the  question  was  taken  on  strik* 
ing  out  the  clause,  and  carried — yeas  24,  nays  21,  as  ful* 
lows: 

YEA3.— Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dal- 
las, Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  FrelngUiiywrn, 
Hendricks,  Holmes,  Knight,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Kobbiid> 
Ruggles,  Seymour,  Sd!>bee,  Sprague,  T»ptow,  Toniliiisou. 
Waggaman,  Wdkins. — 24. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Elli^ 
Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hdl,  Kane,  Kmg,  Mangtimr 
Marcy,  Mdler,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Robinaon,  SuutK 
Tazewell,  Tyler.— 21. 

The  amendment  strik'ngout  from  the  list  of  duty  frfe 
articles,  epaulets  of  gold  and  silver,  was  next  considered. 

Mr.  MILLER  observed  that  this  was  a  matter  of  some 
importance  to  the  mihlia  of  the  United  States,  who  served 
without  pay,  and  were  at  considerable  expense  in  tqu'P* 
ping  and  uniforming  themseU  es.  This  amendment  would 
bear  hard  on  these  officers, ^nd  he  hoped  it  would  not  be 
adopted. 

Mr.  DICKERSON,  in  answer  to  an  inquio.w  to  theei- 
tent  of  the  manufacture,  and  the  amount  of  the  present 
diity,  said  that  the  article  was  made  in  the  United  Stated 
and  paid  a  duty  on  the  importation  of  twelve  percent. 
Tliis  was  but  a  very  nunlerate  protection,  and  of  no  m*"' 
ner  of  consequence  to  the  consumer. 

The aniendnient  w as rejtcied — yeas  17,  nays 28. 

The  amendment  in  the  twelfth  hne  of  tlic  ihird  scctjon 


was  to  insert  ind  go  among  the  art.Qjes  frtr e  of  duty 


Mr.  DICKERSON  said  the  object  of  tl»e  amcj.dmc"| 
was  to  strikeout  "indigo''  from  the  ILstof  articUsiXi"'P 
from   duly,  in  order  to  insert  it  in  the  second  seciu<j 
of  the  bill,  in  the  clause  enumerating  various  articles  a 
fifteen  per  cent.     This  protection  was  considered  nece 
sary,  as  indigo  liad  btcome  an  article  of  home  produc  • 

Mr.  BENTON  s^id  he  had  a  letter  from  a  gendemin  « 
much  infornuition  in  Stmth  Carolina,  whicii  sho^J^  . 
extent  in  which  this  article  was  raised  and  prwlucedm 
South.     The  letter  stated  that  from  forty  to  fifty  ^'^"'i^'Jg 
pounds  of  indigo  were  raised,  within  the  year,  '*)'*!*"'^j 

toC 


ish  in  South  Carol  na;  that  it  was  frequently  »'»'P1P* 
:incinnati  and  to  New  York,  where  it  whs  foi"»fl^ 
equal  any  imported  from  abroad.  Mr.  B.  said  he  ' 
read  this  letter  for  the  purpose  of  contradifcting  t"^  ^'  ^^ 
that  prevailed,  that  indigo  was  not  produced  in  ^"'*^^j 
try.     The  fact  was,  tliat  England,  when  ibc  P****^ 
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colonies  in  this  country,  had  spared  no  expense  in  encou- 
ragpiig  the  cultivation  of  indigo  in  tlie  South,  thinking^, 
wisely,  that  if  they  were  to  liave  domestic  manufacture 
within  themselves,  they  ought  not  to  be  dependent  on' a 
foreign  country  fur  the  chief  material  .in  the  dye  of  that 
TTiHnufucture.  He  [Mr.  B.]  was  of  opinion  tliat  when 
wool  aiul  other  articles  belonging  to  our  domestic  manu- 
factures  were  taxed,  a  duty  should  be  laid  on  indigo  in 
propoition. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  that,  although  the  letter,  which  had 
been  read,  had  come  from  a  gentleman  in  his  State,  it  was 
merely  in  reply  to  information  that  had  been  asked,  and 
was  not  indicative  of  the  feeling  of  the  State  on  the  sub- 
ject. South  Carolina  would  not  consent  to  the  principle 
of  any  duty  by  way  of  protection.  That  indigo  was 
railed  in  the  South,  was  there  no  secret;  every  houK- 
wife  could  raise  what  she  herself  required.  All  that  his 
Stale  would  ask  for  was  a  fair  revenue  system;  a  system 
built  on  revenue  alone,  and  on  just  and  equitable  terms. 
His  object  was  to  disclaim,  on  the  part  of  tiis  State,  any 
protection  on  this  or  any  other  article  of  her  produce. 
South  Carolina  would  disdain  to  ask  for  any  protection 
whatever:  if  this  duty  was  intended  as  a  boon  to  her,  she  did 
not  seek  it.     But  to  a  fair  revenue  she  would  not  dissent. 

Mr.  DICKERS  ON  said  it  had  not  been  proposed  by  the 
committee  as  a  boon  to  the  South.  Indigo  was  becoming 
an  article  of  considerable  liome  produce,  and  tiierefure  it 
was  thought  necessary  to  protect  it,  as  well  as  the  other 
pro<luctii>ns  of  the  country,  by  a  duty  of  fifteen  per  cent. 

Mr.  MILLER  made  some  remarks,  which  were  not  dis- 
tinctly audible. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  amendment,  when 
it  was  negatived  with  consent,  in  order  again  to  make  the 
intended  substitute  in  the  proper  place. 

It  being  past  six  o'clock,  the  Senate  ailjourned. 

Fbioat,  Jult  6. 
THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  tariff  bill.  Af^er  disposing  of 
Tarious  amendments  without  discussion,  the  last  amendr 
ment  of  the  committee  was  taken  up,  as  follows:  Af\er 
■the  word  *•  pai-t,"  insert  **  the  duties  following,  that  is  tb 
say,  such  other  manufactures  of  wool,  or  of  which  wool 
is  a  component  part,  the  actual  value  of  which  at  the 
place  from  whence  imported  shall  not  exceed  fif\y  cents 
the  square  yard,  shall  be  deemed  to  have  cost  fifW  cents 
the  square  yard,  and  pay  a  duty  thereon  of  thirty -five  per 
centum.  And  all  such  other  manufactures  of  wool,  or  of 
which  wool  is  a  component  part,  the  actual  value  of  whicli, 
at  the  place  from  whence  imported  shall  exceed  fifty 
cents  the  square  yard,  and  shall  not  exceed  two  dollars 
aikI  fifty  cents  the  square  yard,  shall  [be  deemed  to  have 
cost  two  dollars  and  fifty  cents  the  square  yard,  and]  pay 
a  duty  thereon  of  tliiity-five  per  centum.  And  <mall  such 
other  manufactures  of  wool,  or  of  which  wool  is  a  com- 
ponent parr,  the  actual  value  of  which  at  the  places 
whence  imported  shall  exceed  two  dollars  and  fifty  cents 
the  square  yard,  there  shall  be  levied  a  duty  of  thirty -five 
per  centum  ad  valorem." 

Mr.  DICKERSON,  in  supporting  this  amendment,  re- 
marked that  since  wool  was  protected,  tl)e  woollen  mMUU- 
faclures  should  be  equally  so.  The  protection  of  the 
manufactured  article  from  wool  would  act  beneficially  to 
agriculturists  themselves — the  growers  of  wool;  for  the 
consequence  was,  that  the  more  the  manufacture  was  in- 
creasetl,  the  more  wool  would  be  consumed.  The  wo<il- 
len  trade  was  of  the  greatest  importance  to  us,  and  on  it 
might  be  said  to  hang  the  interests  of  the  agriculturists  in 
a  paramount  degree*  I'he  necessity  of  this  part  of  our 
industry  was  of  the  last  importance  to  the  country;  and 
when  it  was  proposed  by  gentlemen  to  do  away  with  its 
protection,  be  could  not  but  say  that  they  would  so  sub- 


serve the  British  interest.  He^  alluded  to  the  practice  of 
the  British  Government  to  defeat  our  advances  in  manu- 
facturing, by  meeting  us  with  specific  duties,  and  instanced 
that  on  glass.  Under  such  circumstances,  our  W(#ollens 
required  more  protection  than  was  given  them  by  the  bill, 
and,  therefore,  the  committee  had  proposed  this  ameiKl- 
ment.  He  was  of  opinion,  that  whilst  the  change  pro* 
posed  would  be  beneficial  to  the  manufacturers,  it  gave  a 
considerable  boon  to  the  South,  by  the  low  duty  imposed 
on  the  cheap  coai*se  clotlis. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  he  did  not  rise  to  enter  into  any  argu- 
ment on  this  question,  but  to  explain  a  difference  as  to 
faicts  between  the  Senator  from  Nrw  Jersey  [Mr.  Dicksb- 
son]  and  himself.  That  gentleman  had  taken  the  year 
1824,  when  we  passed  the  act  raising  the  duty  on  wool, 
and  said  that  the  Engl.sh  duty  of  sixteen  cents  per  pound 
was  repealed  in  consequence  of  our  act.  Tliis  was  not 
so.  Mr.  S.  recollected  well,  that  when  the  bill  of  1824 
was  under  consideration,  he  rose  in  his  place,  and  stated, 
at  the  very  time  we  were  about  raising  our  duty  on  wool, 
the  English  were  about  reducing  theirs;  and  that  the 
course  pursued  by  Great  Britain  would  operate  more  to 
our  disadvantage  than  any  advantage  we  could  expect 
to  gain  by  increase  of  duty.  What  was  the  answer  of 
gentlemen  at  that  time?  Why,  that  Great  Britain  oidy 
held  out  this  threat  in  terrorem^  to  ])revent  us  from  raising 
our  duty.  The  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  contended 
that  the  duty  of  1824  was  trifling — a  mere  mo<licum. 
Why,  sir,  it  was  not  so  considered  then.  Gentlemen  who 
favored  the  measure  at  that  time  told  a  different  story. 
By  the  act  of  1816,  the  duty  was  twenty-five  per  cent., 
to  become  the  next  year  twenty,  and  so  on;  but,  by  the 
act  of  1824,  the  duty  was  increased  to  thirty -three  and  a 
third;  and  this  was  considered  by  all  at  that  time  as  a  very 
high  rate  of  duty. 

With  respect  to  the  glass  spoken  of  by  the  Senator, 
he  could  not  agree  with  him.  He  [Mr.  S.]  was  at  one 
time  an  importer  of  glass  to  a  considerable  amount,  and 
the  drawback  to  the  amount  of  the  excise  in  England 
was  always  given  them.  So  it  was  witli  regard  to cal.coes. 
They  gave  us  back,  said  he,  the  full  amount  of  the  ex- 
cise on  that  article.  So  also  in  Ireland  with  respect  to 
linens.  There  was  an  excise  of  a  penny-halfpenny  a  yard 
on  this  last  article,  which  bus  since  been  repealed,  and 
now  it  came  to  us  at  a  penny -halfpenny  dearer. 

Mr.  HOLMES  adverted  to  the  pol.cy  followed  by  Great 
Britain  in  1819,  in  raising  the  duty  on  foreign  wool  one 
penny  sterling  to  six  pence.  It  had  so  continued  till  1825, 
when  it  was  repealed  and  put  at  the  old  rate.  In  the 
96th  No.  of  the  Edinburgh  Review,  there  was  an  excel- 
lent at  tide,  which  showid  the  fallacy  of  not  allowing  the 
duty  on  uooUens  and  on  wool  to  go  hand  in  hand;  of 
not'  reducing  the  one,  and  at  the  same  time  reducing  the 
other..  But  it  was  found  by  a  committee  of  inve»tig:ition, 
that  the  manufacturers  could  not  go  on  without  having 
foreign  fine  wool  to  mix  with  their  coarse,  and  without 
the  cme  thev  coidd  not  consume  the  other. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  sad  he  recollected  they  had  been 
told,  in  1824,  by  tlie  Senator  from  Maryland,  that,  if  they 
increased  the  protection  on  wool,  the  British  would  re- 
duce the  duty  on  their  importations  of  the  article,  and  de- 
feat the  protection.  This  he  thought,  at  the  time,  highly 
probable.  If  we  had  been  content  to  take  their  waollens 
as  before,  they  would  not  have  re<luced  their  duty.  They 
were  watching  the  progress  of  our  legislation,  and  began 
this  measure  to  defeat  us.  They  would  have  much  pre- 
ferred to  keep  up  their  duty,  if  it  oouUl  be  sent  here  and 
the  tax  levied  on  us.  But  he  did  not  believe  they  would 
have  put  down  their  duty,  but  for  the  consideration  that 
they  were  deteruiined  to  supply  us  in  spite  of  our  legis- 
lation. 

Very  little  was  done  for  wool  in  1824.  In.  1823,  the 
duty  on  wool  amounted  to  about  $120,000;  and  we  paid  a 
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Ux  to  Great  Britain  in  that  year  to  that  amount.  Wltli 
respect  to  tc'^S  tlie  excise  in  1825  was  reduced  to  forty- 
five  sliilling's  and  tlie  drawback  was  put  at  sixty -five;  so 
that  there  is,  at  this  moment,  twenty  hhilling^  whic4i  they 
pay  for  the  sake  of  sup  plying- us  with  tliat  article. 

Mr.  CLAY  advocale<l  the  amendment,  an«l  stated  that 
it  made  the  b;1l  much  better  fur  the  South  than  it  was 
wh«:n  it  came  from  the  House.  He  read  from  an  Invoice, 
dated  Auf^ust,  1831,  an  account  of  the  charges  on  a  lot 
of  jylassware  sent  to  Greenock.  The  original  value  of  the 
gluss  was  £7  \0s.  9d.  sterling.  The  duties  and  charges 
were  £10  18«.  8^.;  making  the  cost  £18  9«.  3d.  The 
articles  then  sold  for  £28  Ss.  D.shes,  produced  by  Ame- 
rican ingenuity  for  one  dtillar  and  a  half,  sold  for  up- 
wards of  eight  dollars.  This  glass  was  produced  by  com- 
pression. He  gsive  this  fact,  to  show  the  nature  and  ex- 
tent of  English  liberal. ty  and  kindness,  and  the  sincerity  of 
the  profession  of  Great  Britain  in  reference  to  free  trade. 

He  then  adverted  to  the  char.icter  and  operation  of 
this  amendment,  showing  that  the  local  minimum  was 
merely  nominal,  and  that  the  next  minimum  was  the  only 
re:d  and  substantial  one.  The  idea  of  protecting  articles  in 
wh'tch  the  South  are  most  interested,  is  abandoned.  The 
second  minimum,  he  s!iowe<l,  was  more  favorable  to  the 
South  than  the  b.ll  from  the  House.  Its  operation  would 
be  princ  pally  on  the  midille  classes  in  the  North  and  the 
East;  so  that  the  burden  and  the  bcf  nefit  wcmld  go  together. 

Tile  sj)ec  fie  tluty  he  reg-arded  as  preferable  to  the  ad 
valorem,  as  it  prevented  fraud.  And,  in  reference  to  the 
minimum  system,  he  referred  to  the  prosperity  of  the 
cotton  manufactories,  to  show  its  eflRcacv. 


woollens,  from  fifty  cents  to  $2  50,  shall  be  deemed  lo 
have  cost  $2  50;  thereby  doubling  the  duty  on  the  coane 
articles.  It  was  true  that,  under  the  former  law,  tl»e  duty 
was  forty-five  per  cent. ;  but,  under  the  proposed  iiomiiiii 
rate  of  duty  of  thirty-Hve  per  cent,  on  the  minimum  of 
$2  5J,  the  duty  will  in  fact  amount  to  eiglity-seven  ctri.ts 
per  yani;  and  the  entire  class  of  article's  between  fifty 
cents  and  $1  50  will  pay  a  duty  i*angpng  from  sixty  to  une 
Innidred  an<l  seventy  per  cent.  iPlr.  H.  viewed  this  enor- 
mous increase  of  duty  to  amount  to  a  prohibition  uf  tite 
coarser  articles;  and  the  real  object  of  the  amendment  iin« 
questionably  was  to  give  an  entire  monopoly  to  ttie  Runii- 
facturc  of  cloths  worth  from  fifty  cent^  to  $2  50.  Bit 
negro  cloth  was  to  be  excepted.  New  negro  cloths  Mr. 
H.  said,  were  plains,  not  m.ide  in  the  United  States  at 
all,  or,  if  made,  to  a  very  limited  extent.  That  tliose 
coarse  cloths  were  consumed  at  the  North  as  well  si  nt 
the  South,  the  gentleman  was  mistaken  in  supposng. 
There  was  no  coarse  article  consumed  at  the  Nunh.  But 
the  entire  importation  of  such  articles  was  to  a  very 
limited  extent;  not  exceeding  about  $5J0,000.  Ami  l;cre 
he  iiuist  remark,  that  one  of  the  strongest  objeciiimsio 
the  proposed  minimums  arose  from  the  difference  in  the 
amount  of  the  articles  on  which  it  would  operate,  com- 
pared with  the  am<nnit  to  be  admitted  as  a  law  duty.  By 
a  statement  of  the  treasury  he  held  in  his  hand,  it  woulJ 
he  seen  that  the  whole  ainoiuit  of  the  importation  of  lu-gro 
cloths  and  other  coarse  articles  was  only  $600,0J0;  wiile 
of  those  costing  from  $1  to  $2  20,  the  imp(trtatioits  in 
1850,  were  $2,373,791,  and  last  year  exceeded  $4,OOa,OO0. 
So  that  whde  on  a  very  limited  unpm'tatiou  the  duties  are 


Tliat  branch 
of  our  manufacture Jiad  grown  up  under  the  protection  (to  be  reduced,  they  are  to  be  en<»rmOll^ly  increased  on 
of  a  single  minimum.     He  read  a  communicatitm  from  an  ;  articles  amounting  to  between  two  and  four  m  llion».  11^ 
officer  of  the  ctistoms  in  New  York,  of  great  intelligence !  higher  priced  art.cles  of  woollen  cloths,  costing  above 


and  worth,  in  which  he  showed  the  advantage  of  the 
squ.ire  yard  and  minimum  system.  Under  the  ad  vah)- 
rem  duty,  one  package  in  twenty  is  examined,  while,  in 
the  specific  <luty  system,  every  package  is  examined.  If 
fraud  can  exist,  then,  under  the  specific  duty  system,  what 
frauds  may  not  be  expected  under  the  ad  valorem  system? 
He  then  a  Iverted^o  the  operation  of  tiie  original  bdl,  in 
order  to  show  its  inefficiency.  He  la'ul  it  down  as  indis- 
putable tiiat  adequate  protection  could  alone  be  obtained 
by  a  duty  on  the  raw  nuteri.il  and  foreign  fabric  operat 


$2  50,  amounted  only  to  $8J,000,  and  were  nude,  ta  i 
very  limited  extent,  in  the  United  States:  so  much  so, 
that  thirty -five  per  cent,  was  deemed  by  the  gcuileroen 
themselves  an  adequate  protection;  fur  the  gentleman  lud 
diclared  that  he  would  not  ^oone  cent  below  an  adrquiite 
protection.  He  should  be  gla  I,  therefore,  to  know  where, 
m  all  this,  was  the  yielding  to  the  South  that  the  gentle- 
man talked  so  much  of.  He  had  ex[)licitly  declurctl  th»t 
he  wotdd  yield  nothing  of  the  protectioit,  and  is  seeking 
to  increase,  very  largely,  the  duties  on  the  great  mass  of 


ing  together.     It  was  lis  wisli  to  guard  the  f.trmer  and  the  !  woollens.  One  word  more  as  to  the  minintnms.  Wiiaiar* 


muinifacturer  against  the  influence  of  foreign  legislation. 
He  congratu lilted  the  Senate  on  the  evidence  which  had 
been  exhibited,  that  the  protective  principle  was  stdl  to 
be  preserved,  and  concluded  by  asserting  tliat  the  amend- 
ment hid  been  introduced  from  a  feeling  of  kindness  to 
the  South.  The  coarse  article  is  abandoned  to  the  South, 
and  lavs  the  burden  on  the  middle  classes  in  the  North 

•      

and  the  East. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  his  desire  was  to  bring  this  question 
to  the  test;  and  he  should  therefore  move  to  strike  out,  in 
the  14th,  15th,  and  16tli  lines,  the  words  *' be  deemed  to 
have  cost  two  dollars  and  fifty  cents  the  sqtiare  yard,"  to 
try  the  question  on  the  mnimums  at  once.  His  olrject 
WHS  to  bring  before  the  Senate  this  principle  of  minimums 
which  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  called  the  most  effi- 
cient feature  in  the  bill,  and  which  the  Senate  would  at 
once  perceive  would  greatly  increase  the  dtity.  h\  the  bill 
that  came  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  these  duties 
ranged  fnm»  five  to  thirty  per  cent.;  in  the  bill  from  the 
House  they  ranged  from  five  to  fifty  per  cent.,  without 
having  nunm)unis  in  either;  and  in  the  amendment  it  is 
proposed  that  the  duty  shall  be  calculated  on  every  yard 


they  ?  Why,  they  declare  that  an  article  which  is  worth  tio 
more,  and  actually  cost  only  fifty  cents,  sliall  be  deemed 
and  ttken  to  have  cost  $2  50,  and  pa)  a  duty  acconiinglf' 
Could  any  th'.ng  be  more  unfair,  more  unjust,  or  nmre 
extravagant?  If  you  apply  this  princ  pie  to  the  people 
of  the  United  States  in  the 'way  of  direct  taxation,  il 
would  not  be  submitte<l  to  for  a  moment.  How  would  it 
answer  to  impose  an  income  tax,  and  then  say 'that  every 
man's  income,  no  matter  what  it  was,  shall  be  <leentcilio 
be  $1,000,  and  that  he  shall  pay  a  tax  accordingly;  or  tiut 
his  stdl  shall  be  taxtd  fifty  cents  per  gallon,  but  sAail  be 
deemed  to  contain  one  hundred  gallons,  and  taxed  »ttl»t 
rate?  The  mininmm  provis  on  was  a  more  Cunningcontr.''' 
ance  by  which  to  conceal  the  truth  fmm  the  people; 
making  thetn  pay,  as  in  the  case  before  tis,  a  tnx,  »v  "» 
one  hundred  and  fifiy  per  cent.,  and,  at  the  sanic  tme, 
telling  them  that  they  were  only  to  pay  thirty-five  per  cent 
But  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  s:<y»  that  the  ro*"** 
mums  are  to  guard  against  a  false  valuation.  Why,  '»f^' 
you  now  nc»  means  of  ascertaining  tlie  tme  value  of  ira* 
ported  art.cles?  If  the  gentleman  is  right,  why  lw»'«;  »" 
valorem  duties  at  all?  Surely  the  laws  now  provide,  urthe 
Treasury  Department  can  devise  a  system  by  which  the 


ofcloth  costing  from  fifty  cents  to  ;52  50,  as  if  it  cost  ^2  5U.    ^    __, _  -    . 

The  first  objection  to  this  clause  was,  that  it  was  a  great ,  custom-houses  can  always  know  the  actual  value  <^*  "'J 
enlargement  of  the  existing  tar.ff.     The  present  law  pro-  articles  entered.     If  this  cannot  be  done,  you  muat  aflop 
v.desthat  all  W(M>llen  goods  costing  fifty  cents,  and  under  minimums  or  specific  duties  throughout  your  whole  >}*• 
one  dolbr,  shall  be  deemed  to  have  cost  one  dollar,  and  pay  tem.     But  he  would  leave  this  branch  of  the  subject.    » 
duty  accordingly.       This  amendment  provides  that  all  required  no  argument  to  lUow  that  ad  valorenm  were  tw 
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fairest  rates  of  iliity  tiiat  €(niKl  be  adopted.     All  otliers 
miiHt  be  most  unequal  and  unjust. 

To  liim  the  greatest  objection  to  minlmums  wan,  that 
they  Incrf ased  tne  (huy  on  the  coarser  ^nd  chea|3(fr  ar- 
ticieH,  and  ft  11  most  heavily  on  tlie  consumption  ofthe  poor. 

Before  he  sat  down,  vtr.  H.  said  he  would  reply  to  the 
Statements  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  with 
regard  to  the  exportation  of  a  cane  of  glass,  valued  at 
seven  pounds,  to  Great  Britain;  but  he  would  first  remark 
that  every  tiiins^  relating  to  that  country  always  set  the 
gentleman  from  New  Jersey  in  as  fierce  aflame  as  one  of 
Ills  own  furnaces— he  seemed  to  have*  a  holy  horror  at 
every  thing  English— and  why }  Because  England  sold 
her  iron  so  mucli  cheaper  than  his  couTd  be  produced 
here.  But  the  gentleman  thinks  high  duties  lessen  prices. 
Is  it  not  passing  strange  that  when  you  impose  a  tax  on 
wool  and  sail  <hick,  these  gentlemen  tell  us  it  increases  the 
price  of  tiie  article;  but  when  you  tax  the  article  they 
want  to  sell,  why,  it  always  lessens  the  price;  and  >vitii 
them,  when  Great  Britain  takes  iM  a  tax,  it  always  fur- 
nishes a  reason  for  imposing  additional  burdens  on  our 
.  own  people^  Suppose  Great  Britain  were  to  repeal  her 
corn  laws  lo-mon*o\v;  we  slioidd  then  hear  a  clamor  from 
all  the  manufacturers  ofthe  country  for  increased  protec- 
tion. ,  Hut,  as  to  this  exportation  of  glass,  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky  takes  tins  small  isolated  case,  and  presents 
it  as  an  inst:ince  of  successful  competition  wtth  Br.tish 
nianufactiircs,  in  consequence  of  the  system  of  protec- 
tion. This  WHS  a  small  affair,  indeed,  and  he  wassatisfie<l 
that  no  glassware  would  ever  be  exported  to  England 
vorth  mentioning.  Although  this  glass  paid  a  high  duty, 
but  few  of  our  exports  to  England  paid  more  than  a  very 
moderate  one.  But,  with  respect  to  articles  of  theirs  that 
we  imported,  many  of  them  paid  even  a  much  higher  rate 
of  duty  than  the  glass  .spoken  of  by  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky. Here  arc  invoices  of  a  g^eat  variety  of  articles 
impoited  into  this  country;  green  and  red  baizes  paying  a 
duty  of  three  hundred  per  cent.;  swansdown  vestnig,  a 
duty  of  two  hundred  an([  tJiree  percent.;  shawls  andleno 
muslins  taxed  as  htgii  as  one  hundred  and  seventy-five  per 
cent.;  and  he  could  go  through  a  hiii%  list,  and  shoW  the 
gentleman  from  Kenuicky  that  the  duties  on  some  of  them 
run  up  as  high  as  three  hundred  per  cent.  There  were 
flannels,  wh  ch  a  respectable  merchant  of  Philadelphia 
assured  li.m  could  be  purchased  in  England  at  eight 
cents,  and  are  now,  by  this  bill,  to  pay  a  duty  of  sixteen 
cents.  Fine  salt  was  taxed  as  high  as  two  hundred  per 
cent.;  he  could  show  piles  of  such  articles,  on  which  exoi- 
bitant  dut.es  were  laid.  But  it  was  not  the  rate  of  duty 
on  any  particular  article  which  formed  the  proper  subject 
for  comparison,  but  the  general  rate  of  duties  between  the 
two  countries.  And  here  he  would  s:ty  that,  while  the 
great  mass  of  our  exports  were  received' by  Great  Britain 
Sit  a  duty  almost  nonnnal,  the  great  mass  of  Brttish  exports 
were  taxed  almost  X»  prohibition. 

Mr.  ll.  conchuled  by  expressing  a  hope  that  this  mini* 
Tnum  would  he  stricken  out,  and  that  if  gentlemen  are  re- 
solved to  increase  the  duty  on  woollens,  and  carry  it  up 
even  beyond  the  tarifl'of  1828,  they  would  do  it  openly 
and  above-board.  If  we  are  to  pay  fifty,  sixty,  or  one 
lunulred  percent,  for  the  protection  of  tlie  domestic  manu- 
factures, say  so  in  plain  terms,  which  every  one  can  un- 
derstanciy  and  do  not  call  it  thirty-five  per  cent*  with  a 
minimum  of  two  dollars  and  fiOy  cents. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  then  addressed  the  Senate  in  defence 
of  tlie  amendment  of  the  committee.  He  contended  that 
the  high  sounding  ad  valorem  duty  imposed  by  the  bill 
was  fallacious,  and  could  only  deceive  those  who  took  su- 

{lerficial  views  of  tlie  subject.  He  stated  that  the  wool- 
en manufacture  was  now  on  the  point  of  success  or  the 
po'nt  of  failure.  It  was  not  established  in  prosperity,  nor 
was  it  prostrate.     He  described  the  woollen  interest  as  a 


gentlemen,  who  opposed  this  amendment,  to  refute  this 
!itatement;  to  show  that  the  manufacturers  were  growing 
rich,  and  not,  in  their  attacks  on  the  proposition,  to  shil- 
tur  themselves  behind  general  principles.  He  cons.dered 
the  ad  valorem  system  as  uncertain  and  deceptive,  inas- 
much as  invoices  from  England  could  be  shown  to  sustain 
any  price  which  the  importer  wished  to  prove  that  the 
fabrics  had  cost.  Invu.ces  were  made  up  for  the  occa- 
s.oii,  and  would  continue  to  be  so  while  the  ad  valorem 
system  should  continue.  He  stated  that  the  duty  of  six- 
teen cents  a  square  yai*d  on  the  article  of  flannels  was  in 
fact  a  minimum  duty,  because  it  placed  the  same  duty  of 
sixteen  cents  on  flannel  which  cost  five  cents,  which  it 
laid  on  that  which  cost  fify  cents.  The  adoption  of  the 
terms  was  merely  to  classtty  the  duties.  He  laid  it  down 
that  our  manufacturers  must  workup  our  own  wo<iL  This 
wool  is  too  fine  for  the  coarser  fabric,  and  not  goo<l  enough 
for  the  finest;  and  here  the  foreign  article  would  be  ui 
demand,  und  hence  the  efiicacy  of  this  minimum. 

Mr.  TAZKWELL,  aflvr  a  few  remarks  in  reply  to  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts,  [Vlr.  Webstsh,]  observed 
that  this  amendment  embraced  almost  every  descri;3tlon 
of  woollen  goods;  six  diflierent  kinds,  at  least,  he  believ- 
ed, were  included  in  it,  so  that  few  were  left  free  from  its 
operation;  it  covered  almost  every  impo^'tation  of  the  kind 
that  came  into  this  cmintry.  He  wished  pai'ticularly  to 
direct  attention  to  the  effect  which  would  result  in  this 
case  from  the  immense  increase  that  would  take  place  in 
the  mode  which  the  bill  would  carry  into  operation,  in  est!-- 
mating  the  duties  by  calculating  theBntsh  pound  sterling 
at  four  dollars  and  eighty  cents  in  place  of  four  dollars  and 
forty -four  cents.  Uiiiler  this  would  be  comprehended  one- 
thiixl  ofthe  whole  importations,  and  was  equivalent  to  an 
increase  of  thirty -seven  and  a  half  per  cent.  It  amounted 
to  a  prohibition  on  articles  of  necessary  use.  To  the  sup- 
ply required  by  our  population,  we  did  not  manufacture 
within  ourselves  within  five  million  dollars  of  a  sufficien- 
cy. Seven  million  dollars  worth  of  fore  gn  articles  requir- 
ed by  us,  were  imported  last  year;  and  on  this  the  change 
ill  tlie  increase  of  value  given  to  the  pound  sterhng  would 
be  tantamount  to  a  prohibition;  and  prohibitions,  when  of 
a  grinding  description,  often  resulted  in  a  revolution. 
Gentlemen  talked  much  of  the  necessity  for  protection  to 
our  manufactures;  but  our  woollen  manufactures  existed 
before  the  revolutionary  war;  even  prior  to  that,  one*half 
the  people  were  clothed  in  their  own  manufiictures.  Of 
the  fieriud  antecedent  to  1812,  we  can  speak  without  hesi- 
tatiun;  and  it  is  known  that  tiie  country  was  then  produc- 
ing more  than  the  one-half  of  all  that  was  worn.  It  was 
as  clear  of  proof  as  figures  could  make  it,  that  fram  the  in- 
crease in  calculating  the  value  of  every  British  pound's 
worth  of  go<Mls  imported  frimi  four  duliarj  and  forty-four 
cents  to  four  dollars  and  eighty  cents,  that  which  paid  fifty 
percent,  nominally  woultlreally  pay  eighty-seven  and  a  half 
cents.  But  we  were  told  a  boon,  forsooth,  was  given  to  the 
S(»uth,  by  only  laying  five  per  cent,  on  coai*se  woollens. 
On  making  a  calculation  of  the  numbers  of  persons' in  the 
South  who  would  be  benefited  by  the  importation  of  this 
coarse  manufacture  at  the  decreased  duty,  the  average 
benefit  would  be  <me  suit  of  clothes  for  every  two  hundred 
inhabitants;  and  Charleston,  in  whose  fiivor  it  was  said  the 
alteration  was  made,  would  just  receive  twelve  suits  of 
clothes.  A  boon  of  twelve  suits  of  clothes  to  Charleston, 
and,  therefore.  Southern  gentlemen  should  vote  for  the 
measure  in  consequence  of  this  enormous  liberality ! 
The  theor}',  he  contended,  of  the  imposition  of  duties 
tending  to  lessen  the  price^  was  altogether  fallacious;  he 
was  surprised  at  such  a  doctrine  being  maintained.  When 
the  duty  on  wool  was  raised,  was  such  the  effect'  he  ask- 
ed. If  gentlemen  were  sincere  in  the  belief  of  their  own 
doctrine,  this  duty  sliouldbe  put  on  again.  He  again  ad- 
verted to  the  woollen  duties  under  the  act  of  1828,  the  bill 


lufling  interest  from  luS4  to  the  present  time.     Ke  asked  [  of  abominations,  as  it  bad  been  denominated  by  the  gentle- 
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man  from  Masnchusetts,  afler  the  epithet  applied  to  it  by 
the  Senutur  from  Maryland,  [Mr.  Sxitb;]  and  argued  that 
the  present  bill  would  increase  those  duties  beyond  tliat 
bill,  tiioiirh  to  the  public  eye  apparently  less,  by  the  in- 
crease of  valuing  the  pound  sterling  at  four  dollars  and 
eighty  cents  from  four  dollarsand  forty-four  cents,  and  in  tiie 
item  under  coniideration  of  thirty-five  per  cent.,  it  would, 
in  realty,  under  this  mode  of  calcidation,  amount  to  a 
duty  of  54  S-lOOths;  yet  the  friemls  of  the  measure  gave 
no  credit  for  this  increase.  In  conclusion,  he  hoped  the 
amendment  would  nut  be  adopted. 

Mr.  WEBS  r£H  denied  tliai  any  delusion  was  practised 
on  the  people;  and,  as  regarded  the  principle  of  mini- 
mums,  it  was  also  well  under^ttood  by  them. 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN  said  he  should  vote  for  strik- 
ing out  the  minimums  which  seemed  to  be  so  unpopulart 
and  against  which  much  excitement  existed;  but  at  tlie 
same  time  he  expres^d  his  determination^  at  a  proper 
period,  to  move  for  an  adequate  protection  to  the  brancli 
of  the  woollen  manufactures  providetl  fur  by  them.  The 
duty  fixed  by  the  House  was  certainly,  he  said,  too  low, 
and  would  result  in  the  total  ruin  of  the  manufactures. 
He  thought  a  protection  of  from  sixty  to  sixty-five  per 
cent,  would  be  sufficient,  and,  at  a  proper  time,  would 
move  to  increase  tlie  duty  to  that  amount. 

Mr.  CHAMBEKS  expressed  the  same  views. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  Mr.  Hatnb's  amend- 
ment, striking  out  that  part  of  the  amendment  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Manufactures  which  provides  that  the  woollens 
of  the  value  of  fifty  cents  the  square  yard,  and  not  ex- 
ceeding two  dollars  and  filly  cents  the  square  yard,  shall 
be  deemed  to  have  cost  two  dollars  and  fifty  cents  the 
square  yard.  It  was  decided  in  the  affirmative — yeas  24, 
nays  23,  as  follows:      ^ 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Chambers,  El- 
lis, Forsyth,  Frelii>ghuysen,  Grundy,  Hill,  Kane,  King, 
Mangum,  Marcy,  l^tiller,  Moore,  Pomdexter,  Robinson, 
Smith,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Troup,  Tyler,  White.— 24. 

NAYS Messrs.  Bell,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Dicker- 
son,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston, 
Knight,  Naiidain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Rtiggles,  Seymour, 
Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tomliiison,  Waggamau,  Webster,  Wd- 
kins.— 23. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  then  moved  to  amend  the  amend- 
ment, by  striking  out  in  the  seveiiteentli  line  the  words 
thirty -five,  and  inserting  sixty;  so  as  to  place  all  the  articles 
on  which  the  minimum  was  struck  out  at  a  duty  of  sixty 
per  centum  ad  v:dorem. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  this  made  the  question  whether 
the  Senate  would  raise  the  duty  from  fifty  to  sixty  per  cent. 
On  this  question  he  asked  for  the  yeas  and  na^s;  which 
were  ordered. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  observed  that  the  duty  was  now  fifty 
per  c6nt.  He  estimated  the  change  in  the  calculutioii  of 
the  pound  sterling  from  four  dollars  and  forty-four  cents  to 
four  dollars  and  eighty  cents,  as  over  four  and  three-fourths 
per  cent  more;  the  value  of  the  interest  saved  in  abolish- 
mg  the  credit  system,  at  six  per  cent.,  making  over  sixty 
per  cent. ;  and,  adding  to  these  the  freight  and  commis- 
sions, the  protection  was  considerably  over  seventy-five 
Eer  cent,  and  yet  gentlemen  wanted  more.  Gentlemen 
aving  a  majority  would  do  just  as  they  pleased;  and  it 
was  therefore  useless  for  him  to  say  any  tiling  more  on  the 
subject. 

Mr.  CLAY  supported  the  amendment  at  some  length. 
He  spoke  of  the  importance  to  tlie  farmers  to  support 
this  branch  of  hidustry,  thousands  of  whom,  he  said,  were 
turning  their  attention  to  the  raising  of  sheep;  and  he 
hoped,  on  tliis  occasion,  the  sheep  would  not  be  made 
scapegoats. 

The  question  wasthen  taken  on  Mr.  Ch  ax bsiis*s  amend- 
ment to  the  amendment,  and  it  wascarried— yeas  24,  nays 
23,  as  follows: 


YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dal. 
las,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frrliiij^niyien, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Hobbins, 
Rugglcs,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tomlinson,  Wif- 
gaman,  Webster,  Wilkins.-*24. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  EQJi, 
Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendiacks,  Hill,  Kane,  Kin^ 
Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Kobiiaoo, 
Sm  th,  Taxewell,Tiptun,  Troup,  White.— 23. 

The  question  then  coming  up  on  the  amendmeot  n 
tmemled. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HAYNE,  the  amendment  wasdivideii, 
so  as  to  take  the  question  on  the  first  or  lowest  minimuiD. 
The  question  was  then  taken,  and  decided  in  the  ncfi* 
tive,  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Cluimbers,  Clay,  Clayton,  DtQu. 
D'.ckerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  FreUngliuysen,  Uulme^ 
Johnston,  KniglU,  Naiidani,  Prentiss,  Robbitts,  Kug^ci^ 
Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tomlinson,  Waggamaii,  Wflb- 
ster,  Wdkins 23. 

NAYS — Messrs.  Benton,  6ibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Elli^ 
Forsyth,  Gnmdy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  Rin( 
Mangum,  Marcv,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Rc^inioa, 
Smith,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Trmip,  T>ler,  White — ^24. 

So  the  first  part  was  negatived. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  second  psit,ii 
amended,  and  decided  in  the  affirmative,  as  follows: 

YEAS — Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  CUy,  Clayton,  Dsliut 
Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelingluiysen,  HoIrk^ 
Johnston,  Kniglit,  Naudain,  Poimlexter,  PrentisS)  Robbing 
Ruggles,  Seymour,  Slsbee,  Sprague,  Tomlinsun,  Waf 
giimsin,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 25. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Benton,  B.bb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Elfa 
Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  H.ll,  Kane,  Rin& 
Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Robinson,  Smith,  Taze- 
well, Tipton,  Troup,  Tyler,  White. — 23. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER,  having  voted  under  a  mistike. 
moved  to  reconsider  this  vote;  which  was  sgreed  to. 

Mr.  EWING  moved  to  amend  the  amendment  by  itnt- 
ing  out  words  so  as  to  make  it  read,  *<And  on  aUnch 
manufactures  of  wool,  or  of  which  wool  shall  be  a  coo* 
ponent  part,  there  shall  be  levied  a  duty  of  thirty-five  per 
centum  ad  valorem."     Agreed  to,  aa  follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay.  Cby* 
ton,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Du<l]ey,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frctinf- 
huysen.  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  NauiUin,  Prentuii 
Bobbins,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Spn^pie,  Tonil>»' 
son,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins.— 25. 

NAYS — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  FonfU 
Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Msnguo, 
Marcy,  Miller,  Moort:,  Poindexter,  Robinson,  Smith,  T«2^ 
well,  Tipton,  Troup,  Tyler,  White.— 23.  , 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  agreeing  to  the  seconc 
part  of  ilie  amendment,  ,which  reads  thus!  *•  And  all  «•«* 
other  manufactures  of  wool,  or  of  which  wool  is  a  coropo* 
nent  part,  shall  pay  a  duty  of  sixty  per  centum  ad  ^^ 
rem?"  and  was  decided  in  the  negative,  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  BeU.  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  IW- 
las,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  FrelingI"'}*"' 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Kniglit,  Naudain,  Prentisi,  Bobbiitf, 
Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tomlinson,  WafK^' 
man,  Webster,  Wdkins. — ^24.  ... 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  EUSi 
Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  Kmg. 
Mangum,  Miller,  Marcy,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Bobin»ofl» 
Smith,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  'i'roup,  Tyler,  White.— 24. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  voted  in  tlie  negative. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  then  moved  to  amend  the  Wl'"*?! 
second  section  by  striking  out  ••fifty,"  and  inserting  ^ 
ty-seven,"  so  as  to  increase  the  wtxillen  duty  to  the  W 
amount;  which  was  agreed  toby  the  following  vote: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  CUy^iHjJ^' 
las,    Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,   Foot,  Frehi«*wy*i». 
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Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins, 
Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Spragtie,  Tipton,  Tomlinson, 
Wag^man,  Webster,  Wilkins. — ^25. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buclcner,  Ellis, 
Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  King^, 
ManG;tim,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Robinson, 
Smith,  Tazewell,  Troup,  Tyler,  White.--23. 

A  number  of  other  amendments  were  offered,  and 
Acted  on  without  debate;  after  which,  the  bill  was  reported 
by  the  Committee  of  the  Whofe  as  amended;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Satubdat,  July  7. 

FRENCH  CONVENTION. 

Mr.  SMITH  moved  the  Senate  to  take  up  the  bill  to 
carry  into  effect  the  convention  made  between  the  United 
States  and  his  Majesty  the  King  of  the  French,  at  Paris, 
on  the  4th  of  July,  1»31. 

The  question  pending  was  on  a  motion  of  Mrl^CHAM- 
BERS  to  amend  the  bill  by  providing  that  all  commerce 
fihall  be  considered  by  the  commissioners  as  lawful  com- 
merce, which  was  not  prohibited  by  the  laws  of  the  United 
States. 

After  some  discussion,  Mr.  CHAMBERS  withdrew  his 
amendment. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  in- 
serting a  provision  that  the  decisions  shall  be  published. 

The  amendment  was  negatived. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  ex- 
tending the  term  of  the  commission  from  two  to  three 
years. 

The  amendment  was  negatived — yeas  7,  nays  35. 

The  bill  was  then  reported  without  amendment. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  then  renewed  his  motion  to  amend,  so 
as  to  make  it  the  duty  of  the  commissioners  to  publish 
their  decisions,  with  the  grounds,  and  that  any  person 
may  obtain  them  on  paying  the  proper  fees,  and  be  at 
liberty  to  publish  them. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  the  motion  was  ne- 
^tived — ^yeas  14,  nays  29. 

The  amendments  were  then  directed  to  be  engrossed, 
and  the  bill  was  ordered  k>  be  read  a  third  time. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  bill  to  alter  and  amend 
the  acts  ynposing  duties  on  imports. 

The  motion  pending  being  by  Mr.  Silbbxi,  to  insert 
''except  ravens  duck,  which  shall  be  four  cents  per 
sqtiare  yard." 

Mr.  DtCKERSON  moved  five  cents,  but  withdrew  his 
motion. 

The  amendment  was  then  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  having  been  gone  through,  with  the 
exception  of  the  following,  which  was  renewed  at  the 
request  of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina: 

'*  All  manufactures  of  iron,  partly  finished,  shall  pay 
the  same  rates  of  duty  as  if  entirely  finished.  All  vessels 
of  cast  iron,  and  all  castings  of  iron,  with  handles,  rings, 
hoops,  or  other  addition  of  wrought  iron,  shall  pay  the 
«ame  rate  of  duty  as  if  made  entirely  of  cast  iron" — 

The  question  being  in  concurrence  with  this  amend- 
ment, 

Mr.  HAYNE  read  a  memorial  from  about  thirty  or  forty 
blacksmiths  of  Philadelphia  against  the  principle  of  this 
clause,  and  referred  at  length  to  the  evidence  taken  be- 
fore a  former  Committee  on  Manufactures,  when  Mr. 
Sarchet  was  examined  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey, 
to  show  the  untenable  character  of  the  proposition. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  stated  that  the  clause  was  only  in- 
serted to  prevent  frauds,  which  were  now  common. 

The  question  was  then  ordered  to  be  taken  by  yeas 
and  nays. 
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After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  DALLAS,  the  question 
was  taken,  and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Buckncr,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Earing,  Foot,  Freling- 
huysen,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain, 
Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprag^e,  Tipton, 
Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 26. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth, 
Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Mil- 
ler, Moore,  Poindexter,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tazewell, 
Troup,  Tyler,  White.— 21. 

Mr.  CLAY  moved  to  insert  "four**  cents  as  the  duty 
on  cotton  bagging,  instead  of  *<  three  and  a  half"  cents  a 
square  yard. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  CHAMBERS,  in  explana- 
tion  of  the  reasons  which  would  induce  him  to  give  a  dif- 
ferent vote  in  the  Senate  from  that  which  he  gave  in  com- 
mittee. 

The  question  was  taken,  and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton,  Dallas,   Dickerson,   Ewing,    Foot,   Frelingbuysen, 
Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain,  Prentiss, ' 
Bobbins,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinson, 
Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins.— 25. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bibb,  Brown,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Forsyth, 
Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Mil- 
ler, Moore,  Poindexter,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tasewell, 
Troup,  Tyler,  White.— 21. 

The  motion  was  again  made,  which  was  negatived  in 
committee,  to  strike  out  **  palm  leaf  or  palmetto  hats." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to-^eas  25,  nays  22. 

Mr.  HAYNE  moved  to  strike  out  the  proviso  in  the 
second  section,  as  follows: 

"  Frovidedt  That  all  articles  manufactured  in  whole  of 
sheet,  rod,  hoop,  bolt,  or  bar  iron,  or  of  iron  wire,  or  of 
which  sheet,  rod,  hoop,  bolt,  or  bar  iron,  or  iron  wire, 
shall  constitute  the  greatest  weight,  and  which  are  not 
otherwise  speciBed,  shall  pay  tlie  same  duty  per  pound 
that  is  charf^ed  by  this  act  on  sheet,  rod,  hoop,  bolt,  or 
bar  iron,  or  iron  wire,  of  the  same  number  respectively." 

XTSSriKO    SKSSIOX. 

At  five  o'clock  the  Senate  resumed  its  business;  when 
Mr.  MILLER  moved  further  to  amend  the  bill  by  strik- 
out  the  sixth  section,  as  follows: 

Skc.  6.  Jind  he  it  furiher  enacted,  That,  from  and  after 
the  3d  day  of  March  aforesaid,  tlie  duties  on  all  wool, 
manufactures  of  wool,  or  of  which  wool  is  a  component 
part,  sliail  be  paid  in  cash,  without  discount,  or,  at  the 
option  of  the  importer,  be  placed  in  the  public  stores, 
under  bond,  at  his  risk,  subject  to  the  payment  of  the 
custonoary  storage  and  charges,  and  to  the  payment  of  in- 
terest at  the  rate  of  six  per  centum  per  annum  while  so 
stored:  Frooidedf  That  the  duty  on  the  articles  so  stored 
shall  be  paid  one-half  in  three,  and  one-half  in  six  months 
from  the  dAte  of  importation:  Frtnnded,  also,  That,  if  any 
instalment  of  duties  be  not  paid  when  the  same  shall  have 
become  due,  to  much  of  the  said  merchandise  as  may  be 
necessary  to  discharge  such  instalment  shall  be  sold  at 
public  auction,  and,  retaining  the  sum  necessary  for  the 
payment  of  such  instalment  of  the  duties,  together  with 
the  expenses  of  safe  keeping  and  sale  of  such  goods,  the 
overplus,  if  any,  shall  be  returned  by  the  collector  to  the 
importer  or  owner,  or  to  his  agent  or  lawful  representa- 
tive: And  praoidtd,  alto.  That  the  importer,  owner,  or 
consignee  of  such  goods  may,  at  any  time  after  the 
deposite  shall  have  been  made,  withdraw  the  whole  or 
any  part  thereof,  on  paying  the  duties  on  what  may  be 
withdrawn,  and  the  customary  storage  and  charges,  and 
interest. 
AfUr  a  debate,  the  motion  was  negatived,  as  follows: 
YEAS. — Messra.  Benton,  Brown,  Ellis,  Foraylh,  Grun- 
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dy,  Hft/ne,  Kane,  King*,  Mang^m,   Miller,  Poindexter, 
Rubinson,  Smith,  Tazewell,  Troup,  Tylt-i,  White. — 17. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Bnckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Uickersoii,  Dudley,  Cwingr,  Foot,  Frel'inghuy- 
■en,  Hendriclcs,  H'.ll,  Molines,  Johnson,  Knight,  Maicy, 
Naudatn,  Prentiss,  Rol)bins,  Seymour,  Ttptun,  Tomltnson, 
Wag^msn,  Webs' er,  WJkini.— 27. 

Mr.  HATNE  8ai<l  he  had  scveitd  amendments,  which 
he  desired  to  offer  tu  this  bill;  but  as  he  would  avoid  un- 
necessarily consttmin}^  the  time  of  the  Senate,  he  had 
conchided  not  to  offer  any,  the  principles  of  wiiich  had 
been  decided  against.  H:s  amendments,  therefore,  were 
reduced  to  two,  one  of  which  he  should  offer  at  that  time, 
retaining'  the  other  until  the  bill  siioidd  have  been  gone 
throug-h  with.  'I*he  one  he  was  now  ubout  to  offer,  re- 
lated to  the  minimum  on  cottons.  He  saw  no  reason  why 
this  should  be  retained  after  the  Senate  had  rejected  the 
same  principle  with  regard  to  woollens.  Mr<  H.  moved  to 
fltrikeallout  the  provision  in  the  second  sectnm,  as  follows: 

JSnd  promded.  That  all  manufctdres  of  cotton,  or  of 
which  cotton  shall  be  component  part,  not  dyed,  colored, 
printed,  or  stained,  not  exceeding  mi  value  thirty  cents  the 
square  yard,  shall  be  valued  at  thirty  cents  per  square 
Yard;  and  if  dyed,  colored,  printed,  or  staii.ed,  in  whole  or 
in  part,  not  exceeding  in  value  thirty-five  cents  the  square 
yard,  shall  be  valued  at  thiity-five' cents  per  square  }ard. 

This  motion  was  opposed  by  Messrs.  KNIGHT  and 
CLAY,  and  supported  by  Mr.  TAZEWELL. 

Mr.  HAYNE  sitid  that  gentlemen  contended  for  the 
minimum  on  woollens,  on  the  ground  of  tlie  high  duty  on 
the  importation  of  the  raw  material.  But  this  did  not 
apply  to  cottons,  on  the  raw  material  of  which  there  was 
only  a  nominal  duty,  atKl  which  was  supplied  wholly  in 
the  country.  If  gentlemen  wotdd  ag^ee  to  put  cottons 
at  a  revenue  duty,  say  fif\een  per  cent.,  he,  for  his  part, 
would  cheerfully  agree  that  cotton  might  be  brought  in 
free  of  duty.  The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  had  ex- 
hibited that  morning  some  cotton  goods  made  at  cme  of 
the  Northern  factories,  and  he  confessed  that  he  himself 
had  been  astonished  at  their  cheapness.  But  this  furnish- 
ed an  abundant  reason  why  the  iluty  should  be  reduced. 
If  cotton  goods  can  be  made  so  cheap,  why  this  enormous 
duty?  Gentlemen  say  that  they  can  make  the  cheapest 
cotton  goods  in  the  world;  but  they  want  the  duty  high 
as  a  fence  to  keep  out  the  enemy.  I'his,  Mr.  H.  said, 
was  an  avowal  that  the  system  was  to  be  perpetual. 

After  some  remarks  from  .Mr.  FOOT  in  opposition  to 
the  motion,  the  question  was  taken,  and  it  was  rejected — 
yeas  17,  nays  27,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy, 
Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  M.lUr,  Moore,  Pom- 
dexter,  Tazewell,  'I'roup,  T}ler,   White.— 17- 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,   Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dal- 
las,   Dickerson,   Dudley,   Ewinif,   Foot,    Frehnghnysen, 
Hendricks,   Holmes,  Johnston,  Knigiit,  Marcy,  Naudain, ' 
Prentiss,  Kobbius,  Robinson,  Siytnour,  SJsUce,  Spraguc, ! 
Tipton,  Tomlinsiju,  Wttg,<!unan,  Webster,  Wilknis. — 27.  \ 

Mr.  DALLAS  then   moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  in- 
creasing the  duty  on  slates  from  twenty-five  to  tliin)-five  ' 
per  cent.;  wh.ch  motum  was  agreed  to-  yeas  33,  nays  ^2. 

Mr.  KING  then  move<l  to  strike  out  the  duty  of  16  cents 
per  square  yard  on  flamtels,  and  insert  30  per  cent,  ad  va- 
lorem. Mr.  K.  s:i;d  he  merely  suggestid  this  amendment. 
Gentlemen  had  the  b.ll  in  their  own  hands,  and  could  do 
as  they  pleased  with  it.  I  lis  rtbject  was  to  make  the  duiy 
come  lighter  on  the  coarse  flannels  used  by  the  poor.  If 
3U  per  cent,  was  not  a  snfliuii  iit  proti  ction,  let  gentlemen 
say  SO;  and  if  they  wanted  a  higiier  duty,  let  them  put  it 
on  the  higher  priced  art.cle. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  that  this  question  had  been  dis- 
cuss d  the  other  day,  and  tt  was  then  perfecily  well  known 
that  the  reduction  would  break  up  the  flauncl  mauufac- 
turea  of  the  country.  • 


Mr.  KING  said  he  would  ask  the  gentleman  from  )las* 
sachusetts  if  it  was  also  perfectly  well  known  that  6anntis, 
co>ting  only  12^  cents  per  yarct,  pa^d  a  duty  of  IGcentj, 
and  that  flannels  costing  70  cents  paid  no  more. 

Afler  some  further  debate,  in  which  MeskTS.  WEB- 
STER, FOOT,  and  KING  took  part,  the  question  tu 
taken,  and  the  motion  was  rejected  by  the  following  vote: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  EUis,  Forsyth, Grun- 
dy, Hayne,  Hdl,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Miller,  Moore, 
Pomdexter,  Smith,  Tazewell,  Troup,  Tyler,  White— 16 

NAYS.  — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dallis 
Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hen* 
dricks.  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Marcy,  Naudain,  Pren- 
tiss, Robbins,  Robinson,  Se)mour,  Sdsbee,  Sprague,  Tip- 
ton, Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins.— 28. 

Mr.  HAYNE  then  rose  to  offer  the  last  amendment  he 
should  of!er  to  this  bill.  He  had  looked  over  this  bill,  uvl 
was  satisfied  th.At  many  of  the  duties  provided  ranged  con- 
siderably over  lOO  per  cent.  This  gentlemen  had  de 
nied;  and  he  now  gave  tlwm  an  opportunity  of  testing  their 
sincerity  by  their  voles  on  the  amendmetit  he  then  offer- 
ed. Mr.  H.  moved  further  to  amend  the  bill  by  inserting 
a  proviso  that  the  duties  in  no  case  should  exceed  100  per 
cent  ad  valorem. 

After  a  debate,  in  which  Messrs.  DICKERSON,  CUY, 
HAYNE,  and  HOLMES  took  part,  the  question  vm 
taken,  and  the  motion  was  rejected — yeas  18,  nays  28,  u 
follows: 

YEAS  —Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsj-th,  Grurr 
dy,  Ha)ne,  H.II,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Miller,  Moore, 
Poindexter,  Smith,  Tazewell,  Troup,  Tyler,  White.— 18. 

NAYS. —Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  CU,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinf:- 
huysen,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Jolmston,  Knight,  M»rcy, 
Naudain,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Robinson,  Seymour,  Sil^bee, 
Sprague,  llpton.  Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  WjI- 
kins.— 28. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  then  moved  an  amendment,  the  effici 
of  which  would  be  to  destroy  the  bdlj  to  repeal  tl>e  tarff 
of  *28,  and  leave  the  tariff  on  the  basis  of  the  act  of  1824. 
Mr.  F.  could  not  vote  for  that  bill — he  knew  it  would  not 
be  received  as  a  peace-offering  by  those  for  ikboro  it  vn 
intended,  and  he  therefore  proposed  to  repeal  all  the  it' 
venue  laws  except  the  act  of  1824,  and  leave  tlic  question 
to  be  settled  at  the  next  session  of  Congress,  by  rcpfe^fn* 
tatives  coming  fresh  fmm  the  people. 

Mr.  CLAY  suggested  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgii 
whether  it  would  not  be  better  to  move  an  indefiiiite pos'^* 
ponement  of  the  b.ll.  Althotigh  he  would  not  prom.*  to 
vote  for  it,  such  motion,  he  thought,  would  be  more  ptf* 
liamentary. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  replied;  after  which,  the  question  *i» 
taken  on  his  motion,  and  decided  in  the  negative,  as  folio**- 

YEAS  —Messrs.  Brown,  Ells,  Forsyth,  GruP<ly,  Hayne, 
Hili;  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindcxter, 
Tazewell,  Troup,  Tyler,  White. — 16. 

NAYS.— Me.s^rs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Cl^y.Cby- 
ton,  D.dlas  Dickerstm,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frtlmgiuy* 
sen,  Hi-ndncks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Mangum, '''f'*' 
tiss,  Robbins,  Robinson,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  SmilJj,SpragVji 
Tipton,  Tondinson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wjlkins.-27- 

Mr.  SILSBEE  moved  further  to  amend  the  bill,  by  «• 
lowing  a  dniwback  to  the  ownei  s  of  vessels  and  steamboat! 
to  the  amount  of  the  duty  paid  on  tlie  hemp,  fl>'^'»  ^''°"' 
and  copper  used  in  their  eqviipment  and  construction- 

Mr.  MOOKE  moved  to  amend  by  allowing  also  a  oraff* 
back  on  cotton  baggingand  agricultural  implements;  nu , 
after  a  discussion,  in  which  Messrs.  CLAY,  SlLSBttt 
and  SMITH  took  part,  withdrew  his  amendment. 

'I'he  quest.on  was  tiicn  taken  on  Mr.  Siwsss'*  ^^^ 
and  it  was  negatived — ^yeas5,  nays  38.  ^ 

Mr.  BENTON  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  m<^' 
ing  a  duty  of  five  per  centum  on  Indian  blanketii  &^ 
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The  question  was  taken,  and  decided  in  the  negative — 
yeaA  20,  nays  26. 

Mr.  BENTON  then  moved  to  amend  by  inserting*  a 
drawback  on  Indian  g-oods, 

Mr.  CLAY  required  a  specification  of  Indian  goods,  in 
case  of  obtaining  wh'.ch,  he  mig-ht  vote  for  the  propo^tition. 

The  ameiulment  was  rejected — yeas  18,  nays  27. 

Mr.  BENTON  moved  to  amend' the  bill  by  stinking  OHt 
10  cents  per  fifty-six  pounds  on  salt,  and  inserting  5cent»; 
which  was  decided  in  the  neg^ative — yeas  22,  nays  24. 

The  amendments  were  then  ordered  to  be  engrossed, 
and  the  bill  directed  to  be  read  a  third  time,  by  tlie  fol- 
lowing vote: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Buckner,  Chambers, 
Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot, 
Frelinghuysen,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes,  John- 
ston, Knight,  Marcy,  Naiidaiii,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Robin- 
son, Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlin- 
son,  Webster,  Wilkins.— 31. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Hayne, 
Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindezter,  Taze- 
well   Tyler   White— --15. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  then  informed  the  Senate 
that  he  should  not  resume  his  seat  in  the  Senate,  and  ex- 
pressed his  wish  that  the  Senators  might  have  a  safe  re- 
turn to  their  families. 

At  half  past  seven  the  Senate  adjourned. 

MoxDAT,  July  9. 

The  Vice  pRKsiDsirr  nut  appearing,  the  Senate  was 
called  to  order  by  the  Secretary,  when,  on  motron  of  Mr. 
CHAMBERS,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  tlic  election  of  a 
President  jpr«  tinu  The  balloting  then  took  place,  and 
tbei*e  appeared  to  be  46  vQtes  given  in,  which  stood  as 
follows: 

Poindexter,  -  15        Hayne,  -        1 

Smith,        .  -  15        Bibb,  -        3 

BeU,  -  -  4        King,  -        X 

Tazewell,  -  .  5         Blank,  -         i 

Tyler,        -  -  X 

There  being  no  choice,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  ballot 
a  second  time,  which  resulted  as  follows:  the  whole  num- 
ber of  ballots  being  46,  24  was  necessary  to  a  choice. 
Poindexter,  -  17        B.bb,  -        4 

Tazewell,  -  14        Bell,  -         1 

Smith,      -  -  r        Hayne,  -        1 

Mangum,  .  1         King,  -        1 

Mr.  SMITH  then  rose,  and  said,  it  had  been  his  desire 
early  in  tlie  session  not  to  be  considered  a  candidate.  In 
this  wish,  however,  he  found  that  he  dilfered  from  the 
opinions  of  his  friends,  and  he  h:id  conceded  his  own  de- 
sire to  gratify  theirs.  He  now  wished  to  be  considered 
AS  withdrawn,  and  he  would  give  his  own  vote  for  a  mem- 
ber who,  in  point  of  talent,  was  inferior  to  no  nun. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  a  third  ballot,  when  it 
appeared  that  47  members  had  voted,  of  which  24  were 
necessary  to  a  choice. 

TazeweU,  ♦  23-       Hayne,  -        1 

Poindexter,  -  19        King,  -         1 

Bibb,  >  -  3 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  a  fourth  ballot,  When  it 
appeared  that  47  members  were  present,  of  which  24  were 
necessary  to  a  choice. 

Tazewell,  -  22        King,  .         1 

Poindexter,  -  22        Bibb,  -        1 

Hayne,       -  •  1 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  toafifkh  ballot,  when  it 
appeared  that  47  members  were  present,  of  which  24 
were  necess;u'y  lo  a  choice.'' 

Taxewell,  .  24        Hayne,  .        1 

Po.ndexter,  .  21         B«bb,  *        1 

Mr.  Tazkweli  was  tlierefore  declared  to  be  duly  elect- 
ed, and  was  conducted  to  the  chair  by  Mr.  Skith. 


Mr.  TAZEWKLL  then  returned  thanks  in  a  voice  in- 
Rudibh;  in  the  j^allery.  He  was  understood  to  say  that  ho 
l>egged  to  ofter  his  sincere  thanks  for  this  renewed^  cour- 
tesy cm  the  p:ut  of  tl»e  Senate.  Had  he  consulted  his  own 
inclinations,  they,  as  well  as  his  convictions  of  his  own  in- 
cap:icity,  would*  liave  induced  him  to  pursue  the  course 
which  he  lia<l  takeif  on  a  f<»rnier  occasion.  The  course 
which  was  then  dictated  by  a  most  profound  respect  for 
this  bofly,  might  now,  under  a  change  of  circumstances, 
be  consitlert  cl  as  arrog:int.  Therefore,  he  should  not,  on 
this  occasion,  decl.ne  tlie  distinction  wliich  had  been  con- 
ferred on  him  by  tlie  vote  of  the  Senate  on  this  occasion. 
The  wishes  of  the  Senate  shouUl  be  to  him  a  command, 
a:)d  it  would  be  his  duly  most  promptly  to  render  obedi- 
ence. His  qualifications  for  the  station  were  few,  and 
those  of  the  commonest  kind.  Whatever  labor  could  ac- 
complish, should  be  accomplished:  and  by  no  relaxation 
of  his  exertions  would  he  be  induced  to  disappoint  the  ex- 
pectations of  the  Senate.  For  the  rest,  lie  must  cast  him- 
self on  the  kindness  of  this  body,  to  prevent  error  where 
it  could  be  prevented,  and  to  correct  *hcre  it  cotdd  not, 
and  to  excuse  those  aberrations  which  could  neither  be 
prevented  nor  repaired.  As  the  time  pressed,  he  would 
not  detain  the  Senate  any  longer  than  to  repeat  his  sin- 
cere thanks  for  the  honor  which  had  been  conferred  upon 
him,  and  his  reassurances  that  he  would  dischai-ge  the  du- 
ties of  the  station  with  what  ability  he  might.  The  best 
could  do  no  more. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  POINDEXTER,  the  usual  resolutions, 
to  inform  the  President  of  the  United  States.  ai>d  the 
House  of  Representatives,  that  the  Senate  liad  elected  the 
Hon.  LiTTLETox  W.  Tazkwell  to  be  the  President  of 
this  bodyjww  fern.,  were  adopted. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  bill  in  alteration  of  the  several  acts  imposing  duties 
on  imports  having  been  read  the  third  time,  the  quesdon 
was,  **  Shall  this  bill  pass?" 

Mr.  GRUNDV  na'd  he  had  been  exceedingly  desirous 
that  some  bill  shouhl  pass  at  this  session,  that  would  re- 
lieve the  publ.c  burdens,  and  in  some  degree  restore  quiet 
to  an  excited  section  of  the  cuuntry.  Under  these  feel- 
ings, he  was  willing  to  vote  for  tiie  bill  as  it  came  from  the 
House  of  Representatives;  but,  in  its  present  shape,  he 
could  not  now  vote  for  it.  On  accotnit  of  the  many  amend- 
ments made  on  Saturday,  it  was  impossible  for  him,  at  the 
lute  hour  at  which  the  question  on  the  third  reading  was 
taken,  to  arrive  at  such  a  result  as  ti »  be  fully  informed  of 
the  effects  of  the  bill,  and,  therefore,  unwilling  to  put  it 
out  of  his  power  to  vote  finally  for  the  bU,  if  he  could,  on 
examination,  approve  it,  he  had  voted  for  the  third  read- 
ing. He  had  since  obtained  sufficient  information  to  satisfy 
him  that  the  bill  gave  relief;  that  it  contained  nothing 
calculated  to  allay  the  excitement  that  existed  against  the 
tariff  system;  and  that,  in  some  instances,  it  went  beyond 
the  present  tariff.  He  was,  therefore,  compelled  to  vote 
against  the  bill. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  knew  not  what  calculations  had  been 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Tennessee;  but  he  was  satis- 
fied that  they  were  incorrect  The  present  bill  diipintshed 
considerably  public  btirdens.  Mr.  W.  mentioned  many 
articles  on  which  tlie  duties  had  been  reduced,  vis.  sugars 
and  coffee.  Half  a  million,  he  said,  had  been  reduced  on 
woollens. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  did  not  believe  that  either  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts  or  himself  was  mistaken,  Siough 
their  views  were  different.  He  [Mr.  G.]  admitted  that 
there  had  been  a  reduction  on  wines  and  silks,  but  none 
on  those  articles  of  universal  consumption,  iron  and  wool- 
len goods. 

Mr.  KING  satd  he  had  cherished  hopes  of  some  equita^ 
ble  adjustment  of  the  tariff,  until  this  bill  came  from  tlie 
House;  and  although  it  did  not  go  as  far  as  be  thought 
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^^  aggrieved  SUtes  had  a  right  to  demand,  yet  he  had, 
with  some  difficulty,  brought  nimself  to  the  conclusion  to 
vote  for  it  as  a  partial  relief.  A  change,  however,  had 
taken  place  in  this  bill,  that  had  been  y^ry  properly  al- 
luded to  by  the  Senator  from  Tennessee.  That  change 
has  taken  the  burden  off  from  the  manufacturers,  and 
placed  it  on  those  who  were  least  able  to  bear  it.  The 
course  pursued  by  the  friends  of  the  bill  showed  that  this 
was  to  be  a  permanent  system;  that  they  would  not,  for  a 
moment,  listen  to  the  complaints  of  their  oppressed  bre- 
thren, but  would  carry  through  their  scheme  by  the 
strength  of  numbers.  The  bill  they  had  noade  relieved 
only  those  who  were  already  protected,  while  it  increased 
the  burden  of  those  who  were  suffering  under  the  system. 
In  one  word,  it  was  the  scheme  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky,  intended  for  the  benefit  of  that  interest  that 
grasps  at  every  tiling,  and  will  be  satisfied  with  nothing. 
Mr.  K.  said  he  could  not  now,  and  never  would,  vote  for 
such  a  bill,  be  the  consequences  what  they  might.  One  of 
his  greatest  desires  had  been  to  relieve  the  prevailing  ex- 
citement{  but  this  bill  was  so  monstrous,  so  much  at  va- 
riance with  the  promises  and  professions  of  those  who 
formed  it,  as  to  leave  no  hope  but  that  the  system  is  to  be 
continued  for  an  indefinite  time. 

Mr.  U  AYNE  rose,  and  said  be  must  throw  himself  upon 
the  indulgence  of  the  Senate  to  state  the  reasons  which 
should  Induce  him  to  vote  ag^insi  the  bilk 

I  am  well  aware,  Mr.  President,  sud  Mr.  H.,  that  no- 
thing that  can  be  now  ssud  wiH  have  the  slightest  effect  on 
tlie  votes  of  gentlemen  on  the  other  ude$andl  know  that 
the  House,  at  this  late  period  of  the  session,  is  too  impa- 
tient of  delay  to  admit  of  protracted  discussion  on  any 
question.  Still  I  indulge  the  hope  that  they  will  consent 
to  hear  what  I  promise  them  shall  consist  of  little  more 
than  a  bare  statement  of  my  objections  to  the  bill.  I  am 
opposed  to  the  bill  in  its  present  shape,  Mr.  President, 
because  it  contains  all  the  objectionable  features  of  the 
existing  tariff. 
y  It  recognises  the  protecting  system  as  *«  the  settled  po- 
^  X\^y  of  the  country."  Ever  since  the  commencement  of 
this  system>  from  the  year  1816,  nay,  from  tiie  beginning 
of  the  war  to  the  present  tinie,  there  has  always  existed 
in  the  actual  condition  of  the  country  some  reason,  or  a 
plausible  excuse,  for  a  system  of  high  duties.  During 
the  war  we  wanted  money  to  carry  it  on;  and  after  the 
peace,  the  enormous  public  debt  which  was  left  upon  our 
hancb  rendered  high  duties  indispensable  to  enable  the 
country  to  fulfil  its  obligations.  I  will  nut  say  that  all 
tli«  duties  imposed  were  necessary  to  revenue,  but  I  will 
fearlessly  assert  that,  but  for  the  demands  on  the  treasu 


one  hundred  per  cent.,  it  will  not  be  because  the  pubk 
want  the  money,  but  because  the  introduction  of  the  fo- 
reign articles,  at  a  low  rate  of  duty,  wotild  interfere  witli, 
or,  as  gentlemen  will  have  it,  prostrate  this  branch  of  osr 
domestic  industry.     The  standard  wbich  gentlemen  pra- 
poee  on  this  subject,  is  not  the  wants  of  the  treasuTT,  bot 
what  they  are  pleased  to  call  adequate  protection  to  th« 
manufacturers.     It  must  be  obvious,  therefore,  that  to 
adjust  the  tariff  on  the  plan  now  proposed,  is  distinctly  to 
recognise  the  principle  of  protection  as  the  settled  pofcT 
of  the  country — a  principle  to  which  1  can  never  give  mj 
consent  in  any  shape.     Let  me  not,  on  this  point,  be  mis- 
understood.    I  am  no  enemy  to  the  manufacturers.   1 
would  not  destroy  them  if  I  could.    Of  this  I  think  I  hire 
^ven  abundant  evidence  in  tlie  plan   I  proposed  at  th« 
beginning  of  the  session,  for  the  settlement  of  this  gml 
question.     The  resolution  wliich  1  had  the  hontJr  to  wb- 
mit  as  an  amendment  to  that  of  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky, [Mr.  Clat,]  was,  in  substance,  a  proposition  toT^ 
duce  the  revenue,  after  the  payment  of  the  public  debt, 
to  the  wants  of  the  countrv.     I  proposed  to  do  this  oe 
principles  of  perfect  justice  and  equality,  and  to  guiri 
against  any  shock  to  the  manufacturers,  by  a  sudden  in- 
duction of  the  duties  to  tlie  lowest  revenue  standard,   i 
declared  my  entire  willingness  that  this  reduction  should 
be  gradual,  and  spread  over  several  years.     1  was  perfect- 
ly willing,  provided  the  duties  should  be  finally  brosgiit 
down  to  the  revenue  standard,  that  gentlemen  should  al- 
most take  their  own  time  for  the  accomplishment  of  the 
objects    Nor  did  this  proposition  involve  the  slightest  sa- 
crifice of  principle;  for  it  entered  into  ray  plan,  that  the 
debt  should  spread  over  several  years,  so  that  the  dttties 
should  he  brought  down  to  the  proper  point,  on  the  final 
extinction  of  that  debt.     Sjr,  according*  to  this  plan,  the 
manufacturers  would  have  enjoyed  an  incidental  protec- 
tion equal  to  the  amount  of  duties  necessai^  for  re  venae. 
I  am  not  prepared  to  say  how  far  the  reduction  on  the 
protected  articles  would,  under  this  system,  have  been 
carried.   I  presume  tliat  fifteen  or  twenty  per  cent,  adn- 
lorem  would  have  been  found,  eventuallv,  sufficient  for 
all  purposes.  This,  as  it  seems  to  me,  woulc{,  with  charge!, 
freight,  and  insurance,  have  amounted  to  a  protection  « 
at  least  thirty -three  and  a  third  per  cent.  \  and  it  has  al- 
ways appeared  to  me  that  if,  with  a  permanent  p^ote^ 
tion  of  one-third  of  the  cost  of  ths  article  in  the  home 
market,  our  manufacturers  cannot  enter  into  a  succesni' 
competition   with  the   foreign,   they   must  be  engag™ 
in  a  pursuit  most  unprofitable  to  the  cwintry,  and  uie 
sooner  it  is  abandoned  the  better  for  all  parties  concerned. 
My  next  objection  to  this  bill  is,  that  it  retains  the  ra"^'' 


ry,  the  system  of  high  duties,  which  liave  acted  so  powor^^ums  and  the  specific  duties.     I  have  already  *^*' J[J 


fully  for  the  protection  of  manufactures,  would  never 
have  been  established,  and  could  not,  possibly,  have  been 
maintained  for  a  single  year.  The  successive  tariffs  of 
1816,  1824,  and  1828,  owed  their  existence  to  the  condi- 
tion of  the  country  in  relation  to  the  public  debt,  and  the 
manufacturers  hacf  very  adroitly  connected  a  protection 
to  their  industry  with  the  collection  of  revenue  for  the  re- 
demption of- the  public  faith.  But  now  that  the  debt  is 
about  to  be  paid,  and  a  demand  on  the  treasury  for  twelve 
millions  of  dollars  per  annum  is  about  to  be  entirely  re* 
moved,  a  new  and  most  interesting  question  arises,  whe- 
iher  the  protection  of  manufactures  is  to  be  made  a  dis- 
tinct and  substantive  object  of  legislation;  and  whether 
taxest  no  longer  necessary  for  any  legitimate  public  ob- 
ject, are  to  be  levied,  merely  for  the  purpose  of  affording 
protection  to  the  manufacturers.  It  will  be  seen  at  a 
glance  that  this  question  calls  upon  us  to  take  a  new  and 
most  important  step  in  the  legislation  of  the  country.  It 
will  be  admitted  on  all  hands  that,  but  for  the  chums  of 
the  manufacturers  of  woollens,  cottons,  and  iron,  the  du- 
ties on  these  articles  would  now  be  reduced  to  fifteen  per 


large  my  objection  to  this  feature  in  the  bill,  and  will  not 
now  repeat  wlmt  I  then  said.     I  will  only  here  **^*!»  *^** 
additional  objection,  that  tlie  minimums  and  specific  dfl- 
ties  create  a  perpetually  increasing  tax  on  the  artdes 
embraced  by  them.     It  requires  no  ai^iment  io  s"0«^ 
that  a  tax  of  eight  cents  a  yard  on  cottons  costing  six- 
teen cents,  which 48  a  tax  of  only  fifty  per  cent.,  ''^^^^^ 
one  hundred  per  cent,  when  the  article  is  reduced 
eight  cents;  and  such  reductions  have,  for  years  pa 
been  going  on,  as  we  all  know,  in  relation  to  ^'^'^^J^^ 
cle  included  under  the  minimum  principle.    I  regaj^  ^^ 
recognition  of  this  qdious  principle,  in  tlie  hill  "°^  ?J.^ 
the  Senate,  as  a  lasting  establishment  of  the  pro'""'.^^;, 
system  in  this  country.     The  minimums  on  cotton*  »^^^^ 
at  first  introduced  for  the  purpost;  of  encouraging  • 
production  of  coarse  cottons.     We  are  told  tlwt  J 
been  completely  successful;  that  it  is  no  long«r  '.'^5,  j^'^ 
to  protection;  and  yet  the  system  is  n\aintaintd  '"^^^.^jjj 
because,  as  gentlemen  insist,  it  has  no  operation.    ^ 
minimums,  then,  aie  to  be  introduced  to  build  "P*  j^. 
nufacture,  and  are  to  be  retained  to  establish  a  n^J^'^^P  \^ 


cent. }  and  if  they  are  to  be  kept  up  to  fifty,   sixty,  or  i  for  if  gentlemen  refuse  to  abolish  them  in  r<^**^' 
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coarse  cottons,  we  can  never,  hereafter,  expect  to  have 
them  abolishecl  in  any  case  whatever. 

Another  and  most  insuperable  objection  to  this  bill  is, 
^x^hat  it  raises  an  amount  of  revenue  greatly  exceeding:  the 
wants  of  the  Government.     This  fact  I  shall  fully  establish 
in  another  part  of  my  argument;  but,  for  the  present,  as* 
suming  it  to  be  incontrovertible,  I  object  to  the  scheme, 
because  it  necessarily  leads  to  extravagant  expenditures — 
to  appropriations  for  unconstitutional  purposes — to  a  dis' 
graceful  scramble  for  the  public  money,  and  to  an  inju- 
riotis  dependence,  on  the  part  as  well  of  the  States  as  of 
the  people,  on  the  Federal  Government.     It  violates  the 
cardinal  principles  of  our  system,  and  must,  in  the  end,  cor- 
rupt the  whole  country,  and  endanger  our  free  institutions. 
^^   Another  and  one  of  my  strongest  objections  to  this  biH 
^  is,  that  it  increases  the  evils  of  the  existing  system,  by 
aggravatmg  its  inequality  and    injustice.       The  great 
point  of  distinction   between  the    friends    of  the  free 
trade  and  the  advocates  of  the  protective  system,  arises' 
from  the  different  views  as  to  the  policy  to  be  pursu- 
ed in  relation  to  the  protected  and  unprotected  arti- 
cles.   The  gentleman  rrom  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat]  and 
myself,  at  the  commencement  of  the  session,  differed  irre- 
concilably on  this  subject.     The  advocates  of  the  Ameri- 
can system  insist  that  the  only  proper  subjects  for  federal 
taxation  are  those  foreign  articles  which  enter  into  com- 
petition with  similar  articles  made  or  produced  within  the 
United  States,  while  we  at  the  South  contend  there  is  nei- 
ther reason  nor  justice  in  subjecting  to  exorbitant  taxation 
every  article  which  we  receive  from  abroad  in  exchange 
for  our  productions.     The  ground  of  our  complaint  is, 
that  we  obtain  woollens,  cottons,  and  iron  from  Europe  in 
cxcluinge  for  our  cotton,  rice,  and  tobacco;  and  when  we 
bring  them  into  our  own  markets  for  sale  in  competition 
with  similar  articles,  the  fruits  of  our  labor  and  capital  are 
subjected  to  a  discriminating  tax  of  from  forty  to  fifty  per 
cent,  for  the  benefit  of  the  Tabor  and  capital  of  our  North- 
ern brethren.     This  we  believe  to  be  substantially  a  tax 
on  the  industry  of  the  South,  and  a  bounty  to  the  industry 
of  the  North.     It  is  not  my  present  purpose,  sir,  said  Mr. 
H.,  to  enlarge  on  this  topic,  which  I  have  endeavored,  on 
a  former  occasion,  to  explain  and  enforce;  but  if  there  be 
any  truth  in  the  argument,  it  furnishes  an  insupei'able  ob- 
jection to  this  bill,  which  is  so  arranged  as  to  tlu'ow  the 
entire  burden  of  taxation  oii  the  protected  articles,  while 
the  unprotected  articles  are  to  be  admitted  duty  free.    We 
have  always  insisted  that,  while  duties  on  the  unprotected 
articles,  being  generally  articles  of  luxur)',  operate  wilh 
perfect  equality  on  all  parts  of  the  country,  the  duties  on 
the  protected  articles  not  only  operate  most  unequally 
upon  the  different  sections  and  the  different  interests,  but 
tJ)at  they  are  also  of  tlie  nature  of  a  double  tax — first  on  the 
imported  article,  and  next  by  enhancing  the  price  of  the 
domestic  article.  We  have  heard  a  good  deal  of  the  efforts 
tliat  have  been  made  to  relieve  the  complaints  of  the  South. 
The  g-entleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat]  declares  that  no 
nian  would  go  further  than  he  would  to  remove  those  com- 
plaints, though  he 'believes  tltem  to  be  wholly  groundless. 
Sir,  the  gfentleman  has  frequently  made  similar  declara- 
tions during  the  present  session.     As  to  the  gentleman's 
friendly  disposition,  I  hare  nothing  to  say;  but  I  am  bound 
to  say  to  him  in  perfect  candor,  that  I  have  no  evidence  of 
sttcli  disposition  in  his  acts.     How  far  he  may  be  disposed 
to  g'o,  1  know  not;  but  he  certainly  has  not  advanced  one 
step,  no,  not  one  inch,  in  furtherance  of  his  declared  object. 
Sir,   this  bill  holds  out  no  relief  to  the  South.     We 
have  never  uttered  one,  word  of  complaint  against  the 
duties  on  the  unprotected  articles;  they  were  imposed  for 
revenue;  and  to  any  fair  and  equal  re> cnue  system  we  do 
not  object.     Our  complaints  have  been  levelled  against 
^tlie  duties  imposed,  not  for  revenue,  but  for  protectioc^. 
And  jyentlemen  gravely  propose  to  redress  oar  grievances 
by  taking  off  all  the  revenue  duties,  and  leaving  the  pro- 


tecting duties  untouched.  Sir,  as  to  the  mighty  boon 
conferred,  forsooth,  by  a  low  duty  on  negro  cloth  and 
coarse  blankets,  I  have  only  to  say  that  gentlemen  seem 
entirely  to  misunderstand  the  character  of  the  Southern 
people;  they  treat  us  like  spoiled  children,  to  be  bribed 
with  sugar  plums,  pleased  with  a  rattle,  tickled  with  a 
toy.  But  what  are  the  grounds  of  our  complaints?  Is  it 
that  we  pay  a  high  tax  upon  a  few  articles  of  negro  cloth- 
ing? No,  sir,  it  is  because  every  article  which  we  receive 
from  abroad,  in  exchange  for  our  productions,  is  enor- 
mously taxed;  it  is  because  duties  to  the  amount  of  from 
forty  to  fifty  per  cent,  on  $40,000,000  of  our  importations, 
procured  by  Southern  industry,  are  imposed  as  a  bounty 
to  the  industry  of  a  more  favored  section  of  the  Union, 
that  we  have  called  in  question  the  justice,  the  policy, 
and  the  right  of  imposing  on  us  a  system  absolutely  fatal 
to  our  prosperity.  And  what  is  the  amount  of  this  mighty 
boon  to  the  South?  According  to  an  estimate  which  I 
hold  in  my  hand,  the  negro  cloth,  covered  by  the  low  duty 
under  this  bill,  will  amount  to  about  $239,600;  coarse 
blankets,  under  seventy -five  cents,  to  about  $100,000; 
the  saving  on  which  two  articles  would  just  amoimt  to 
$112,000;  and  the  share  of  South  Carolina  would  be  just 
about  $10,000;  a  sum  quite  sufficient,  no  doubt,  in  the 
estimation  of  gentlemen,  to  bribe  her  to  an  acquiescence 
in  the  American  system.  ^ 

I  have,  sir,  still  another  objection  to  this  bill;  it  intro- 
duces new  and  oppressive  features  in  the  protecting  sys- 
tem. Woollens  or  every  description  are  to  be  subjected 
to  cash  duties;  while  other  articles  are  to  be  entitled  to 
credits  of  three  and  six  months.  Why  this  discrimination  ? 
Is  there  any  reason  or  justice  in  it?  Can  there  be  any 
object  in  it,  but  to  discourage  the  importation  of  wool- 
lens, and  to  open  a  door  to  a  system  of  discriminating  du- 
ties, by  which  particular  articles  may  be  excluded  by 
oppressive  regulations,  at  the  discretion  of  Congress?  I 
object,  «r,  likewise,  most  pointedly,  to  the  diminution  of 
the  credits,  the  only  effect  of  which,  as  it  seems  to  me, 
will  be  to  embarrass  commerce,  lessen  the  capital  employ- 
ed in  trade,  and  cripple  the  commercial  resouixes  of  the 
country.  It  will,  moreover,  to  a  g^eat  extent,  throw  the 
trade  into  the  hands  of  the  wealthy  capitalist,  and  do  an 
irreparable  injury  to  the  small  iniporter,  the  retail  dealer. 
Nor  can  it  escape  our  notice  that  by  tliis  bill  new  and  in- 
quisitorial powers  have  been  granted  to  the  appraisers. 

1  come  now,  sir,  to  the  last  point  on  which  I  propose  to^^ 
touch^-the  true  character  and  practical  effects  of  this 
bill.  We  arc  about  to  arrange  a  permanent  system  of  re- 
venue adapted  to  a  state  of  profound  peace,  after  the  total 
extinction  of  the  public  debt.  To  establish  a  rate  of 
duties  now,  no  higher  than  those  imposed  in  1828,  a  re- 
duction at  least  of  from  twenty  to  thirty  percent,  on  every 
article  paying  specific  duties  is  indispensable.  Since  1828, 
tlicre  Ims  been  a  considerable  reduction  in  the  prices  of 
all  Uie  articles  embraced  in  our  tariff — a  reduction  which 
is  progressively  going  on;  and  it  requires  no  argument 
to  sliow  that  every  reduction  of  price  operates  as  an  in- 
crease of  the  duty.  The  duties  under  the  act  of  1828 
are,  therefore,  much  higher  now  than  they  were  when 
that  act  was  imposed.  As  an  illustration  of  this  branch 
of  the  subject,  I  will  cull  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to 
the  fact,  that  when  a  duty  of  thirty  dollars  a  ton  was  im- 
posed on  rolled  iron,  it  cost  eleven  pounds  sterling,  so  that 
the  rate  of  duty  on  the  article  was  then  fifty-nine  per 
cent. ;  but  the  same  duty  now  on  such  iron  at  the  present 
reduced  price  would  be  one  hundred  and  sixty-seven  per 
cent.,  making  a  difference  of  one  hundred  and  eight  per 
cent.  It  is  proposed  to  reduce  the  duly  from  thirty-seven 
to  tltirty  dollars  per  ton,  but  thirty  dollars  at  existing 
prices  is  a  much  higher  duty  thaii  thirty -seven  dollars  in 
1828.  The  same  thing  is  true  of  cottons  under  the  mini- 
mum price  of  thirty -nve  cents.  And  every  one  must 
know  that  sixteen  cents  the  sqtiareyaidon  flannels  which 
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may  be  had  for  twelve  cents,  is  a  mucli  higher  duty  than 
twenty-two  cents  a  square  )'apd  at  the  former  prices  of 
eighteen  or  twenty  cents;  so  that  every  gentleman  will 
percei%'e  at  once,  tliat,  in  taking  the  tariff  of  1828  as  the 
standard  for  tliis  bill,  the  duties  will  be  considerably  in- 
creased beyond  what  they  were  when  that  act  was  passed. 
The  truth  is,  Mr.  President,  that  there  has  been  a  con- 
siderable fall  in  the  price  of  all  manufactured  articles,  not 
only  in  this  country,  btit  in  Europe  and  throughout  the 
world.  No  mistake  can  be  greater  than  to  suppose  that 
this  has  been  produced  by  the  establishment  of  manufac- 
tures in  this  country.  It  is  perfectly  absurd  to  say  that 
the  introduction  of  cotton  manufactures  in  this  country, 
for  instance,  to  an  amount  equal  to  two  or  three  percent, 
on  the  cotton  manufactures  of  Great  Britain,  could  reduce 
the  value  of  the  whole  of  the  latter  one-half;  and  yet  we 
know  that  the  cotton  manufactures  of  England  have  actu- 
ally fallen  fifty  per  cent,  in  the  price.  The  truth  is  that 
this  reduction  in  prices  has  fallen  indiscriminately  on  all 
articles,  protected  and  unprotected;  and  has  resulted  from 
general  causes,  in  operation  to  a  certain  extent  all  Over 
the  world,  such  as  changes  in  the  currency,  improvements 
in  machinery,  and  a  diminution  in  the  wages  of  labor.  1 
hold  in  my  hand,  sir,  said  Mr.  H.,  an  official  document, 
showing  the  extent  of  the  reduction  of  prices  of  manu* 
factured  goods  of  every  description  in  Great  Britain,'  be- 
tween the  years  1811  and  1829;  an  examination  of  which 
will  satisfy  gentlemen  of  the  true  state  of  the  case.  Mr. 
H.  here  read  from  the  table  the  following  abstract: 

Manufadures  and  produce  of  Great  Britain, 

Yean.  Ofilcial  value.  Drclarulomc-  Relat^i-e 

tun  I  vHtiii*.  pro  purl  lull 

1811        £21,723.532  £30,850,618  100—141 

1829        £55,465,723  £35,212,873  100—  64 

On  the  whole,  equal  to  about  forty -five  per  cent,  reduction. 

Of  the  ai'ticles  embraced  in  tiie  above  tables,  it  fur- 
ther   appears,  sir,  that  the  cotton   manufiictures    have 

fallen &S  percent 

Woollen  manufactures   -        -        .        •        32 
Linen  do.  -        -        -        .        45 

Silk  do.  ....        55 

And  I  hardly  tliink,  said  Mr.  H.,  that  any  one  will  seri- 
ously contend  that  these  reductions  in  prices  in  England 
have  been  produced  by  American  competition!  ' 

Let  us  now,  Mr.  Presi<lent,  examine  the  last,  and,  I  must 
think,  an  insuperable  objection  to  this  bill.  1  mean  iis 
efi'cct  upon  tile  revenue.  From  an  attentive  examination 
of  its  provisions,  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  that  it  makc3  no 
reduction  whatever  on  the  entire  class  of  protected  arti- 
cles, and  that  wi>utever  reduction  is  to  effected  by  it,  must 
be  produced  only  by  the  abolition  of  the  dut.es  on  the 
unprotected  articles.  I  will  go  further,  and  state  my  con- 
viction that  on  the  protected  articles  the  aggregate  of 
the  duties  would  be  increased,  and  not  diminished,  by  tliis 
bill.  Tikis  I  will  endeavor  to  8how»  not  by  instituting  a 
comparison  between  the  bill  as  it  came  from  the  otlier 
House,  and  as  it  now  stands,  but  by  comparing  it  with  the 
tariff  of  1828. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  profess  to  be  very  skilful  in 
figures,  nor  can  I  rely  entirely  on  the  accuracy  of  calcula- 
tions which  have  been  very  hastily  made.  I  have  looked 
into  the  provisions  of  this  bill,  however,  as  carefully  as 
the  shortness  of  the  time  would  permit,  and,  to  satisfy  my- 
self that  I  have  fallen  into  no  material  errors,  have  con- 
sulted several  persons  on  whose  accuracy  I  have  the  most 
entire  reliance;  one  of  them  a  gentleman  of  high  charac- 
ter and  a  skilful  accountant,  now  a  member  of  the  other 
House.  All  of  these  gentlemen  have  concurred  in  the 
general  result,  that  the  bill,  as  it  came  from  the  House, 
and,  much  more,  as  it  now  stands,  actually  increases  the 
existing  duties  on  the  protected  artcles  to  an  amount  vari- 
ously estimated  at  from  half  a  million  to  a  million  and  a 


half  of  dollars.  To  me,  however,  sud  Mr.  H.,  it  wtxiid, 
I  confess,  be  comparatively  unimpoi'tant  whether  thi^  bil 
is  to  effect  a  reduction  of  a  few  hundred  thousand  doilkR 
on  the  protected  articles,  as  contended  for  by  the  Seruiot 
from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Webbtek,]  or  is  toincrea<<tltt 
duty  by  an  equal  amount.  Nothing  short  of  a  substanMl 
reduction,  a  reduction  to  the  fair  revenue  standard,  wnnid 
have  been  at  all  satisfactory  to  me;  a  few  hundred  thou- 
sand dollars,  more  or  less,  in  adjusting  a  revenue  oftvcr^ 
ty -five  or  thirty  millions,  being  of  very  httle  importancs  i 
my  estimation.  But  let  us  soe  how  the  fact  sunds!  Ta 
amount  of  the  present  duties  on  the  protected  artciei, 
according  to  a  calculation  which  I  hold  in  my  han(t  fourid- 
ed  on  the  '  •  comparative  statement"  submitted  to  Coa- 
gress  from  the  treasury  on  the  8th  May  last,  is  l5,OU0,0L»i 
dollars;  of  this  amount,  it  was  proposed  by  the  titisi'ir 
scheme  to  take  off  taxes  from  the  protected  articles  to  'J* 
amount  of  3,674,537  dollars.  While  of  the  unprotected 
articles,  amounting  to  about  9,000,000  dollars,  it  was  pro- 
posed to  take  off,  nominally,  6,416,016  dollars,  but,  inkt, 
not  more  than  two  millions  and  a  half,  ($4,665,750  of  the 
said  amount  having  been  already  reduced  by  the  acts  of 
\830.) 

So  far,  therefore,  as  the  unprotected  articles  are  co 
braced  in  this  **  statement,"  it  cannot,  of  course,  be  nude 
the  basis  of  our  calculations,  because,  as  any  one  »i]lse«. 
who  will  look  at  that  statement,  it  gives  six'million»as**^e 
amount  to  be  reduced  on  these  articles;  whereas  four  ml- 
lions  of  that  amount  had  already  been  taken  ofi'  from  »hi 
coffee,  cocoa,  molasses,  and  teas,  under  the  act  of  Mat, 
1830,  and,  of  course,  cannot  be  considered  asfurnisbirf 
any  part  of  the  present  duties  to  be  reduced  under  aij 
bill  to  be  now  passed.*  But,  so  far  as  the  protected  arti- 
cles are  concerned,  I  presume  there  can  be  no  objcctios 
to  our  proceeding  on  the  basis  of  the  treasury  statement, 
no  reduction  of  the  duties  on  these  articles  haf  in^  tkkei 
place  since  1828. 

The  whole  amount  of  reduction  proposed  from  the  pre- 
sent duties  by  tlie  plan  of  the  Secretary  of  .the  TrcWJir, 
was  as  follows,  viz. 

llUClb'ft 

^,731,579 
1,1J5.JJ' 


E^itimatt^  amoont 
uf  tluiirrf. 


Protected  articles,       -        .    #15,935,734 
Unprotected  articles,  -        8,627,970 

Free  ailtcles,  (partly  of  each,)     1, 153,357 


#25,699,061    t|10,88J,Kl 


•  TlMS  is  explained  as  follows:  By  the  treasury  st4l^ 
ment,  the  amount  of  the  rerltictinn  on  the  following*'* 
cles  is  stated  as  follows,  estimated  on  tlie  duties  in  force 
prior  to  1830,  viz. 

Prvpnwd  rwlocti* 


Salt,    . 

Coffee, 

Cocoa, 

Molasses, 

leas, 


#8J6,127 

2,516,971 

51.649 

418. 7u7 

2,821,562 


$6,416,U16 

But  of  this  amount,  $4,665,750  had  been  alrea^ir"* 
duced,  under  the  acts  of  ^Oth  and  29th  of  May,  1850,  vii 

on     Salt, #5J7,414 

Coffee, 2,059,529 

Cocoa, 26,3i4 

Molasses, 418>7^^ 

Teas, 1,623,746 

t  Of  this  sum,  $4,665,750  being  4ilrea<ly  red''^-*^'  •  " 
above  mentioned,  leaves  the  amount  of  actual  reductiwj  . 
$6,416,016.     Some  articles,  unimportant  in  amount,  w' 
here  omitted. 
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N«>w,^by  !he  bill  before  tlic  Senate,  a  «im  exceeding  j 
the  whole  amoiini  of  the  proposed  reduction  on  the  pro- 
tected articles*  as  above  mentioned,  is  stricken  out,  wli'.le 
on  the  inipnitected  articles  there  isaddedtothe  proposed 
redtrctinn  of  the  Treasury  Department  the  following 
items,  viz. 

On  tea  and  coffee,  (now  made  free,)  a  further 

reduction  of ^7,251 

'Wines  and  stlks,  estimated  at        -        •        -  1,100,000 

Other  small  articles, 50,000 


^1,487.251 
To  which  add  the  utmost  possible  reduction  on 

such  articles  under  Mr.  McLane's  bill,  say      2,500,000 


Andwehnve  •  -  $3,987,251 
9l%  the  probable  amount  of  reduction  under  tlie  prcbent 
bill  on  llie  iinproiecte<l  articles.* 

•  Now,  if  it  were  true  that  there  was  an  actual  reduction 
on  tlie  piotected  articles  of  $500,000  as  alleged,  (instead 
of  an  increase,  as  I  believe,  of  at  least  $1,000,000.)  laga  n 
ask,  would  such  a  pitiful  reduction  as  this  afford  any  cum- 
pensation  for  this  glaring  inequality  of  taxation,  in  respect 
to  the  protected  and  unprotected  articles'  Whatever 
TTiigltt  be  the  opinions  of  others,  for  myself  I  would  say, 
I  slunild  consider  such  a  reduction  as  amountingto  nothing. 
I  am  far  frotn  admitting,  however,  that  there  is  actually  a 
reduction  of  half  a  million,  or  any  reduction  at  all.  on  the 
protccteil  articles.  I  do  firmly  believe,  and  will  attempt 
to  show,  that  the  whole  amount  of  taxes  on  these  articles 
had  been  considerably  increased.  To  prove  this,  1  will 
now  enter  into  a  brief  examination  of  the  provisions  of 
this  bill,  and  compare  them  with  the  existing  law.  He 
would  take  as  the  basis  of  his  calculation?  the  **  compara- 
tive statement"  before  alluded  to.  Here  is  an  account 
made  up  with  some  care  from  this  comparative  statement. 
It  had  been  carefully  corrected  by  an  accurate  accountant, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  that  it  is  sufficiently  correct  for  all 
practical  purposes. 

Prvieded  articles,  viz,  gueh  tu  come  into  competition  with  or- 
tieUi  made  or  produced  in  tU  Uniiti  States, 

Amount  of  duties    Amount  pni- 

iu  1830,  po9td     to    bf 

taken    olT  by 

Mr.  McLauc's 

bill. 


Woo11eni»  of  all  descriptions,  $2,626,261 
Cottons,  ....  3,381,358 
Iron,  manufactured,  •  •  1,047,935 
l>o.   bar,  rolled,  hammered,  and 

steel,         ....  985,747 

Hemp  and  flax,  manufactures  of,    1,026,526 
Japanned   tin,   plated,   leather, 
gilt,     brass,    pewter,    leaden 
wares,  do.  of  wood  and  mar- 
ble, .        .        .        - 
Porcelain,    china,  earthen  and 

Btoiie  ware,        ... 
Q  lass  ware,    .... 


358,188 


276,993 
124,097 


$1,220,670 
260,288 
125,394 

183,694 
93,321 


59,273 

25,181 

34,502 


*  l*o  show  that  the  amount  of  the  reduction  of  the  du- 
ies  on  tlie  unprotected  articles  is  not  liere  underrated,  re- 
e  re  nee  is  made  to  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
rrcasiiry,  made  tu  the  Senate  on  the  18th  April,  which 
after  correcting  an  error  in  summing  up)  sliows  that  the 
vltole  reduction  in  such  articles,  under  Mr.  Djcksrsox's 
»in,  was  only $1,668,016 

(See  Senate's  document  125.) 
Ldd  further  reduction  as  above,  -        -      1,487,251 


Cotton  baggpng. 

Sugar, 

Salt,      . 

Wool, 

Spirits, 

Coal, 

Paper, 

Legliorn  hats. 


24,030 

2,673,558 

1,074,829 

80.064 

1,031.348 

98,408 

100.557 

179,736 


10,321 

445.574 

806,127 

64,397 

no  reduction 

no  reduction 

no  reduction 

81,699 


$15,089,635    $3,400,441 

Add  the  following  articles  proposed  to  be  admitted  duty 
free; 


(Quills 
Hair  cloths, 
Dolting  cloths. 
Quicks  Iver, 
Hrass,  in  plates,    - 
Tui,  in        do. 
Indigo, 
Corks, 


$4,376 
8,360 
1.566 

51,837 

1,750 

4,429 

185,347 

16,467 


$4,376 
8,360 
1,566 

51,837 

1,750 

4,429 

185,347 

16,467 


And  we  have  only  •  $3,152,267 
ffakiiig^,  together,  a  reduction  on  the  luiprotected  articles 
•f  About  four  miiUons. 


$15,363,767      $3,674,537 

It  thus  appears,  that,  of  the  articles  :d)ove  mentioned, 
paying  duties  to  the  amtmnt  of  $15,363,767,  it  was  propos- 
ed by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  take  off  taxes  to 
the  amount  of  $3,674,537.  Now,  how  stands  the  bill  be- 
fore the  Senate  in  reference  to  those  very  articles.^  Let 
us  see : 

Woollens,  no  reduction,  duty  increased  by  174,214 
dollars. 

Cottons,  no  reduction,  but  duty  increased  111,661 
dollars. 

Iron  manufactures,  and  bar,  rolled,  and  steel,  no  reduc- 
tion, duties  increased  by  140,912  dollars. 

Hemp  and  flax,  manufactures  of,  no  reduction. 

Leaden,  wooden,  japanned,  and  tin  ware,  &c.  (see  list 
above,)  no  reduction,  increased  amount  unknown. 

Porcelain,  china,  and  earthenware,  no  reduction. 

Glassware,  no  reduction. 

Cotton  bagging,  a  reduction  nearly  nominal. 

Cordage,  Sec,  no  reduction. 

Sugar,  no  reduction. 

Salt,  no  reduction. 

Spirits  no  reduction. 

Coal,  no  reduction. 

Paper,  no  reduction. 

Leghorn  and  other  hats,  no  reduction. 

Quills,  hair  cloths,  quicksilver,  brass  and  tin  in  plates, 
indig^,  corks,  musical  instruments,  yarn,  and  a  yariety  of 
other  aKicles,  no  reduction.  To  which  may  be  added 
cash  duties,  (timinished  credits,  and  change  in  the  pound 
sterling,  operating  on  the  great  mass  of  our  imports  to  the 
amount  of  from  eleven  to  thirteen  per  cent. 

These  articles,  with  the  exception  of  the  three  first, 
(woollens,  cottons,  and  iron,)  all  speak  for  themselves. 
With  regard  to  tl»ese,  I  will  show  how  I  arrive  at  the  con- 
clusion that  the  bill  before  us  proposes  to  increase  tlie 
duties  upon  them.  ^ 

I  will  begin  with  woollens.  On  this  article  Mr.  McLane 
proposed  to  take  off  duties  to  the  amount  of  r  1,220,670. 
The  whole  quantity  of  woollens  is  estimated  at  $5,857,225, 
the  duties  at  $2,626,261,  being  an  average  rate  of  duty  of 
48  per  cent.  Now  Mr.  McLane  proposed  to  effect  tliis 
reduction  of  $1,220,670,  as  follows: 

On  all  woollens  under  50  cents,  10  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

On  worsted  stuff  goods,  &c.  20  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

On  all  other  manufactures  of  wool,  30  per  cent,  ad  va- 
lorem. 

Now,  what  is  proposed  in  this  bill? 

On  plains,  kerseys,  and  Kendal  cottons,  (weighing  16 
ounces,  and  under  35  cents  the  square  yand,)  5  per  cent. 

Worsted  goods,  &c.  10  per  cent. 
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On  all  uther  manufactures  of  wool,  (except  a  few  coarse 
blankets,)  57  per  cent. 

Here,  then,  it  will  be  seen  at  once,  that,  on  the  great 
mass  of  woollens,  the  duties  on  which,  under  the  existing 
law,  average,  according  to  the  treasury  statement,  forty- 
eight  per  c^nt.,  and  which  Mr.  McLane  put  at  thirty  per 
cent.,  tlie  duty  is  increased  to  fifty-seven  per  cent.,  being 
twenty-seven  beyond  the  duty  proposed  by  Mr.  McLane, 
and  nine  per  cent,  beyond  the  present  duly  It  is  true, 
negro  cloths,  which  Mr.  McLane  set  down  at  ten  percent., 
are  here  put  at  five  per  cent.;  but  Mr.  McLane's  plan  em- 
braced all  woollens  under  fifty  cents,  whereas  this  bill  is  con- 
fined to  "plains,  kerseys,  and  Kendal  cottons,  under  thirty- 1 
five  cents,"  whicli,  I  am  assured  by  those  who  profess  to 
understand  the  subject,  will  not  embrace  one-third  part  of 
the  "coarse  woollens  under  fifty  cents."  If  so,  the  entire 
reduction  on  these  negro  cloths  will  not  exceed  $100,000. 

The  saving  on  the  worsted  will,  I  am  told,  be  counter- 
balanced by  the  enhanced  duty  on  some  other  descriptions 
of  cloths,  and  on  neg^o  and  other  coarse  hats.  Against 
these  reductions  are  to  be  charged  twenty-seven  percent, 
increase  on  the  great  mass  of  woollens,  to  which  must  be 
added  at  least  five  per  cent,  for  the  cash  duties,  and  eight 
per  cent,  for  tiie  change  in  the  calculation  of  the  pound 
sterling  from  $4  44  to  94  80.  If  there  be  no  error  in  my 
arithmetic,  we  will,  on  these  data,  have,  instead  of  a  reduc- 
tion, an  increase  of  the  duties  on  woollens  equal  to  at  least 
$174,214.  Any  gentleman  can  make  the  calculation  for 
himself,  i  am  confirmed  in  my  conclusion,  by  the  fact  that 
several  persons  who  have  made  the  calculation  have,  by  a 
different  process,  arrived  at  the  same  result.  Bv  one  cal- 
culation, which  I  have  before  me,  the  increase  of  the  duty 
on  woollens  is  shown  to  be  $250,000. 

On  cotton  the  calculation  is  much  more  simple.  Ac- 
cording to  the  treasury  statement,  the  value  of  cottons  is 
estimated  at  $7,864,618;  the  duty  at  $3,381,358;  pro- 
posed saving  at  $260,288.  Now,  the  bill  before  us  makes 
no  alteration  in  the  treasury  plan  with  respect  to  cottons. 
Assuming,  then,  the  saving  to  be  as  above  stated,  $260,000, 
we  have,  as  a  set  oif  against  this  reduction,  the  diminished 
credits  equal  to  near  tliree  per  cent.,  and  in  the  change 
in  the  pound  sterling  equal  to  eig^t  percent.;  making,  to- 
gether, eleven  per  cent,  on  the  amount  of  the  duty.  This, 
according  to  my  calculation,  will  exceed  the  estimated 
saving  by  $111,661. 

Iron  and  the  manufactures  of  iron  and  steel  consist  of 
too  great  a  variety  of  articles  to  enable  me  to  do  more 
than  to  submit  a  mere  general  statement  in  relation  to 
them. 

Of  these  articles,  which  I  shall  consider  under  one  head, 
the  treasury  valuation  is  $5,638,736;  duties,  $2,053,682; 
estimated  saving,  $309,088.  Against  this  sum  is  to  be  put 
the  diminished  credits,  and  the  pound  sterling,  equal  to 
about  $200,000;  to  which  is  to  be  added  aa  enormous  in- 
crease  of  duties  on  a  g^eat  variety  of  articles  of  hardware, 
under  the  provisos  in  the  10th,  12th,  and  I3th  members  of 
the  2d  section  of  the  bill,  which  carry  up  the  duties  on  all 
manufactures  of  iron  as  high  as  the  raw  material;  tlms 
•hanging  ad  valorem  duties  of  from  twenty-five  to  forty 
percent,  to  specific  duties,  rangpngfrom  one  and  two  hun- 
dred, up  to  three,  and  even  four  hundred  per  cent.  I  have 
already  given  to  the  Senate  several  examples  of  the  effect 
of  these  provisos.     I  will  repeat  one  or  two  of  them. 

On  an  invoice  of  trace  chains,  the  present  duty  on  which, 
at  twenty -five  per  cent.,  amounted  only  to  $69,  the  duty 
under  this  bill  (at  3  cents  per  lb.)  will  amount  to  $198. 

On  a  parcel  of  knitting  needles  now  paying  duty  of 
$1  90,  the  proposed  duty  will  be  $9. 

On  an  invoice  of  bed  screws,  costing  $53,  and  paying 
duties  under  the  existing  laws  of  only  il4,  the  duty  under 
this  bill  will  be  $67. 

These  cases  have  been  furnished  from  the  most  unques- 
tionable sources. 


A  practical  man,  intimately  acquainted  with  the  subject, 
writes  me,  that  "these  provisos  will  double  the  dutr  oi 
hardware  made  of  common  sized  iron,"  and  he  estimates 
the  amount  of  the  increased  duty  on  hsirdware  at  upvKu 
of  five  hundred  thousand  dollars. 

But  take  it  at  half  of  that  amount,  and  we  have  u  in 
crease  of  the  duty  on  'u*on,  |ind  manufactures  of  iron,  c 
140,912  dollars. 

I'he  account,  then,  according  to  my  estimate,  voui 
stand  thus: 

Increase  of  the  duty  on  the  protected  articles  usde: 
this  bill- 
on woollens,  -  -  -  -  174,214 
On  cottons,  ...  -  111,6^1 
On  iron,  as  above,  *  -  -  -  140,91^ 
The  increase  on  other  articles  cannot  be  esti- 
mated at  less  than               -            -             -           lOO.Ot-i 

Add  for  the  change  in  the  value  of  the  pound 
sterling,  and  the  shortened  credits  on  articles 
other  than  woollens,  cottons,  and  iron,  at  least    500,CvJ 


r 

u 


And  we  have  an  increase  of        -  •        1,026," 

It  is  vain  and  idle  for  gentlemen  to  tell  us,  in  geren! 
terms,  that  this  bill  is  to  reduce  the  duties  four,  five,  t\^% 
or  ten  millions.  Let  them  give  us  a  bill  of  particulirx 
show  us  the  items;  point  out  the  articles  on  which  tlic  rr 
duction  is  to  take  place,  a^d  let  them  explain  how  it  is  b 
be  effected.  The  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Wavsrii 
Means,  in  lus  exposition  of  this  subject,  shows  tiiai  the 
official  treasury  estimate  of  the  reduction  to  be  eficctei 
under  this  bill,  as  repoited  from  the  Committee  on  5Uf.fr 
factures,  was  on  woollens,  cottons,  iron,  and  tlie  great  naa 
of  the  protected  articles,  only  844,000  dollars,  andtbattk 
whole  amount  of  the  proposed  reduction  was  only  4,  ir7,tw 
dollars.  . 

Now,  we  all  know  that  alai'ge  amount  of  this  proposes 
reduction  was  stricken  out  in  the  House.  That  Ast* 
g^islied  gentleman  has  given  us  statements,  shoving  ^ 
in  the  shape  in  which  the  bill  passed  the  House,  Die  c«^ 
mated  increase  of  the  duties  on  tlie  protected  articles »-' 
1,406,000  dollars,  while  the  estimated  reduction  on  IK 
unprotected  articles  wa83,780,000  dollars.  If  gentlfffit" 
will  turn  to  the  treasury  sUtement,  No.  125  of  the  Senates 
documents,  they  will  find  that  the  whole  amount  of  »r 
ing  on  the  articles  proposed  to  be  adnutted  duty  free  a* 
der  the  bill  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Manufactures* 
th's  House  was  only  $1,668,010.  Add  to  this  every  lr« 
article  since  added  to  the  list,  and  the  further  reduciic* 
on  silks  and  wines,  and  even  the  two  or  three  hundred  tt^' 
sand  dollars  which  gentlemen  say  has  been  Uken  ofi 
the  protected  articles,  and  what  will  they  amount  to 

Thus,  then,  it  will  be  seen  that  the  whole  amouiu  w 
the  reduction  proposed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasu^ 
on  the  protected  articles,  has  been  stricken  out,  sndt^^ 
more  than  a  million  has  been  added  to  the  existing  duu 
on  those  articles.  But,  for  all  this,  we  are  told  that  wc  »r« 
be  remunerated  by  a  still  greater  reduction  on  the  unp 
tected  articles.     Now,  assuming  the  reduction  on  the 
protected  articles  proposed  by  the  treasury  to  b*; "  5;\m/ 
stated  -  -  -       .     -  -    ^'^   ' 

The  following  are  the  fuKher  reductions  em- 
braced in  this  bill,  viz.  ^,^  .^jj 
On  teas  and  coffee,  free,         -            -           -     /?;!!;  J-x 
Wines  and  silks,  further  reduced,     -           -  ^h^^^^ 

Making  the  total  reduction  on  tlie  unprotected  »ri^^^ 
in  round  numbers  about  four  millions  of  dollars,  es«u» 
on  the  receipts  of  1830.  ^e 

From  which,  if  we  deduct  the  assumed  increase  u  ^^ 
protected  articles  as  about  $1,000,000,  we  n*v^J.^^^ 
amount  of  actual  reduction  under  this  biB,  ^^^*^  ^tbe 
and  no  more,     if  the  present  revenue  be  estimwca 
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actual  receipts  of  the  year  1831,  vis.  $38,525,000,  or  at  the 
actual  receipt  of  the  last  year  upwards  of  $30,000,000,  or 
at  the  average  receipts  of  the  last  five  years,  the>  result, 
after  making^  every  allowance,  will  give  a  clear  revenue  of 
upwards  of  twenty  millions  of  dollars,  and  leave  eight  or 
ten  millions  beyond  the  ordinary  expenses  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Having  taken  Mr.  McLane's  estimated  reduction  as  the 
basis  of  all  my  calculations,  I  have  not  noticed  the  repeal 
of  the  ten  and  twenty  per  cent,  in  the  valuation  of  foreign 
goods,  these  having  been  deducted  in  the  treasury  esti- 
mates.    In  making  this  comparison,  I  beg  not  to  be  un- 
derstood as  expressing  any  approbation  of  the  treasury 
scheme.     That  scheme  proposed  to  make  a  reduction  on 
the  present  duties  of  between  six  and  seven  millions  of 
dollars,  which,  according  to  any  fair  estimate  of  the  pre- 
sent and  future  revenue  of  the  countiy,  would  liave  left  a 
surplus  in  the  treasury  beyond  the  ,wants  of  the  country 
of  from  6,000,000  to  $8,000,000.     The  proposed  reduc- 
tion was  not  only  too  small,  but  it  was  made   in  much 
too  great  a  proportion  on  the  unprotected  articles,  and, 
being  expressly  announced  as  a  final  arrane'ement  of  the 
^stem,  was  altogether  inadmissible.     On  iron  the  duties 
ran  up  to  above  one  hundred  per  cent. ;  on  coarse  cottons 
to  a  still  greater  amount;  and  on  ^yery  other  aKicIe  the 
duties  were  still  higher.     But,  bad  as  was  the  scheme  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  the  ^bill  from  the  House 
^nras  much  worse,  and  this  is  infinitely* the  worst  of  all. 

In  conclusion,  Mr.  H.  said  that  to  his  mind  it  was  per- 
fectly clear  that  this  bill,  in  its  present  shape,  had  not  a 
single  feature  to  recommend  it  to  the  favor  of  any  but  the 
fast  friends  of  the  American  system.     It  is  neither  more 
nor  less  than  the  resolution  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
reduced  to  the  form  of  a  law.     It  takes  off  the  duties  al- 
together from  almost  the  entire  mass  of  the  unprotected 
articles,  such  as  tea,  coffee,  spices,  fruits,  and  a  hundred 
other  articles  of  luxury,  and  reduces  them  to  almost  no- 
thing on  silks  and  wines,  while  it  leaves  the  protected  ar- 
ticles almost  untouched,  or  with  additional  burdens  thrown 
upon  them.     In  this  view  of  the  case,  it  affords  no  relief 
whatever  to  the  South.     It  only  aggravates  the  injustice 
of  which  we  complain.     It  throws  the  whole  burden  of 
federal  taxation  on  the  very  articles  the  duties  iipon  which 
operate  as  a  tax  on  Southern  capital  and  labor,  and  as  a 
bounty  upon  the  industry  and  capita]  of  another  section  of 
the  Union.     The  passage  of  such  a  bill  as  this  would  only 
be  regarded  as  the  consummation  of  the  protecting  policy. 
It  leaves  no  hope  for  the  future.     It  must  rivet  upon  the 
country,  irretrievably  and  forever,  a  system  which  he  did 
most  conscientiously  believe  was  hostile  to  the  general 
Tvelfare — utterly  unconstitutional— «nd  destructive  of  the 
best  interests  and  dearest  rights  of  the  plantation  States. 
The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  had  expressed  a  hope — 
doubtless    most   sincerely  entertained — ^that  the  South 
would  receive  this  bill  as  a  peace-offering,  founded  on 
concession  and  compromise;  and  he  had  kindly  tendered 
his  advice  that  we  should  go  home,  and  say  to  our  consti- 
tuents that  we  had  accomplished  aU  that  we  bad  aright  to 
expect;  that  our  grievances  were  redressed;  and  thus  the 
country  would  be  once  more  restored  to  harmony  and 
peace.     Let  me  tell  that  gentleman,  sir,  that  if,  with  my 
convictions  of  the  true  character  of  this  biU,  I  could  goto 
my  constituents  with  such  language  on  my  hps,  I  should 
^o  home  "with  a  lie  in  my  mouth."    No,  sir!  when  I 
speak  on  such  a  subject,  I  shall  speak  the  honest  con- 
victions  of  my  mind;  and  shall  be  constrained,  how- 
ever reluctantly,  to  declare,  as  I  now  do  in  the  presence 
of  tliis  House,  my  country,  and  my  God,  that  the  Ameri- 
can system  has  become  the  settled  policy  of  the  country; 
that  the  hopes  of  the  South  are  at  an  end;  and,  as  fiur  as 
their  prosperity  is  dependent  on  federal  legislation,  their 
ruin  sealed. 

NoTx. — The  Senate  finaUy  receded  from  such  of  their 
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amendments  as  were  disi^reed  to  by  the  House.  The 
points  in  dispute,  however,  were  very  few,  and  not  of 
much  importance. 

The  following  were  the  only  material  items: 

1st.  The  fifty ^seyen  per  cent,  on  woollens,  passed  by 
the  Senate,  was  reduced  to  fifty  per  cent  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 

2d.  Sail  duck  was  left,  as  proposed  by  the  House,  at 
fifteen  per  cent. 

3d.  Cotton  bagging  was  left  at  three  and  a  lialf  cents, 
as  passed  by  the  House,  instead  of  four  cents. 

4th.  Sugar  was  left  at  two  and  a  half  cents,  as  proposed 
by  the  House,  instead  of  being  left  at  three  cents,  the  pre- 
sent duty. 

Calculated  even  on  this  basis,  Mr.  McDvrrix  estimated 
the  increase  of  duty  on  the  protected  articles  at  $1,405,000 
beyond  the  present  tariff.  Making  allowance  for  the  fall 
of  prices,  it  cannot  be  doubted  that  the  duties  now  impos- 
ed are  much  greater,  ad  valorem,  than  they  were  in  ifes, 
without  taking  into  account  the  cash  duties,  or  change  in 
the  pound  sterling. 

Mr.  BROWN  said,  before  the  question  was  taken  cm 
the  final  passage  of  the  bill  then  under  considemtion,  he 
felt  that  it  was  due  to  those  whom  he  had  the  lionor  ia 
part  to  represent  in  that  body,  and .  likewise  to  himself, 
to  explain  the  motives  which,  on  the  most  deliberate  conai- 
deration,  would  induce  him  to  vote  in  opposition  to  the 
bill.  This  he  would  do  in  a  very  few  words.  If  the  ^ 
question  had  been  brought  to  the  consideration  of  the  Se- 
nate, in  tlie  form  of  a  bill,  at  an  earlier  period  of  the  ses- 
sion, he  should  have  availed  himself  of  the  occasion  to  have 
expressed  his  views  generally  on  a  subject  of  such  deep 
and  momentous  interest  to  the  country.  To  consume  time 
in  unprofitable  discussion  at  that  advanced  period  of  the 
session,  would  be  as  little  in  accordance  with  his  feelings 
as  it  would  be  respectful  to  the  body  which  be  addretaeo. 
He  had  felt  the  most  anxious  solicitude  that  some  adjust- 
ment of  this  question,  dictated  by  a  spirit  of  conciliation« 
should  be  made  before  the  adjournment  of  Congress.  In- 
fluenced by  a  spirit  of  that  kind,  he  had  come  to  the  de- 
termination to  vote  for  the  bill  which  had  passed  the  House 
of  Representatives,  unless  made  more  objectionable  by 
amendments  in  the  Senate.  He  admitted  that  the  bilj, 
as  it  came  from  the  House  of  Representatives^  stopped 
far,  very  fiir,  short  of  reducing  the  revenue  to  that 
standard  which  the  condition  of  our  fiscal  affairs  required, 
and  which  justice  to  a  larg^  portion  of  the  Union  de- 
rranded.  But  it  proposed  a  reduction,  and,  ftxHO  the  best 
examination  he  bad  been,  able  to  give  to  the  subject,  a 
substantial  reduction,  on  a  number  of  articles  which  enter- 
ed extensively  into  the  consumption  of  the  whole  agricul- 
tural portion  of  the  Southern  States.  It  had  been  said  by 
one  honorable  Senator,  in  the  course  of  this  debate,  that 
voting  for  the  bill,  as  it  eame  from  the  House,  would  con- 
cede the  constitutional  right  of  the  Government  to  protect 
manufactures.  He  [Mr.  B.]  viewed  the  subject  in  a  yei^ 
different  light.  He  had  yet  to  learn  upon  what  principle  it 
was  unconstitutional  to  vote  for  a  bill  diminishing  the  bur- 
dens of  his  constituents,  and  the  effect  of  which  would  be 
to  mitigate  Uie  evils  of  the  system.  In  expressing  bb 
intention  to  vote  for  the  bill  as  it  eame  ftfom  the  House, 
he  wished  it  to  be  distinctly  understood  that  he  should 
not  have  supported  it  as  a  measure  of  compromise.  Ther 
had  no  authority  to  compromise  the  rights  of  their  consti- 
tuents on  rreat  quesdons  deeply  affectinff  their  interests. 
Nor  would  he,  if  he  possessed  the  authority,  exercise  it  in 
reference  to  this  question. 

He  was  hostile,  on  principle,  to  the  whole  protecting 
system;  and,  while  he  was  honored  with  a  seat  in  that  body, 
he  would  contribute  his  humble  efforts,  on  all  proi>er  oc- 
casions, to  eradicate  from  our  laws  a  principle  which  he 
believed  incompatible  with  the  enlightened  spirit  of  the 
age,  and  of  free  Government    This  much  he  had  deemed 
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it  his  duty  to  ny  in  reference  to  the  bill  as  it  came  from 
the  Houae.  He  would  nowaasign,  in  a  very  few  words,  the 
reasons  which  would  influence  him  to  vote  araiost  it,  as 
amended  by  the  Senate.  The  amendments  nad,  in  his 
opinion,  destroyed  whatever  of  value  was  contained  in  the 
bill,  by  increasing  the  duties  on  the  protected  articles;  and 
be  viewed  its  passage,  in  its  present  shape*  as  substan- 
tiallv  re-enactinr  some  of  the  most  obnoxious  features  of 
theWiffof  1828, 

He  must  be  permitted,  with  great  deference  to  the 
opinions  of  the  majority  of  the  Senate  who  thought  differ* 
ently,  to  express  his  regret  that  any  addition  had  been 
made  to  the  rate  of  duties  proposed  by  the  bill  from  the 
House  of  Representatives.  To  that  bod^  the  constitution 
had  peculiarly  given  the  power  to  originate  bills  on  the 
delicate  and  interesting  question  of  taxation.  It  emanated 
directly  from  the  great  body  of  the  people,  and  was  pre- 
sumed to  represent  fairly  their  wishes  in  relation  to  that 
subject;  and  it  had,  by  a  most  decided  majority,  expressed 
its  opinion  in  favor  of  a  reduction  of  duties. 

The  extraordinary  spectacle  was  presented  in  our  coun- 
try of  continuing  a  system  of  unjust  and  oppressive  taxa- 
tion, not  called  tor  by  the  exigencies  of  the  nation,  but  to 
benefit  a  i^w  monopolists.  He  hoped  that  the  justice,  in- 
telligence, and  patriotism  of  the  people  would  correct  this 
evil,  and  save  the  Union  from  the  disastrous  consequences 
which  were  likely  to  result  from  persevering  in  such  a 
system. 

Mr.  CLAY  made  a  few  remarlu  in  reply,  when 

The  question  was  taken,  and  the  bill  was  passed  by  the 
following  vote: 

TEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Buckner,  Chambers, 
Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot, 
Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes*  Johnston,  Knight, 
Marcy,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles, 
Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinson, 
Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 32. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  E^bb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy, 
Haync,  Kane,  Ring,  Mangum,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter, 
Tazewell,  Troup,  Tyler,  White.— 16. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CLAY,  the  Senate  then  proceeded  to 
consider  the  resolution  from  the  House,  appointing  this 
day  for  Uie  day  of  adjournment. 

Mr.  CLAY  moved  to  amend  the  resolution  by  striking 
out  "Qth"  and  inserting  ««16th.*' 

Mr.  GRUNDY  suggested  Thursday  as  the  best  day  for 
adjournment,  and  proposed  that  the  Senate  should  disa- 

S'ee  to  the  resolution  from  the  House,  and  that  he  would 
en  lay  a  resolution  on  the  table  to  adjourn  on  Thursday, 
which  might  lie  on  the  table  until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  sUted  that  there  was  an  important 
measure  under  the  consideration  of  the  Executive,  which 
he  was  not  compelled  to  return  to  this  House  in  less  than 
ten  days,  (Sundays  excluded.)  He  therefore  suf^sted 
to  insert  Tuesday,  the  17th. 

Mr.  CLAY  moved  to  strike  out  the  word  <*  ninth,"  and 
sud  he  should  then  ro6ve  to  lay  the  resolution  on  the  table 
until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  moved  to  lay  the  whole  subject  on  the 
table.     Negatived— yeas  19,  nays  27. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  stated  that  the  fixing  of  Ttiesda^  was 
holding  out  the  idea  that  Cong^ress  would  not  adjourn 
until  the  message  expected  from  the  President  shall  be 
received,  and  that  he  could  not  vote  for  it. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  that  the  city  was  full  of  rumors;  and 
altiiough  gentlemen  who  voted  against  the  neat  measure 
to  which  he  referred,  might  find  no  difficulty  in  making 
their  peace  witii  their  constituents,  genUemen  on  the  other 
side  would  be  placed  in  an  awkward  dtuation. 

Mr.  MANGUM  said  he  had  no  fear  that  any  attempt 
would  be  made  in  any  quarter  to  evade  proper  responsi- 


bility. He  thouehtthat  such  evasion  would  be  disrepoti- 
ble,  and  he  would  vote  witii  those  who  desired  the  fuUtn 
days  to  be  allowed  to  the  President. 

The  motion  to  strike  out  the  9tli,  and  insert  the  16tk, 
was  tiien  ajpreed  to;  and  the  resolution,  as  amende^  w 
concurred  in. 


TUXSDAT,  JrLT  10. 
THE  BANK  VETO. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  President  of  fe 
United  States,  by  the  hands  of  Mr.  Donelson,  his  printt 
SecretMy,  returning  the  act  to  modify  and  continue  ik 
act  to  incorporate  the  subscribers  to  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States,  with  his  objections  to  the  same.  [See  Ap- 
pendix.] • 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  that  tiie  constitution  madeiitbe 
duty  of  the  House  to  which  such  communication  mt 
made,  on  receipt  of  it,  to  cause  it  to  be  recorded  atlen|;t)i 
on  its  journals,  and  then  solemnly  to  take  the  qaesboa 
whether  the  act  shall  become  a  law,  the  Prcadcni'i  c> 
jections  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  The  constiti 
tion  prescribes  that  the  House  shall  proceed  to  this  d;- 
cision  thereupon.  It  was  the  practice  of  Congrcsitt 
spve  a  proper  time  for  the  transcript  of  the  messa^^e,  and 
for  a  respectful  consideration  of  the  subject.  In  ca^esof 
less  importance,  it  was  the  custom  to  proceed  imroediatelT 
to  the  decision.  But,  in  this  case,  it  was  respectful  te 
the  President,  to  the  length  of  ttwe  paper  which  had  bto 
read,  to  the  high  character  of  the  various  topics  which.: 
embraced,  and  to  the  general  importance  of  the  subject, 
that  the  Senate  should  assign  such  day  and  hour  for  tid- 
ing the  message  into  consideration,  as  would  be  tgrtea^ 
ble  under  the  existing  circumstances.  Presuming  tht 
tiie  prcs'ding  officer  would  direct  the  message  to  be  ei- 
tered  on  the  journals,  he  would  now  move  to  portpw 
the  further  consideration  of  tliis  communication  ^^ 
eleven  o'clock  to-morrow,  [to-day.] 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  disposed  of  a  number  of  bills,  without  it- 
bate,  and  then  spent  tiic  remainder  of  the  day  in  ex«»- 
tive  business. 


WCDXSSDAT,  JVLT  II. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  consider  the  iue*P 
from  tiie  House  of  Representatives,  agreeing  to  ««». 
and  disagreeing  to  other  of  the  amendments  ofthe  Seoit' 
to  the  biU  to  Alter  and  amend  the  act  imposing  ^^ 
on  imports. 

Mr.  WILKINS  moved  that  the  Senate  now  ask  a  c« 
ference  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  tbst » c<*' 
mittee  be  appointed  to  confer  with  such  conwiiWjJ 
may  be  appointed  by  the  Houae.  His  object  w»  to^ 
every  thing  which  could  be  done  to  reconcile  the  drii 
cnces  between  the  two  Houses.  His  idea  was  to  *»»  '"T 
a  conference;  and»  in  the  mean  time,  to  retain  the  biU  i 
the  Senate,  so  that,  afterwards,  the  Senate  might  ciU^ 
recede  or  insist.  . ;, 

Mr.  DICKERSON  seconded  the  motion.  1^  ^^ 
wish  that  the  session  should  not  pass  away  ^^^^  .^,. 
passage  of  this  bill;  and  he  thought  this  object  more  "'.^ 
ly  to  be  obtained  if  a  conference  were  to  be  heW »"  ^ 
sta^  rather  than  after  the  Senate  should  have  *»n*'*^j^ 
their  amendments.  It  would  be  more  likely  n^'^ 
productive  of  good  feeling.  .    j^^ 

Mr.  CLAY  considered  the  motion  to  be  strictly  in  o^^ 
He  considered  that  a  conference  might  be  h«»''*'^^^ 
stage  of  the  disagreement.  He  was  of  opinion^  nov^  ^ 
that  the  best  mode  would  be  to  take  the  question  n*^^^ 
insisting  on  the  kmcndmenta.    But  as  ^e  chairo'^  ^ 
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Committee   on  Manufactures  had  assented  to  the  other 
course,  he  could  not  have  any  objection. 

Mr.  KING  was  of  opinion  that  the  course  prescribed 
by  this  motion,  although  in  order,  was  unusual |  and  he 
had  a  preference  for  the  ordinary  course. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  was  of  opinion  that,  with  a  view  to 
economy  of  time,  it  might  be  better  to  take  the  confer- 
ence course,  in  order  to  diminish  the  points  of  difference. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  motion  would  be  adopted. 

Mr.  BROWN  ani^Mr.  HAYNE  opposed  the  motion. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  stated  that  he  should  vote  in  its  favor.' 
He  considered  the  bill  endangered  if  the  two  Houses 
slK>uId  fail  to  Ag^ee  to  these  amendments.  If  the  ques* 
tion  were  first  taken  on  a  motion  to  recede  or  insist,  the 
opinions  of  Senators  would  be  committed,  and  the  proba- 
bility  of  agreement  would  thus  be  weakened.  All,  there- 
fore, who  felt  a  desire  for  an  adjustment  of  tlie  tariff  at 
this  session,  should  vote  in  favor  of  the  mqtion. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  took  a  simiUr  view.  He  thought 
that,  by  having  a  conference  now,  the  differences  which 
existed  might  be  settled  in  a  spirit  of  compromise.  He 
wished  the  country  to  know  that  there  were  individuals  in 
the  Senate  who  were  disposed  to  make  every  effort  to 
obtain  an  ar1justment« 

Mr.  GRUNDY  thought  it  would  be  the  preferable  mode 
to  take  the  question  first  on  a  motion  to  recede  or  insist, 
and  let  the  conference  follow. 

Afler  a  few  remarks  from  Mr.  POINDEXTERin  favor  of, 
and  Mr.  FORSYTH  against  the  motion,  the  latter  moved 
to  lay  the  bill  and  amendments  on  the  tuble.  Negatived, 
as  follows? 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Clay,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy, 
Hayne,  Holmes,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Miller,  Moore, 
Pomdexter,  i^milh,  Tazewell,  Tyler,  Waggaroan,  White. 
—19. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Belt,  Brown,  Buckner,  Chambers, 
Clayton,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Fre- 
linghuysen,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Johnston,  Knight,  ftlarcy, 
Naudain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Kuggles,  Sey- 
mour, Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tipton.  Tomlinion,  Troup,  Web- 
ster, Wilkins.— 29. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  of  Mr. 
WiLKTirs,  and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS.-^Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  day- 
ton,  Dallas,  Dtckerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Freling- 
huysen,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Naudaiiv,  Poindexter, 
Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague, 
Tomlinson,  Wagfgaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 26. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grun- 
dy, Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy, 
Miller,  Moore,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tazewell,  Tipton, 
Troup,  Tyler,  While.— 21. 

So  the-  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  following  mem- 
bers appointed  to  compose  the  committee,  viz. 
Me»»r9.  WiLKiirs,  Dickzrson,  and  Hatnb. 

THE  BANK  VETO. 

The  hour  of  eleven  having  arrived,  the  Senate  pro- 
ceeded to  the  consideration  of  the  bill  for  renewing  and 
modifying  the  charter  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  Slates, 
with  the  message  of  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
auMigning  his  reasons  for  refusing  to  approve  and  sign  the 
Mirne.  And  the  question  being  on  passing  tlie  bill,  said 
objections  notwithstanding. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  rose,  and  addressed  the  Senate  as 
follows: 

Mr.  President,  no  one  will  deny  the  high  importance  of 
the  subject  now  before  us.  Congress,  alter  full  delibera- 
tion and  discussion,  has  passed  a  bill  for  extending  the 
duration  of  tlie  Bank  of  the  United  States,  .by  decisive 
majorities  in  both  Houses.  It  has  adopted  this  measure 
not  until  its  attentioa  liad  been  called  to  the  subject  in 
three  successive  annual  messages  of  the  President.     The 


bill  having  been  thus  passed  by  both  Houses,  and  having 
been  duly  presented  to  the  President,  instead  of  signing 
and  approving  it,  he  has  returned  it  with  objections. 
These  objections  go  against  the  whole  subsUnee  of  the 
law  originally  creating  the  bank.  They  deny,  in  effect, 
thatthfe  bank  is  constitutional;  they  deny  that  it  is  ezpe- 
dientf  they  deny  that  it  is  necessary  for  the  public  service. 

It  is  not  to  be  doubted  that  the  constitution  gives  the 
President  the  power  which  he  has  now  exercised;  but, 
while  the  power  Is  admitted,  the  grounds  upon  which  it 
has  been  exerted  become  fit  subjects  of  examination. 
The  constitution  makes  it  the  duty  of  Congress,  in  cases 
Uke  this,  to  reconsider  the  measure  wl^ch  they  have 
passed,  to  weigh  the  force  of  the  President's  objections 
to  that  measure,  and  to  take  a  new  vote  upon  the  question. 

Before  tlie  Senate  prbceeds  to  this  second  vote,  I  pro- 
pose to  make  some  remarks  upon  these  objections.  And, 
in  the  first  place,  it  is  to  be  observed  that  they  are  such 
as  to  extinguish  all  hope  that  the  present  bank,  or  any 
bank  at  all  resembling  it,  or  resembling  any  known  simi- 
lar institution,  can  ever  receive  his  approbation.  He 
states  ho  terms,  no  qualifications,  no  conditions,  no  modi- 
fications, which  can  reconcile  him  to  the  essential  pro- 
visions of  the  existing  charter.  He  is  against  the  bank, 
and  against  any  bank  constituted  in  a  manner  known  either 
to  this  or  any  other  country.  One  advantage,  therefore, 
is  certainly  obtsined  by  presenting  him  the  bill.  It  has 
caused  his  sentiments  to  be  made  known.  There  is  no 
longer  any  mystery,  no  longer  a  contest  between  hope  and 
fear,  ot' between  those  prophets  who  predicted  a  veto, 
and  those  who  foi'etold  an  approval.  The  bill  is  nega- 
tived; the  President  has  assumed  the  responsibility  of 
putting  an  end  to  the  bank;  and  the  country  must  prepare 
itself  to  meet  that  change  in  its  concerns,  which  the  ex- 
piration of  the  charter  will  produce.  Mr.  President,  I 
will  not  conceal  rhy  opinion  that  the  affairs  of  this  coun- 
try are  approaching  an  important  and  dangerous  crins. 
At  the  very  moment  of  almost  unparalleled  general  pros- 
perity, there  appears  an  unaccountable  disposition  to 
destroy  the  most  useful  and  most  approved  institutions  of 
the  Government.  Indeed,  it  seems  to  be  in  the  mi(kt  of 
all  this  national  happiness,  that  sodie  are  found  openly  to 
question  the  advantages  of  the  constitution  itself;  and 
many  ftore  ready  to  embarrass  the  exereise  of  its  just 
power,  weaken  its  authority,  and  undermine  its  founda- 
tions. How  far  these  notions  may  be  carried,  it  is  impossi- 
ble yet  to  say.  We  have  before  us  the  practical  result  of 
one  of  them.      The  bank  has  fallen,  or  is  to  fall. 

It  is  now  certain  tiiat,  without  a  change  in  our  public 
councils,  this  bank  will  not  be  continued,  nor  will  any  other 
be  established,  which,  according  to  the  general  sense  and 
language  of  mankind,  can  be  entitled  to  the  name.  In 
three  years  and  nine  months  from  tlie  present  moment, 
the  charter  of  the  bank  expires;  wimin  that  period, 
therefore,  it  must  wind  up  its  concerns.  It  must  call  in 
its  debts,  Withdraw  its  bills  from  circulation,  and  cease 
from  all  its  ordinary  operations.  All  this  is  to  be  done  in 
three  years  and  nine  months;  because,  although  there  is  a 
provision  in  the  charter  rendering  it»  lawful  to  use  the 
corporate  name  for  two  years  after  the  expiration  of  the 
charter,  yet  this  israllowed  only  for  the  purpose  of  suits, 
and  for  the  sale  of  the  estate  belonging  to  the  bank,  and 
for  no  other  purpose  whatever.  The  whole  active  busi- 
ness of  the  bank,  its  custody  of  public  deposites,  its  trans* 
fers  of  public  moneys,  its  dealing  in  exchange,  all  its  loans 
and  discounts,  and  all  its  issues  of  bills  for  circulation, 
must  cease  and  determine  on  or  before  the  3d  day  of 
March,  1836;  and,  within  the  same  period,  its  debts  must 
be  collected,  as  no  new  contract  can  be  made  with  it,  as 
a  corporation,  for  the  renewal  of  loans,  or  discount  of 
notes  or  bills,  after  that  time. 

The  President  is  of  opinion  that  this  time  is  long  enough 
to  close  the  concerns  or  the  institution  without  inconye- 
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nience.  His  language  is:  *<  The  time  allowed  the  bank  to 
close  its  concerns  is  ample,  and,  if  it  has  been  well  man- 
aged, its  pressure  will  be  light,  and  heavy  only  in  case  its 
management  has  been  bad.  If,  therefore,  it  shall  produce 
(^ress,  the  fault  will  be  its  own."  Sir,  this  is  all  no  more 
than  general  statement,  without  fact  or  argument  to  sup- 
port it.  We  know  what  the  management  of  the  bank 
has  been,  and  we  know  the  present  state  of  its  affairs. 
We  can  judge,  therefore,  whetlier  it  be  probable  that  its 
capital  can  be  all  called  in,  and  the  circulation  of  its  bills 
withdrawn^  in  three  years  and  nine  months,  by  any  dis- 
cretion or  prudence  in  management,  without  producing 
distress.  The  bank  has  discounted  fiberftlly,  in  compliance 
with  the  wants  of  the  community.  The  amount  due  to  it 
on  loans  and  discounts,  in  certain  larg«  divisions  of  the 
country,  is  great;  so  great,  that  T  do  not  perceive  how  any 
man  can  believe  that  it  can  be  paid  witnin  the  time  now 
limited,  without  distress.  Let  us  look  at  known  facts. 
Thirty  milUons  of  the  capital  of  the  bank  are  now  out,  on 
loans  and  discounts,  in  the  States  on  the  Misnssippi  and  its 
waters:  ten  of  these  millions  on  the  discount  of  bills  of 
exchange,  foreign  and  domestic,  and  twenty  millions  loan- 
ed on  promissory  notes.  Now,  sir,  how  is  it  possible  that 
this  vast  amount  can  be  collected  in  so  short  a  period, 
without  suffering,  by  any  management  whatever^  We 
are  to  remember  that  when  tlie  collection  of  this  debt  be- 
gins, at  that  same  time  the  existing  medium  of  payment, 
that  is,  the  circulation  of  the  bills  of  the  bank,  will  begin 
also  to  be  restrained  and  withdrawn,  and  tlius  the  means 
of  payment  must  be  limited  just  when  the  nece'ssity  of 
making  payment  becomes  pressing.  The  whole  debt  is 
to  be  paid,  and  within  the  same  time  the  whole  circulation 
withdrawn. 

The  local  banks,  where  there  are  such,  will  be  able  to 
afford  little  assistance  9  because  they  themselves  will  feel 
a  full  share  of  the  pressure.  They  wilt  not  be  in  a  con- 
dition to  extend  their  discounts;  but,  in  all  probability, 
obliged  to  curtail  them.  Whence,  then,  are  the  means 
to  come  for  pa3ring  this  debt,  and  in  what  medium  is 
payment  to  be  made?  If  all  this  may  be  done,  with  but 
slight  pressure  on  the  community,  what  course  of  conduct 
is  to  accomplish  it?  How  is  it  to  be  done?  What  other 
thirty  millions  are  to  supply  the  place  of  tltese  thirty  mil* 
lions,  now  to  be  called  iti}  What  other  circtilaAon  or 
medium  of  payment  is  to  be  adopted,  in  the  place  of 
the  bills  of  the  bank?  The  message,  following  a  singu- 
lar strain  of  argument  which  had  been  used  in  this 
House,  has  a  loud  lamentation  upon  the  suffering  of  the 
Western  States,  on  account  of.  their  being  obliged  to  pay 
even  interest  on  this  debt.  This  payment  of  interest  is, 
itself,  represented  as  exhausting  their  means,  and  ruinous 
to  their  prosperity.  But  if  the  interest  cannot  be  paid 
without  pressure,  can  both  interest  and  principal  be  paid 
in  four  years  without  pressure?  The  truth  is,  the  interest 
has  been  paid,  is  paid,  and  may  continue  to  .be  paid, 
without  any  pressure  at  all;  because  the  money  borrow- 
ed is  profitably  employed  by  those  who  borrow  it,  and 
the  rate  of  interest  which  they  pay  is  at  least  two  per 
cent,  lower  than  the  actual  value  of  money  in  that  part  of 
the  country.  But  to  pay  the  whole  principal  in  less  than 
four  years,  losing,  at  the  same  time,  the  existing  and  ac- 
customed means  and  facilities  of  payment  created  by  the 
bank  itself,  and  to  do  this  without  extreme  embarrass- 
ment, without  absolute  distress,  is,  in  my  judgment,  im- 
possible. I  hesitate  not  to  say  that,  as  this  veto  travels  to 
the  West,  it  will  depreciate  the  value  of  every  man's 
property,  from  the  Atlantic  States  to  the  capital  of  Mis- 
souri. Its  effects  will  be  felt  in  the  price  of  lands,  the 
great  and  leading  article  of  Western  property;  in  the 
price  of  crops;  in  the  products  of  labor;  m  the  repression 
of  enterprise;  and  in  embarrassment  to  every  kind  of 
business  and  occupation.  I  take  this  opinion  strongly, 
because  I  have  no  doubt  of  its  truth,  aivd  am  willing  its 


con*ectne8s  should  be  judged  by  the  event.  Without 
personal  acquaintance  with  the  Western  States,  I  knot 
enough  of  their  condition  to  be  satisfied  that  what  I  htre 
predicted  must  happen.  The  people  of  the  West  ue 
rich,  but  their  riches  consist  in  their  immense  qusn^ties 
of  excellent  land,  in  the  products  of  tbeie  lands,  and  io 
their  spirit  of  enterprise.  The  actual  value  of  money,  or 
rate  of  interest,  with  them  is  high,  because  their  pecunianf 
capital  bears  little  proportion  to  their  landed  interest.  Atu 
average  rate,  money  is  not  worth  less  ^an  eight  per  ceci. 
per  annum  throughout  the  whole  Western  counby,  notvith- 
standing  that  it  has  now  a  loan,  or  an  advance,  from  tbe 
bank  of  thirty  mrilions,  s(t  six  per  cent.  To  call  in  ihi» 
loan  at  the  rate  of  eight  millions  a  year,  in  addition  to  tbe 
interest  on  the  whole,  and  to  take  away,  at  the  same  time, 
that  circulation  which  constitutes  so  great  a  portion  of  tbe 
medium  of  payment  throughout  that  whole  region,  is  u 
operation  which,  however  wisely  cosKlucted,  cannot  hot 
inflict  a  blow  on  the  community  of  tremendous  force  ind 
frightful  consequences.  The  thing  cannot  be  done  witb- 
out  distress,  bankruptcy,  and  ruin  to  many.  If  the  Pr^ 
sident  had  seen  anV  practicable  manner  in  whicb  tbii 
change  might  be  effected,  without  producing  these  coa- 
sequences,  he  would  have  rendered  infinite  service  to  tbe 
community  by  pointing  it  out.  But  he  has  pointed  out 
notliing,  he  has  suggested  nothing;  he  contents  hin»tf 
with  saying,  without  giving  any  reason,  that  if  the  prcsaffe 
be  heavy,  the  fault  will  be  the  bank's.  I  hope  this  is  wi 
merely  an  attempt  to  forestall  opinion,  and  to  throw  on 
the  bank  the  responsibUity  of  those  evils  which  threaten 
the  country,  for  the  sake  of  removing  it  from  himself. 

TheTCsponsibility  justly  lies  with  him,  and  there  it  oagbt 
to  remain.  A  great  majority  of  the  people  are  satisfied 
with  tlie  bank  as  it  is,  and  desirous  that  it  should  be  con- 
tinued. They  wished  no  change.  The  strength  of  ths 
public  sentiment  has  carried  the  bill  through  Congress 
against  all  the  influence  of  the  adminiatration,  and  all  tbe 
power  of  organized  party.  But  the  President  has  uixieF- 
taken,  on  his  own  responsibility,  to  arrest  the  mcasujf, 
by  refusing  his  assent  to  the  bill.  He  is  answerable  for 
the  consequences,  therefore,  which  necessarily  follow  ^ 
change  which  the  expiratioh  of  the  bank  charter  nuy 
produce:  and  if  these  consequences  shall  prove  disastroiu, 
they  can  fairly  be  ascribed  to  his  policy  only,  and  to  the 
policy  of  his  administration. 

Although,  sir,  I  have  spoken  of  the  effects  of  this  fete 
in  the  Western  country,  it  baa  not  been  because  I  corfi- 
dered  that  part  of  the  United  States  exclusively  affected 
by  it. 

Some  of  the  Atlantic  States  may  feel  its  consequences, 
perhaps,  as  sensibly  ss  those  of  the  West,  tliough  not  vs 
the  same  reasons.  The  cohcern  manifested  by  Pcnnsji- 
vania  for  the  renewal  of  the  charter,  shows  her  sense  of 
the  importance  of  the  bank  to  her  own  interest,  and  that 
of  the  nation.  That  great  and  enterpri«ng  Sute  has  en- 
tered into  an  extensive  system  of  internal  improvcinenis, 
which  necessarily  makes  heavy  demands  on  her  cred-tsfxl 
her  resources;  and  by  the  soiihd  and  acceptable  currency 
which  the  bank  affords,  by  the  stability  which  it  gives  to 
priva'.e  credit,  and  by  occasional  advances  made  in  >n^'' 
pation  of  her  revenues,  and  in  aid  of  her  great  objects 
she  has  found  herself  benefited,  doubtless  in  no  incons- 
derable  deg^e.  Her  Legislature  has  instructed  her  Se- 
nators here  to  advocate  the  renewal  of  the  charter  at  tbtf 
session;  they  have  obeyed  her  voice,  and  yet  they  m^.* 
the  misfortune  to  find  that,  in  the  judgment  of  the  Vn^ 
dent,  the  measure  is  unconstitutional,  unnecessary,  ^' 
gerous  to  liberty,  and  is,  moreover,  ill-timed.  But,  Mr- 
President,  it  is  not  tl^e  local  interest  of  the  West,  nor  ine 
particular  interest  of  Pennsylvania,  or  any  other  Sbif» 
which  has  influenced  Congfress  in  passing  this  bill- 

It  IMS' been  governed  by  a  wise  foresight,  and  by  a  oe- 
sire  to  avoid  embarrassment  in  the  pecuniary  concent 
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the  country,  to  secure  the  safe  collection  and  convenient 
transmisnon  of  public  moneys,  to  maintain  the  circulation 
of  this  country,  aound  and  safe  as  it  now  happily  is,  against 
the  possible  effects  of  a  wild  spirit  of  speculation.  Find- 
ings the  bank  highly  useful,  Congress  nas  thought  lit  to 
provide  for  its  continuance. 

As  to  the  time  of  passing  this  bill,  it  would  seem  to  be 
the  hst  thing  to  be  thought  of  as  a  ground  of  objection 
by  the  President;  since,  from  the  date  of  his  first  message 
to  the  present  time,  he  has  never  failed  to  call  our  atten- 
tion to  the  subject  with  all  possible  apparent  esmestness. 
So  early  as  December,  1829,  in  his  message  to  the  two 
Houses,  he  decUres  that  he  "cannot,  in  justice  to  the 
parties  interested,  too  soon  present  the  subject  to  the  de- 
liberate conaideration  of  the  Legislature,  in  order  to  avoid 
the  evils  resulting  from  precipitancy,  in  a  measure  involv- 
ing such  important  priitciples  and  such  deep  pecuniary 
interests."    Aware  of  this  early  invitation  given  to  Con- 
gress to  take  up  the  subject,  by  the  President  himself, 
the  writer  of  the  message  seems  to  vary  the  ground  of  ob» 
jcction,  and,  instead  of  complaining  Uiat  the  time  of  bring- 
ing  forward  this  measure  was  premature,  to  insist,  rather, 
that,  aflerthe  report  of  the  committee  of  the  other  House, 
the  ban)c  should  have  withdrawn  its  application  for  the 
present!    But  that  report  offers  no  just  ground,  surely» 
for  such  withdrawal.     The  subject  was  before  Congress; 
it  was  for  Congress  to  decide  upon  it,  with  all  tlie  light 
flhed  by  the  report;  and  the  question  of  postponement 
was  lost,  having  been  made  in  both  Houses,  by  clear  ma- 
jorities in  each.     Under  such  circumstances^  it  would 
liave  been  somewhat  singular,  to  say  the  least,  if  the  bank 
itself  had  withdrawn  its  application.     It  is  indeed  known 
to  every  body,  that  the  report  of  the  committee,  or  any 
thing  contained  in  that  report,  was  very  little  relied  on 
by  tiie  opposers  of  the  renewal.     If  it  has  been  discover- 
ed elsewhere  that  that  report  contained  matter  important 
in  itself,  or  which  should  have  led  to  further  inquiry,  it 
may  be  proof  of  superior  sagacity;  but  certainly  no  such 
thing  was  discerned  by  either  House  of  Congress. 

But,  sir,  do  we  not  now  see  that  it  was  time,  and  high 
time,  to  press  this  bill,  jmd  to  send  it  to  the  Preiident? 
Does  not  the  event  teach  us  tliat  the  measure  was  not 
brought  forward  one  moment  too  early?  The  time  had 
come  when  the  people  wished  to  know  the  decision  of  the 
administration  on  the  question  of  the  bank.  Why  con- 
ceal it,  or  postpone  its  declaration?  Why,  as  in  regard  to 
the  tariff,  give  one  set  of  opinions  for  the  North,  and  .an- 
other for  the  South? 

An  important  election  is  at  hand,  and  the  renewal  of  the 
bank  charter  is  a  pending  object  of  great  interest,  and 
some  ej(citement.     Should  not  the  opinions  of  men  high 
in  ofUce,  and  candidates  for  re-election,  be  known,  on 
this  as  on  other  important  public  questions'     Certainly,  it 
is  to  be  hoped  tliat  .the  people  of  the  United  States  are 
not  yet  mere  man-worshippers,  that  they  do  not  choose 
their  rulers  without  some  regard  to  their  political  princi- 
ples, or  political  opinions.   Were  they  to  do  this,  it  would 
be  to  subject  themselves  voluntarily  to  the  evils  which 
the  hereditary  transmission  of  power,  independent  of  all 
personal  qualifications,  iitfticts  on  other  nations.     They 
urill  judge  their  public  servants  by  their  acts,  and  con- 
tinue, or  withhold,  their  confidence,  as  they  shall  tliink  it 
merited,  or  as  ihey  shall  think  it  forfeited.    In  every  point 
of  view,  therefore,  the  moment  had  arrived,  when  it  be- 
came the  duty  of  Congress  to  come  to  a  result  in  regard 
to  this  highly  important  measure.     The  interests  of  the 
Government,  the  interest  of  the  people,Hhe  clear  and  in- 
disputable voice  of  public  opinion,  all  called  upon  Con- 
gress to  act  without  further  loss  of  time.     It  lias  acted, 
and  its  act  has  been  negatived  by  the  President;  and  this 
result  of  the  proceedings  here  places  the  Question,  with 
all  its  connexions  and  all  its  incidents,  fully  before  the 
people. 


Before  proceeding  to  the  constitutional  question,  there 
are  some  other  topics,  treated  in  the  message,  which 
ought  to  be  noticed.  It  commenced  by  an  inflamed  state- 
ment of  what  it  calls  the  *'  favor"  bestowed  upon  the 
original  bank  by  the  Government,  or,  indeed,  as  it  is 
phrased,  the  *'  monopoly  of  its  favor  and  support;"  and 
through  the  whole  message  all  possible  changes  are  rung 
on  the  *' gratuity,"  the  ** exclusive  privileges, "and  **  mo- 
nopoly," of  the  bank  charter.  Now,  sir,  the  truth  is,  that 
the  powers  conferred  on  the  bank  are  such,  and  no  other, 
as  are  usually  conferred  on  similar  institutions.  They 
constitute  no  monopoly,  although  some  of  them  are,  of 
necessity,  and  with  propriety,  exclusive  privileges.  *'  The 
original  act,"  says  the  message,  *' operated  as  a  gratuity 
of  many  millions  to  the  stockholders."  What  fair  foun- 
dation is  there  for  this  remark?  The  stockholders  re- 
ceived their  charter  not  gratuitously,  but  for  a  valuable 
consideration  in  money,  prescribed  by  Congress,  and  ac- 
tually paid.  Sometimes' the  stock  has  been  above  par,  at 
other  times  below  par,  according  to  prudence  in  manage- 
ment, or  according  to  commercial  occurrences.  But  if, 
by  a  judicious  administration  of  its  affairs,  it  had  kept  its 
stock  always  above  par,  what  pretence  would  there  be, 
nevertheless,  for  saying  tliat  such  augmentation  of  its 
value  was  a  **  g^ratuity"  from  Government?  The  mes- 
sage proceeds  to  declare  that  the  present  act  proposes 
another  donation,  another  gratuity,  to  tlie  same  men,  of 
at  least  seven  millions  mure.  It  seems  to  me  that  this  is 
an  extraordinary  statement,  and  an  extraordinary  style  of 
argument,  for  such  a  subject  and  on  such  an  occasion. 
In  the  first  place,  the  facts  are  all  assumed;  they  are  taken 
for  true  without  evidence.  Therie  are  no  proofs  that  any 
benefit  to  that  amount  will  accrue  to  the  stockholders,  nor 
any  experience  to  justify  tlie  expectation  of  it.  It  rests 
on  random  estimates,  or  mere  conjecture.  But  suppose 
the  continuance  of  the  charter  should  prove  beneficial  to 
the  stockholders,  do  they  not  pay  for  it?  They  give  twice 
as  much  for  a  charter  of  fifteen  years,  as  was  given  before 
for  one  of  twenty.  And  if  the  proposed  bonus  or  pre- 
nuum  be  not,  in  the  President's  judgment,  Urg^  enough, 
would  he,  nevertheless,  on  such  a  mere  matter  of  opinion 
as  that,  negative  the  whole  bill?  May  not  Congress  be 
trusted  to  decide,  even  on  such  a  subject  as  the  amount 
of  the  money  premium  to  be  received  by  Government 
for  a  charter  of  this  kind?  But,  sir,  there  is  a  larger  and 
a  much  more  just  view  of  this  subject.  The  bill  was  not 
passed  for  the  purpose  of  benefiting  the  present  stock- 
holders. Their  benefit,  if  any,  is  incidental  and  collateral. 
Nor  was  it  passed  on  any  idea  that  they  had  a  riglit  to  a 
renewed  charter,  although  the  message  argues  i^inst 
such  right,  as  if  it  had  been  somewhere  set  up  and  asserted. 
No  such  right  has  been  asserted  by  any  body. 

Congress  passed  the  bill,  not  as  a  bounty  or  a  fiivor  to 
the  present  stockholders,  nor  to  comply  with  any  demand 
of  right  on  their  part,  but  to  promote  great  public  inte- 
rests, for  great  putilic  objects.  Every  bank  must  have 
some  stockholders,  unless  it  be  such  a  hank  as  tlie  Preri- 
dent  has  recommended,  and  in  regard  to  which  he  seems 
not  likely  to  find  much  concurrence  of  other  men's  opi- 
nions; and  if  the  stockholders,  whoever  they  may  be, 
conduct  the  affairs  of  the  bank  prudently,  the  expectation 
is  always,  of  course,  that  they  will  make  it  profitable  to 
themselves,  as  well  as  useful  to  the  public.  If  a  bank 
charter  is  not  to  be  granted,  because  it  may  be  profitable, 
either  in  a  snnall  or  gi'eat  degree,  to  the  stocUiolders,  no 
charter  can  be  granted.  The  objection  lies  against  all 
banks.  Sir,  the  object  aimed  at  by  such  institutions  is  to 
connect  the  public  safety  and  convenience  with  private 
interests.  It  has  been  found  by  experience  that  banks 
are  safest  under  private  management,  and  that  Govern- 
ment banks  are  among  the  most  dangerous  of  all  inven- 
tions. Now,  sir,  tlie  whole  drift  of  the  message  is  to  re- 
verse the  settled  judgment  of  all  the  civilised  world,  and 
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to  set  up  GoTernment  b&nks,  independent  of  private  in- 
terest, of  private  control.  For  this  purpose  the  messaf^ 
labors,  even  beyond  the  measure  of  all  its  other  labors,  to 
create  jealou^es  and  prejudices,  on  the  ground  of  the 
alleged  benefit  which  individuals  will  derive  from  the  re« 
newal  of  .this  charter.  Much  less  effort  is  made  to  show 
that  Government,  or  the  pttbfic,  will  be  injured  by  the 
bill,  than  that  individuals  will  profit  by  it.  Following  up 
the  impulses  of  the  same  spirit,  the  message  goes  on 
gravely  to  allege  that  the  act,  as  passed  by  Cong^ss,  pro- 
poses to  make  a  present  of  some  millions  of  dollars  to 
foreigners t  because  a  portion  of  the  stock  is  holden  by 
foreigners.  Sir,  how  would  this  sort  of  argument  apply 
to  oUier  cases  .^  The  President  has  shown  himself  not 
only  willing,  but  anxious,  to  pay  off  the  three  per  cent, 
stocks  of  the  United  States  at  par,  notwithstanding  that  it 
is  notorious  that  foreigners  are  owners  of  tlie  greater  part 
of  it.  Why  should  he  not  call  that  a  donation  t<>  foreign- 
ers of  many  millions? 

I  will  not  dwell  particularly  on  this  part  of  the  message. 
Its  tone  and  its  arguments  are  all  in  the  same  stnun.  It 
speaks  of  the  certain  gain  of  the  present  stockholders,  of 
the  value  of  the  monopoly;  it  says  that  all  monopolies  are 
granted  at  the  expense  of  the  public;  that  tlie  many  mil- 
liona  which  this  bill  bestows  on  the  stockholders,  come 
out  of  the  earningfs  of  the  people;  that  if  Government 
sells  monopolies,  it  ought  to  sell  them  in.  open  market; 
that  it  is  an  erron^us  idea  that  the  present  stockholders 
have  a  prescriptive  right  either  to  the  favor  or  the  bounty 
of  Government;  that  the  stock  is  in  the  hands  of  a  few, 
and  that  the  whole  American  people  are  excluded  from 
competition  in  the  purchase  of  the  monopoly.  To  all  this  1 
say,  again,  that  much  of  it  is  assumption  without  proof; 
mtich  of  it  is  an  argument  agunst  that  which  nobody  has 
maintained  or  asserted,  and  the  rest  of  it  would  be  equally 
strong  against  any  charter,  at  any  time.  These  objections 
existed  in  their  full  strengtli,  whatever  that  was,  against 
the  first  bank;  They  existed,  in  like  manner,  against  the 
present  bank  at  its  creation,  and  will  always  exist  against 
all  banks.  Indeed,  as  to  the  bill  now  before  us,  all  the 
feult  found  with  that  is,  that  it  proposes  to  continue  the 
bank  substantially  as  it  now  exists.  **  All  the  objection- 
able principles  of  the  existing  corporation,"  says  the  mes- 
sage, **and  most  of  its  odious  features,  are  retained  without 
alleviation;"  'SO  that  the  measure  is  aimed  against  the 
bank,  as  it  has  existed  from  the  first,  and  against  any  and 
all  others  resembling  it  in  its  general  features!  Allow 
me  now,  sir,  to  take  notice  of  an  argument,  founded  on 
the  practical  operation  of  the  bank.  That  argument  is 
this.  « Little  of  the  stock  of  the  bank  is  held  in  tlie  West, 
being  chiefly  owned  by  citizens  of  the  Southern  and 
Eastern  States,  and  by  foreigners.  But  the  Western  and 
Southwestern  States  owe  the  bank  a  heavy  debt,  so  heavy 
that  the  interest  amounts  to  a  million  six  humlred  thousand 
a  year.  This  interest  is  carried  to  the  Eastern  States, 
or  to  Europe,  annually,  and  its  payment  is  a  burden  on  the 
people  of  the  West,  and  a  drain  of  their  currency,  which 
no  country  can  bear  without  inconvenience  and  distress. 
The  true  character  and  the  whole  value  of  this  argument 
are  manifest  by  the  mere  statement  of  it.  The  people  of 
the  West  are,  from  their  situation,  necessarily  large  bor- 
rowers. They  need  money  capital,  and  they  borrow  it 
because  they  can  derive  a  benefit  from  its  use,  much  be- 
yond the  interest  which  they  pay.  They  borrow  at  six 
per  cent,  of  the  bank,  although  the  value  of  money  witli 
them  is  at  least  as  high  as  eight.  Nevertheless,  although 
they  borrowed  at  this  low  rate  of  interest,and  although  tliey 
use  all  they  borrow  thus  profitably,  yet  tiiey  cannot  pay 
the  interest  without  •*  Inconvenience  and  distress;"  and 
then,  sir,  follows  the  logical  conclusion,  that  although 
they  cannot  pay  even  the  interest  without  inconvenience 
and  distress,  yet  less  than  four  years  is  ample  time  for  the 
bank  to  call  in  the  whole,  both  principal  and  interest. 


without  cauang  more  than  a  light  pressure!  This  is  the 
argfument.  Then  follows  another,  which  may  be  thos 
stated.  It  is  competent  to  the  States  to  tax  the  propeitr 
of  their  citizens  vested  in  the  stock  of  this  bank,  buttlK 
power  is  denied  of  taxing  the  stock  of  foreigners;  then- 
fore,  the  stock  will  be  worth  ten  or  fifteen  per  cent 
more  to  foreigners  than  to  residents,  and  will  of  course 
inevitably  leave  the  country,  and  noake  the  Americaa 
people  debtors  to  aliens  in  nearly  the  whole  amount  due 
the  bank,  and  send  across  tlie  Atlantic  from  two  to  five 
millions  of  specie  every  year,  to  pay  the  bank  divideiuk 
Mr.  President,  arguments  Kke  these  nught  be  more  readi- 
ly disposed  of,  were  it  not  that  the  high  and  official  sooroe 
from  which  they  proceed  imposes  the  necessity  of  trest- 
ing  them  with  respect.  In  tlie  first  place,  it  may  nfcly  be 
denied  that  the  stock  of  the  bank  is  any  more  vilusble  to 
foreigners  than  to  our  own  citizens,  or  an  object  of  greater 
desire  to  them,  except  in  so  far  as  capital  may  be  niore 
abundant  in  the  foreign  countr}*,  and  therefore  its  ownen 
more  in  want  of  opportunity  of  investment.  The  fore:|ii 
stockholder  enjoys  no  exemption  from  taxation.  Hets, 
of  course,  taxed  by  his  own  Government  for  his  incomes 
derived  from  this  as  well  as  other  property;  and  thisiu 
full  WMwet  to  the  whole  statement.  But  it  may  be  atkiei 
in  the  second  phce,  that  it  is  not  the  practice  of  ciritized 
States  to  tax>  the-  property  of  foreigners  under  such  cir- 
cumstances. Do  we  tax,  or  do  we  ever  tax,  the  foreigs 
holders  of  our  public  debt?  Does  Penn^lvanis,  Net 
York,  OF  Ohio  tax  the  foreign  holders  of  stock  in  the 
loans  contracted  by  either  of  these  States?  Certainly  not 
Sir,  I  must  confess  I  had  fittle  expected  to  see,  on  mcl 
an  occasion  as  the  present,  a  labored  and  repeated  attempt 
to  produce  an  impression  on  the  public  opinion,  unfavor- 
able to  the  bank,  from  the  circumstance  that  foreigneis 
are  among  its  stockholders.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  »yin; 
Uiat  I  deem  such  a  strain  of  remark  as  the  message  coo- 
tains,  on  this  point,  coming  from  the  President  of  tlx 
United  States,  to  be  injurious  to  tlie  credit  and  chander 
of  tlie  country  abroad;  because  it  manifests  a  jealou^,> 
lurking  disposition  not  to  respect  the  property  of  fortip 
ers  invited  hither  by  our  own  laws.  And,  sir,  wbatisiis 
tendency  but  to  excite  this  jealousy,  and  create  g;roiind!tti 
prejudices? 

From  the  commencement  of  the  Government  ithasbw 
thought  desirable  to  invite,  rather  than  to  repel,  the  intr> 
duction  of  foreign  capital.  Our  stocks  have  all  been  open 
to  foreign  subscriptions,  and  the  Sute  banks,  in  likemtf- 
ner,  are  free  to  foreign  ownership.  Whatever  State  I* 
created  a  debt,  has  been  willing  that  foreigners  should  Ijc- 
come  purchasers,  and  desirous  of  it.  How  long  is  it,  s^. 
since  Congress  itself  passed  a  law,  vesting  new  powen  « 
the  President  of  the  United  States  over  the  cities intiiB 
District,  for  the  verj-  purpose  of  increasing  their  credit 
abroad,  tlie  better  to  enable  them  to  borrow  money  topsf 
their  subscriptions  to  the  Chesapeake  and  Ohio  canal'  « 
is  easy  to  say  that  there  is  danger  to  liberty,  danger  to«- 
dependence,  in  a  bank  open  to  foreign  stockhoWcrs-w* 
cause  it  is  easy  to  say  any  thing.  But  neither  reason  nor 
experience  proves  aiiy  such  danger.  The  foreign  stock- 
holder cannot  be  a  director.  He  has  no  voice  even  in  iw 
choice  of  directors.  His  money  is  placed  entirely  in  tj* 
management  of  the  directors  appointed  by  the  Presdcat 
and  Senate,  and  byihe'American  stockholders.  ?oBr* 
there  is  dependence,  or  influence,  eitlier  way,  it  is  to  tM 
disadvantage  of  the  foreign  stockholder.  He  has  parted 
with  the  control  over  hia  own  property,  instead  of  cxer 
cinng  control  over  the  property  or  over  the  actions » 
others.  And,  sir,  let  it  now  be  added,  in  further  ansvc 
to  this  whole  class  of  objections,  that  experience  has  aiufr 
dantly  confuted  them  all.  This  Government  has  exsstrt 
forty-three  years,  and  has  mainUined,  in  full  **^'"8' *7 
operation,  a  bank,  such  as  is  now  proposed  to  be  '*"^]^ 
for  thirty-six  years  out  of  the  forty-three.     We  hare  Dem 
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for  a  moment  had  a  bank  not  subject  to  every  one  of  tbeae 
objections.     Always  foreigners  mi^t  be  stockholders; 
always  foreign  stock  has  been  exempt  from  State  taxation, 
as  much  as  at  present;  always  the  same  power  and  privi* 
leges;  always  all  that  which  is  now  called  a  *<  monopoly/* 
a  <<^tuity,''  a  '<  present,"  has  been  possessed  by  the 
bank.  AM  yet  there  has  been  found  no  danger  to  liberty, 
no  introduction  of  foreign  influence,  and  no  accumulation 
of  irresponsible  power  in  a  few  hands.     1  cannotbut  hope, 
therefore,  that  the  people  of  the  United  States  will  not 
now  yield  iip  their  judgment  to  those  notions,  which  would 
reverse  all  our  past  experience,  and  persuade  us  to  dis- 
continue a  useful  institution,  from  the  influence  of  vague 
and  unfounded  declamation  against  its  danger  to  the  pub- 
lic liberties.     Our  liberties,  indeed,  must  stand  upon  very 
frail  foundations,  if  the  Government  cannot,  without  en- 
dangering them,  avail  itself  of  those  common  facilities,  in 
the.  collection  of  its  revenues,  and  the  management  of  its 
finances,  which  all  other  Governments,  in  commercial 
countries,  find  usefiil  and  necessary.     In  order  to  justify 
its  alarm  for  the  security  of  our  independence,  the  mes- 
sage supposes  a  case.     It  supposes  that  the  bank  should 
pass  principally  into  the  hands  of  the  subjects  of  a  foreign 
country,  and  that  we  should  be  involved  in  war  with  that 
country,  and  then  it  exclaims,  **  what  would  be  our  con- 
dition?" Why,  sir,  it  is  plain  that  all  the  advantages  would 
be  on  our  side.     The  bank  would  stall  be  our  institution, 
subject  to  our  own  laws,  and  all  its  directors  elected  by 
ourselves:  and  our  means  would  be  enhanced^  not  by  the 
confiscation  and  plunder,  but  by  the  proper  use  of  the 
foreign  capital  in  our  hands.  AiM,  sir,  it  is  singular  enough, 
that  this  very  state  of  war,  from  which  this  argument 
against  a  bank  is  drawn,  is  tlie  very  thing  which,  more 
thian  all  others,  convinced  the  country  ana  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  necessity  of  a  national  bank.     So  much  was 
the  want  of  such  an  institution  felt  in  the  late  war,  that 
the  subject  engaged  the  attention  of  Congress  constantly, 
from  the  declaration  of  that  war  down  to  the  time  when 
the  existing  bank  was  actually  established;  so  that,  in  this 
respect,  as  well  as  in  others,  the  argument  of  the  message 
is  directly  opposed  to  the  whole  es^^crtence  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  to  the  general  and  long  settled  conviction 
of  the  country. 

I  now  proceed,  sir,  to  a  few  remarks  upon  the  Presi- 
dent's constitutional  objections  to  the  bank;  and  T cannot 
forbear  to  say,  in  regard  to  them,  that  he  appears  to  me 
to  have  assumed  very  extraordinary  grounds  of  reasoning. 
He  denies  that  the  constitutionality  of  the  bank  is  a  set- 
tled question.  If  it  be  not,  will  it  ever  become  so,  or  wliat 
disputed  question  can  be  settled?  I  hav.e  already  observ- 
ed, that  for  thirty-six  years  out  of  the  forty-three,  during 
which  the  Government  has  been  in  being,  a  bank  has  ex- 
isted, such  as  is  now  proposed  to  be  conttnue<l. 

As  early  as  1791,  after  great  deliberation,  the  first  bank 
charter  was  passed  by  Congress,  and  approved  by  Presi- 
dent Washington.     It  established  an  institution,  resem- 
bling, in  all  things  now  objected  to,  the  present  bank. 
That  bank,  like  this,  could  take  lands  in  payment  of  its 
debts;  that  charter,  like  the  present,  gave  the  States  no 
power  of  taxation;  it  allowed  foreigners  to  hold  stock,  it 
restrained  Congress  from  creating  other  banks.     It  gave, 
also,  exclusive  privileges,  and  in  all  particulars  it  was,  ac- 
cording^ to  the  doctrines  of  the  message,  as  objectionable 
ai^  that  now  existing.     The  bank  continued  twenty  years. 
Ill  1816,  the  present  institution  was  established,  and  has 
been  ever  since  in  full  operation.     Now,  sir,  the  question 
of  the  power  of  Congress  to  create  such  institutions  has 
been  contested  in  every  manner  known  to  our  constitution 
and  laws.     The  forms  of  the  Government  fiirnish  no  new 
mode  in  which  to  try  this  question.     It  has  been  discuss- 
ed over  and  over  agiun,  in  Cong^se:  it  has  been  argued- 
and  solemnly  adjudged  in  the  Supreme  Cotirt;  every  Pre- 
sident,   except  the  present,  has  considered  it  a  settled 


question;  many  of  the  State  Legislatures  have  instructed 
their  Senators  to  vote  for  the  bank;  the  tribunals  of  the 
States,  in  every  instance,  liave  supported  its  constitution- 
sdity;  and,  beyond  all  doubt  and  dispute,  the  general  pub- 
lic opinion  of  the  country  lias  at  all  times  given,  and  does 
now  ^tve,  its  full  sanction  and  approbation  to  the  exercise 
of  this  power  as  being  a  constitutional  power.  There  has 
been  no  opinion  questioning,  the  power,  expressed  or  inti- 
mated, at  any  time,  by  either  House  of  Congress,  by  any 
President,  or  by  any  respectable  judicial  tribunal.  Now, 
sir,  if  this  practice  of  near  forty  years,  if  these  repeated 
exertions  of  the  power,  if  this  solemn  adjudication  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  with  tlie  concurrence  and  approbation  of 
public  opinion,  da  not  settle  the  question,  how. is  any  ques- 
tion ever  to  be  settled, 'about  which  any  one  may  choose 
to  raise  a  doubt?  The  argument  of  the  message,  upon  the 
congressional  precedents,  is  either  a  bold  and  gross  falUp* 
cy,  or  else  it  is  an  assertion  without  proofs,  and  against 
known  facts.  The  message  admits  that,-  in  1791,  Con- 
gress decided  in  favor  of  a  oank;  but  it  adds  that  another 
Congress,  in  1811,  decided  against  it.  Now,  if  it  be  meant 
that,  in  1811,  Congress  decided  against  the  bank  on  consti* 
tutional  g^mmd,  then  the  assertion  is  wholly  incorrect, 
and  against  notorious  facts.  It  is  perfectly  well  known 
that  many  members  in  both  Houses  voted  against  the  bank 
in  1811,  who  had  no  doubt  at  all  of  the  constitutional 
power  of  Congp*e8s.  They  were  entirely  governed  by 
otlier  reasons  given  at  the  time.  I  appeal,  sir,  to  the 
honorable  member  from  Maryland,  [Mr.  Smith,]  who  was 
tl)en  a  member  of  the  Senate,  and  voted  against  the  bank, 
whether  he,  and  odiers  who  were  on  the  same  side,  did 
not  give  those  votes  on  other  well  known  grounds,  and  not 
at  all  on  the  constitutional  ground. 

[Mr.  SMITH  here  rose,  and  said  that  he  voted  against 
the  bank  in  1811,  but  not  at  all  on  constitutional  grounds, 
and  had  no  doubt  such  was  the  case  with  other  mem* 
hers.] 

We  all  know,  sir,  continued  Mr.  W.,  the  hci  to  be 
as  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  has  stated  it.  Every 
man  who  recollects,  or  who  has  read  the  political  occur- 
rences of  tliat  day,  knows  it.  Therefore,  if  the  message 
intends  to  say  that,  in  1811,  Congress  denied  the  existence 
of  any  such  constitutional  power,  the  declaration  is  unwar- 
ranted — ^ia  altogether  at  variance  with  the  facts.  If,  on 
the  other  hand,  it  only  intends  to  say  that  Congress  de- 
cided against  the  proposition  then  before  it,  on  some  other 
grounds,  then  it  alleges  that  which  is  nothmg  at  all  to  the 
purpose.  The  argument,  then,  either  assumes  for  truth 
that  which  is  not  true,  or  else  the  whole  statement  is  im- 
material and  futile.  But,  whatever  value  others  may  attach 
to  this  argument,  the  messagpe  thinks  so  highly  of  it,  that 
it  proceeds  to  repeat  it.  "One  Congress,"  it  says,  <*in 
1815,  decided  against  a  bank;  another,  in  1816,  decided 
in  its  favor.  There  is  nothing  in  precedent,  therefore, 
which,  if  its  authority  were  admitted,  ought  to  weigh  in 
fiivor  of  the  act  before  me."  Now,  sir,  since  it  is  known 
to  the  whole  country,  one  cannot  but  wonder  how  it  should 
remain  unknown  to  the  President,  that  Congress  did  not 
decide  against  a  bank  in  1815.  On  the  contrary,  that  very 
Cofigress  passed  a  bill  for  creating  a  bank  by  very  larg^  ma- 
jorities. In  one  form,  it  is  true,  the  bill  failed  in  the  House 
of  Representatives,  but  the  vote  was  reconsidered,  the  bill 
recommitted,  and  finally  passed  by  a  vote  of  one  hundred 
and  twenty  to  thirty-nine.  There  is,  therefore,  not  only 
no  solid  ground,  but  not  even  any  plausible  pretence,  for 
the  assertion  that  Congress,  in  1815,  decided  against  the 
bank.  That  very  Congress  passed  a  bill  to  create  a  bank, 
and  its  decision,  therefore,  is  precisely  the  other  way,  and 
is  a  direct  practical  precedent  in  favor  of  the  constitutional 
power.  What  arc  we  to  think  of  a  constitutional  argu- 
ment, which  deals  in  this  way  with  historical  facts?  When 
the  message  declares,  as  it  does  declare,  that  there  is  no- 
1  thing  in  precedent  which  ought  to  weigh  in  favor  of  the 
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power,  it  Bets  at  n&ught  repeated  acts  of  Con^^reai  aftrm- 
mg^  the  power,  and  it  also  states  other  acts  which  were,  in 
&ct,  and  which  are  well  known  to  have  been  directly  the 
reverse  of  what  the  message  represents  them.  There  is 
not,  sir,  the  slig^htest  reason  to  think  that  any  Senate,  or 
any  House  of  Representatives,  ever  assembled  under  the 
constitution,  contained  a  majority  that  doubted  the  consti- 
tutional existence  of  the  power  of  Congress  to  establish  a 
bank*  Whenever  the  question  has  arisen,  and  has  been 
decided,  it  has  been  always  decided  one  way.  The  legis- 
lative precedents  all  assert  and  maintain  the  power;  and 
these  legislative  precedents  have  been  the  law  of  the  land 
for  almost  forty  years.  They  settle  the  construction  of  the 
constitution,  and  sanction  the  exercise  of  the  power  in 
question  so  far  as  these  ends  can  ever  be  accomplished  by 
any  legislative  precedents  whatever.  But  the  President 
does  not  admit  the  authority  of  precedent.  Sir,  I  have 
always  found  that  those  who  habitually  deny  most  vehe- 
mently the  general  force  of  precedent,  and  assert  most 
strongly  the  supremacy  of  private,  opinion,  are  yet,  of  all 
men,  most  tenacious  of  that  very  auttiority  of  precedent 
whenever  it  happens  to  be  in  ^eir  favor.  I  beg  leave  to 
ask,  sir,  upon  what  ground,  except  tliat  of  precedent,  and 
precedent  alone,  the  President's  friei|ds  have  placed  his 
power  of  removal  from  office.  No  such  power  is  given 
by  the  constitution  in  terms,  nor  any  where  intimated 
throughout  the  whole  of  it;  no  paragraph  or  clause  of  that 
instrument  recognises  such  a  power.  To  say  the  least,  it 
is  as  questionable,  and  has  been  as  often  questioned,  as 
the  power  of  Congress  to  create  a  bank;  and,  enlightened 
by  what  has  passed  under  our  own  observation,  we  now 
see  that  it  is,  of  all  powers,  the  most  capable  of  flagrant 
abuse.  Now,  sir,  I  ask,  again,  what  becomes  of  this  power, 
if  the  authority  of  precedent  be  taken  away  >  It  has  all 
along  been  denied  to  exist,  it  is  nowhere  found  in  the  con- 
stitution, and  its  recent  exercise,  or,  to  call  things  by  their 
right  names,  its  recent  abuse,  has,  more  than  any  other 
single  cause,  rendered  good  men  either  cool  in  their 
affections  toward  the  Government  of  their  country,  or 
doubtful  of  its  lung  continuance.  Yet  this  power  has  pre- 
cedent, and  the  President  exercises  it.  We  know,  sir, 
that,  without  the  aid  of  that  precedent,  his  acts  could  never 
have  received  the  sanction  of  this  bodyt  even  at  a  time 
when  his  voice  was  somewhat  more  potential  here  than  it 
now  is,  or,  as  I  trust,  ever  again  will  be. 

Does  the  President,  then,  reject  the  authority  of  all 
precedent,  except  what  is  suitable  to  his  own  purposes  to 
use?  And  dpes  he  use,  without  stint  or  measure,  all  pre- 
cedents which  may  augment  bis  own  power,  or  gratify  his 
wishes?  But  if  the  President  thinks  lightly  of  the  autho- 
rity of  Congress,  in  construing  the  constitution,  he  tliinks 
still  more  lightly  of  the  authority  of  the  Supreme  Court. 
He  asserts  a  right  of  individual  judgment  on  constitutional 
questions,  which  is  totally  inconsistent  with  any  proper 
administration  of  tlie  Government,  or  any  regular  execu- 
tion of  the  laws.  Social  disorder,  entire-  uncertainty  in 
regard  to  individual  rights  and  individual  duties,  the  cessa^ 
tion  of  legal  authority,  confusion,  the  dissolution  of  free 
Government — all  these  are  the  inevitable  consequences 
of  the  principles  adopted  by  the  message,  whenever  they 
shall  be  carried  to  their  full  extent  Hitherto  it  has  been 
thought  that  the  final  decision  of  constitutional  questions 
belonged  to  the  supreme  judicial  tribunal.  The  very  na- 
ture of  firee  Government,  it  has  been  supposed,  enjoins 
this:  and  our  constitution,  moreover,  has  been  understood 
so  to  provide,  clearly  and  expressly.  It  is  true  that  each 
branch  of  the  Legislature  has  an  undoubted  ri^ht,  in  the 
exercise  of  its  functions,  to  consider  the  constitutionality 
of  a  law  proposed  to  be  passed.  This  is  naturally  a  part 
of  its  duty,  and  neither  branch  can  be  compelled  to  pass 
any  law,  or  do  any  other  act,  which  it  deems  to  be  beyond 
the  reach  of  its  constitutional  power.  The  President  has 
the  same  right  when  a  bill  is  presented  for  hit  approval} 


for  be  is,  doubtless,  bound  to  consider,  in  all  csset»  ¥!» 
ther  sudi  bill  be  compatible  with  the  constitutioD,  and 
whether  he  can  approve  it  consistently  with  his  mth  of 
office.  But  when  a  law  has  been  passed  by  Coogreis,  lad 
approved  by  the  President,  it  is  now  no  longer  in  the 
power,  eith^  of  the  same  President,  or  his  succeson,  t» 
say  whether  the  law  is  constitutional  or  not  He  is  not  it 
liberty  to  disregard  it;  he  is  not  at  liberty  to  feel  or  tosffect 
''constitutiona]  scruples,"  and  to  sit  in  judgment  hhnsetf 
on  the  validity  of  a  statute  of  the  Government,  and  to  dbI- 
lify  it  if  be  so  chooses.  Alter  a  law  has  passed  throo^ 
all  the  requisite  forms;  after  it  has  received  the  requisite 
legislative  sanction  and  the  Executive  approvsl,  the  qtiei- 
tion  of  its  constitutionality  then  becomes  a  jud&cial  qaes* 
tion,  and  a  judicial  question  alone.  In  the  courts,  tfait 
question  may  be  raised,  argued,  and  adjudged;  it  can  be 
adjudged  nowhere  else. 

The  Preudent  is  as  much  bound  by  the  law  ss  aor  pri- 
vate citizen,  and  can  no  more  contest  its  validity  thsn  say 
private '  citizen.  He  may  refuse  to  obey  the  law,  and  n 
mav  a  private  citizen;  but  both  do  it  at  their  own  peril, 
and  neither  of  them  can  settle  the  question  of  its  Tabditj. 
The  President  may  say  a  law  is  unconstitutional,  but  he  is 
not  the  judge.  Who  is  to  decide  that  question?  Tbe 
judiciary,  alone,  possesses  this  unquestionable  and  hitherto 
unquestioned  right.  The  judiciary  is  the  constitatioBil 
tribunal  of  appeu,  for  the  citizens,  against  both  Congres 
and  the  £xe<AuLive,  in  regard  to  the  constitutionality  ^ 
laws.  It  has  this  jurisdiction  expressly  conferred  upon  it; 
and  when  it  has  decided  the  question,  its  judgment  must, 
from  the  ytry  nature  of  alt  judgments  that  arc  final,  a»i 
from  which  tliere  is  no  appeal,  be  conclusive.  Hitherti^ 
this  opinion,  and  a  correspondent  practice,  have  preriilcd 
in  America,  with  all  wise  and  considerate  men.  Ifit  were 
otherwise,  there  would  be  no  government  of  laws;  bat 
we  should  all  live  under  the  government,  the  rule,  tbe 
caprices  of  individuals.  If  we  depart  frpm  the  obserrance 
of  these  salutaiy  principles,  the  Executive  power  bccooxs 
at  once  purely  despotic;  for  the  President,  if  the  prindpie 
and  the  reasoning  of  the  message  be  sound,  nosy  either 
execute,  or  not  execute,  the  laws  of  the  land,  accordiBg 
to  his  sovereign  pleasure.  He  may  refuse  to  put  into  cx^ 
cution  one  law,  pronounced  valid  by  all  the  brsncbon 
the  Government,  and  yet  execute  another,  which  i^v 
have  been,  by  Constitutional  authority,  pronounced  vtw- 
On  the  argument  of  the  message,  tiie  President  of  tbe 
United  States  holds,  under  a  new  pretence,  a  dispensof 
power  over  the  laws,  as  absolute  as  was  claimed  by  Jani^ 
the  Second  of  England,  a  month  before  he  was  compelied 
to  fl]r  the  kingdom.  That  which  is  now  claimed  for  the 
President  is,  m  tnith,  nothing  less,  and  nothing  else,  than 
the  old  dispensing  power  asserted  by  the  Kings  of  £nf^i»» 
in  the  worst  of  time»— 4he  very  climax,  indeed,  of  ail  "J 
preposterous  pretennons  of  the  Tudor  and  tbe  Stuin 

According  to  the  doctrines  put  forth  by  the  PresidcDU 
although  Congress  may  have  passed  a  law,  and  ^^^.^ 
the  Supreme  Court  may  have  pronounced  it  co."^^^^ 
yet  it  IS,  nevertheless,  no  law  at  all,  if  he,  in  his  goo» 
pleasure,  sees  fit  to  deny  its  effect?  in  other  words,  tore- 
peal  and  annul  it     Sir,  no  President,  and  no  public  mvi. 
ever  before  advanced  such  doctrines  in  tbe  face  of  ^ 
nation.     There  never  was  before  a  moment  in  which  any 
President  wmild  have  been  tolerated  in  M«rti"^*rll 
chum  to  despotic  power.    After  Congress  has  V*^9^ 
law,  and  tlie  Supreme  Court  has  pronounced  its  ]^' 
raent  on  the  very  point  in  controversy,  the  ^''**ji*j^. 
has  set  up  his  own  private  judgpnent  against  i^.^'rljt 
tional  interpretation.     It  is  to  be  remembered,  bit,  tw 
is  the  present  law,  it  is  tlie  act  of  1816,  it  b  the  pr«««' 
charter  of  the  bank,  which  the  President  pwn««?^.^jj^ 
be  unconstitutional.     It  is  no  bank  to  be  crested, » i^ 
law  proposed  to  be  paasedj  which  he  denounces}  )t  a 
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law  now  existing^,  passed  by  Congress,  approved  by  Pre- 
sident Madison,  and  sanctioned  by  a  solemn  judgment  of 
the  Supreme  Court,  which  he  now  declares  unconstitu- 
tionat,  and  which,  of  course,  so  far  as  it  may  depend  on 
him,  cannot  be  executed. 

If  1.liese  opinions  of  the  President  be  maintained,  there 
is  an  end  of  all  law  and  all  judicial  authority.  Statutes 
tire  but  recommendations.  Judgments  no  more  than  opi- 
nions. Both  are  equally  destitute  of  binding  force.  Such 
a  universal  power  as  is  now  claimed  for  him,  a  power  of 
judging  over  the  laws,  and  over  the  decisions  of  the  tribu- 
nul,  is  nothing  else  tlian  pure  despotism.  If  conceded 
to  him,  it  makes  him,  at  once,  what  Louis  the  Four- 
teenth proclaimed  himself  to  be,  when  he  said,  **I  am  the 
State." 

I'he  Supreme  Court  has  unanimously  declared  and  ad- 
jud.i^ed  that  the  existing  bank  is  created  by  a  constitutional 
law  of  Congress.  As  has  been  before  observed,  this  bank, 
so  far  as  the  present  question  is  concerned,  is  like  that 
which  was  established  in  1791  by  Washington,  and  sanc- 
tioned by  the  great  men  of  that  day.  In  every  form, 
therefore,  in  which  the  question  can  be  raised,  it  has  been 
raised,  and  has  been  settled.  Every  process,  and  every 
mode  of  trial  known  to  the  constitution  and  laws,  has  been 
exhausted;  and  always,  and  without  exception,  the  vali- 
dity lias  been  in  Fivor  of  the  law.  But  all  this  practice, 
all  this  precedent,  all  this  public  approbation,   all  this 

!emn  adjudication  directly  on  the  point,  is  to  be  disrc- 
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gpirded  and  rejected,  and  the  constitutional  power  flatly 
<lenied.  And,  sir,  if  we  are  startled  at  this  conclusion, 
our  surprise  wiH  not  be  lessened  when  we  examine  the 
argument  by  which  it  is  maintained. 

By  the  constitution,  Congress  is  authorized  to  pass  all 
laws  "necessary  ahd  proper"  for  carrying  its  own  legis- 
Iritive  powers  into  effect.  Congress  has  deemed  a  bank 
to  be  "necessary  and  proper"  for  these  purposes,  and  it 
has,  therefore,  established  a  bank.  But  although  tlie  law 
tias  been  passed,  and  the  bank  established,  and  the  consti- 
tutional validity  of  its  charter  solemnly  adjudged,  yet  the 
President  pronounces  it  unconstitutional,  because  some  of 
th«  powers  bestowed  on  the  bank  are,  in  his  opinion,  not 
necessary  or  proper.  It  would  appear  that  powers  which, 
in  1791  and  1816,  in  the  time  of  Washing^n,  and  in  the 
time  of  Madison,  were  deemM  "necessary  and  proper," 
are  no  longer  to  be  so  regarded,  and  therefore  the  bank 
is  unconstitutional.  It  has  really  come  to  this,  tliat  the 
constitutionality  of  a  bank  is  to  depend  upon  the  opinion 
which  one  particular  man  njay  form  of  the  utility  or  ne- 
cessity of  some  of  the  clauses  of  its  charter.  If  that  indi- 
vidual chooses  to  think  that  a  particular  power  contained 
in  tlie  charter  is  not  necessary  to  the  proper  constitution 
of  the  bank,  tlien  the  act  is  unconstitutional. 

Hitherto  it  has  always  been  supposed  that  the  question 
was  of  a  very  different  nature.  It  has  been  thought  that 
t\\e.  poltcy  of  granting  a  particular  charter  may  be  mate- 
rially dependent  on  the  structure,  and  organization,  and 
powers  of  the  proposed  institution.  But  its  general  con- 
stitutionality has  never  before  been  understood  to  turn  on 
such  points.  This  would  be  making  its  constitutionality 
depend  on  subordinate  questions,  on  questions  of  expe- 
diency, and  questions  of  detail;  upon  that  which  one  man 
may  think  necessary,  and  another  may  not.  If  the  con- 
stitutional question  were  made  to  hinge  on  matters  of  this 
kind,  how  could  it  ever  be  decided?  All  would  depend 
on  conjecture,  on  the  complexional  feeling,  on  the  preja- 
dices,  on  the  passions  of  individuals^  or  more  or  less 
practical  skill,  or  correct  judgment,  in  regard  to  banking 
operations,  among  tlK>se  who  should  be  the  judges;  on 
tlie  impulse  of  momentar}'  interest,  paity  objects,  or  per- 
sonal purposes.  Put  the  question,  in  this  manner,  to  a 
court  of  seven  judges,  to  decide  whether  a  particular 
bank  was  constitutional,  and  it  might  be  doubtful  whether 
t{)ey  co<jld  come  to  any  result,  as  they  might  well  hold 
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very  various  opinions  on  the  practical  utility  of  many 
clautes  of  the  charter. 

The  question,  in  that  case,  would  be,  not  whether  the 
bank,  in  its  general  frame,  character,  and  objects,  wai  a 
proper  instrument  to  carry  into  effect  the  powers  of  the 
Government;  but  whether  the  particular  powers,  direct 
or  incidental,  conferred  on  a  particular  bank,  were  better 
calculated  than  all  others  to  give  success  to  its  operations. 
For  if  not,  then  the  charter  would  be  unwarranted,  ac- 
cording to  this  sort  of  reasoning,  by  the  constitution.  This 
mode  of  construing  the  constitution  is  certainly  a  novel 
discovery.  Its  merits  belong  entirely  to  the  President  and 
his  advisers.  According  to  this  rule  of  interpretation,  if 
the  Pj-esident  should  be  of  opinion  that  the  capital  of  the 
bank  was  larger,  by  a  thousand  dollars,  than  it  ought  to 
be;  or  tliat  the  time  for  the  continuance  of  the  charter 
was  a  yelr  too  long;  or  that  it  was  unnecessary  to  require 
it,  under  penalty,  to  pay  specie;  or  needless  to  provide 
for  punishmg,  as  forgery,  the  counterfeiting  of  its  bills; 
either  of  these  reasons  would  be  sufficient  to  render  the 
charter,  ia  his  opinion,  unconstitutional!  invalid,  and  nu- 
gatory. This  ia  a  legitimate  conclusion  from  the  argument. 
Such  a  view  of  the  subject  has  certainly  never  before 
been  taken.  This  strain  of  reasoning  has  hitherto  not 
been  heard  within  the  Halls  of  Congress,  nor  has  any  one 
ventured  upon  it  before  the  tribunals  of  justice.  The 
first  exhibition,  its  first  appearance,  as  an  argument,  it  la 
a  message  of  the  President  of  the  United  States.  Ac- 
cording to  that  mode  of  construing  the  constitution,  which 
was  adopted  by  Congress  in  1791,  and  approved  by  Wash- 
m^OTiy  and  which  has  been  sanctioned  by  the  judgment 
of^the  Supreme  Court,  and  affirmed  by  the  practice  of 
near  forty  years,  the  question  upon  the  constitutionality  of 
the  bank  involves  two  inquiries:  first,  whether  a  bank*  in 
its  general  character,  and  with  regard  to  the  general  ob- 
jects with  which  banks  are  usually  connected,  be,  in  ttaelf, 
a  fit  means,  a  suitable  instrument,  to  carry  into  eflTect  the 
powers  granted  to  the  Government. 

If  it  Iw  so,  then  the  second,  and  tiie  only  other  ques- 
tion is,  whether  the  powers  given  in  a  particular  charter 
are  appropriate  for  a  bank.  If  they  are  powers  which  are 
appropriate  for  a  bank,  powers  which  Congress  may  fkirly 
consider  to  be  useful  to  the  bank  or  the  country,  then 
Congress  may  confer  these  powers;  becsitise  the  discre- 
tion to  be  exercised  in  framing  the  constitution  of  the 
bank  belongs  to  Congress.  One  man  majr  think  the 
granted  powers  not  indispensable  to  the  particular  bank; 
another  may  suppose  them  injudicious,  or  injurious;  a 
third  may  imagine  that  other  powers,  if  granted  In  their 
stead,  would  be  more  beneficial;  but  all  theae  are  mat- 
ters of  expediency,  about  which  men  may  dtfiTer;  and 
the  power  of  deciding^  upon  them  belongs  to  Congress.  I 
again  repeat,  sir,  that  if»  for  reasons  of  this  kind,  the  Pre- 
sident sees  fit  to  negative  a  bill,  on  the  ground  of  its  being 
inexpedient  or  impolitic,  he  has  a  right  to  do  so;  but  re* 
member,  sir,  that  we  are  now  on  the  constitutional  ques- 
tion. Remember,  that  the  argument  of  the  President  is^ 
that  because  powers  were  given  to  the  bank  by  the  char- 
ter of  1816,  which  he  thinks  not  necessary,  that  charter  is 
unconstitutional.  Now,  sir,  it  will  hardly  be  denied,  or 
rather  it  was  not  denied  or  doubted  before  this  message 
came  to  us,  tiiat,  if  there  was  to  be  a  bank,  the  powers 
and  duties  of  that  bank  must  be  prescribed  in  tne  law 
creating  it.  Nobody  but  Congress,  it  has  been  thought, 
could  grant  these  powers  and  privileges,  or  prescribe 
their  limitations.  It  is  true,  indeed,  that  the  message 
pretty  plainly  intimates  that  the  President  should  have 
been  first  consulted,  and  that  he  should  have  had  the 
framing  of  the  bill;  but  we  are  not  yetaccustomed  to  that 
order  of  things,  in  enacting  laws,  nor  do  I  know  a  paral- 
lei  to  this  claim,  thus  now  brought  forward,  except  that, 
in  some  peculiar  cases  in  England,  highly  affecting  the 
royal  prerogatives,  the  assent  of  the  monarch  is  necettary. 
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before  cither  the  House  of  Peers  or  his  Majesty's  faithful 
Commons  are  permitted  to  act  upon  the  subject,  or  to 
entertain  its  consideration.     But  supposing,  sir,  that  our 
accustomed  forms  and  our  republican  principles  are  still 
to  be  followed,  and  that  a  law  creating^  a  bank  is,  like  all 
other  laws,  to  originate  with  Congiess,  and  that  the  Pre- 
sident  has  nothing  to  do  with  it  till  it  is  presented:  for  his 
approval,  then  it  is  clear  that  the  powers  and  duties  of  a 
psoposed  bank,  and  all  the  terms  and  conditions  annexed 
to  It,  must,  in  the  first  place,  be  settled  by  Coneress.  This 
power,  if  constitutional  at  all,  is  only  constitutional  in  the 
hands  of  Congress.     Any  where  else,  its  exercise  would 
be  plain  usurpation.     If,  then,  the  authority  to  decide 
what  powers  ought  to  be  granted  to  a  bank  belong  to 
Congress,  and  Congress  shall  have  exercised  that  power. 
It  would  seem  little  better  than  absurd  to  say  that  fts  act, 
nevertheless,  would  be  unconstitutional  and  invalid,  if.  in 
Vte  opimon  of  a  third  ijarty,  it  had  misjudged,  on  a  ques- 
Uon  ot  expediency,  in  the  arrangement  of  details.     Ac- 
cording  to  such  a  mode  of  reasoning,  a  mistake  in  the 
exercise  of  jurisdiction  takes  away  tlie  jurisdiction.     If 
Congress  decide  riglit,  its  decision  may  stand?  if  it  decide 
wrong.  Its  decision  is  nugatory;  and,  whether  its  decision 
be  nght  or  wrong,  another  is  to  judge,  although  the  ori- 
ginal  power  of  making  tlie  decision  must  be  allowed  to 
be  exclusively  in  Congress.     This  is  the  end  to  which  the 
argument  of  the  message  will  conduct  its  followers.     Sir, 
in  considering  the  authority  of  Congress  to  invest  the 
bank  with  the  particular  powers  granted  to  it,  the  inquiry 
IS  not,  and  cannot  be,  how  appropriate  these  powers  are, 
but  whether  they  be  at  all  appropriate?  whether  they 
come  witiim  Uie  range  of  a  just  and  honest  discretion: 
whether  Congress  may  fairly  esteem  them  to  be  necessary. 
The  question  IS  not,  are  they  the  fittest  means,  the  best 
means,  or  whether  the  bank  might  not  be  established 
without  theni?  but  the  question  is,  are  they  such  as  Con- 
gress,  ^  JSde,  may  have  regarded  as  appropriate  to  the 
end.     If  any  other  rule  were  to  be  adopted,  nothingcould 
ever  be  settled.     A  law  would  be  constitutional  to^ay 
and  unconstitutional  to-morrow.  lu  constitutionality  would 
altogether  depend  upon  individual  opinion,  on  a  matter  of 
mere  expediency.     Indeed.  sUch  a  case  as  tliat  is  now 
actually  before  us.     Mr.  Madison  deemed  the  powers 
given  to  the  bank,  in  its  present  charter,  proper  and  ne- 
ccsssry.     He  held  the  bank,  therefore,  to  be  constitu- 
tjonal.     But  the  present   President,  iiot  acknowledging 
that  tlie  power  of  deciding  on  these  points  rests  with  Con- 
gress, nor  with  Congress  and  the  then  President,  but,  set- 
ting up  his  own  opinions  as  the  sUndard,  declares  the 
law  now  m  being  unconstitutional,  because  the  powers 
granted  by  it  are,  in  his  estimation,  not  necessary  and  pro- 
per.    I  pray  to  be  informed,  sir,  whether,  upon  similar 
grounds  of  reasoning,  the  President's  own  scheme  for  a 
bank,  if  Congress  should  do  so  unlikely  a  thing  as  to 
adopt  it,  would  not  become  unconstitutional  also,  if  it 
should  so  happen  that  liis  successor  should  hold  his  bank 
in  as  light  esteem  as  he  holds  those  established  under  the 
auspices  of  Washington  and  Madison. 

If  the  reasoning  of  the  message  be  well  founded,  it  is 
clear  that  the  charter  of  the  existing  bank  is  not  a  law. 
The  bank  has  no  legal  existence;  it  is  not  responsible  to 
Government,  it  has  no  authority  to  act;  it  is  incapable  of 
being  an  agent;  the  President  may  treat  it  as  a  nullity  to- 
morrow, wiUidraw  from  it  all  the  public  deposites,  and  set 
afloat  all  the  existing  national  arrangements  of  revenue 
and  finance.  It  is  enough  to  state  these  monstrous  conse- 
quences, to  show  that  the  doctrine,  principles,  and  pre- 
tensions of  the  message  arc  entirely  inconsistent  with  a 
Government  of  laws.  If  that  which  Congress  has  enact- 
ed be  not  the  law  of  the  land,  then  the  reign  of  the  law 
has  ceased,  and  the  reign  of  individual  opinion  has  already 
begun. 


existing  bank  charter,  undertakes  to  prove  that  one  pro- 
vision, and  another  provision,  is  not  necessary  and  pro* 
per;  because,  as  he  thinks,  the  same  objects  proposed 
to  be  accomplished  by  them  miglit  have  been  better  £• 
tained  in  another  mode;  and,  therefore,  such  proTi&i<His 
are  not  necessary,  and  so  not  warranted  by  the  consiita. 
tion.     Does  not  this  show  that,  according  to  his  owa 
mode  of  reasoning,  his  own  scheme  would  not  be  consti- 
tutional, since  another  scheme,  which  probably  most  peo- 
ple would  think  a  better  one,  might  be  substitutctl  fur  if 
Perhaps,  in  any<bank  charter,  there  may  be  no  provisons 
which  may  be  justly  regarded  as  absolutely  indispensable, 
since  it  is  probable  that,  fo^  any  of  them,  some  otben 
might  be  substituted.     No  bank,  therefore,  ever  could 
be  established,,  because  there  never  has  been,  and  never 
could  be,  any  charter,  of  which  every  provision  should 
appear  to  be  iiKlispensable,  or  necessary  and  proper,  io 
the  judgment  of  every  individual.     To  admit,  tiierefore, 
that  there  may  be  a  constitutional  bank,  and  yet  to  con- 
tend for  such  a  mode  of  judging  of  its  provisions  and  de- 
tails, as  the  message  adopts,  involvea  an  absurdity.    An* 
charter  which  may  be  framed  may  be  taken  up,  and  eacli 
power  conferred  by  it  8uccessi%*ely  denied j  on  Uic  jrouni 
tliat,  in  reg^d  to  each,  either  no  such  power  is  *'  ncod- 
sary  or  proper"  in  a  bank,  or,  which  is  the  same  thing  in 
effect,  some  other  poWer  might  be  substituted  for  it,  wd 
supply  its  place.     That  can  never  be  necessaiy  in  ihe 
sense  in  which  the  message  understands  that  term,  which 
maybe  dispensed  with;  and  it  cannot  be  s»id  tlut  uf 
power  may   not  be  dispensed  with,  if  tliere  be  woe 
others  which  might  be  substituted  for  it,  and  which  v;»M 
accomplish  the  same  end.     Therefore,  no  bank  ccuid 
ever  be  constitutional;  because  none  could  be  estabKsbd, 
which  should  not  contaun  some  provisions,  which  nvigbt 
have  been  omitted,  and  their  place  supplied  by  othen. 
Mr.  Pre»dent,  I  have  understood  the  true  and  well  csti- 
blishcd  doctrine  to  be,  that  after  it  has  been  decided  tiot 
it  is  competent  for  Congress  to  establish  a  bank,  then  it 
foUows  tliat  it  may  create  such  a  bank  as  it  judges,  iniis 
discretion,  to  be  best,  and  invest  it  with  allsiich  power  is 
it  may  deem  fit  and  suitable;  with  this  limitation,  alway$> 
that  all  is  to  be  done  in  tiie  bo^^a  fide  execution  of  tte 
power  to  create  a  bank.     If  the  granted  powers  arc  ap- 
propriate to  the  professed  efld,  so  mat  the  granting  of  theo 
cannot  be  regarded  as  usurpation  of  authority  by  Con- 
gress, or  an  evasion  of  constitutional  restrictions  unJer 
color  of  establishing  a  bank,  then  the  charter  is  conit-W- 
tional,  whether  these  powers  be  thought  indiapensabk  by 
others  or  not,  or  whether  even  Congress  deemed  ibcm 
absolutely  indispensable,  or  only  thought  them  fit  and  su.|- 
able;  whether  they  are  more  or  less  appropriate  to  their 
end.     It  is  enough  that  they  are  appropriate;  it  is  enoug'> 
that  they  suited  to  produce  the  e fleets  designed;  and  no 
comparison  is  to  be  instituted,  in  oi*der  to  try  tluir  con- 
stitutionality, between  them  and  utlicrs  which  nwy  "^ 
suggested.     A  case  analogous  to  the  present  is  found  in 
the  constitutional  power  of  Congress  over  the  mail.   The 
constitution  says  no  more  than  that  **  Congress  shall  Iw^c 
power  to  establish  post  offices  and  post  roads;"  and  m 
the  general  clause,  *»all  powers  necessary  and  proper  to 
give  effect  to  this.     In  the  execution  of  tliis  power,  Con- 
gress has  protected  the  mail,  by  providing  that  robberj  ol 
it  shall  be  punislied  with  death'.     Is  this  infliction  of  capi- 
tal punishment  uncon.stitutlonal?     Certainly  it  is  not,  un- 
less it  be  both  «» proper  and  necessary."    The  Presideul 
may  not  think  it  necessary  or  proper;  the  laWi  then,  ac- 
cording to  the  system  of  reasoning  enforced  \\\  the  nio* 
sage,  is  of  no  binding  force,  and  the  President  may  disoo«^* 
it,  and  refuse  to  see  it  executed.     The  truth  is,  .^Ir- 1'''^* 
sident,   that  if  the  general  object,  tlie  subject-maiur, 

to  Congress,  all  its  incidents  belong  to 


properly  belong^  to  Congrti 


gSf"*  Congress,  also.     If  Congrcs.s  is  to  establish  piwt  om'^«^» 

rht  Prcsjdeiit,  m  his  commentary  on  the  details  of  the  land  post  roads,  it  mny,  for  that  *  ml,  adopt  one  set  tl  n- 
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gulationt  or  another;  and  either  would  be  constitutional. 
So  the  details  of  one  bank  are  as  constitutional  as  those  of 
another,  if  they  are  confined,  fairly  and  honestly,  to  the 
purpose  of  organizing  the  institution,  and  rendering  it 
useftil.  One  bank  is  as  constitutional  as  another  bank. 
If  Cong^ss  possess  the  power  to  make  a  bank,  it  possess- 
es the  power  to  make  it  efficient,  and  competent  to  pro- 
duce the  good  derived  by  it  It  may  clothe  it  with  all 
such  power  and  privileges,  not  otherwise  inconsistent  with 
the  constitution,  as  may  be  necessary,  in  its*  own  judg- 
ment, to  make  it  what  Guvernment  deems  it  should  be. 
It  may  confer  on  it  such  immunities  as  may  induce  indiri- 
duals  to  become  stockholders,  and  to  furnish  the  capital; 
and  since  the  extent  of  these-  immunities  and  privileges 
is  matter  of  discretion,  and  nutter  of  opinion,  Congress 
only  can  decide  it,  because  Congress  alone  can  frame  or 
grant  the  charter.  A  charter,  tlms  g^nted  to  individuals, 
becomes  a  contract  withtiiem,  upon  their  compliance  with 
its  terms.  The  bank  becomes  an  agent,  bound  to  per- 
form certain  duties,  and  entitled  to  certain  stipulated  rights 
and  privileges,  in  compensation  for  the  proper  discharge 
of  tiiese  duties;  and  all  their  stipulations,  so  long  as  they 
are  appropriate  to  the  object  professed,  and  -Aot  repug- 
nant to  any  other  t:onstitutional  injunction,  are  entirely 
within  the  competency  of  Congress.  And  yet,  sir,  the 
message  of  the  President  toils  tlirough  all  the  common- 
place topics  of  monopoly,  tlie>ight  of  taxation,  the  suffer- 
ing of  the  poor,  aiHl  the  arrogance  of  the  rich,  with  as 
much  painful  effort,  as  if  one,  or  another,  or  all  of  them, 
had  something  to  do  with  the  constitutional  question. 

What  IS  called  the  "monopoly,"  is  made  the  subject  of 
repeated  rehearsal,  in  terms  of  special  complaint.  By 
this  **  monopoly"  1  suppose  is  understood  the  restriction 
contained  in  the  charter,  that  Congress  shall  not,  during 
the  twenty  years,  create  another  bank.  Now,  sir,  let  me 
ask,  who  would  think  of  creating  a  bank,  inviting  stock- 
holders into  it,  with  large  investments,  imposing  upon 
it  heavy  duties,  as  connected  with  the  Government,  re- 
ceiving some  millions  of  dollars  as  a  bonus,  or  premium, 
and  yet  retaining  the  power  of  granting,  the  next  day, 
another  charter,  which  would  destroy  the  whole  value  of 
the  first?  If  this  be  an  unconstitutional  restraint  on  Con- 
gress, the  constitution  mtist  be  strangely  at  variance  with 
the  dictates  both  of  good  sense  and  sound  morals.  Did 
not  the  first  Bank  of  the  United  States  contun  a  similar 
restriction?  And  have  not  the  States  granted  bank  char- 
ters, with  a  condition  that«  if  the  charter  should  be  ac- 
cepted, they  would  not  grant  others?  States  have  cer- 
tainly done  so;  and,  in  some  instances,  where  no  bonus 
or  premium  was  paid  at  all,  but  from  the  mere  desire  lo 
give  effect  to  the  charter,  by  inducing  individuals  to  ac- 
cept it,  and  organize  the  institution.  The  President  de- 
clares that  this  restriction  is  not  necessary  to  the  efhcicncy 
of  the  bank;  but  that  is  the  very  tiring  which  Congress 
and  his  predecessor  in  office  were  called  on  to  decide, 
and  which  they  did  decide,  when  tiie  one  passed,  and 
the  other  approved  the  act.  And  he  has  now  no  more 
authority  to  pronounce  his  judgment  on  that  act,  than  any 
other  individual  in  society.  It  is  not  his  province  to  de- 
cide on  the  constitutionality  of  statutes  which  Congress 
haa  passed,  and  hia  predecessors  approved. 

There  is  another  sentiment,  in  this  part  of  the  message, 
which  we  should  hardly  have  expected  to  find  in  a  paper 
vliich  is  supposed,  whoever  may  have  drawn  it  up,  to 
have  passed  under  the  review  of  professional  characters. 
The  message  declares  tiiat  tliis  limitation  to  create  no 
other  bank  is  unconstitutional*  because,  although  Con- 
gress may  use  the  discretion  vested  in  them,  **that  they 
may  not  limit  the  discretion  of  their  successors."  Tins 
reason  is  almost  too  superficial  to  require  an  answer. 
Every,  one  at  all  accustomed  to  the  consideration  of  such 
subjects,  knows  that  ^xtry  Congress  can  bind  its  succes- 
sors to  the  same  extent  that  it  can  bind  itself:  the  power 


of  Congress  is  always  the  same;  the  authority  of  law  al- 
ways the  same.  'It  is  true  we  speak  of  the  twentieth 
Congress,  and  the  twenty-first  Congress,  but  this  is  only 
to  denote  the  period  of  time,  or  to  mark  the  successive 
periodical  elections  of  its  members.  As  a  politic  body, 
as  the  legislative  power  of  the  Government,  Congress  is 
always  continuous,  always  identical.  A  particuliu'  Con- 
gfress,  as  we  speak  of  it,  for  instance,  the  present  Con- 
gress, can  no  further  restrain  itself  from  doing  what  it 
may  chance  to  do  at  the  next  session,  than  it  can  restrain 
any  succeeding  Congress  from  doing  what  it  may  choose. 
Any  Congress  may  repeal  the  act  or  law  of  its  predeces- 
sor, if  in  its  nitture  it  be  repealable,  just  as  it  may  repeal 
its  own  act;  and  if  a  law,  or  an  act,  be  irrepealable  in  its 
nature,  it  can  no  more  be  repealed  by  a  subsequent  Con- 
gress than  by  that  which  passed  it.  All  this  is  familiar 
to  every  body.  And  Congress,  like  erery  other  Legisla- 
ture, often  passes  acts  which,  being  in  the  nature  of 
grants,  or  contracts,  are  irrepealable  ever  afterwards. 
The  message,  in  a  strain  of  argument  which  it  is  difficult 
to  treat  with  ordinary  respect,  declares  that  this  restric- 
tion on  the  power  of  Congress,  as  to  the  establishment  of 
other  banks,  is  a  palpable  attempt  to  amend  the  conati> 
tution  by  an  act  of  legislation.  The  reason  on  which  this 
observation  purports  to  be  founded,  is,  that  Congress,  by 
the  constitution,  is  to  hare  exclusive  legislation  over  the 
District  of  Columbia;  and  when  the  bank  charter  declares 
that  Congress  will  create  no  new  bank  within  the  I>ifltrtct, 
it  annuls  this  power  of  exclusive  legislation!  I  must  sa^ 
that  this  reasoning  hardly  rises  high  enough  to  entitle  it 
to  a  passing  notice.  It  would  be  doing  too  much  credit 
to  call  it  plausible.  No  one  needs  to  be  informed  that 
exclusive  power  of  legislation  is  not  unlimited  power  of 
legislation;  and,  if  it  were,  how  can  that  legislative  power 
be  unlimited  that  cannot  restrain  itself,  that  cannot  bind 
itself  by  contract?  Whether,  as  a  Government,  or  as  an 
individual,  that  being  is  fettered  and  restrained  which  is 
not  capable  of  binding  itself  by  ordinary  obligation.  Ever}' 
Legislature  binds  itself  whenever  it  makes  a  grant,  en- 
ters into  a  contract,  bestows  an  office,  or  does  any  other 
act  or  thing  which  is  in  its  nature  irrepealable.  And  this, 
instead  of  detracting  from  its  legiblative  power,  is  one  of 
the  modes  of  exercising  that  power.  And  the  legislative 
power  of  Congress  over  the  District  of  Columbia  would 
not  be  full  and  complete  if  it  might  not  make  just  such  a 
stipulation  as  the  bank  charter  contains. 

As  to  the  taxing  power  of  the  State,  about  which  the 
message  says  so  much,  the  proper  avenue  to  all  it  says, 
is,  that  the  States  possessed  the  power  to  tax  any  instru- 
ment of  the  Government  of  tlie  United  States.  It  was  no 
part  of  their  power  before  the  constitution,  and  they  de- 
rive no  such  pow^er  from  any  of  its  provisions.  It  is  no- 
where given  to  them.  Could  a  State  tax  the  coin  of  the 
United  States  at  the  mint'  Could  a  State  lay  a  stamp 
tax  on  the  process  of  the  courts  of  the  United  States,  and 
on  custom-house  papers?  Could  it  tax  the  transportation 
of  the  mail,  or  the  ships  of  war,  or  the  ordnance,  or  the 
munitions  of  war,  of  the  United  States?  The  reason  that 
they  cannot  be  taxed  by  a  State,  is,  that  they  are  means 
and  instruments  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States. 
The  establishment  of  a  bank,  exempt  from  State  taxation, 
takes  away  no  existing  right  in  a  State.  It  leaves  it  all  it 
ever  possessed;  but  the  complaint  is,  that  tl)e  bank  char- 
ter does  not  confer  the  power  of  taxation.  This,  certain- 
ly, though  not  new,  (for  tlie  same  argument  was  urged 
here,)  appears  to  me  to  be  a  strange  mode  of  asserting 
and  maintaining  State  rights.  The  power  of  taxation  is 
a  sovereign  power;  and  the  President,  and  those  who 
tliink  with  him,  are  of  opinion,  in  a  given  case,  that  this 
sovereign  right  should  be  conferred  on  tlie  States  by  an 
act  of  Congress.  There  is,  if  I  mistake  not,  sir,  as  Uttle 
compliment  to  State  sovereignty,  in  this  idea,  as  there  is 
of  sound  constitutional  doctrine.     Sovereign  rights,  held 
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under  the  g^nuit  of  an  act  of  Congre8s»  present  a  proposi- 
tion quite  new  in  constitutional  law. 

The  President  himself  even  admits  that  an  instrument 
of  the  United  States  ought  not,  as  such,  to  be  taxed  by  the 
States;  yet  he  contends  for  such  a  power  of  taxings  pro- 
perty connected  with  this  instrument,  and  essential  to  its 
very  being,  as  places  its  whole  existence  in  the  pleasure 
of  the  States.  It  is  not  enough  that  the  States  may  tax  all 
the  property  of  their  own  citizens,  wherever  invested,  or 
however  employed.  The  complaint  is,  that  the  power  of 
State  taxation  does  reach  so  far  as  to  take  cognizance 
over  persons  out  of  the  State,  and  to  tax  them,  or  a  fran- 
chise, lawfully  exercised  under  the  authority  of  the  United 
States.  Sir«  when  did  the  power  of  tlie  States,  or  indeed 
of  any  Government,  go  to  such  an  extent  as  that?  Clearly, 
never. 

The  taxing  power  of  all  communities  is  necessarily  and 
justly  limited  to  the  property  of  its  own  citizens,  and  to 
the  property  of  others,  having  a  distinct  local  existence, 
as  property  within  its  jurisdiction;  it  does  not  extend  to 
rights  and  franchises  rightly  exercised  under  the  autliori- 
ty  of  other  Governments,  nur  to  persons  beyond  its  juris- 
cfictjon.  As  the  constitution  has  left  the  taxing  power  of 
the  States  as  tlie  bank  charter  leaves  it,  Congress  lias  not 
undertaken  either  to  take  away,  or  to  confer  a  taxing 
power;  nor  to  enlarge,  or  to  restrain  it:  if  it  were  to  do 
either,  I  hardly  know  which  of  all  would  be  the  least  ex- 
cusable. 

1  beg  leave  to  repeat,  Mr.  President,  that  what  I  have 
now  been  considering  are  the  President's  objections  not 
to  the  policy  or  expediency,  but  to  the  constitutionality  of 
the  bank;  and  not  to  tiie  constitutionality  of  any  new  or 
proposed  bank,  but  of  the  bank  as  it  now  is,  and  as  it  has 
long  existed.  If  the  President  had  declined  to  approve 
this  bill  because  he  thought  the  original  charter  unwisely 
grantecl,  and  the  bank,  in  point  of  policy  and  expediency, 
objectionable  or  mischievous,  and  in  that  view  only  had 
suggested  the  reasons  now  urged  by  him,  his  argument, 
however  inconclusive,  would  have  been  intelligible,  and 
not,  in  its  whole  frame  and  scope,  inconsistent  with  all 
well  established  first  principles.  His  rejection  of  the  bU), 
in  tluit  case,  would  have  been,  no  doubt,  an  extraordinary 
exercise  of  power;  but  it  would  have  been,  nevertheless, 
the  exercise  of  a  power  belonging  to  his  office,  and  trusted 
by  the  constitution  to  his  discretion.  But  when  he  puts 
forth  an  array  of  arguments,  such  as  the  message  employs, 
not  ajgainst  the  expediency  of  the  bank,  but  agamst  its 
constitutional  existence,  he  confounds  all  distmctions, 
mixes  questions  of  policy  and  questions  of  right  together, 
and  turns  all  constitutional  restraints  into  mere  matters  of 
opinion.  As  far  as  its  power  extends,  either  in  its  direct 
enects,  or  as  a  precedent,  the  message  not  only  unsettles 
every  thing  which  has  been  settled,  under  the  constitution, 
but  would  show,  also,  that  the  constitution  itself  is  utterly 
incapable  of  any  fixed  construction,  or  definite  interpreta- 
tion; and  that  there  is  no  possibility  of  establishing,  hy  its 
authority,  any  practical  limitations  on  the  powers  of  the 
respective  branches  of  the  Government. 

When  the  message  denies,  as  it  does,  the  authority  of 
the  Supreme  Court  to  decide  on  constitutional  questions, 
it  effects,  so  fiir  as  the  opinion  of  the  President  and  his 
authority  can  effect,  a  complete  change  in.our  Govern- 
ment. ^  It  does  two  things:  first,  it  converts  a  constitu- 
tional limitation  of  power  into  mere  matters  of  opinion, 
and  then  strikes  the  judicial  department,  as  an  efficient 
department,  out  of  our  system.  But  the  message  by  no 
means  stops  even  at  this  point.  Having  denied  to  Con- 
gress the  authority  of  judging  what  powers  may  be  con- 
stitutionally conferred  on  a  bank,  and  having  erected  the 
judgment  of  the  President  himself  into  a  standard  by 
which  to  try  the  constitutional  character  of  such  powers, 
and  having  denounced  the  authority  of  the  Supreme  Court, 
and  dedded  finally  on  constitutional  questions,  the  mes- 


sage proceeds  to  claim  for  the  Prendent,  not  the  power  of 
approval,  but  the  primary  power,  the  power  of  original- 
ing  laws.  The  President  informs  Congress  that  he  would 
have  sent  them  such  a  charter,  if  it  had  been  properly 
asked  for,  as  they  ought  to  possess.  He  very  pUinlr  inti- 
mates that,  in  his  opinion,  the  establishment  of  all  btws, 
of  this  nature,  at  least,  belsngs  to  the  functions  of  the  Ei- 
ecutive  Government,  and  that  Congress  ouglit  to  hnt 
waited  for  the  manifestation  of  the  Executive  will,  before 
it  presumed  to  touch  the  subject.  Such,  Mr.  Prmleni, 
stripped  of  their  disguises,  are  the  real  pretences  set  op 
in  behalf  of  the  Executive  power  in  this  most  eztraord- 
nary  paper. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  arrived  at  a  new  epoch.  We 
are  entering  on  experiments  with  the  Government  uA 
the  constitution  of  the  country,  hitherto  untried,  and  d 
fearful  and  appalling  aspect.  This  message  calls  us  to 
the  contemplation  of  a  future,  which  little  resembles  tbe 
past.  Its  principles  are  at  war  with  all  that  public  opi- 
nion has  sustained,  and  all  wliich  the  experience  of  tlie 
Government  has  sanctioned?  It  denies  first  principles.  It 
contradicts  tnitlis  heretofore  received  as  indisputable. 
It  denies  to  the  judiciary  the  interpretation  of  law,  ind 
demands  to  divide  with  Congress  the  origination  ofs'J* 
tutes.  It  extendii  the  grasp  of  Executive  pretension  over 
every  power  of  the  Government.  But  this  is  not  all.  K 
presents  the  Chief  Magistrate  of  the  Union  in  the  attitudf 
of  arguing  away  the  powerv  of  that  Govemment  orer 
which  he  has  been  chosen  to  preside;  and  adopting,  f* 
this  purpose,  modes  of  reasoning  which,  even  under  the 
influence  of  all  proper  feeling  towards  high  official  sta- 
tion, it  is  difficult  to  regard  as  respectable.  It  appeals  to 
every  prejudice  which  may  betray  men  into  a  mistaken 
view  of  their  own  interests^  and  to  every  passion  whkli 
may  lead  them  to  disobey  the  impulses  of  their  under 
standing.  It  urges  all  the  specious  topics  of  State  rights, 
and'national  encroachment,  against  that  which  a  great  n» 
jority  of  the  States  have  siffirmed  to  be  rightful*  and  ia 
which  all  of  them  have  acquiesced. '^  It  sows,  in  an  ur.- 
sparing  manner,  the  seeds  of  jealousy  and  ill-will  sgaiR^ 
that  .Government  of  w^hich  its  author  is  the  official  lietd. 
It  raises  a  cry  that  liberty  is  in  danger,  at  the  f  ery  mo- 
ment when  it  puts  forth  claims  to  power  heretofore  unr 
known  and  unheard  of  It  affects  alarm  for  tlie  public 
freedom,  when  nothing  so  much  endangers  that  freedom 
as  its  own  unparalleled  pretences.  This,  even,  is  not  •li- 
lt manifestly  seeks  to  influence  the  poor  against  the  M 
It  wantonly  attacks  whole  classes  of  the  people,  for  the 
purpose  of  turning  against  them  the  prejudices  ^i^^.^' 
sentments  of  other  classes.  It  is  a  State  paper  which  finds 
no  topic  too  exciting  for  its  use;,  no  passion  too  inflaT.c&- 
ble  fur  its  address  and  its  solicitation.  Such  is  this  in^ 
sage.  It  remains,  now,  for  the  people  of  the  United 
States  to  chome  between  the  principles  here  avowed  m 
their  Government.  These  cannot  subsist  together.  TM 
one  or  the  other  must  be  rejected.  If  the  sentiments « 
the  message  shall  receive  general  approbation,  the  const> 
tution  Will  have  perished  even  earlier  than  the  moment 
which  its  enemies  originally  allowed  for  the  termination 
of  its  existence.  It  will  not  have  survived  to  its  fiftieth  year. 

Mr.  WHITE,  of  Tennessee,  next  rose,  and  sddresse<J 
the  Senate  as  follows: 

Mr.  President,  pressed  as  we  are  for  time,  I  mustcnve 
the  indulgence  of  the  Senate,  while  I  attempt  some  so- 
swer  to  the  matters  urged  by  the  Senator  from  Maasacft^ 
setts  to  the  message  accompanying  the  bill  now  to  ot 
reconsidered.  . 

I  rejoice  that,  for  once,  we  liave  a  document  from  ^ 
present  Chief  Magistrate,  acknowledged  by  the  opposi- 
tion to  be  frank,  plain,  and  susceptible  of  only  one  inter 
pretation.  Heretofore,  the  common  complaint  from  i» 
quarter  has  been  that  his  important  communications »  ^ 
so  worded  as  to  be  interpreted  one  way  in  one  section 
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the  country,  and  in  «  different  way  in  another.  Here  it  is 
admitted  we  have  a  document  so  worded,  as  to  be  under- 
stood every  where  alike.  The  honorable  Senator  tinnks 
this  frankness,  on  the  part  of  the  Chief  Ma^^iiitrate,  oiigfUt 
to  be  met  in  a  corresponding  spirit  by  those  who  diifer 
from  him  in  opinion.  Approving  of  this  course,  I  shall 
endeavor  to  be  eqtiaHy  as  explicit,  in  what  I  propose  to 
lay,  in  answer  to  his  argument. 

The  Senator  thinks,  it  the  charter  of  this  bank  is  not 
renewed,  ruin  to  the  country  is  to  be  the  consequence,  be- 
cause the  bank  must  wind  up  all  its  concerns.  This  is  no- 
thing but  the  old  argument  used  in  1811,  when  the  then 
existing  bank  applied  for  a  renewal  of  its  charter.  Dis- 
tress to  the  community,  and  ruin  to  the  countr)*,  were  pre- 
dicted by  the  advocates  of  the  bank.  The  predictions 
were  nut  verified.  The  capital  employed  in  the  bank 
was  not  annihiUted.  It  still  existecl;  and  in  loans  to  indi- 
Tiduals,  or  in  some  other  shape,  it  was  applied  to  the  uses 
of  the  community.  Debtors  sought  and  obtained  accom- 
modations elsewhere:  as  the  notes  of  that  bank  were 
with(hrawn  from  circulation,  their  places  were  supplied 
by  specie,  or  the  paper  of  local  institutions,  and  little  or 
no  inconvenience  was  experienced;  and  such  will  be  the 
case  again,  should  the  charter  of  this  bank  be  allowed  to 
expire  in  1836.  Debtors  worthy  of  credit  will  obtain  ac- 
comincdatious  from  either  individuals  or  other  banks,  and 
discharge  their  dues  to  this;  and  as  the  notes  of  this  bank 
disappear,  their  places  will  be  supplied  by  specie,  or  the 
paper  of  otlier  banks,  and  the  mass  of  the  community 


setts  to  tell  us  at  what  time  the  institution  can  be  wound 
up,  with  less  inconvenience,  than  ut  the  expiration  of  the 
present  charter.  "When  will  the  debtors  in  the  valley  of 
the  Mississippi  be  better  able  to  pay,  than  when  this  char- 
ter expires?  If  the  ai*g^ment  of  the  Senator  proves  any 
thing,  it  proves  tliat  this  corporation  ought  to  exist  for- 
ever. Is  any  gentleman  willing  to  avow  this?  I  am 
decidedly  opposed  to  it.  Pay-day  for  these  debtors  must 
arrive  some  time;  and  it  appears  to  me  that  the  affairs  of 
this  bank  can  probably  be  closed,  with  less  inconvenience 
to  the  community,  at  the  expiration  of  this  cliarter,  than 
they  can  be  fifteen  years  afterwards. 

IMie  Senator  says,  the  President  alleges  that  the  ap- 
plication to  renew  the  charter  is  premature,  and  thinks 
we  ought  not  to  be  chided  by  him  for  acting  on  tlie  sub- 
ject, as  he  had  directed  the  attention  of  the  nation  and  of 
Congress  to  this  subject,  in  his  message  of  1829,  and  in 
two  succeeding  messages. 

Mr.  President,  tf>  me  it  is  obvious  that  the  notice  taken 
of  tlie  bank  in  those  messages  was  not  to  recommend  to 
Congress  to  act  upon  the  subject,  at  either  of  the  sessions 
when  those  messages,  was  delivered;  but,  as  the  subject 
was  esteemed  of  vital  interest  to  the  community,  to  turn 
the  attention  of  all  to  it,  at  an  early  period,  so  that  the 
opinion  might  be  well  matured  upon  it,  when  the  charter 
was  about  to  expire,  and  when  it  would  become  necessary 
to  act  upon  it. 

But  if  Congress  ought  now  to  act  upon  it,  because  the 
subject  is  brought  before  us  by  those  messages,  why  was 


will,  in  a  short  time,  hardly  be  sensible  that  the  operation  ^t  not  acted  on  at  the  sessions  when  these  messages  were 

of  winding  up  has  been  performed.   We  have  been  told  delivered?    Why  not  at  the  session  in  1829?    The  Sena* 

that,  in  the  valley  of  the  Mississippi  alone,  tltere  is  due  to         ' 

this  bank  thirty  millions  of  dollars,  twenty  milUons  for 

loans  made,  and  ten  millions  for  domestic  bills  of  exchange. 

That  the  press  occasioned  by  the  collection  of  this  debt 

will  be  too  severe  to  be4>orne.      The  charter  has  almost 

four  years  yet  to  run,  and  then  two  years  are  allowed  for 

collections,  making  nearly  six  years.     How  often  have  we 


been  told  during  this  session  of  the  general  prosperity 
of  the  country,  and  especially  that  part  of  it  in  the  valley 
of  the  Mississippi.     If  these  statements  have  any  resem- 
blance to  the  fact,  it  ought  to  be  entirely  withih  the  power 
of  these  debtors,  in  five  or  six  years,  to  adjust  and  pay  what- 
ever they  may  owe.  1  must  repeat  what  [  said  on  a  former 
occasion :  If  these  debts  ure  real  transactions,  the  adjust- 
nient  of  them  will  be  a  simple  operation.     The  paper 
evidencing  these  debts  will  be  paid  at  maturity;  and  let 
the  bank  be  careful  not  to  discount  when  the  charter  is 
near  expiring,  and  the  whole  object  will  be  accomplished. 
If  the  transactions  are  not  real,  but  fictitious,  and  the 
paper  discounted  has  assumed  the  appearance  of  business 
paper,  for  Uie  purpose  of  .obtaining  permanent  loans,  in 
otlier  words,  standing  accommodations,  the  sooner  the  truth 
is  known,  the  better  to  all  concerned.     The  community 
has  a  deep  interest  in  this  ipatter:  fidse  credit  given  to  in- 
dividuals by  fidse  appearances  is  an  injury  to  society,  and 
of  no  actual  benefit  to  individuals;  and  the  sooner  such 
transactions  are  brouglit  to  a  close,  all  the  better^  the 
fewer  will  be  the  number  of  suflTerers. 

Jf  I  am  not  very  much  mistaken,  this  opinion  was,  some 
years  ago,  advanced,  in  a  report  from  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  whose  opinions  upon  such  a  subject  are 
entitled  to  the  highest  respect. 

Buty  sir,  if,  when  this  bank  has  been  in  operation  only 
fifteen  or  sixteen  years,  the  debts  have  become  so  nume- 
rous, and  so  large,  that  we  must,  on  these  accounts,  re- 
new the  charter,  I  must  be  allowed  to  ask,  what  will  be 
the  state  of  things  :<t  the  end  of  tliirty-five  years?  Will 
they  not  be  mucii  worse?  Mostcertainly  they  will.  What, 
then,  do  gentlemen  mean  ?  Do  they  intend  that  this  char- 
ter shall  become  perpetual?  That  this  company,  foreign- 
ers and  all,  shall  liave  this  monopoly  forever?  If  this  be 
not  their  intention,  I  must  ask  tlie  Senator  from  MassaCfau- 


tor  has  answered  the  question  with  frankness.  He  has 
told  us  it  is  material  that  it  should  be  known  before  the 
Presidential  election,  whether  the  President  would  sign 
the  act  renewifig  the  charter  or  not;  because,  if  he  would 
not,  he  ought  to  be  turned  out,  and  another  put  in  hisfriace, 
who  will;  and  as  the  election  is  to  take  place  the  succeed- 
ing fall,  application  for  the  renewal  could  not  be  longer 
delayed. 

I  thank  the  Senator  for  tlie  candid  avowal,  that  unless 
the  President  will  sign  such  a  charter  as  will  suit  tlie  di- 
rectors, they  intend  to  interfere  in  tlie  election,  and  en- 
deavor to  displace  him.  With  the  same  candor  I  state 
that,  after  tlus  declaration,  this  charter  shall  never  be  re* 
newed  with  my  consent. 

Let  us  look  at  this  matter  as  it  is.  Immediately  before 
the  election,  the  directors  apply  for  a  charter,  which  they 
think  the  President  at  any  other  time  will  not  sign,  for 
the  express  purpose  of  compelling  him  to  sign  contrary 
to  his  ju^mtnt,  or  of  encountermg  all  their  hostihty  in 
the  canvass,  and  at  the  polls.  Suppose  this  attempt  to 
have  succeeded,  and  tlie  President,  through  fear  of  his 
election,  had  signed  this  charter,  although  lie  conscien- 
tiously believes  it  will  be  destructive  of  the  liberty  of  the 
people  who  have  elected  him  to  preside  over  them,  and 
preserve  their  hberties,  so  far  as  in  his  power.  What  next? 
Why,  whenever  the  charter  is  likely  to  expire  hereafter, 
they  will  come,  as  they  do  now,  on  the  eve  of  the  election, 
and  compel  the  Chief  Magistrate  to  sign  such  a  charter  as 
they  may  dictate^  on  pain  of  being  turned  out  and  dis- 
graced. Would  it  not  be  far  better  to  gratify  this  moneyed 
aristocracy,  to  the  whole  extent  at  once,  and  renew  their 
charter  forever?  The  temptation  to  a  periodical  inter- 
ference in  our  elections  would  then  be  taken  away. 

Sir,  if,  under  these  circumstances,  the  charter  is  re* 
newed,  the  elective  franchise  is  destroyed,  and  the  liber- 
ties and  prosperity  of  the  people  are  delivered  over  to 
this  moneyed  institution,  to  be  disposed  of  at  their  discre- 
tion, against  this  I  enter  my  solemn  protest. 

The  lionurable  Senator  next  adverts  to  what  the  Presi- 
dent  says  on  the  constitutionality  of  this  act,  and  animad* 
verts  on  what  is  stated  in  relation  to  there  being  two  prece« 
dents  in  Congress^  where  this  power  is  uaserted^  and  two 
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in  which  it  was  denied;  and  then  asserUthat  since  the  year.  oAen,  the  passage  of  an  act  which  he  may  think  const* 
1791,  when  the  first  bank  wa?  chartered,  Congress  has.  ttitiona),  would  the  Senate,  the  House  of  Representatvn, 
never  denied  this  power.  I  or  the  courts,  feel  tliemselves  bound  by  his  opinions^  I 

Mr.  President,  it  appears  to  me  that,  whether  the  think  not.  Each  co-ordinate  department,  within  its  »p. 
President  can  show  any  recorded  vote,  denying  this^propriate  sphere  of  action,  must  judge  of  its  owii  powen, 
power  or  not,  the  Senator  ought  not  to  be  too  severe  upon-  when  called  upon  to  do  its  official  duties;  and  if  either 


the  Executive  for  this  mistake,  if  it  be  one.  When  a  re 
newal  of  the  charter  was  applied  for  in  1811,  its  con- 
stitutionality was  argued,  and  ably  argued,  by  those  op- 
posed to  it,  and  the  application  was  rejected.  The  hank 
then  applied  for  time  to  wind  up  its  business;  the  petition 
was  referred  to  a  committee  who  repO)*ted  against  the  ap« 
plication,  alleging  that  it  was  uncunstitutiunal,  and  this 
report  was  concurred  in.  Afterwards,  in  1815,  when  a 
bank  charter  was  under  consideration  in  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives, a  member  from  Massachusetts,  in  his  place, 
then  acting  under  the  same  high  obligations  which  th^ 
President  acts  under,  arguing  against  the  charter,  states 
expressly  that  the  renewed  of  the  charter  had  been  refused 
because  it  was  unconstitutional.  The  President,  without 
doubt,  has  read  this  argument,  and  seen  this  resolution; 
and  if  he  reposed  confidence  in  these  statements,  and  was 
thereby  misled,  which  I  suppose  he  was  not,  I  submit  to 
the  honorable  Senator  whether,  under  such  circumstances, 
he  would  not  have  been  entitled  to  milder  treatment  from 
him,  than  he  has  received. 

The  attention  of  the  Senate  has  been  next  called  to  that 
part  of  the  message  found  in  pag^  six,  in  which  the  deci 
sions  of  the  Supreme  Court  are  spoken  of. 


blindly  follows  the  others,  without  Ibrming  an  opinion  for 
iUelf,  an  essential  check  against  the  exercise  of  unconst- 
tutional  power  is  destroyed.  A  mistake  byConf^»siii 
passing  an  act,  inconsistent  with  the  constitution,  fullovd 
by  a  like  mistake  by  the  Supreme  Court,  in  deciding  s<idi 
act  to  be  constitutional,  might  be  attended  with  the  nvxt 
fatal  consequences.  Let  each  department  judge  for  itself, 
and  we  are  s;ife.  If  different  i nterpretations are  put  ujxn 
tlie  constitution  by  the  different  departments,  the  people 
is  the  tribunal  to  settle  the  dispute.  Each  of  the  depm- 
ments  is  the  agent  of  the  people,  doing  their  business  a^ 
cording  to  the  powers  conferred;  and  where  there  is i 
disagreement  as  to  the  extent  of  these  powers,  the  people 
themselves,  through  the  ballot  boxes,  must  settle  it  I'lt 
Senator,  if  I  heard  him  correctly,  has  said  that  the  Prt^- 
dent  has  asserted  that  the  Supreme  Court  has  no  poorer 
to  decide  upon  the  constitutionality  of  an  actof  Congr» 
The  gentleman  has  not  attended  to  the  message  witii  b.i 
usuhI  accuracy.  No  such  opinion  is  advanced,  but  tK 
contrary,  that  each  department  within  its  appropnitc 
sphere  of  action  has  the  right  to  judge  for  itself,  atttis 
not  bound  by  the  opinion  of  both,  or  cither  of  the  oihtn 
and  this  1  incline  to  think  is  the  correct  constitution. 


The  honorable  Senator  argues  that  the  constitution  has^rview  of  the  subject.     The  honorable  Senator  tliinkitbe 


constituted  the  Supreme  Court  a  tribunal  to  decide  great 
constitutional  questions,  such  as  this,  and  that,  when  tiiey 
have  done  so,  the  question  is  put  at  rest,  and  every  other 
department  of  the  Government  roust  acquiesce.  This 
doctrine  I  deny.  The  constitution  vests  *«the  judicial 
power  in  a  Supreme  Court,  and  in  such  inferior  courts  as 
Congress  may  from  time  to  time  ordain  and  establish." 
Whenever  a  suit  is  commenced  and  prosecuted  in  the 
courts  of  the  United  States,  of  which  they  have  jurisdic- 
tion, and  such  suit  is  decided  by  the  Supreme  Court,  as 
that  is  the  court  of  the  last  resort,  its  decision  is  final  and 
conclusive  between  tlie  parties.  But  as  an  authority,  it 
does  not  bind  either  the  Congress  or  the  President  of  the 
Uni:ed  States.  If  either  of  these  co-ordinate  depart- 
ments is  afterwards  called  upon  to  perform  an  official  act, 
and  conscientiously  believe  the  performance  of  that  act 
will  be  a  violation  of  the  constitution,  they  are  not  bound 
to  perform  it,  but,  on  the  contrary,  are  as  much  at  liberty 
to  decline  acting,  as  if  no  such  decision  had  been  made. 
In  examining  the  extent  of  their  constitutional  power, 
the  opinion  of  so  enlightened  a  tribunal  as  our  Supreme 
Court  has  been,  and  I  hope  ever  wdl  be,  will  always  be 
entitled  to  great  weight;  aufl,  witliout  doubt,  either  Con- 
gress or  the  President  would  always  be  disposed,  in  a 
doubtful  case,  to  think  its  decisions  correct;  but  I  hope 
neither  will  ever  view  them  as  authority  binding  upon 
them.  They  ought  to  examine  the  extent  of  their  con- 
stitutional powers  for  themselves;  and  when  they  have 
had  access  to  all  sotirces  of  information  witl)in  their  reach, 
and  given  to  every  thing  its  due  weight,  if  they  are  satis- 
fied the  constitution  baa  not  given  a  power  to  do  the  act 
required,  I  insist  they  ought  to  refrain  from  doing  it. 

Suppose  the  House  of  Representatives  to  have  passed 
an  act  on  a  given  subject  for  a  number  of  successive  ses- 
sions, and  from  want  of  time  the  Senate  had  not  act^d  on 
it,  and  the  constitutionality  of  such  an  act  to  come  before 
the  Senate,  would  any  member  think  those  opinions  of 
the  House  authorities  by  which  he  was  bounds  Certainly 
not  They  would  have  due  weight,  and  be  respectfully 
considered,  but  disregarded  in  tlie  decision  made  by  tlie 
Senate,  if  shown  to  be  incorrect.  In  principle  there  can 
be  no  difference  between  such  cases  and  the  judicial  de- 
Suppoee  the  President  to  recommend,  never  so 


President  entirely  mistaken  when  he  supposes  Coogres 
cannot  deprive  itself  of  some  of  its  legislative  po«eN 
Let  us  for  a  few  minutes  attend  to  the  view  of  this  part 
of  the  subject  presented  by  the  message,  and  then  examine 
its  correctness. 

The  Congress  is  vested  with  exclusive  legislstive  pow- 
ers o\'tT  the  District  of  Columbia.  It  therefore  ha^ « 
undoubted  power  to  establish,  within  the  District,  asin>(^! 
banks,  with  as  much  capital  to  each,  as  it  choose*.  H* 
this  charter,  it  is  stipulated  tliat  Congress  shall  not  esti- 
blish  any  bank  within  the  District,  nor  sliali  it  \nw» 
the  capital  of  existing  banks.  This  the  President  thinb 
is  unconstitutional.  By  this  agreement,  the  presenters 
gress,  and  its  successors,  arc  deprived  of  the  powers  of 
establishing  any  bank,  no  matter  how  pressingly  the  pu> 
lie  interest  may  require  one.  Congress  by  thisagreemMt 
will  have  stripped  itself  of  all  power  to  legislate  upor» 
subject  during  the  existence  of  the  charter,  when  iv 
constitution  had  vested  the  most  ample  powers.  I^t'"^' 
constitutional^  Ought  we  to  be  bound  by  such  an  agre^ 
ment  for  fifteen  or  twenty  years,  and  permit  the  brttiB- 
terests  of  society  to  be  sacrificed  for  the  want  of  a  po*f' 
which  the  constitution  has  conferred,  but  which  wc  Itf'c 
bartered  away  ?  The  message  supposes  we  are  not  * 
liberty  to  dispose  of  our  legislative  powers  intliisniapnff' 
and  therefore  this  act  is  Unconstitudonal.  This  ««'• 
tainly  a  very  important  point.  If  we  make  such  an  ap^ 
ment,  we  ought  to  be  bound  by  it;  and  yet  I  tliink  »«< 
might  occur,  in  which  we  ouglit  not  to  be,  nor  wot»W  •' 
be,  bound  by  any  such  agreement  The  public  fafO» 
the  public  interest,  might,  long  before  the  expiration  of  "•< 

charter,  imperiously  demaml  the  establishment  of  cnc 
more  banks  within  the  District,  and  I  do  not  believe  « ^ 
can  constitutionally  deprive  ourselves  or  our  successor*  o 
the  power  to  do  so.  , 

The  Senator  insists,  in  many  cases,  we  derive  our  poj 
ers  not  from  express  grants,  but  by  constructions, « 
asks  how  we  acquire  power  to  pass  laws  to  hang"  tn 
who  rob  the  mad.     He  says  it  might  be  argued  that  one 
and  imprisonment  would  be  sufficiently  severe.  , 

To  this  1  answer,  that  when  an  express  power  '^P^ 
to  Congress  to  accomplish  a  given  object,  and  no  m 
Ibr  Its  accomplishment  are  pointed  out,  there  we  muf*' 
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construction,  have  the  necessary  and  appropriate  means. 
In  the  case  of  tlie  mail  robber,  we  have  the  power  to  hang, 
because  we  have  an  undoubted  power  to  carry  the  mail 
and  deliver  its  contents  safely,  and  unless  those  who  vio- 
late it  can  be  punished  criminally,  this  granted  power 
cannot  be  carried  into  effect;  and  as  putting  to  death  the 
man  who  will  break  open  the  mail  and  steal  its  contents 
is  a  necessary  and  appropriate  meant  for  preventing  such 
acts.  Congress  has  the  power  thus  to  punish.  But  this 
Vf'iW  not  furnisti  a  precedent  fur  exercising  the  power  to 
confer  upon  a  bank  created  ostennbly  for  public  and 
financial  purposes,  a  set  of  powers  and  privileges  not  in 
the  least  necessary  or  proper  for  enabling  it  to  perform 
any  of  the  duties  to  be  required  of  it  by  the  Government. 

The  honorable  Senator  has  wearied  himself  a  good  deal 
with  a  criticism  upon  the  word  *<  monopoly."  He  says  it 
is  used  at  least  twenty  times  in  this  message,  and  never 
correctly.  That  the  act  only  confers  exclusive  privileges, 
and  the  wonl  monopoly  means  the  sole  power  of  trading. 

\lr.  President,  I  do  think  upon  this  g^eat  subject  the 
minds  of  statesmen  may  be  more  protitiibly  employed, 
than  in  close  criticisms  upon  the  definition  of  particular 
words;  but  I  am  content  to  take  the  Senator's  definition, 
and  insist  it  is  appropriately  used.  The  charter  does  grant 
tile  sole  power  of  banking  for  fifteen  years  to  this  com- 
pany. They,  therefore,  liave  the  sole  power  of  trading 
in  the  manner  pointed  out  in  that  charter  for  the  period 
of  its  duration.  To  make  it  a  monopoly,  the  company 
need  not  have  the  exclusive  right  of  trading  in  every 
thing;  the  sole  right  to  carry  on  a  particular  branch  of 
business  is  sufficient;  and  as  this  company  ia  to  have  this 
sole  or  exclusive  right,  it  appears  to  me  the  word  is  pro* 
perly  used.  The  honorable  Senator  fears  much  mischief 
may  follow  from  the  objt;ctions  urged  against  foreigners 
owning  stock  in  the  bank,  unless  sometliing  shall  be 
done  to  remove  these  erroneous  impressions.  He  says 
we  are  interested  in  encouraging  them  to  make  loans  for 
public  purposes  to  the  General  and  State  Governments, 
and  that  heretofore  it  has  been  our  policy  to  encourage 
them  to  hold  property  among  us. 

Mr.  President,  this  never  has  been  our  policy  as  to 
lands;  the  respective  States  have,  and  ought  ever  to  have, 
fhe  exclusive  right  to  determine  who  shall  hold  lands 
within  their  limits.  It  has  generally  been,  and  probably 
ever  will  be,  their  policy  to  prevent  aliens  from  acquiring 
freeholds  within  their  limits.  This  policy  of  theirs,  we 
have  no  constitutional  power  to  interfere  with.  As  to  our 
public  stocks,  I  think  with  the  Senator,  foreigners  may 
well  make  loans  to  the  Government,  or  purchase  stock 
owned  by  our  citizens,  l^uch  benefit  may  residt  from 
this,  and  we  have  no  injury  to  fear.  As  to  our  public 
stocks,  foreigners  owning  them  can  have  no  agency  what- 
ever  in  creating  them,  or  managing  them.  At  the  end  of 
each  quarter,  the  Government  pays  the  stipulated  inte- 
rest, and  at  the  time  agreed  on  discharges  the  principal. 
The  holder  of  the  stock,  by  no  \cl  of  his,  can  make  his 
profits  more  or  less.  But  the  case  is  not  so  as  to  bank 
stock.  Although  the  foreigner  can  neither  vote,  nor  be 
a  director,  yet  he  can  in  many  instances  have  an  indirect 
influence  on  the  operations  of  the  bank,  and,  by  regulat- 
ing exchanges  favorably  for  the  bank  and  injuriously  for 
our  citizens,  can  increase  the  ])rofits  of  the  establishment, 
and  thus  benefit  himself.  Will  any  gentleman  sciy  he  is 
of  opinion  tlie  Barings,  who  own  a  million  of  stock,  can 
have  no  influence  on  the  profits  to  be  made  by  this  inati- 
tution^    I  think  not. 

Some  of  the  views  taken  in  this  message  of  the  manner 
in  which  this  stock  may,  and  probal>Iy  will  be,  managed 
by  our  own  citizens  and  foreigners,  arc  verj'  forcible,  as 
they  strike  my  mind. 

Under  the  old  charter,  the  bank  could  not  be  taxefl  by 
tiic  State  Governments,  according  to  the  decision  of  tli'c 
Supreme  Court;  hut  citizen  stockholders  might  he  taxed 


by  the  States  in  which  they  reside  for  the  stock  which 
they  hold.  The  asse&sors  in  Connecticut  applied  to  the 
bank  in  that  State  for  the  names  of  the  stockholders  re- 
siding there.  The  names  were  not  furnished,  and  the  like 
application  was  made  to  the  president  of  the  principal 
bank,  who,  by  the  advice  of  counsel,  returned  a  very  po- 
l.te  answer,  declining  to  give  the  names,  as  the  bank  cuuld 
not  lend  their  aid  to  enforce  penalties  against  their  stock- 
liolders.  To  remedy  this  mischief  under  the  renewed 
charter,  provision  is  made  that  the  names  of  citizen  stock- 
holders shall  be  furnished.  The  President  thinks  that, 
under  this  renewed  charter,  the  construction  will  be  that 
the  bank  cannot  be  taxed,  therefore  you  cannot  tax  fo* 
reigners)  but  that  citizens  may  be  taxed  for  the  stuck  they 
own;  therefore  this  stock  will  be  worth  one  per  cent,  per 
annum  more  to  the  fort^igner  than  to  tlie  citizen.  Tliat, 
with  this  inducement,  foreigners  will  purchase  out  all  the 
stock  except  enough  to  be  left  in  the  hands  of  a  few  citi- 
zens, who  will  have  a  power  every  year  to  elect  tliemselves 
directors.  That  this  company,  thus  formed  of  a  few  citi- 
zens, and  foreign  stockholders,  will  manage  the  institution 
for  their  own  particular  benefit  in  time  of  peace,  and  that 
in  time  of  war  it  will  possess  a  power  dangerous  to  tiie 
Government  itself.  The  honorable  Senator  says  the  mes- 
sage frequently  repeats  that  the  institution  may  be  **  dan- 
gerous" to  our  liberty,  dangerous  to  our  prosperity,  &c.; 
that  he  can  see  nothing  dangerous  in  it. 

Mr.  President,  we  must  remember  that,  in  case  of  a  war, 
this  bank,  if  in  existence,  must  be  our  main  dependence 
for  raising  money;  and  yet  there  is  no  provision  by  which 
it  is  bound  to  loan  us  one  cent.  Now,  suppose  it  tahave 
existed  during  the  last  war,  and  the  stock  to  have  been 
owned  by  British  subjects  and  u  few  of  our  own  citizens* 
and  those  citizens  to  have  belonged  to  that  sect  in  politics 
who  were  seeking  to  change  our  federal  rulers — who 
thought  it  wicked  to  thank  Gkxl  for  our  victoriestipon 
either  land  or  water — who  hacJl  sent  an  embassy  to  this  city 
to  request  the  then  President  to  resign :  does  any  man  be* 
lieve  the  administration  could  have  procured  a  loan  for  one 
cent^  Those  pohticians,  1  am  willing  to  suppose,  were 
acting  honestly;  that  they  believed  the  war  impolitic,  un- 
just, and  wicked,  so  much  so  tliat  tltey  would  not  aid  it 
with  their  good  wishes.  Does  any  one  suppose  that  they 
would  not'  have  held  it  treason  against  good  morals  to  have 
loaned  pecuniary  aid?  Surely  they  would.  We  must 
then  have  been  witliout  money,  and  without  the  means  of 
obtaining  any.  Peace  must  iiave  been  made,  and  upon 
any  terms  dictated  by  the  bank,  or  by  the  enemy. 

i  put,  then,  the  question  to  the  Senate — to  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts — to  answer  me  if  they  can  see  no  dan- 
ger in  this  state  of  things. 

The  honorable  Senator  next  recurs  to  that  part  of  the 
message  which  speaks  of  the  bonus.  The  President  sup- 
poses that  this  is  proof  upon  the  face  of  the  act,  that  more 
power  and  greater  privileges  are  conferred  than  were  ne- 
cessary for  the  performance  of  the  public  business  to  be 
done  by  the  bank.  The  Senator  thinks  this.smuli  aHiiir 
is  within  a  nut-shell,  and  that  shell  not  worth  cracking; 
that  any  one  capable  of  taking  the  view  of  a  statesman, 
would  have  seen  that  the  other  powers  were  necessary  to 
make  a  bank  of  any  use  fur  public  or  private  purposes. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  endeavored  to  expand  my  mind 
so  as  to  take  this  enlarged  view  of  the  subject,  and  what 
1  find  is,  that  the  advocates  of  this  bank,  upon  the  plea 
that  the  bank  is  necessary  for  the  fiscal  concerns  of  the 
Government,  wish,  by  construction,  to  acquire  the  power 
to  create  a  bank;  and,  having  thus  possessed  themselves  of 
the  power,  wish  to  use  it  so  as  to  confer  powers  not  in  any 
degree  necessary  for  a  bank  to  possess,  to  enable  it  to  do 
all  which  tJie  Government  may  wish  to  have  done,  but 
through  which  the  stockholders  may  enricli  themselves 
and  their  friends,  and  acquire  an  influence  greater  than 
I  he  Government  its'.lf,  a:ui  coulrol  all  our  pol.lic:\l  con- 
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cerns  in  such  manner  as  to  gp^tify  their  ambition  and  pro- 
mote their  interests  to  any  extent  they  may  wish .  In  short, 
it  appears  to  me  that,  in  creating  the  bank,  the  pretence 
is,  through  it  to  do  the  public  business;  and  as  soon  as 
created,  the  public  business  is  a  mere  insignificant  inci' 
dent;  and  private  emolument,  without  limit,  is  tlie  main 
design. 

But  it  is  sa:d  we  have  the  President's  project  for  a  bank. 
It  is  to  be  one  without  mone^Tt  without  credit,  and  to  do 
no  business. 

Others,  before  the  honorable  Senator,  have  supposed 
the  President  to  mean  any  sort  of  bank  that  could  be 
most  easily  turned  into  ridicule.  I  do  not  know  where 
the  honorable  member  has  seen  the  projt* ct  of  which  he 
speaks.  I  have  never  seen  or  beard  of  any  such  thing 
from  the  President. 

The  Senator  seems  to  suppose  the  President's  fears 
upon  the  subject  of  the  States  not  being  allowed  to  im- 
pose a  tax,  entirely  too  great. 

How  stands  this  matter?  The  Supreme  Court  has  de- 
cided that  the  States  cannot  tax  the  bank.  This  charter 
imposes  no  condition  upon  the  bank  that  it  shall  pay  any 
tax  to  any  State,  and  provides  a  mode  by  which  resident 
stockholders  may  be  taxed  for  their  stock.  What,  tlien, 
will  be  the  construction  under  this  renewed  charter?  No 
man  can  doubt  it.  As  no  provision  is  made,  no  tax  can 
be  collected.  I  hold  that  in  every  State  where  a  branch 
is  situated,  that  as  the  State  laws  must  protect  the  persons 
who  manage  the  affairs  of  this  corporation,  and  must  pro- 
tect  the  property  within  their  limits,  it  is  strictly  just  that 
a  reasonable  tax  should  be  paid  for  this  protection. 

All  th'.s  might  have  been  easily  provided  for.  Although 
Congress  cannot  confer  upon  a  State  the  power  of  taxa- 
tion, it  certainly  can  impose  a  condition  upon  this  corpo- 
ration that  it  shall  pay  a  tax,  or  the  charter  be  forfeited. 
As  no  such  condition  is  imposed,  the  States  must  lose  tlie 
tax,  under  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court.  I  take  the 
liberty  of  saying.  Further,  that  the  reasoning  in  that  case, 
if.correct  and  carried  out,  will  produce  a  class  of  persons 
exempt  from  taxation  that  would  be  highly  inconvenient. 
Tiie  principle  established  is,  that  the  bank  is  necessary 
for  the  Federal  Govcrnnient;  that  the  State  Government 
is  an  adversary  power,  and,  if  allowed  the  power  to  tax, 
coiilil  tax  so  heavily  as  to  exclude  the  bank  and  branches 
from  the  States.  Curry  out  tlie  same  principle,  and  you 
must  exempt  from  State  taxation  the  houses  and  other 
property  of  every  ffderal  officer  of  every  grade.  If 
the  bank  is  necessary  to  the  United  St&tes  in  an  indivi- 
dual State,  and  tliat  State  cannot  tax  it,  because  it  may  by 
taxing  exclude  it,  I  ask,  are  not  federal  judges  necessary ; 
marshals,  c'erks,  collectors,  and  a  host  of  otiicers?  Why 
shall  the  Sutes  tax  thein  or  their  property?  They  may 
be  taxed  out  of  the  States  by  this  adversary'  power,  and 
therefore  they  must  be  freed  from  taxation.  1  am  not 
prepared  to  yield  my  assent  to  a  doctrine  leading  to  such 
a  result.  The  President  must  be  right  in  wishing  to  pre- 
ser^'e  for  the  States  all  the  powers  of  taxation  which  they 
have  not,  in  express  terms,  surrendered  in  the  constitu- 
tion. These  are  few.  He  says,  imports  and  exports.  The 
objects  of  taxation  are  only  limited  by  their  discretion. 
Persons  and  property  of  every  description,  real  and  per- 
sonal, corporeal  and  incorporeal,  with  the  exception  men- 
tioned, are,  and  of  r'giit  ought  to  be,  liable  to  State  taxa- 
tion; yet  under  this  charter  they  will  be  deprived  of  it  for 
want  of  some  such  provision  a.s  it  was  attempted  to  intro- 
duce here,  and  which  was  rejected. 

The  honorable  member  has  alluded  to  that  part  of  the 
message  which  speaks  off  the  investigation  ot'The  bank 
being  unwillingly  yielded;  and  at  the  same  time  he  says, 
HS  it  does  not  allude  to  this  branch  of  the  Legislature,  we 
cannot  notice  it. 

Sir,  is  not  the  statement  true?  Was  not  the  creation  of 
a  committee  opposed  *     The  bank  had  its  agents  here,  no 


doubt.  Gentlemen  of  the  House,  confiding  in  tbe  lUt^ 
ments  of  the  agent,  thought  the  investigation  useH 
therefore  they  opposed  it.  It  was  unwillingly  \ielded. 
Who  is  blamed  for  this  in  the  message f  Not  the  Hotnei 
not  the  members  of  the  House.  Let  any  candid  in;nd  ei* 
amine  the  whole  paragraph,  and  he  must  see  itisttoK 
who  applied  for  a  renewal  of  the  charter,  aiidperasteda 
the  application,  after  this  limited  and  uniat'islactoiy  eli- 
mination. The  honorable  Senator  thinks  themesn^ii 
unfortunate  in  ascribing  to  the  patrioti  of  the  reTolutoa 
the  spirit  of  compromise  which  ought  not  to  be  imititd. 
Mr.  President,  if  the  message  did  read  as  the  Senator  his 
read  it,  it  would  have  been  substantially  correct.  The 
leading  patriots  of  the  revolution  were  the  leading  net 
in  framvig  and  adopting  the  constitution;  and  it  is  tx 
spirit  of  compromise  which  these  men  manifested  in  tdopt- 
ing  the  constitution  we  are  called  upon  to  imitate,  not 
that  disphyed  during  the  revolution  in  lighting  the  emiBf. 
But  the  paragraph  was  misread  by  the  Senator,  no  douM 
unintentionally,  and  furnishes  no  color,  when  coriceth 
read,  for  the  criticism  we  have  heard  upon  it.  It  hai  Ixts 
argrtied  tluit  it  is  strange  the  message  should  iutisute  the 
Executive  ought  to  have  been  called  upon  for  a  draugii! 
of  die  project  of  a  bank. 

I  submit,  Mr.  President,  that  it  is  not  at  all  strange,  h 
every  instance,  heretofore,  the  bank  projects  have  pr- 
eceded from  the  treasury;  and  so  they  ought.  Altboip: 
the  bank  established  in  General  Washington's  da)  i», 
have  been  the  best  that  could  be  devised,  as  tiling^  tiies 
were,  yet  the  increase  of  population — nunlcroufl  cbangti 
in  almost  every  thing,  might  make  it  a  very  unsoiUblepk 
at  this  time.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  whose  dutj 
it  is  to  watch  the  finances  of  the  country,  and  tlie  opers^ 
tions  of  the  bank,  could  better  judge  of  tlie  details  proptf 
for  a  bill,  than  any  other  officer;.and  now,  as  in  time  ^ 
ought  to  have  been  consulted. 

Mr.  President,  in  submitting  tliis  message,  one  of  t!K 
highest  duties  of  the  Chief  Magistrate  has  been  perform 
ed.  U  nder  peculiar  and  trying  circumstances  lie  lias  giro 
his  sentiments,  plainly  and  frankly,  as  he  believed  lm<iti? 
required. 

When  the  excitement  of  the  time  in  which  we  aclsbill 
have  passed  away,  and  the  historian  and  biographer  $<»» 
be  employed  in  giving  his  account  of  the  acts  of  ournotf 
distinguished  public  men,  and  comes  to  tlie  name  of  i^ 
drew  Jackson;  when  he  shall  have  recounted  ail  the ^ 
and  good  deeds  done  by  this  man  in  the  course  of  akiG{ 
and  eventful  life,  and  the  circumstances  under  which  ^ 
message  was  communicated  shall  have  been  stated,  t^ 
conclusion  will  be,  that,  in  doing  this,  he  has  sliownt  •> 
lingness  to  risk  more  to  promote  the  happiness  of  his  in- 
low-men,  and  to  secure  Uieir  liberties,  than  by  the  doirf 
of  any  other  act  whatever. 

Mr.  HOLMES  followed  in  opposition  to  the  meiSffj 
and  spoke  some  time,  when  the  Henate  took  a  recess^ 
five  o'clock  in  the  afternoon;  at  which  time  it  met,  alklr^ 
suined  the  subject  of  the  veto  message,  when 

Mr.  EWING  took  the  floor.  He  said  he  had  thus  V 
been  an  attentive  listener  to  the  discussion  which  the  9S> 
jcct  had  elicited.  In  the  progress  of  that  discussoo,  ^ 
own  views  had  been  in  many  particulars  anticipated.  SoiK 
parts,  however,  of  the  message  wbicli,  in  ***•  °P"'j?*' !!J 
quired  examination,  had  been  but  briefly  noticed, «» 
others  passad  over  in  silence.  To  such  of  tbcmi  ^id  *J 
E.,  as  1  deem  the  most  important,  I  will  "o*^**^  ,f  ji 
tention  of  the  Senate.  But  in  this  discussion  I  *h»'  ^ 
brief— carefully  avoiding,  as  far  as  may  be,  a  «P«^?^"y 
Uie  subjects  already  dwelt  upon,  and  argumenu  alread, 
advanced.  j 

This  message  contains  the  Executive  eondemnatioo 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States;  a  universal,  unquahft^ 
condemnation  of  all  that  it  is,  and  all  that  Congrc»  o* 
proposed  to  make  it.  There  is  no  objection,  however  u 
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founded,  no  ftrf^umcnt,  however  unsound,  which  has  been 
urg^d  agiinst  this  institution  for  years  past,  both  in  and 
out  of  this  capitol,  but  are  collected  and  thrown  together 
here  to  make  up  this  extraordinary  paper.  But  its  genera] 
merits  have  been  already  conatdered.  The  parts  to  which 
I  would  now  more  especially  invite  your  attention,  are 
found  on  the  third  page  of  the^rmted  message,  in  which, 
after  saying  that  *<aU  the  objectionable  principles  of  the 
existing  corporation,  and  most  of  its  odious  Heatures,  are 
retained  without  alleviation"  in  the  bill  under  considera< 
tion,  proceeds: 

'*  The  fourth  section  provides  *  tliat  the  notes  or  bills  of 
the  said  corporation,  althouf^h  the  same  be  on  tiie  faces 
thereof  respectively   made  payable  at  one  place  only, 
shall,  nevertheless,  be  received  by  the  said  corporation  at 
the  bank,  or  at  any  of  the  offices  of  discount  and  deposite 
thereof,  if  tendered  in  liquidation  or  payment  of  any  ba- 
lance or  balance*  due  to  said  corporation,  or  to  such  office  of 
discount  and  deposite,  from  any  other  incorporated  bank.' 
This  provision  secures  to  the  State  banks  a  legal  privilege 
in  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  which  is  withheld  from 
all  private  citisena.     If  a  State  bank  in  Phibdelphia  owe 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  and  have  notea  issued  by 
the  St.  Louis  branch,  it  can  pay  the  debt  with  those  notes; 
but  if  a  merchant,  mechanic,  or  other  private  dtizen,  be 
in  like  circumstances,  he  cannot,  by  law,  pay  his  debt  with 
those  notes,  but  must  sell  them  at  a  discount,  or  send  them 
to  St.  Louis  to  be  cashed.     This  boon  conceded  to  the 
State  banks,  though  not  unjust  in  itself,  is  most  odious; 
because  it  does  not  measure  out  equal  justice  to  the  high 
and  the  low,  the  rich  and  the  poor.     To  the  extent  of  its 
practical  effect,  it  is  a  bond  ol^  union  among  the  banking 
establishments  of  the  nation,  erecting  them  mto  an  interest 
separate  from  that  of  the  people:  and  its  necessary  ten- 
dency is  to  unite  the  Bank  of  the  United  Statea  and  the 
State  banks  in  any  measure  which  may  be  thought  eondu^ 
«ive  to  their  common  interests." 

And  this  is  one  prominent  objection  to  the  bill  extend- 
ing' the  charter  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  and  one 
of  the  reasons  for  refusing  it  the  sanction  of  the  Execu- 
tive!    Tliis  bank,  sir,  with  its  present  charter,  has  exist- 
ed about  fifteen  years.     Durinp^  that  period,  its  effects 
upon  the  country  have  been  tned  and  tested.     The  pre- 
sent charter  has  finults  and  imperfections.     Men  of  bust 
ness,  pursuing  the  various  avocktions  of  life  in  a  state  of 
•ociety  highly  complicated,  and  in  its  various  branches 
connected  and  intertwined  in  a  thousand  forms  of  combi- 
nation, have,  in  that  long  period  of  time,  felt  all  the  good 
and  all  the  evil  it  contained;  but  with  all  its  good  and  all 
its  evil,  taken  as  a  whole,  it  has  proved  highly  beneficial 
to  our  country.     That  it  has  so,  is  certain  from  the  united 
opinion  of  all  men  of  business,  and  almost  all  the  local 
banks  in  the  United  States,  whose  petitions  for  its  renewal 
load  your  tables— petitions,  not  or  one  place,  or  of  one 
party,  or  one  class  of  men,  but  of  the  people  of  all  classes, 
all  parties,  and  almost  all  sections  of  the  Union— -and  ge- 
nerally in  those  petitions  they  call  for  an  extension  of  me 
charter  of  the  bank,  without  suggesting  either  variation 
or  modification.    Others  do  suggest  existing  evils,  and  ask 
for  a  modification  which  will  remove  them;  but  in  no  one, 
and  from  no  quarter,  do  we  hear  it  urged  as  a  complaint 
that  the  notes  of  the  bank,  wherever  payable,  are  not 
nnade  a  tender  at  all  places  for  the  payment  of  individual 
debu  to  the  bank.     Was  it  necessary,  then,  or  was  it  pro- 
per, to  insert  such  provision?    Certainly  not,  unless  some 
!vii  was  to  be  avoided,  or  some  good  to  be  produced  by  it. 
The  present  charter  of  the  bank  permits  them  to  pay 
>ut  and  put  in  circuMion,  at  any  one  of  their  branches, 
>ills  payable  at  any  other  branch.     The  bill  before  us  re- 
itricts  them,  and  requires  that  no  notes  of  a  denomina- 
ion  which  constitutes  currency  shall  be  paid  out  or  put  in 
circulation  which  are  not  made  payable  at  the  place  where 
hey  arw  so  issued.    If,  then,  an  imlividual  borrow  money 
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at  a  branch,  and  agfee  to  pay  it  at  the  same  place,  is  it,  I 
ask,  necessary  for  nis  protection,  or  consistent  with  mer- 
cantile habits  and  principles,  that  he  should  be  allowed,  as 
a  legal  right,  to  tender  m  payment  of  this  loan  the  notes 
of  the  person  (or  the  bank)  of  whom  he  borrows,  payable 
a  thousand  miles  off  ?  It  may  be  just  enough,  once  adopted 
aa  a  rule  of  law;  but  it  would  be  embarrasnng  in  the  ex* 
tremeto  the  lender,  and  would  compel  him  to  diminish  the 
amount  of  his  loans  in  order  to  sustain  his  credit  But  can 
any  injury  happen  to  the  borrower  by  the  want  of  such 
provision?     Every  individual  who  borrows  at  a  bank 
knows  when  pay-day  comes,  and  if  he  be  provident,  be 
prepares  for  it.     Should  the  bank  hold  him  to  the  strict 
biw,  and  require  him  to  pay  in  the  notes  of  the  branch,  or 
specie,  he  has  time  to  prepare  himself  with  such  funds  as 
nmj  suit  his  purpose,  by  exchanges,  which  are  always 
eaaily  effected.    As,  for  example,  a  trader  or  mechanic  at 
Cincinnati  borrows  money  payable  at  that  place,  and  he 
is  required  to  pay  in  notes  of  that  branch,  or  specie:  now 
the  notes  that,  under  this  charter,  would  circulate  there, 
are  those  of  Cincmnati,  Louisville,  and  Pittsbui^.     If  the 
debtor  had  one-third  of  the  amount  due  in  notes  of  each 
of  those  branches,  and  the  bank  at  Cincinnati  should  re- 
fuse to  receive  any  but  its  own  notes,  every  man  of  busi* 
ness  knows  that  an  hour  would  be  ample  time  to  exchange 
to  the  amount  of  any  moderate  loan,  and  without  a  pre- 
mium, for  such  funds  as  the  branch  could  not  refuse. 
But  the  suppoution  that  this  would  ever  be  required  by 
the  bank,  is  perfectly  idle.    They  have  to  deal  with  the 
people,  and  the  good  will  of  their  customers  is  the  source 
both  of  their  convenience  and  tlieir  profit.    It  would  be 
wanton  foUy  in  them  to  refuse  notes  of  any  of  their 
branches  in  payment  of  the  debts  due  them,  whenever 
obtained  by  a  borrower  in  the  due  course  of  business,  and 
fairly  offcKd  for  that  purpose.    They  never  have,  Uiat  I 
have  ever  heardof,  asyet,  in  the  whole  course  of  their  busi- 
ness, and  I  preaume  they  never  will,  unless  their  officers  be- 
come insane,  or  an  unexpected  cliange  in  bumness  should 
render  it  necessary  for  self-preservation.  But  compel  them 
by  law  to  do  that  which  they  now  do  voluntarily,  and  great 
mischief  might  folloi^.     In  the  fluctuations  of  trade  Siere 
will  frequently  be  heavy  drains  upon  the  specie  of  our 
great  commercial  cities.     In  those  cities  flows  from  every 
part  of  the  Union  the  paper  of  all  the  branches,  brought 
there  by  traders  as  the  funds  easiest  of  transportation  for 
the  purchase  of  merchandise.    There,  too,  the  heaviest 
loans  are  made  to  individuals,  and  the  amount  becoming 
due  to  the  bank,  in  a  single  day,  is  sometimes  immense. 
Now,  in  this  state  of  things,  suppose  one  of  these  sudden 
and  heavy  pressures  upon  the  money  market  in  New  York, 
and  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  and  the  oth«r  banks  in 
that  city  are  drawn  on  at  once  for  one  or  two  millions  of 
dollars  of  specie,  and  thb  bank  compelled  to  receive  the 
paper  of  remote  branches  in  payment  of  debts,  is  it  not 
obvious  at  once  that  they  would  bear  the  whole  pressure, 
in  the  first  instance,  at  least  to  the  extent  of  all  the  notes 
of  all  the  branches  in  the  money  market  of  the  place?  The 
Manhattan  bank,  for  example,  has  #100,000  of  the  paper 
of  the  remote  branches,  and  wishes  to  make  it  available 
at  once  in  specie:  that  bank  would,  tbroueh  the  medium 
of  brokers,  bid  up  a  small  premium  in  the  bills  on  remote 
branches,  for  those  payable  at  the  branch  in  New  York» 
and  the  debtors  who  were  about  to  pay  the  money  on  their 
own  notes  would  make  the  exchange  and  take  the  pre- 
mium, and  the  Bianhattan  bank  would  return  the  notes 
of  the  branch  in  New  York,  and  compel  the  payment  of 
specie.  Thus  eveiy  sudden  pressure  would  be  cast  wholly 
upon  this  institution,  their  bumness  would  be  cramped, 
and  their  discounts  limited,  and  no  good  or  useful  pur- 
pose whatever  effected  by  it.     So  much  as  to  the  pro- 
priety of  this  extension  of  the  general  privilege  of  tender 
to  individuals. 
With  respect  to  banks,  the  case  is  wholly  different. 
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They  are  the  rivals,  not  the  eustomert,  of  this  institution. 
If  their  jeaknisy  should  ever  be  excited  against  any;  if 
they  should,  from  any  cause,  attempt  the  oppression  or 
overthrow  of  any  interest  in  the  country,  it  would  be 
the  local  institutions,  the  other  chartered  banks  in  the 
United  Statesi  and  it  is  against  the  possibility  of  sucli 
oppression  that  tliis  fourth  section  was  intended  to  guard. 

Banks  are  essentially  creatures  of  credit,  no  matter  how 
safe  and  solvent  they  may  be  in  fiict;  if  they  ever  refuse 
payment  of  their  engagements  but  for  a  single  day,  under 
circumstances  where  they  are  lef^lly  required,  the  public 
confidence  is  shaken,  tlieir  credit  is  gone,  and  their  ruin 
is  complete. 

Banks,  too,  are  unlike  inctividuab  in  this(  they  do  not 
know  what  day  or  hour,  or  to  what  amount,  th^  may  be 
called  on  to  redeem  their  nofcef .  They  caimot,  therefore, 
be  prepared,  by  a  given  day,  to  meet  a  gpven  sum,  which 
they  know  they  must  pay,  and  which  is  all  tliat  tliey  must 
pay.  But  a  heavy  claim  may  come  without  a  moment's 
notice,  and  must  be  paid  wttliin  the  day,  or  the  credit  of 
the  bank  is  destroyed. 

Again,  sir,  several  branches  may  have  a  motive,  an^ 
without  this  provision  they  would  have  the  power  to  com- 
bine aga'.nst  a  State  bank  to  injure  and  oppress  it,  while 
they  have  neither  the  motive  nor  the  power  90  to  operate 
against  individuals.  I  would  instance  the  case  of  the 
three  branches  of  Pittsburg,  Cincinnati,  and  Louisville, 
the  notes  of  all  which  circulate  within  the  ranjpe  of  busi- 
ness of  the  Commercial  bank  of  Cincinnati.  They  each 
of  them  receive  the  notes  of  that  bank,  and  it  receives 
theirs.  Suppose  that  eaoh  of  these  branches  has  in  its 
vaults  #30,000  of  the  notes  of  the  Commercial  bank,  and 
that  it  has  at  the  same  time  an  equivalent  amount  of  theirs. 
The  two  remote  branches  may,  if  they  choose  to  do  so, 
under  the  present  charter,  send  all  those  notes  to  the  Cin- 
cinnati branch  for  collection — ^this  branch  presents  them 
at  the  Commercial  bank  and  demands  payment;  they  must 
take  in  exchange  the  30,000  dollars  of  paper  on  the  Cin- 
'cinnati  branch,  but  are  not  bound  to  take  the  60,000  on 
the  Pittsburg  and  Louisville  branches.  The  Commercial 
bank  might,  tlierefore,  be  compelled  to  pay  the  balance 
of  60,000  dollars  in  specie,  to  its  great  injui7,  when  equity 
required  that  not  a  dollar  should  be  drawn.  A  case  like 
this  could  not  arise  as  to  an  individual.  And  was  it  not 
right  to  provide  against  this  possible  evil?  And  can  it  be 
that  this  provision  is  '*  most  odious*'  to  a  wise  Executive 
and  an  honest  and  intelligent  people,  because  anotlier  pro- 
vision, fraught  with  mischief,  and  productive  of  no  good, 
has  not  also  been  inserted? 

But  this  boon,  it  is  said,  is  most  odious,  '<  because  it  does 
not  measure  out  equal  justice  to  the  high  and  low,  rich 
and  poor.**  Now,  sir,  1  caimot  sec  the  connexion  of  this 
conclusion,  with  any  of  the  premises  or  arguments  which 
precede  it,  if,  indeed,  it  be  intended  as  a  conclusion.  If 
It  be  an  assertion,  1  can  by  no  means  admit  its  truth  in 
point  of  fact.  The  rich  and  poor,  in  the  capacity  of  bor- 
rowers, are  certainly,  in  the  provisions  of  this  bill,  placed 
upon  the  same  footing^  precisely — all  subject  to  the  same 
obligations,  and  all  having  the  same  rights.  But  banking 
institutions,  being  particularly  liable  to  danger,  have  hud 
a  shield  thrown  over  them  as  a  defence,  which  private 
borrowers,  who  are  not  exposed  to  the  same  danger,  did 
not  want,  and,  therefore,  did  not  receive.  Butthe  **high 
and  low,  rich  and  poor,"  what  does  it  mean  as  applied  to 
the  Stirte  institutions?  The  banks  themselves  are  neither 
the  one  thing  nor  the  other;  but  if  it  have  any  application 
at  all,  it  must  be  to  the  stockholders  in  such  bank.  Now, 
sir,  if  it  be  true  that  the  stockholders  in  our  State  banks 
are,  as  a  body,  richer  than  the  borrowers  from  the  Bank 
of  the  United  States,  it  is  a  fact  which  I  Imve  yet  to  learn. 
The  stock  in  those  banks  is  generally  held  in  small  sums 
by  men  who  have,  during  an  active  life,  saved  something 
for  tlieir  old  age;  or  by  the  widows  and  orphan^i  of  such 


persons,  deceased.  The  boirowera  of  the  Bsnk  of  tk 
United  States  are  the  young,  tlie  active,  and  the  enter- 
prising, who  are  usingp  their  talenta  and  industiy  to  rise  in 
the  world.  Neither  claas^  as  compared  with  the  oOier,  ii 
rich,  and  neither  poor;  and  I  know  not  upon  what  soand, 
statesmanlike  principle  an  assertion  cr  aasumedconcltuka 
of  this  kind  could  have  found  its  place  inthtsmes^e. 

But  it  is  further  said,  and  it  is  the  last  mischief  diicoKo 
under  this  head,  that  the  necessary  tendency  of  this  pre> 
vision  is  **  to  unite  the  Bank  of  tlie  United  States  uultb 
State  banks  in  any  measure  which  may  be  thought  cofidi;- 
cive  to  tlieir  common  interest" 

There  is  but  one  possible  mode  in  which  this  prorisHB 
of  the  charter  would  produce  tlie  effect  proposed,  tad 
tliat  is  by  removin^^  a  source  of  controversy  sind  discord 
between  them,  preventing  future  collisions,  and  tmbliif 
them  to  pursue  more  harmonioudy  the  general  objecQcf 
their  creation  $  for  unless  strife  and  discord  prerentit,!!] 
men  and  all  institutions  who  possess  an  ordinaiy  share  of 
wisdom  and  foresight,  will  pursue  that  which  is  conducVe 
to  their  interest;  and  if  tlie  same  object  be  conducive  ra 
the  interest  of  tlie  whole  people,  or  a  whole  cha  ^ 
incorporated  institutions^  they  will»  unless  the  prcdoot- 
nance  of  evil  passions  prevent  it,  unite  in  its  pursuit.  Ttd 
provision  might  have  had  the  efi'ect  of  removing  causrs  of 
animosity  between  the  national  and  State  institutions,  td 
have  allayed  or  prevented  the  occurrence  of  hostile  cs 
unkindly  feelinn  between  those  who  directeti  them,  aod 
thus  have  enabled  them  to  pursue  their  common  inien^ 
without  jealousy  or  collision,  and  by  tlieir  united  n)e»ns*( 
advance  the  common  interests  of  our  country,  fiu*  > 
cannot,  for  myself,  divine  why  the  removal  of  a  subfct 
of  discord  between  that  and  the  State  institutions  shoj^ 
be  made  an  objection  fatal  to  the  bilL  This  difficulty,  il 
it  be  one,  lies  too  deep  for  my  intellect  to  &thoa  i 
Surely  the  President  did  not  intend  to  convey  the  ics 
that  the  Bank  of  the  United  SUtes  and  the  State  bach 
would,  by  this  provision,  be  induced  **  necestarih'' ^ 
unite  in  oppressing  tlte  people.  No  man  possessing  cni- 
nary  intelligence  could  entertain  an  opinion  of  this  kii4 
and,  if  not  entertained,  certainly  it  could  not  be  iotrotifiiv 
ally  advanced.  Unite  against  the  people!  IVhr,  sr,le^ 
this  bank  and  the  State  bank  settle  their  accounts  «ii 
each  other  as  they  will,  or  let  tlie  law  settle  for  thtim^* 
may,  they  are  still,  and  alWays  must  be,  rivals  io  trvifi 
and  their  competition  compels  them,  and  niu»t  ilv&<i 
compel  them,  to  treat  their  customers  not  only  ^^ 
justice,  but  with  courtesy^  and  do  roan  in  tliis  sg«  *^ 
nation  will  believe,  let  it  be  insinuated  from  wiiat  qii^i^ 
it  may,  that  a  law  compelling  the  Bank  of  tlie  t'<f'^ 
States  to  receive  the  paper  of  the  branches  in  payiB^ 
from  tlie  State  banks,  will  form  a  bond  of  union  bct»c^ 
them,  and  unite  tliem  against  the  people,  on  whose  p^ 
will  they  both  depend. 

Passing  from  this  subject,  the  message  procecdsto»y  "* 

**  Tlie  ninth  section  of  the  act  recognises  priiicipi«  ^ 
worse  tendency  than  any  provision  of  the  present cb»rW- 

«<  It  enacts  that  *  tlie  cashier  of  the  bank  shall  annu&^ 
report  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  the  "»"!**^ 
stockholders  who  are  not  resident  citizens  of  the  l><' 
^tate8,  and,  on  the  application  of  tlie  treasurer  of  ^ 
State,  shall  make  out  and  transmit  to  such  treasurer  >«^ 
of  stockholders  residing  in,  or  citizens  of  such  State,  *> 
the  amount  of  stock  />wned  by  each.' "  .  j^ 

This  principle,  so  fraught  with  evil,  is  the  right  ot  ^ 
States  to  tax  stockholders  resident  witliin  their  limits 

Now,  sir,  no  right  of  this  kind  is,  or  could  be»  f^  ^ 
nor  is  it  professed  to  be  granted  by  tliia  bill*  1  ^^  '^l  . 
section  furnishes  the  several  States  the  means  of  J"^**'jJ 
what  stock  is  owned  withtn  tlieir  limits,  and  who  »re  ^ 
proprietors,  but  it  confers  no  riglits  upon  tlie  ^!*^'nie 
gives  them  nd  power — it  does  not  ev«n  sugge)»(  ^^  "^^! 
the  use  which  the  States  may  make  of  this  inforoa*^^ 
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And  it  is  hardly  a  fair  presumption  tliat  the  States  will  so 
far  abuse  their  information,  that  tlie  merely  tellings  them 
the  secret  will  sap  the  liberties  and  destroy  the  prosperity 
of  the  commonwealtb. 

But,  sir,  the  right  of  the  States  to  tax  the  stock  held  in 
this  bank  by  persons  residing  within  their  limits,  has  never 
been  doubted.  Many  of  the  States  have  exercised  it; 
and  idl  have  the  power  to  do  it,  and  to  compel  the  stock- 
holder, by  various  modes,  generally  tliat  of  arbitrary 
assessment,  to  diticlose  under  oath  tiie  amount  of  stock 
which  he  owns.  But  the  ninth  section  of  this  cliarter 
obviates  that  necesMty,  and  it  does  nothing  more.  So 
much  for  the  effect  of  this  provision,  which  is  said  to  be 
fraugitt  with  principles  of  such  dangerous  tendency.  But 
&  word  more  as  to  the  principles  which  it  does  not  recog- 
nise, but  which,  nevertheless,  do  exist  in  law. 

1  have  said  that  the  States  have  an  undoubted  right  to 
tax  the  stockholders  residing  within  their  limits  fur  all  the 
stock  which  they  hold  in  the  Bank  of  the  United  States. 
The  right  of  taxation,  as  to  debts,  contracts,  stocks,  every 
thing  which  is  of  untangible  nature,  (not  issuing  out  of  real 
estate,)  and  is,  therefore,  ofnopUce,  is  determined  by  the 
domietl  of  the  owner;  it  is  supposed  to  exist  there,  and,  if 
taxed  St  all,  it  is  in  the  State  or  kingdom  in  which  its  owner 
resides.  Take,  for  example,  the  case  of  a  man  resident 
in  Virginia,  loaning  money  to  a  citizen  of  Ohio.  Could 
Ohio  tax  tlie  lender  in  consequence  of  the  loan?  Certainly 
not.  But  the  money  i  n  the  hands  of  the  borrower,  dispose 
of  it  however  he  might—whether  he  retained  it  on  hand, 
or  converted  it  into  property,  or  loaned  it  again — ^would 
become  at  once  a  subject  of  taxation  in  Ohio.  It  is  the 
same  between  kingdoms  as  States;  a  long  established  prin- 
ciple of  international  law,  never  departed  from  in  times  of 
peace  and  amity:  and  even  in  war,  confiscation,  or  the 
suspension  of  the  rights  of  the  creditor,  and  not  taxation, 
is  the  usual  resort  against  the  credits  of  the  al.en  enemy. 
But  a  word  as  to  the  justice  of  this  principle,  as  applied 
to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  and  the  policy  of  per- 
.  mitting  the  stock  to  be  owned  by  foreigners. 

The  bonus  of  three  millions  of  dollars,  and  the  several 
burdens  imposed  by  the  bill,  was  the  price  which  it  was 
proposed  should  be  paid  by  the  bank  for  its  privilege  to 
exist,  and  loan  money  as  a  corporation.     This  was  the 
medium  sum  in  the  judgment  of  those  who  had  reflected 
on  the  subject;  and  every  thing  considered  was  about  a 
just  equivalent.     This  matter,  however,  I  do  not  intend 
to  discuss— suffice  it  that  it  Was  the  price  proposed  for  the 
privilege  of  the  charter.     The  individual  stockholders, 
then,  must,  in  this  bonus,,  pay  an  equivalent  for  vesting 
their  money  in  the  corporate  joint  stock  concern;  and, 
having  done  so,  they  ought  to  stand  in  every  other  respect 
upon  precisely  the  same  footing  with  individual  money 
lenders — no  better  and  no  worse.     If  an  individual  resid- 
ing in  Boston  send  a  hundred  thousand  dollars   to  his 
agent  at  Cincinnati,  who  lends  it  for  him  and  in  his  name, 
the  State  of  Ohio  cannot,  as  I  have  already  explained,  tax 
the  Bostonian  on  account  of  the  loan.     The  State  of  Mas- 
sachusetts may,  but  Ohio  cannot,  for  the  debt  is  drawn  to 
the  domicil  of  tlie  lender,  and  is  property  there,  and  not 
in  Ohio.     So,  if  the  lender  resides  in  England,  and  loans 
his  money  in  the  United  States,  the  same  principle  applies; 
we  cannot  tax  him  for  the  loan,  but  his  own  Ctevernhient 
can.     lliese  are  principles  which  we  cannot  alter,  and 
keep  witliin  those  rules  which  are  respected  by  all  civilized 
nations.     Now,  the  same  principles  apply,  in  all  their 
force,  to  stockholders  in  the  Bank  of  the  United  States. 
They  stand  in  the  situation  of  lenders,  and,  having  paid 
for  the  privilege  of  a  corporate  existence,  are,  all  beyond 
the  peculiar  privilege  so  purchased,  in  effect,  private 
money  lenders,  to  the  amount  of  their  stock;  and  where  is 
the   hardship  of  all  this?    Ought  we  to  complain  that 
foreigners  come  here  and  lend  their  money  or  invest  their 
capital.^  Does  Pennsylvania  complain  that  her  canal  stock 


is  purchased  in  England?  Or  does  Ohio  feel  grieved  that 
her  stock  is  owned  in  New  York,  Philadelphia,  and  in 
London?  No  such  thing.  It  is,  of  all  otliers,  that  which 
advances  our  prosperity.  They  have  capital  which  we 
want.  We  have  industry,  enterprise,  and  the  means  or 
applying  capital,  which  they  do  not  possess.  It  is,  there- 
fore, for  the  common  benefit  that  tlie  transfer  should  be 
made.  It  is  true  it  would  be  better  if  we  had  this  capital 
of  our  own,  without  paying  interest;  but,  as  we  have  it 
not,  it  is  well  that  we  can  obtun  it  on  favorable  terms 
from  other  States,  or  from  foreign  nations.  No  one  ever 
heard  of  any  nation  prohibiting  its  citizens  from  borrowing 
money  of  fi>reigner8;  and  it  would  be  equally  absurd  in 
us  to  prohibit  ours  from  selling  tl)em  stocks  in  our  banks, 
or  our  public  works. 

Cspital  is,  indeed,  the  great  desideratum  in  our  country; 
it  is  tne  want  of  it  which  disables  us  from  competing  with 
foreigi\jers  in  many  articles  of  manufacture,  and  all  the 
capital  which  we  have  received,  or  shall  receive,  from 
England,  or  elsewhere  abroad,  and  all  the  interest  we  pay 
them,  is  saved  thrice  told«  in  the  products  of  our  home 
industry,  which  it  creates  and  sustains.  , 

There  is  another  clause  in  the  tliird  page  of  the  mes- 
sage, to  which  I  now  ask  the  attention  or  the  Senate. 

'*  It  has  been  urged  as  an  argument  in  favor  of  rechar- 
tering  the  present  bank,  that  the  calling  in  iu  loans  will 
produce  great  embarrassment  and  distress.  ^  The  time 
allowed  to  close  its  concerns  is  ample;  and  if  it  has  been 
well  managed,  its  pressure  will  be  light,  and  heay  only 
in  case  its  management  has  been  bad.  If,  therefore,  it 
shall  produce  distress,  the  fault  will  be  its  own;  and  it 
would  furnish  a  reason  against  renewinap  a  power  which 
has  been  so  obviously  abused.  But  will  there  ever  be  a 
time  when  this  reason  will  be  less  powerful?  To  acknow- 
ledge iu  force,  is  to  admit  that  the  bank  ought  to  be  per* 
petual;  and,  as  a  consequence,  the  present  stockholders, 
and  those  inheriting  their  rispltts  as  successors,  be  establish- 
ed a  privileged  order,  clotned  both  with  great  political 
power,  and  enjoying  immense  pecuniary  advantages,  from 
their  connexion  with  the  Government." 

This  whole  clause  is  assumption,  without  argument  or 
proof  to  sustain  it.  Tlie  question  whether  ttie  time  to 
close  the  concern  of  the  bank  is  or  is  not  ample,  is  one 
which  depends  upon  a  variety  of  circumstances,  of  which 
the  most  important  are  the  amount  of  its  loans,  and  ability 
of  the  individuals  and  of  the  country  to  pay  those  loans 
without  serious  pressure  upon  business,  aitd  consequent 
individual  and  public  distress;  but  the  message  avers  that 
if  the  management  of  the  bank  has  been  good,  the  pres- 
sure, on  the  withdrawal  of  its  loans,  will  be  liglit,  and 
heavy  only  in  case  its  manappement  has  been  bad.  It 
would  seem,  therefore,  accordmgto  the  ideas  conveyed  in 
the  message,  that  the  bank  ought  to  have  made  no  loans 
except  to  individuals  who  were  full  handed  and  always 
ready  to  pay;  and  that  they  should  not  have  been  liberal 
of  their  loans  in  any  portion  of  the  country  where  money 
was  scarce,  and  the  business  and  the  enterprise  of  the 
people  dependent  on  their  capital  to  put  it  in  motion.  In 
other  words,  it  were,  according  to  the  messafjpe,  gt)od 
management  to  k)an  to  the  rich  who  are  full  of  capital, 
and  can  always  pay,  and  to  refuse  to  the  poorer  and  more 
enterprising  sections  and  citizens  of  our  country,  who 
borrow  to  create  capital  from  the  proceeds  of  their  indus- 
try, aided  by  their  loans.  In  this  I  differ  from  the  message 
to  the  whole  extent.     Th'is  bank  was  little  needed  in  that 

Cortion  of  our  countr}'  where  capital  has  been  accumu- 
iting  for  ages,  and  therefore  abounds.  It  was  not  wanted 
in  Boston — they  could  do  well  enough  without  it  In  New 
York,  Philadelphia,  and  Baltimore— but  in  the  West,  the 
younger  sisters  of  our  confederacy,  Ohio,  Kentucky^  In- 
diana, Illinois,  and  Missouri,  where  the  whole  wealth  of 
the  people  has  sprung  from  small  savings  of  the  industry 
and  enterprise  or  the  present  generation,  who  themselves 
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entered  and  subjiirated  the  wUderness,  which  they  have 
covered  with  fruitful  fields  and  fiouriiiiinc^  village.  In 
these  lections  of  our  country,  capital— accumulated  capi- 
tal-—does  not,  and,  in  the  very  nature  of  things,  cannot, 
exist}  and  there,  of  all  places  else,  is  there  neea  of  capital 
to  sustain  the  enterprise  and  aid  the  industry  of  tlie  people. 

If  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  was  designed  to  confer 
•U  the  benefit,  in  a  national  point  of  view,  of  which  it 
was  capable,  this  is  exactly  the  portion  of  the  country  to 
which  its  liberal  loans  would  have  effected  that  object. 
By  lending  freely  in  this  youthful  section  of  our  country, 
to  tlie  industrious,  the  honest,  and  the  enterprinng,  who 
could  apply  the  loans  advantageously,  so  as  to  pay  the 
interest  and  accumulate  capital  out  of  the  residue  of  the 
profits,  those  who  maiiagea  the  concerns  of  this  institu- 
tion not  only  did  wisely  for  the  interest  of  the  concern, 
but  well  for  the  general  benefit  of  the  nation.  But  these 
are,  of  all-others,  the  loans  which  it  is  the  most  difficult  to 
withdraw,  without  the  pressure  being  severely  felt;  pre- 
citely  for  the  reason  that  they  were  the  loans,  of  all  others, 
the  most  needed  when  made.  It  does  not,  therefore, 
appear  to  roe  to  be  true  in  &ct,  that  if  the  bank  cannot 
withdraw  its  business  without  injuiy  to  the  country,  it 
affords  evidence  of  its  mismanagement;  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, it  proves  that  it  now  ministers  to  the  actual  wants 
of  the  country;  and  when  Uioae  wants  cease  to  be  supplied, 
and  the  fund  is  withdrawn,  it  will  produce  misery  and 
distress.  I,  sir,  am  not  the  eulogist  of  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States^  nor  in  any  respect  its  especial  friend.  I 
am  not,  and  have  not  been,  its  supporter,  except  so  far  as 
I  have  seen  and  felt  its  existence  blended  with  the  interests 
of  my  country,  and  more  especially  for  the  time  being, 
with  the  vital  interests  of  that  portion  of  the  country 
which  I  in  part  represent,  and  whose  welfare  I  most  espe- 
cially regard;  ana  I  cannot  look  forward  to  the  crisis 
which  awaits  tliat  country  wltliout  feelings  of  anxiety  and 
alarm^  If  this  institution  is  really  to  be  prostrated,  if  it 
have  now  received  its  death  blow,  and  is  but  to  await  and 
prepare  for  its  final  fall,  the  distress  and  ruin  which  it 
will  occamon,  rests  not  with  the  wealthy  money  holder, 
whose  funds  have  found  an  investment  in  its  stocks;  if  it 
did,  and  this  were  all,  for  him  I  would  care  little;  but  it 
BHist  come  with  fatal  and  unbroken  force  upon  the  indu»> 
try,  the  enterprise,  the  public  prosperity,  and  the  private 
comfort  of  the  whole  extended  W  est 

I  have  already  said  that  in  that  section  of  the  Union  we 
are  without  capital.  The  Bank  of  the  United  States,  in 
pursuing  its  own  interest,  has  done  what  motives  of  public 
spirit  would  have  prompted.  It  loaned  extensively  where 
it  found  capital  deficient,  and  the  means  of  employing  it 
abundant— and  at  this  time  we  have  in  the  viUley  of  the 
Mississippi  thirty  millions  of  its  funds  invested  and  em- 
ployed. 

That  the  employment  of  that  fund  has  brought  with  it 

{)ublic  improvement  and  general  prosperity,  no  one  who 
las  watched  the  progress  of  that  section  of  the  Union 
unce  the  first  estaoliahment  of  the  branches  of  this  bank 
withiir  its  limits,  can  for  a  moment  doubt.  How  steady 
and  how  rapid  has  been  our  advance,  by  the  aid  of  this 
institution,  and  other  concurring  causes,  from  a  state  of 
financial  and  commercial  depression,  to  one  of  almost  un- 
rivalled prosperity. 

But,  sir,  the  scene  is  now  to  be  changed.  If  the  days 
of  this  institution  be  numbered,  evety  principle  of  self- 
protection  must  constrain  it  at  once  to  prepu^  for  its  final 
termination.  The  capital  of  the  stockholders,  now  in- 
vested in  this  bank,  must  be  withdrawn,  in  order  to  seek 
another  investment.  Those  who  have  its  direction,  must, 
tlierefore,  as  a  matter  of  duty  to  their  employers,  call  in 
their  loans  and  issues,  and  prepare  for  its  final  withdrawal; 
and  I  now'  ask  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  its  operation 
upon  my  own  section  of  the  Union»  not  with  the  hope  of 
changing  Uie  opinion,  or  the  course  of  any  portion  of  that 


minority  who  voted  originally  against  the  bill,  and  with* 
out  whose  aid  our  struggle  here  is  fruitless  and  unsTsilinjr; 
but  1  speak  that  my  own  may  be  heard  beyond  these  vtUi 
by  those  whom  I  represent,  that  they  at  least  may  knov 
that  1  have  not  been  blind  to  their  interest,  or  unmindfiil 
of  my  duty  towards  them. 

Sir,  of  the  whole  thirty  millions  lonned  in  the  Western 
States,  but  one  hundred  and  forty  thousand  two  husdred 
dollan  is  owned  as  stock  in  that  section  of  the  conntrf. 
All  besides  of  the  whole  thirty  miUioas  must  be,  vitluB 
the  coming  five  years,  collected  and  withdrawn  from  oar 
circulation.  But  this  is  not  all :  there  is  owned  by  foretgn. 
ers  something  more  than  eight  millions  of  the  stock  of  the 
bank.  This  sura  can  find,  at  tliis  time,  no  other  afe  in- 
vestment in  our  country.  That  eight  millions  must  be 
shipped  from  our  seaboard  in  gokl  and  silver  to  the  capt- 
talists  of  Europe. 

The  withdrawal  of  that  sum  from  the  actual  qiecie  a- 
pitid  of  our  country  must  of  itself  cauae  a.  sensible  pres- 
sure  in  the  money  nurket;  and  that  pressure,  though 
striking  first  on  tlie  commercial  cities,  will  be  felt  through- 
out the  Union,  especially  in  the  West,  which  hss  alwsp 
maintained  with  them  a  constant  and  close  connexion:  for, 
rcely  less  qinckly  do  the  nerves  in  the  sniiml 


frame  carry  sensation  between  the  extremities  and  ifae 
bnun,  their  common  centre,  than  do  the  rapid  lines  of 
commercial  intercourse  bear  the  vibrations  of  money  ctpi- 
tal,  the  reUtion  of  demand  and  supply  in  the  coiiunm»] 
world,  from  our  cities,  the  centre  and  emporium  of  tbit 
commerce,  to  the  extreme  points  of  our  Union.  Wbii 
man  of  business  who  has  heard  of  a  sadden  chum  on  one 
of  the  commercial  cities  for  a  few  mUliona  of  dollars,  but 
1ms  felt  at  once  the  extended  pressure  upon  the  remote 
point  which  he  may  have  occupied?  Tlie  tnnspoititioQ 
of  this  eight  millions  of  specie,  if  it  stood  alone,  and  viti 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States  to  aid  us,  and  break  tbe 
force  of  the  shock,  we  should  feel,  and  sensibly  feel,eTei 
to  the  farthest  West.  ^ 

But  sensibly  as  this  would  be  felt  in  qpmmon  tines,  tsA 
under  ordinary  circumstances,  it  will  be  lost  in  the  msgiu- 
tude  of  the  fiscal  and  commercial  evils  of  which  it  must  ^ 
but  an  attendant.  In  the  first  pbce,the  Issues  oftiif 
Bank  of  the  United  States  must  cease.  The  roan  of  boa- 
nessi  whether  engaged  in  the  transportation  of  tbe  pro- 
duce of  the  country-— the  building  and  equipping  ofstesa^ 
boats  for  the  navigation  of  our  waters-— the  iroproremnt 
of  our  cities — ^the  trade  to  Santa  Fe— or  the  fur  ^'^ 
the  heads  of  the  liisnssippi,  or  the  Northwest  coast,  %wi 
at  once  the  resources  on  which  he  relied  to  aid  his  enter 
prise,  cut  off— the  fountain  dried  up  at  its  rcry  source- 
Next,  in  the  whole  extent  of  business,  those  to  ^^ 
these  funds,  in  the  liands  of  the  first  adventurers,  M 
furnished  employment  as  laborera  and  artisans*  or  ute 
farmen  to  whom  it  had  supplied  a  casl^  market  for  tbe 
surplus  produce  of  their  nelds,  are  thrown  oat  of  en- 
ploy  ment,  ^d  their  products  left  pa  their  hands,  orsoM 
UH*  credit  to  the  exporter,  with  all  the  vexations  of  delay 
in  payment,  and  the  risk  of  loss. 

But  the  bank  must  not  only  cease  its  issues,  it  v^ 
withdraw  its  paper  from  circulation,  and  compel  the  p^f* 
ment  of  its  loans;  the  thirty  millions  which  we  owe  it  to 
the  West  must  be  called  in.  All  the  paper  of  die  Bint 
of  the  United  SUtes  in  circulation  among  us  viM."*r 
but  a  mere  pittance  of  that  sum.  That  must  be,  m  "ij 
first  place,  all  withdrawnt  and  how  is  the  void  to  be  nlKfl 
The  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Whcts]  ^'^^ 
State  banks  may  increase  their  issues;  but  never  ^ 
there  a  more  egregious  error.  Tbe  State  banks  m«i 
in  self^lefence,  cease  their  loans  and  withdraw  their  >s^ 
also.  Look  for  a  moment  at  its  operation:  there  is  w^ 
including  the  whole  circulating  medium— United  sw 
paper,  the  paper  of  the  State  banks»  and  «P**^**^ 
amount  krge  enough  in  the  Western  States  to  p^f  ^ 
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debt  which  we  owe  that  bank.  All  the  embryo  riches  of 
the  earth  we  have— every  thing  which  constitutes  the 
germ  of  great  future  wealth.  It  is  inherent  in  our  soil 
and  popubtion;  but  it  requires  time  and  means  to  deve- 
lop and  call  it  into  being.  But,  sir,  of  money,  gold  and 
nlver,  and  that  which  will  at  once  command  them,  we 
have  not  in  the  whole  country  an  amount  sufficient  to  pay 
this  debt.  If  the  State  banks  enlarge  their  issues,  to 
supply  the  pressing  wants  of  the  community,  their  paper, 
either  at  once,  or  mcv  going  a  few  short  rounds  of  trade, 
must  fall  into  the  hands  of  the  debtors  of  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States;  they  pay  it  in,  in  liquidation  of  tlieir  debts, 
and  it  ia  returned  to  the  State  banks,  and  specie  drawn 
from  their  vaults,  and  exported  from  the  country.  Is  not 
this,  sir,  the  natural  and  necessary  course  of  things? 
Surely  it  isf  and  it  will  be  understood  at  once  by  the  State 
institutions,  which  are  solvent  and  wish  to  continue  so;  and 
they,  too,  must  and  will  lock  their  counters  against  their 
customers,  aiid  withdraw  their  issues.  Then  follows  a 
scene  of  calamity  and  suifering  which  we  have  once  ex- 
perienced in  that  section  of  the  country,  and  with  which 
I  had  hoped  in  God  we  should  never  have  again  be^n 
visited.  I  allude  to  the  commercial  revulsions  which  fol- 
lowed the  close  of  the  Ute  war,  the  consequences  of  which 
were  so  heavily  felt,  and  are  still  fresh  in  the  recollection 
of  us  all. 

The  Bank  of  the  United  States  must,  tlien,  withdraw 
its  issues  and  call  in  its  loans,  or  as  much  of  them  as  the 
amount  of  money  in  the  country  will  meet.     As  tliis  me- 
dium disappears  from  among  us,  the  property  of  every 
individual — land,  houses,  stock — ^tbe  fruits  of  the  earth — 
the  labor  of  the  iarmer,  the  meclianic,  and  all  the  pro- 
ducts of  tlieir  labor,  must  go  down,  almost  to  nothing: 
still,  for  years,  this  debt  will  press  heavier  and  heavier 
upon  our  resources.     The  man  who  owes  the  bank  will 
have  liis  debtors,  and  must  press  them  in  order  to  cast  off 
the  burden  from  himself.     Suits,  sales  of  property  under 
the  hammer  by  the  officers  of  the  law,  come  next  in  the 
progress  of  events — and  this,  sir,  not  upon  the  rich  and 
purse-proud,  the  monopolist  and  the  aristocratic  son  of 
fortune,  to  whom  the  President  seems  to  think  the  bank  is 
alone  of  importance,  but  upon  the  industrious  farmer  and 
mechanic,  the  bone  and  sinew  of  our  repubhc,  they  who 
support  the  Government  by  their  honest  industry,  and 
whom  the  rulers  of  our  land  ought,  in  all  things,  roost 
carefully  to  guard.     In  this  state  of  things  the  industrious 
poor  would  be  in  effect  delivered  over,  bound  hand  and 
toot,  to  the  voracious  moneyed  speculator.  He  who  could 
come  into  the  country  in  the  midst  of  a  scene  like  that 
vhich  we  once  witnessed,  and  which  is  again  at  hand, 
armed  with  a  few  thousands  of  ready  casli,  might,  if  he 
had  the  hardness  of  heart  to  do  it,  buy  himself  a  dukedom 
out  of  the  farms  of  our  industrious  but  ruined  yeomanry. 
But  this  is  not  all.     You  sap  the  morals  at  tlie  same 
time  you  thus  rudely  shake  the  prosperity  of  a  people. 
Their  first  resort  will  be  to  legislative  aid,  and  rehef  laws 
follow,  or,  in  other  words,  laws  to  prevent  the  collection  of 
debts,  (for  what  Legislature  can  withstand  the  appeals  of  a 
whole  people  suffering  under  a  general  visitation  ?)  or  if 
not  that,  the  creation  of  a  host  of  banks  with  fictitious 
capital,  which  may  seem  for  a  time  to  suspend  the  blow, 
but  will  make  it  fall  the  heavier  at  last.   And  then,  instead 
of  the  safe  and  sound  currency  which  we  now  enjoy,  we 
shall  again  have  a  depreciated  and  worthless  mass  of  trash, 
-which  will  pass  into  tne  hands  of  the  people,  and  there  sink 
into  nothing,  leaving  them  to  bear  the  loss.     And  at  last, 
when  tlie  pressure  becomes  intolerable;  when  the  father 
of  a  family  who,,  but  a  brief  space  before,  thought  hin^lf 
prosperous,  rising  in  the  world  by  his  industry  to  a  happy 
competence,  and  able  to  rear  and  educate  and  settle  his 
chilaren,  sees  at  once,  without  any  fault  of  his,  his  whole 
property  stripped  from  l)im  to  pay  a  small  debt,  which, 
when  it  was  contracted,  was  entirely  within  his  means— 


when  his  farm,  his  stock,  bis  household  goods,  are,  one 
after  the  other,  passing  from  his  hands,  and  hardly  pro* 
ducing  the  cost  of  sale,  few  can  withstand  the  temptation 
to  fictitious  sales,  transfers  fraudulent  in  law,  and  evasions 
generally  leading  on  to  high  legal  crime,  ending  at  last  in 
disgrace  as  well  as  ruin.  Such  are  the  scenes  which  we 
once  have  witnessed;  with  such  are  we  agun  threatened: 
but  their  second  coming,  may  Heaven  in  its  mercies  avert! 

But,  on  the  supoosition  that  the  evils  which  have  been 
anticipated  must  now  from  the  present  destruction  of  the 
United  Statea'  Bank,  the  Prendentin  tins  message  inquires, 
■*will  there  ever  be  a  time  when  this  reason  will  be  lest 
powerful?"  and  adds,  "that  to  acknowledge  its  force  is  to 
admit  that  the  bank  ourht  to  be  perpetuid." 

Now,  sir,  I  roust  confess  1  cannot  see  any  clear  and  co* 
gent  reason  why  wesltould,  at  this  day,  look  forward  with 
anxiety  to  seetheiinal  destruction  of  this  bank,  any  more 
than  to  see  the  ruin  of  any  other  of  the  institutions  of  our 
country.  If  advantages  are  enjoyed  by  the  stockholden^ 
and  their  possession  of  these  advantages  confer  an  equal 
benefit  on  the  people,  why  should  we  wish  to  deprive 
them  of  a  benefit  from  wliich  the  Government  and  tlid 
people  all  derive  their  share  of  blessing^  And  is  it  wisa 
to  hasten  to  do  evil  to  them,  with  the  perfect  assurance 
before  us  that  the  evil  will  recoil  with  double  force  upon 
us  who  inflict  it?  I  can  answer  for  it,  that  the  nation  haf 
no  feeling  of  envy  against  the  bank  or  its  stockholders,  or 
any  desire  to  mar  their  prosperity. 

But  if  it  be  essential  that  the  bank  should  one  day  be 
put  down,  and  that  we  should  hazard  our  own  prosperity 
for  tlie  purpose  of  destroying  it,  does  wisdom  dictate  that 
the  present  time  should  be  chosen,  when  it  is  certainly  in 
our  power  to  postpone  the  mischief  to  a  distant  day? 
Shall  we  rush  at  once  upon  a  national  calamity,  because^ 
perchance,  it  must  hereafter  come  ?  This,  sir,  is  not  the 
principle  by  which  we  are  governed  in  the  affairs  of  com* 
mon  life,  where  plain,  unsophisticated  reason  teaches  us 
to  grasp  the  good,  and  put  far  off  tlie  evil  which  is  before 
us.  Why,  we  know  even  now,  while  in  the  enjoyment 
of  life,  and  health,  and  vigor,  that  sickness,  and  pain,  and 
death  necessarily  await  us;  but  it  were  fully  and  mad- 
ness in  us,  or  those  who  would  counsel  us,  to  wilfully 
waste  at  once  our  health,  or  destroy  our  being,  because 
we  cannot  enjoy  life  and  health  forever.  We  know,  too, 
if  we  reason  from  analogies  of  the  past,  that  our  rising  re- 
public, with  all  that  gives  itener^  and  grace — its  power, 
its  happiness,  the  freedom  of  its  institutiojis,  at  some  fu- 
ture day,  far  distant,  1  trust,  must  sink,  too,  into  ruin, 
and  share  the  fate  of  the  empires  and  republics  which 
have  gone  before  it— for  nothing  human  is  inade  to  endure 
forever. 

Debemur  morti  not,  nottnqae. 

But  should  we,  therefore,  with  rash  impatience  and  a 
reckless  hand,  hurry  our  country  and  its  institutions  to  its 
destruction?  Sir,  an  argument  like  this  is  unworthy  the 
high  source  from  which  it  has  emanated. 

In  casting  my  eyes  over  the  message,  I  find  much  more 
on  which  I  would  wish  to  comment;  but  all  else  has  been 
touched  by  other  hands,  and  time  admonishes  me  that  I 
should  have  done.  I  have  addressed  you,  sir,  not  in  be- 
half of  this  institution;  for,  as  such,  and  in  the  abstract,  it 
has  no  special  regard  of  mine,  and  none  of  my  sympa^ 
thies;  but  in  beh^f  of  my  country,  over  whose  interests, 
while  here,  I  am  bound  to  watch  as  an  honest  and  faithful 
sentinel,  and  whose  destinies  are  now  so  deeply  involved 
in  the  fate  of  this  institution,  1  have  felt  that  without  this 
last  eflbrt  to  avert  tlie  evil  which  1  foresee,  or  give  warn- 
ing of  its  approach,  my  duty  would  not  have  been  per- 
formed. 

>Ir.  CLAYTON  rose,  he  said,  for  the  purpose  of  Guid- 
ing to  what  had  been  suge^ested  by  gentlemen  who 
had  gone  before  him  in  the  debate,  his  own  views  of  the 
true  issue  tendered  by  the  Prendent  to  the  country  in  the 
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tneasare  under  consideration .  It  was  not  merely  the  ques- 
tion whether  the  present  Bank  of  the  United  States  should 
be  recliartered,  but  whether  any  bank  whatever  should 
be  established  by  the  Government  after  the  expiration  of 
the  act  of  Congress  incorporating  tiiat  institution. 

This  message  contuiis,  said  Mr.  C,  two  sentences 
which  I  Will  venture  to  predict  will  be  artfully  quoted  in 
the^oming  contest,  to  prove  the  very  reverse  of  the  po- 
ntion  which  I  have  laid  down,  and  to  delude  the  people 
who  arc  to  decide  this  question  as  to  the  real  opinions  of 
the  President  in  reference  to  the  whole  subject.  We 
shall  be  told,  sir,  that,  in  the  very  first  page  of  this  do- 
cument, the  President  has  admitted  that  •*  a  Bank  of  the 
United  States  is,  in  many  respects,  convenient  for  the 
Government^  and  useful  to  the  people?"  and  that»  on  the 
twelfUi  page  of  the  same  paper,  he  has  said  ''that  a  Bank 
of  the  United  States,  competent  to  all  the  duties  which 
may  be  required  by  the  Government,  might  be  so  organ- 
ized as  not  to  infringe  on  our  own  delegated  powers,  or 
the  reserved  riglits  of  the  States,  1  do  not  entertain  a 
doubt."  Without  stopping  to  inquire  for  what  purpose 
these  decUrations  have  been  introduced  into  the  message, 
we  cannot  but  anticipate  the  uses  to  be  made  of  them 
hereafter;  and  as  it  is  of  importance  to  the  whole  country 
that  no  false  coloring  should  be  given  to  the  Executive 
opinion,  by  the  use  of  these  isolatett  passages,  1  will  con- 
sume ho  much  of  your  time  as  may  be  necessary  to  dispel 
the  illusion  they  are  calculated  to  create. 

I  repeat,  then,  sir,  that,  from  the  opinions  of  the  Presi- 
dent, as  fully  developed  in  this  paper,  it  is  not  to  be  ex- 
pected that  during  his  administration,  and  while  these  sen- 
timents remain  unchanged,  any  bank  whatever  can  be 
established  by  this  Government?  and  to  show  it,  1  will 
content  myself  by  referring  to  a  few  paragraphs  in  that 
part  of  his  argument  which  labors  to  prove  the  present 
bank  charter  unconstitutional. 

*<  On  two  subjects  only  dues  the  constitution  recognise 
in  Congress  the  power  to  grant  exclusive  privileges  or 
monopolies.  It  declares  that  *  Cong^ss  shall  have  power 
to  promote  the  progress  of  science  and  useful  arts,  by  se- 
cunng,  for  limited  times,  to  authors  and  inventors,  the 
exclusive  right  to  their  respective  writing;*  and  discove- 
ries.' Out  of  this  express  delegation  of  power  have 
grown  our  laws  of  patenU  and  copyrights.  As  the  con- 
stitution expressly  delegates  to  Congress  the  power  to 
grant  exclusive  priveleges,  in  tliese  cases,  as  the  means  of 
executing  the ksubstontivc  power  'to  promote  the  pro- 
gress of  science  and  useful  arts,'  it  is  consistent  with  the 
fiiir  rules  of  construction  to  conclude  that  such  a  power 
was  not  intended  to  be  granted  as  a  means  of  accomplish- 
ing any  other  end.  On  every  other  subject  which  comes 
within  tlie  scope  of  congressional  power,  there  is  an  ever- 
living-  discretion  in  the  use  of  proper  means,  which  can- 
not be  restricted  or  abolished  without  an  amendment  of 
the  constitution.  Every  act  of  Congress,  therefore,  wliicli 
attempts,  by  grants  of  monopolies,  or  sale  of  exclusive 
privileges  for  a  limited  time,  or  a  time  without  limit,  to 
restrict  or  extinguish  its  own  discretion  in  the  choice  of 
means  to  execute  its  delegated  powers,  is  equivalent  to  a 
legislative  amendment  of  the  constitution,  and  palpably 
unconstitutional." 

Here,  and  elsewhere  throughout  the  document,  the  grant 
of  a  charter  to  individuals  for  banking  purposes  is  de- 
nounced as  the  ••  grant  of  a  monopoly"^the  "  sale  of 
exclusive  privileges"— the  «« grant  of  exclusive  privileges 
or  monopolies,"  •*  equivalent  to  a  legislative  amendment 
of  the  constitution,  and  palpably  unconstitutional."  If 
a  grant  to  one  incorporated  company  be  a  monopoly, 
we  must  also  consider  as  monopolies  several  grants  to 
several  such  companies.  Twenty  such  grants  to  twenty 
such  companies  are  as  much  sales  of  exclusive  privileges 
to  them,  as  that  which  is  the  peculiar  and  present  sub- 
ject of  the  President's  animadversion.    This  objection. 


fatal  to  all  charters  by  which  private  individuals  are  per- 
mitted to  hold  stock,  could  be  obviated  only  by  a  grant 
of  charters  fur  banking  purposes  to  all  who  askthem~i 
mode  of  avoiding  the  constitutional  objection,  not  to  be 
supposed  to  have  entered  into  the  imaginatinn  of  bim 
who  informed  us,  in  his  message  of  1829,  that  even  the 
present  bank  had  entirely  failed  in  the  great  object  of  es* 
tablishing  a  sound  and  uniform  currency. 

What  manner  of  a  national  bank  is  that,  sir,  in  which 
the  people  of  our  country  are  to  be  prohibited  from  hold* 
ing  stock?  Another  important  feature  of  this  project ii 
disclosed  on  tlie  ninth  pagfe  of  the  message: 

"  The  Government  is  the  only  •  proper*  judge  where 
its  agents  should  reside  and  keep  their  offices,  because  it 
best  knows  where  their  presence  will  be  •  necessary.'  It 
cannot,  therefore,  be  •  necessary'  or  « proper*  [that  is,  it  a 
unconstitutional]  to  authorize  the  bank  to  locate  branches 
where  it  pleases  to  perform  the  public  service,  without 
consulting  the  Government,  and  contrary  to  its  will." 

The  inference  is  then  distinctly  drawn,  that  a  bank, 
which  can  locate  branches  where  it  pleases,  must  bet 
bank  "for  other  than  public  purposes" — or,  in  other 
^vords,  that  the  power  to  establish  two  branches  in  tnj 
State,  "without  the  injunction  or  request  of  the  Gorcm- 
ment,"  is  unconstitutional,  because  it  is  not  necessary  to 
the  due  execution  of  the  powers  delegated  to  Congreo. 

If  any  thing  were  wanted  to  demonstrate  that  titeonlj 

bank  to  the  existence  of  which  the  President  will  etff 

yield  his  assent,  is  that  "Government  bank  founded  oi 

the  revenues  of  the  country,"  recommended  in  hisforner 

messages  to  Congress,  we  have  it  here.     For  it  is  in  effrtt 

held  by  him  that  no  bank  can  be  constitutionally  crtriiel 

over  which  the  Executive  is  not  to  exercise  absolute  cav 

trol.     The  "  Government"  must  have  the  power  at  ill 

limes  to  locate  branches  where  it  pleases;  and  as  the 

power  to  establuh  or  create  involves  tne  power  to  dest^ff 

or  remove,  it  roust,  of  necessity,  exercise  the  authontTtt 

withdraw  those  branches  whenever,  in  the  exercise  of « 

discretion,  such  branches  shall  appear  not  "  ncccssin 

or  "proper."    By  the  word  " Government,"  »s  t'^ 

used,  is  meant  the  Executive  alone,  and  by  the  Execiiw 

is  meant  the  President.    That  is  apparent  fi^m  the  wh<* 

context:  Congress  not  being  generally  in  session  half  tlie 

year,  could  not  be  aUuded  to  as  that  "  Government, 

without  the  injunction  or  reqoeit  of  which  no  brana 

bank  ought  to  be  established  in  the  opinion  of  the  Pit* 

dent.     It  could  not  exercise  the  power.     The  fiscal  cofr 

cerns  of  the  Government  are  entnisted  to  the  Excctitrt. 

in  the  absence  of  Coneress,  which  is  a  body  too  nnii^ 

to  manage  their  details,  when  it  is  in  session,  and  (^ 

deference  to  dur  dignity  be  it  spoken)  too  «g"0™"*  °^^ 

practical  science  of  banking  to  decide  properly  on  the  w 

thousand  questions  which  would  enter  into  such  a*" 

ject,  were  it  divested  of  every  political  or  party  indu«' 

ment  to  act  improperly  when  its  members  shall  be  c* 

verted  into  bankers  and  bank  directors.     The  phj^^ 

closed  as  the  only  constitutional  scheme  is,  to  «^J°'* 

bank  m  a  "branch  of  the  Treasury  Department  -y^ 

department  whose  head  or  SecreUry  is,  by  constitutor 

construction,  removable  by  the  President  alone  »t 

pleasure.     In  this  bank  or  "  branch  of  the  ^^^ 

the  funds  of  the  nation —all  the  revenues  of  the  Gov^ 

ment,  are  to  be  kept  by  the  Secretary,  who,  *>«'"«;*  J^ 

president  and  cashier  of  the  bank,  can  never    ' 

branches"  or  withdraw  them,  without  the  will  or  ^ 

President;  and  who,  while  in  perfect  subservience  to 

same  will,  is  to  check  the  issues  of  all  tlie  Stotc  bwK^  J 

refusing  to  take  their  notes  in  deposite  and  for  cxciiwi^ 

or  by  accepting  them  at  pleasure.  -^ 

In  order  that  the  views  expressed  in  tlie  P****5!Liff» 

may  be  more  distinctly  understood,  1  quote  the  m^B 

of  the  President  for  the  years  1829  and  1830,  whicb  w^ 

nish  the  soundest  commentaries  on  that  befo*  ^ 
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eihibit  to  us  full^jr  that  plan  of  a  bank  whidiy  as  we  have 
already  seen,  can  have  no  stockholders,  lest  exclusive  pri* 
vileges  should  be  {^ranted,  and  the  branches  of  which  are 
to  be  located  when  and  where  the  Executive  may  direct. 
In  the  message  of  1829,  the  President  thus  introduces 
the  subject  to  Congress: 

"The  charter  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  SUtes  ex- 
pires in  1836,  and  its  stockholders  will  most  probably 
apply  for  a  renewal  of  their  privileges.  In  order  to  avoid 
tile  evils  resulting  from  precipitancy  in  a  measure  involv- 
ing such  important  principles,  and  such  deep  pecuniary 
interests,  1  feel  that  1  cannot,  in  justice  to  tlie  parties  in- 
terested, too  soon  present  it  to  the  deliberate  considera- 
tion of  the  Legislature  and  the  people.  Both  the  con- 
stitutionality and  the  expediency  of  the  law  creating  this 
bank  are  well  questioned  by  a  large  portion  of  our  fel- 
low-citizens; and  it  must  be  admitted  by  all  that  it  has 
£iiled  ill  the  great  end  of  establishing  a  uniform  and  sound 
currency. 

'*  Under  these  circumstances,  if  such  an  institution  is 
deemed  essential  to  the  fiscal  concerns  of  tlie  Govern- 
ment, I  submit  to  the  wisdom  of  the  Legislature  whether 
a  national  one,  founded  upon  the  credit  of  tlie  Govern- 
ment and  its  revenues,  might  not  be  devised,  which  would 
avoid  all  constitutional  ditficulues,  and,  at  the  same  time, 
secure  all  the  advantage  to  the  Government  and  country 
that  were  expected  to  result  from  the  present  bank.'* 

In  tiiis  message,  the  lavorite,  and,  to  the  view  of  the 
President,  the  only  constitutional  project  of  a  Govern- 
ment bank  is  vei^*  respectfully. submitted  to  the  wisdom 
of  Congress,  although,  in  the  veto  message  under  con- 
sideration. Congress  is  lectured  because  it  did  not  submit 
the  matter  to  the  Executive  before  it  dared  to  act.  In 
tlie  message  of  1829,  the  Government  bank  is  suggested 
as  one  tliat  would  avoid  all  constitutional  difficulties.  In 
the  veto  message  of  1832,  all  other  banks  are  pronounced 
to  be  unconstitutional:  first,  because  they  have  stock- 
holders, and  therefore  are  grants  of  exclusive  privileges; 
and,  secondly,  because  they  are  not  under  tlie  sole  guid- 
ance and  control  of  the  Executive. 

The  President,  in  liis  message  of  1830,  is  still  more  ex- 
plicit. 

"  The  importance  of  the  principles  involved  in  the  in- 
quiry whetlier  it  will  be  proper  to  reoharter  the  Bank 
of  the  United  States,  requires  that  1  sliould  again  call  the 
attention  of  Congress  to  tlie  subject.     Nothing  has  oc- 
curred to  lessen  in  any  degree  the  dangers  which  many 
of  our  citizens  apprehend  from  that  institution,  as  at  pre- 
sent organized.     In  the  spirit  of  improvement  and  com- 
promise which  distinguishes  our  country  and  its  institu- 
tions, it  becomes  us  to  inquire  whetlier  it  be  not  possible 
to  secure  the  advantages  atibrded  by  the  present  bank, 
through  the  agency  of  a  Bank  of  the  United  States,  so 
modified  in  its  principles  and  structure  as  to  obviate  con- 
stituiioiial  and  other  objections.     It  is  thought  practica- 
ble to  organize  such  a  bank,  with  the  necessary  officers, 
as  a  branch  of  the  Treasury  Department,  based  on  the 
public  and  individual  deposites,  without  power  to  make 
loans  or  purciiase  property,  which  shall  remit  the  funds 
of  the  Government,  and  tlie  expenses  of  which  may  be 
paid,  if  thought  advisable,  by  allowing  its  officers  to  sell 
bills  of  exchange  to  private  individuals  at  a  moderate  pre- 
ynium.     Not  being  a  corporate  body,  having  no  stock- 
holders, debtor^,  or  property,  and  but  few  officers,  it 
would   not  be  obnoxious  to  the  conStitutioiuil  objections 
which  are  urged  against  the  present  bank;  and  having  no 
means  to  operate  on  the  hopes,  fears,  or  interests  of  large 
masses  of  the  community,  it  woUld  be  shorn  of  the  in- 
flaence  which  makes  that  bank  formidable.     The  States 
'Would  be  strengthened  by  having  in  their  hands  tiie  means 
of  furnishing  the  local  paper  ciurrency  through  their  own 
banks;  while  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  though  issu- 
ing*  no  paper,  would  check  the  issues  of  the  State  banks. 


by  taking  their  notes  in  deposite  and  for  exchange,  only 
so  long  as  they  continue  to  be  redeemed  with  specie,  in 
times  of  public  emergency,  the  capacities  of  such  an  in- 
stitution might  be  enlarged  by  legislative  provisions." 

We  see,  then,  why  all  other  banks  except  this  Go- 
vernment bank  are  held  to  be  unconstitutional.  The  rea- 
sons for  which  the  Government  bank  is  considered  as 
the  only  constitutional  compromise  to  which  the  Presi- 
dent can  accede,  are. 

First,  because  it  is  not  to  be  a  corporate  body.  Of 
course  it  is  not  liable  before  any  court,  sliould  it  violate 
its  duties,  trample  the  State  laws  under  foot,  and  pros- 
titute itself  to  every  political  and  ambitious  design  of  the 
President,  who  would  hold  it  in  his  power  as  absolutely 
as  the  very  pen  with  which  he  signed  this  message.  Wield- 
ing the  immense  revenues  of  the  whole  country,  more 
than  twenty  millions  annually,  and  vested  with  all  the  ad- 
ditional power  which  the  whole  credit  of  the  nation  could 
confer,  it  would,  at  the  same  time,  stand  above  every  law 
to  tlie  enforcement  of  which  a  judicial  tribunal  should  be 
requisite. 

Secondly,  because  it  is  to  have  no  stockholders;  of 
course,  no  countervailing  check  to  Executive  influence  is 
to  be  suffered  to  exist  in  the  patriotism  or  interest  of  the 
people. 

Thirdly,  because  it  is  to  have  no  debtors;  and  conse- 
quently it  is  no  part  of  its  design  to  relieve  the  commer- 
cial embarrassments  of  the  country  during  any  of  those 
fluctuations  in  trade  which  will  often  occur  in  any  com- 
munity. It  is  to  furnish  no  relief  to  distress  under  any 
circumstances,  and  still  it  is  to  be  a  benefit  to  the  poor. 

Fourthly,  because  it  is  to  have  no  property.  By  this  is 
meant  tliat  it  shall  hold  nothing  but  money.  The  same 
idea  is  tlius  enforced  in  the  veto  message: 

'*  The  Government  of  the  United  States  have  no  con- 
stitutional power  to  purchase  lands  within  the  States,  ex- 
cept *  for  the  erection  of  forts,  magaxines,  arsenals,  dock 
yards,  ami  other  needful  buildings;'  and  even  for  these 
objects  only  *  by  the  consent  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  in  which  the  same  shall  be.*  By  making  themselves 
stockholders  in  tlie^bank,  and  granting  to  tlie  corporation 
tlie  power  to  purchase  lands  for  other  purposes,  they  as- 
sume a  power  not  granted  in  the  constitutitr.i,  and  grant 
to  others  what  they  do  not  themselves  possess.  It  is  not 
necessaiy  to  the  receiving,  safe  keeping,  or  transmission 
of  the  funds  of  the  Government,  that  the  bank  should 
possess  this  power;  and  it  is  not  proper  that  Congress 
should  thus  enlarge  the  powers  delegated  to  them  in  the 
constitution.*' 

Of  course,  if  it  receives  the  notes  of  a  State  bank  in 
payment  of  the  revenue,  which  should  become  insolvent, 
or  whose  paper  should  depreciate,  it  can  take  no  land  or 
other  property  in  compromise  of  the  debt. 

Another  feature  of  this  Government  bank  is,  that  it  is 
to  have  no  loans,  and  issue  no  paper.  Yet  it  is  to  accom- 
plish what  it  is  said  by  the  President  even  tlie  present  bank 
aas  failed  to  achieve-— tlie  establishment  of  a  uniform  and 
sound  currency.  A  thousand  State  banks,  emitting  a 
thousand  diflerent  kinds  of  paper,  in  diflerent  parts  of  ihe 
whole  country,  witli  diflerent  degrees  of  credit  attached  to 
them,  are  thus  to  *' furnish  the  local  paper  currency," 
which  is  to  be  uniform.  Stock,  note,  and  paper  banki^ 
springing  up  as  tliey  did  in  1812,  and  after  the  expiration 
ut'  the  charter  of  the  old  Bank  of  the  United  States,  in 
every  part  of  our  immense  territory,  are  to  form  for  us  a 
sound  currency.  Such  liave  been  the  views  of  the  Presi- 
dent, since  December,  1829,  to  this  day,  of  a  Bank  of  the 
United  States.  At  every  period,  under  any  and  all  cir- 
cumstances, he  holds  no  bank  to  be  constitutional,  but 
such  as  1  have  described.  Thus,  in  his  message  at  the 
commencement  of  the  present  session,  he  maintains  the 
same  views,  and  puts  himself  upon  the  country  for  a  verdict 
in  his  favor  while  he  expresses  them: 
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*<  fintertnining  the  opinions  heretofore  expressed  in 
relstion  to.  the  Bunk  of  the  United  States  as  at  present  or- 
ganized, I  felt  it  my  duty,  in  my  former  messages,  frank- 
\y  to  disclose  them,  in  order  that  the  attention  of  the 
Legislature  and  the  people  should  be  seasonably  directed 
to  that  important  subject,  and  tliat  it  might  be  consider* 
ed  and  finadly  disposed  of  in  a  manner  best  calculated  to 
promote  the  eiKis  of  the  constitution,  and  subserve  the 
public  interests.  Having  thus  conscientiously  discharged 
a  constitutional  duty,  I  deem  it  proper,  on  this  occasion, 
without  a  more  particular  reference  to  the  views  of  tlie 
subject  then  expressed,  to  leave  it  for  the  present  to  the 
investigation  of  an  enlightened  people  and  their  repreten- 
tatives." 

I  put  it  solemnly,  now,  to  honorable  men  of  all  parties 
and  opinions,  to  be  answered  in  candor  at  this  crisis  in 
our  affairs,  what  is  this  scheme,  this  only  constitutional 
fchenie  of  a  national  bank?  M' hat  were  the  features  of 
that  bank,  than  which  there  is  no  other  which  can  obtain 
the  Executive  sanction?  It  is,  sir,  that  plan  of  a  Crovern- 
ment  bank  which  has  been  denounced  by  e^stry  other  in- 
telligent man,  of  every  political  party,  in  every  part  of  the 
country.  No  one—- not  the  most  zealoiis  political  parti- 
san— nut  even  a  single  ribald  editor,  seeking  office,  has  ever 
yet  dared  to  stand  up  in  the  face  of  the  country,  and  pro- 
claim the  opinion  that  such  a  bank  could  be  tolerated  in 
a  fi-ee  country.  Both  in  and  out  of  these  Halls  such  a 
scheme  has  been  ridiculed  by  men  of  all  parties.  The 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  of  the  ot^ier  House,  com- 
posed of  his  strongefit  political  friends,  in  the  first  year  of 
his  administration,  in  their  report  on  this  part  of  the  Pre- 
aident's  message  of  1829,  speaking  of  the  ■*corruptmg 
influence  whicu  such  an  institution  would  exercise  over 
the  elections  of  the  country,"  declared  it  to  be  "  irresis- 
tible," and  aiided,  **  No  matter  by  what  means  an  adminis. 
tration  might  get  into  power,  with  such  a  tremendous 
engine  in  their  hands,  it  would  be  almost  impossible  to 
displace  them  without  some  miraculous  interposition  of 
Providence.** 

1  ask,  what  is  to  be  done  for  the  country?  All  think- 
ing men  must  now  admit  that,  as  the  present  bank  must 
close  its  concerns  in  less  than  four  years,  the  pecuniary 
distress,  the  commercial  embarrassments,  consequent 
upon  its  destruction,  must  exceed  any  thing  which  has 
ever  been  known  in  our  history,  unless  some  other  bank 
can  be  established  to  relieve  us.  Eight  and  a  half  mil- 
lions of  the  bank  capital,  belonging  to  foreigners,  must 
be  drawn  from  us  to  Europe.  Seven  millions  (»f  the  ca- 
pital must  be  paid  to  the  Government,  not  to  be  loaned 
again,  but  to  remain,  as  the  President  proposes,  deposit- 
ed in  a  branch  of  the  treasury,  to  check  the  issues  of  the 
local  banks.  The  immense  available  resources  of  the 
present  intttitution,  amounting,  as  appears  by  the  report 
in  the  other  House,  to  ^2,u57,4&>,  are  to  be  used  for 
banking  no  longer,  and  nearly  fifty  millions  of  dollars  in 
notes  discounted,  on  personal  and  other  security,  must 
be  paid  to  the  bank.  The  State  banks  must  pay  over  all 
their  debts  to  the  expiring  institution,  and  curtail  their 
discounts  to  do  so,  or  resort,  fur  the  relief  of  their  debt- 
ors, to  the  old  plan  of  emitting  more  paper,  to  be  bought 
up  by  speculators  at  a  heavy  discount.  The  prediction 
of  Mr.  Lowndes  in  1819  must  be  fulfilled,  «<'fliat  the  de- 
struction  of  the  United  States*  Bank  would  be  followed 
by  tiie  establishment  of  paper  money,  he  firmly  believed; 
be  might  also  say  he  knew.  It  was  an  extremity,  he  said, 
from  wiiich  tlie  House  would  recoil."  The  farmer  must 
again  sell  his  grain  to  the  country  merchant  for  State  bank 
paper  at  a  discount  of  from  ten  to  twenty.  Or  even  thirty 
per  cent,  in  the  neai'est  commercial  city.  The  merchant 
must  receive  from  the  farmer  the  same  paper  in  excliange 
for  all  the  merchandise  he  consumes.  The  merchant 
with  his  money  must  purchase  other  merchandise  in  the 
cities,  and  must  oilen  sell  it,  at  an  advance  on  that  price. 


to  the  farmer,  of  twenty  per  cent,  to  save  hinself  inn 
loss. 

The  depreciaticm  of  the  paper  thus  operates  uttn 
on  the  farmer,  the  mechanic,  and  all  the  consomen  of 
merchandise,  to  its  whole  amount  The  Ion  of  confi- 
dence among  men,  the  total  derangement  of  thst  tdin- 
rable  system  of  exchanp^es  which  is  now  acknowkdgtd 
to  be  better  than  exists  m  any  other  countrv  on  the  globe, 
overtrading  and  speculation  on  false  capital  in  every  put 
of  the  country,  that  rapid  fluctuation  in  the  sUndard  of 
value  for  money,  which,  like  the  unseen  pestilcocei  sitt- 
ers all  tlie  efforts  of  industry,  while  the  sufferer  is  iB 
utter  ignorance  of  the  cause  of  his  destruction;  binkropt* 
cics  and  ruin,  at  the  anticipation  of  whidi  tlie  htut  sck- 
ens,  must  follow  in  the  long  train  of  evils  which  sre» 
suredly  before  us.  Where,  then — where,  then,  I  demind 
to  know,  sir,  is  the  remedy  to  save  us?  In  a  Govemroesi 
bank— -a  branch  of  tlie  treasury — ^without  stockbokkntf 
property — without  the  power  to  issue  a  dollar  of  papcf) 
or  to  loan  a  dollar  of  any  kind — without  the  ability  to  dol 
in  exchanges,  except  so  far  as  may  be  necessary  to  pariti 
officers  fur  standing  behind  the  counter— controlling  the 
State  bank  emissions  of  unsound  currency  only  byrefusrf 
to  take  their  notes  in  payment  of  tlie  custom-house  bondi 
when  tlie  Executive  may  think  them  about  to  prove  n- 
fractory  at  an  election. 

To  such  a  bank  no  Congress  ever  did  nor  ever  vill  ceo* 
sent  while  we  remain  free  men.  1  say,  then,  sir,  ^^ 
while  these  remain  the  opinions  of  the  President,  tb^  Go- 
vernment can  establish  no  bank  whatever. 

The  veto  message  before  us  does  also  prescribe,  m  b 
indispensable  requisite  to  the  formation  of  a  oonstitutioRtl 
*foank,  the  insertion  of  a  clause  in  any  act  for  its  esiablisb- 
ment,  graitting  to  the  States  the  right  to  tax  the  brancbci 
All  around  me  know,  and  the  President  well  knew  vbei 
he  signed  this,  that  Congress  will  never  give  their  sssnt 
to  such  a  principle— a  principle  by  which  the  people  d 
States  which  have  no  branches  are  to  be  taxed  by  Ststet 
having  branches.  For  that  reason,  also,  I  repeat,  ve  cai 
have  no  bank.     Let  the  country  understand  it. 

The  President  complains  of  us  as  if  we  had  reslly  in- 
vaded his  privileges  in  omittine  to  ask  his  opinion,  b^ 
fore  we  dared  to  act  on  this  subject.  He  not  only  daios 
the  right  to  reject  our  bill  when  passed,  but  tells  usrouM^* 
ly  that  had  the  Executive  been  called  upon  to  furnish  tfec 
project  of  a  bank,  be  does  not  doubt  but  be  coukl  Inn 
directed  us  how  to  make  a  constitutional  bank;  >n<^^ 
adds  **thi8  duty  would  have  been  cheerfully  perforiMd 
by  him."  What  dVity?  The  duty  of  prescribing  the 
whole  course  of  our  legislation,  while  he  reserves  the  righi 
to  reject  it,  when  we  have  donejt.  When  we  wiibcdw 
ask  him  tlie  reasons  for  the  removal  of  public  officers,  vc 
were  told  that  our  demand  on  him  would  be  a  mere  ^ 
tumfulmen  which  he  would  disregard.  When  we  dea^ 
ed  to  know  even  of  one  of  the  h^ds  of  department  »V 
he  had  removed  a  thousand  faithful  public  servants,  iii^ 
friends  suppressed  all  inquiry  into  his  conduct,  lest  it  wi^ 
disclo!«e  impeachable  matter.  When, we  knock,  we  tiw 
the  doors  locked;  when  we  Ik'l  to  knock,  we  are  censI^ 
ed  for  neglect  of  duty.  Sir,  we  did  put  this  questioBto 
the  President  in  the  mode  prescribed  by  the  consiituiioo. 
and  in  no  other.  We  passed  a  bill  liable  to  no  objects 
from  constitutional  scruples,  as  we  thought;  we  f^^ 
ed  the  powers  of  the  present  bank  in  every  provision  « 
the  bill,  diminished  tlie  term  of  its  charter  from  twenty 
to  fifleen  years,  while  we  increased  the  amount  of  tax  up* 
it  from  a  million  and  a  half  (the  former  bonus)  to  thret 
millions  of  dollars.  We  complied,  as  we  thought,  wiU» 
every  proper  suggestion  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Tretsu'Tj 
the  Executive  officer,  and  the  only  officer  whose  duty  * 
was  by  law  to  advise  us  on  the  subject,  and  who  st  tw 
beginning  of  this  session  told  us  how  important  it  *»«"' 
recbarter  this  very  bank  to  enable  him  to  collect  the  rev«- 
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nue  and  conduct  the  fiscal  concerns  of  the  Government. 
Yet  we  are  gravely  taxed  for  not  asking  "  the  Executive" 
what  we  should  have  dune,  and  are  reminded  that  it  was 
his  duty  not  only  to  reject  our  doings,  but  to  legislate  in 
advance  of  us — thus  leaving  us  only  to  register  his  re* 
scripts  and  submit  to  his  will.  If  this  doctrine  be  sound,  it 
was  idle  to  speak  of  <<  submitting  this  measure  to  the  wis- 
dom of  Congress"  three  years  ago.  The  President  had 
need  only  to  have  declared  to  us  sic  volof  sicjubto,  sic  veto, 
and  we  might  at  once  have  returned  to  our  homes.  Sir, 
it  would  have  been  an  infinitely  more  unimportant  usurpa- 
tion of  power  had  the  Senate,  at  the  commencement  of 
tiie  present  session,  claimed  it  as  their  duty  to  inform  the 
President  what  officei*s  he  should  nominate  for  their  ad- 
vice and  consent. 

I  should  not  have  prolonged  this  debate  at  this  late 
hour,  by  any  remarks  of  mine,  had  I  not  felt  the  necessity 
of  calling  the  attention  of  the  Senate  and  the  country  to 
the  true .  issue  now  tendered  for  our  acceptance.  The 
question  once  understood — whether  we  shall  have  any 
bank  to  regulate  our  currency  and  relieve  Qur  distre9ses, 
I  cannot  doubt — I  will  not  suffer  myself  to  doubt — what 
will  be  the  verdict  of  that  country  on  the  issue  joined. 

Mr.  CLAY  next  took  the  floor,  but,  it  being  late«  he 
moved  an  adjournment,  and,  at  eight  o'clock,  the  Senate 
adjourned. 

Trcbsdat,  Jult  12. 
THE  BANK  VETO. 


The  Senate  having  resumed  the  contideration  of  the 
veto  message  of  the  President, 

Mr.  CLAY  rose.  He  said  he  had  some  observations  to 
submit  on  tliis  question,  which  be  would  not  trespass  on 
the  Senate  in  offering,  but  that  it  had  some  command  of 
leisure,  in  consequence  of  the  conference  which  had  been 
agreed  upon  in  respect  to  tlie  tariff. 

A  bill  to  recharter  the  bank  had  recently  passed  Con- 
gress, af\er  much  deliberation.  In  this  body,  we  know 
that  there  are  members  enough,  who  entertain  no  consti- 
tutional scruples,  to  make,  with  the  vote  by  which  the  bill 
was  passed,  a  majority  of  two-thirds.  In  the  House  of 
Representatives,  also,  it  is  believed  there  is  a  like  majori- 
ty in  favor  of  the  bill.  Notwithstanding  this  state  of  things, 
the  President  has  rejected  the  bill,  and  transmitted  to 
tlie  Senate  an  elaborate  message,  communicating  at  large 
his  objections.  The  constitution  requires  that  we  should 
reconsider  the  bill,  and  that  the  question  of  its  passage, 
the  President's  objections  notwithstanding,  shall  be  taken 
3y  yeas  and  nays.  Respect  to  him,  as  well  as  the  injunc- 
:ions  of  the  consititution,  require  that  we  should  deliberate- 
y  examine  his  reasons,  and  reconsider  the  question. 

The  veto  is  an  extraordinary  power,  which,  though 
olerated  by  the  constitution,  waa  not  expected  bv  the 
onvention  to  be  used  in  ordinary  cases.  It  was  designed 
or  instances  of  precipitate  legislation,  in  unguarded  mo- 
nents.  Thus  restricted,  and  it  had  been  thus  restricted 
»y  all  former  Presidents,  it  might  not  be  mischievous. 
)uring  Mr.  Madison's  administration  of  eight  years,  there 
lad  occurred  but  two  or  three  cases  of  its  exercise.  Du- 
ing"  the  last  administration,  I  do  not  now  recollect  that 
:  was  once.  In  a  period  little  upwards  of  three  years, 
lie  present  Chief  Magistrate  has  employed  the  veto  four 
mes.  We  now  hear  quite  frequently,  m  the  progress  of 
leasures  through  Congress,  the  statement  that  the  Presi- 
ent  will  veto  theroy  urged  as  an  objection  to  their  pas- 
i^e. 
l*he  veto  is  hardly  reconcilable  with  the  genius  of 
^presentative  Governments  It  is  totally  irreconcilable 
itli  it,  if  it  is  to  be  frequently  employed  in  respect  to 
le  expediency  of  measures,  as  well  as  their  constitution- 
ity.  It  is  a  feature  of  our  Government  borrowed  from 
prerogative  of  the  Britidi  King.    And  it  is  remarkable 
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that  in  England  it  has  grown  obsolete,  not  having  been 
used  for  upwards  of  a  century.  At  the  commencement 
of  the  French  revolution,  in  discussing  the  principles  of 
their  constitution,  in  the  National  Convention,  the  veto 
held  a  conspicuous  figure.  The  gay,  laughing  population 
of  Paris  bestowed  on  the  King  the  appellation  of  Monsieur 
■Veto,  and  on  the  Quee  n  that  of  Madame  Veto.  The  conven- 
tion finally  decreed  that  if  a  measure  rejected  by  the  King 
should  obtain  the  sanction  of  the  two  concurring  I«egisla- 
tures,  it  should  be  a  law,  notwithstanding  the  veto.  In 
tlie  constitution  of  Kentucky,  and  perhaps  in  some  other 
of  the  State  constitutions,  it  is  provided  that  if,  after  the 
rejection  of  a  bill  by  the  Governor,  it  shall  be  passed  by  a 
majority  of  all  the  members  elected  to  both  Houses,  it 
shall  become  a  law,  notwithstandinrthe  Governor's  objec- 
tions. As  a  coordinate  branch  of  the  Government,  the 
Chief  Magistrate  has  great  weight.  If,  after  a  respectful 
consideration  of  his  objections  urged  against  a  bill,  a  ma- 
jority of*  all  the  members  elected  to  the  Legislature  shall 
still  pass  it,  notwithstanding  his  official  influence  and  the 
force  of  his  reasons,  ought  it  not  to  become  a  law?  Ought 
the  opinion  of  one  man  to  overrule^hat  of  a  legislative 
body  twice  deliberately  expressed? 

It  cannot  be  imagined  that  the  convention  contemplated 
the  application  of  the  veto  to  a  question  which  has  been 
so  long,  so  often,  and  so  thoroughly  scrutinized,  as  that  of 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  by  every  department  of 
the  Government,  in  almost  every  stag^  of  its  existence, 
and  by  the  people,  and  by  the  State  Legislatures.  Of  all 
the  controverted  questions  which  have  sprung  up  under 
our  Government,  not  one  has  been  so  fully  investigated  as 
that  of  its  power  to  establish  a  Bank  of  the  Unitea  Slates. 
More  titan  seventeen  years  ago,  in  January,  1815,  Mr. 
Madison  then  said  in  a  message  to  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States:  *'l¥aiving  the  question  of  the  constitutional  au- 
tliorit}r  of  the  Legislature  to  establish  an  incorporated 
bank,  as  being  precluded^  in  my  judgment,  by  repeated 
recognitions,  under  varied  circumstances,  of  the  validity 
of  such  an  institution,  in  acts  of  the  legislative*  execu- 
tive, and  judicial  branches  of  the  Government,  accom- 
panied by  indications^  in  diiferent  modes*  of  a  concur- 
rence of  the  general  will  of  tlie  nation."  Mr.  Madison» 
himself  opposed  to  the  first  Bank  of  the  United  States* 
yielded  his  own  convictions  to  those  of  the  nation*  and  all 
the  departments  of  Che  Government  thus  often  expressed. 
Subsequent  to  this  true,  but  strong  statement  of  the  case* 
the  present  Bank  of  the  United  States  was  established* 
and  numerous  other  acts  of  all  the  departments  of  the 
Government,  manifesting  their  settled  sense  uf  the  power* 
have  been  added  to  those  which  existed  prior  to  the  date 
of  Mr.  Madison's  message. 

No  question  has  been  more  generally  discussed*  within 
the  last  two  years,  by  the  people  at  large*  and  in  State 
Legislatures,  than  that  of  the  bank;  and  this  considera- 
tion of  it  has  been  prompted  by  the  President  himself.  In 
his  first  message  to  Congress,  (in  December*  1829*)  he 
brought  the  subject  to  the  view  of  that  body  and  the  na- 
tion, and  expressly  declared  that  it  could  not,  for  the  inte- 
rests of  all  concerned,  be  **  too  soon"  settled.  In  each  of 
his  subsequent  annual  messages,  in  1829  and  in  1831*  he 
again  invited  the  attention  of  Congress  to  the  subject. 
Thus,  after  an  interval  of  two  years,  and  after  the  inter- 
vention of  the  election  of  a  new  Congress*  the  President 
deliberately  renews  his  recommendation  to  consider  the 
question  of  the  renewal  of  the  charter  of  ^e  Bank  of  the 
United  States.  And  yet  his  friends  now  declare  the  agita- 
tion of  the  question  to  be  premature!  It  was  not  prema- 
ture in  1829  to  present  the  quesdon*  but  it  is  premature 
in  1832  to  consider  and  decide  it! 

After  the  President  had  directed  public  attention  to  this 
question*  it  became  not  only  a  topic  of  popular  convena- 
tion,  but  was  discussed  in  the  press,  and  employed  as  a 
th^me  in  popular  elections.    I  was  myself  interrogated  on 
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more  occasions  than  one,  to  make  a  public  expression  of 
my  sentiments;  and  a  friend  of  mine,  in  Kentucky,  a  can- 
didate for  the  State  Leg^islatare,  told  me,  near  two  years 
ago,  that  he  was  surprised,  in  an  obscure  part  of  his  ceun- 
tv,  (the  hills  of  Benson,)  wheTe  there  was  but  little  occa- 
sion for  banks,  to  find  himself  questioned  on  the  stump  as 
to  the  recharter  of  the  Bank  of  the  Ui^led  States.  It 
seemed  as  if  a  sort  of  general  order  had  gone  out  from 
head  quarters  to  the  partisans  of  the  administration  evpry 
where,  to  agitate  and  make  the  niost  of  the  question. 
7*hev  have  done  so:  and  their  condition  now  reminds  me 
of  the  fable  invented  by  Dr.  Franklin  of  the  Eagle  and 
iht  Cat,  to  demonstrate  tliat  JEsop  had  not  exhausted 
invention,  in  the  construction  of  his  memorable  fables. 
The  eagle,  you  know,  Mr.  President,  pounced,  from  his 
lofty  flight  m  the  air,  upon  a  cat,  taking  it  to  be  a  pig. 
Having  borne  off  his  prize,  he  quickly  felt  most  painfully 
the  paws  of  the  cat  thrust  deeply  into  his  sides  and  body. 
Whilst  fliving,  he  held  a  parley  with  tlie  supposed  pig, -and 
proposed  to  let  go  his  nold,  if  the  other  would  let  him 
alone.  No,  says  puss,  you  brought  me  from  yonder  eartli 
below,  and  I  will  hold  nut  to  you  until  you  carry  me  back; 
a  condition  to  which  the  ^agle  readily  assented. 

The  friends  of  the  President,  who  have  been  for  near 
three  years  agitating  tlus  question,  now  turn  round  upon 
their  opponents  who  have  supposed  the  President  quite 
serious  and  in  earnest,  in  presenting  it  for  public  conside- 
ration, and  chargre  them  with  prematurely  agitating  it. 
And  that  for  electioneering  purposes!  l1ie  other  side  un- 
derstands perfectly  the  policy  of  preferring  an  unjust 
pharge  in  oraer  to  avoid  a  well  founded  accusation. 

If  there  be  an  electioneering  motive  in  the  matter,  who 
have  been  actuated  by  it?  Those  who  have  taken  tlie 
President  at  his  word,  and  deliberated  on  a  measure  which 
he  has  repeatedly  recommended  to  their  consideration; 
or  tliose  who  have  resorted  to  all  sorts  of  means  to  elude 
tiie  question?  By  alternately  coaxing  and  thrcHtening 
the  bank;  by  an  extraordinary  investigation  into  the  ad- 
miniatration  of  the  bank;  and  by  every  species  of  post- 
ponement and  procrastination,  during  the  progress  of  the 
bUl. 

Notwithstan^ng  all  these  dilatory  expedients,  a  majo- 
rity of  Congress,  prompted  by  the  will  and  the  best  inte- 
rests of  the  nation*  passed  the  bill.  And  I  shall  now 
proceed,  with  great  respect  and  deference,  to  examine 
some  of  the  objections  to  its  becoming  a  law,  contained  in 
the  President's  message,  avoiding,  as  much  as  I  can,  a  repe- 
tition of  what  gentlemen  have  said  who  preceded  me. 

The  President  thinks  that  the  precedents,  drawn  from 
the  proceedinn  of  Congress,  as  to  the  constitutional  power 
to  establish  a  oank,  are  neutralized,  by  there  being  two 
for  and  two  against  the  authoritjr.  He  supposes  that  one 
Congress  in  1811,  and  another  in  1815,  decided  against 
the  power.  .Let  us  examine  both  of  these  cases.  The 
House  of  Representatives,  in  1811,  passed  the  bill  to  re- 
charter  the  bank,  and,  consequently,  affirmed  the  power. 
The  Senate  during  the  same  year  were  divided,  17  and  17, 
and  the  Vice  President  gave  the  casting  vote.  Of  the  17 
who  voted  against  the  bank,  we  know,  m)mthe  declaration 
of  the  Senator  from  Bflaryland,  [Mr.  Smith,]  now  present, 
that  he  entertained  no  doubt  whatever  of  the  constitutional 
power  of  Congress  to  establish  a  bank,  and  that  he  voted 
on  totally  distinct  ground.  Taking  away  his  vote,  and  add- 
ing it  to  the  17  who  voted  for  the  bank,  the  number  would 
have  stood  18  for,  and  16  against  the  power.  But  we 
know,  further,  that  Mr.  Gaillard,  Mr*  Anderson,  and  Mr. 
Robinson,  made  a  part  of  that  16;  and  that  in  1815  all  three 
of  them  voted  for  the  bank.  Take  those  three  votes  from 
the  16,  and  add  them  to  the  18,  and  the  vote  of  1811,  as  to 
the  question  of  the  constitutional  power,  would  have  been 
31  and  13.  And  of  these  thhteen,  there  might  have  been 
others  still  who  were  not  governed  in  their  votes  by  any 
doubts  of  the  power. 


In  regard  to  the  Congress  of  1815,  so  far  from  their 
having  entertained  any  scruples  in  respect  to  the  pover 
to  establish  a  bank,  they  actually  passed  a  bank  bill,  »nd 
thereby  aiHrmed  the  power.  It  is  true  that,  by  the  caitp 
ing  vote  of  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
(Mr.  Chcves,)  they  rejected  another  bank  bill,  not  oo 
grounds  of  want  of  power,  but  upon  considerations  o£  ex- 
pediency in  the  particular  structure  of  that  bank. 

Both  the  advert  precedents,  therefoi-e,  relied  upon  in 
the  message,  i>perate  directly  against  the  arguoient  which 
they  were  brouglit  forward  to  maintain.  Congress,  by 
various  other  acts,  in  relation  to  the  Bank  of  tlie  United 
States,  has  ag^in  and  again  sanctioned  the  power.  And 
1  beUeve  it  may  be  truly  affirmed  that,  from  the  ccid* 
mencement  of  tiie  Government  to  this  day,  there  has  not 
been  a  Congress  opposed  to  the  Bank  of  the  United  Sutes 
upon  the  distinct  ground  of  a  want  of  power  to  cstablishit. 

And  here,  Mr.  President,  I  must  request  the  indul|feDce 
of  the  Semite,  whilst  I  express  a  few  words  in  rtUtioo  to 
myself. 

I  voted,  in  1811,  against  the  old  Bank  of  the  United 
States,  and  I  delivered  on  the  occasions  speech,  in  whicb« 
among  other  reasons,  I  assigned  that  of  its  being  uDComL- 
tutional.  My  speech  has  been  read  to  the  Senate  durif 
the  progress  of  this  bit),  but  the  reading  of  it  excited  rjo 
other  regret  than  that  it  was  read  in  such  a  wretched,  bunf- 
ling,  mangling  manner.*  During  a  long  public  life,  (( 
mention  the  nict  not  as  claiming  any  merit  for  it,)  tlic 
only  great  question  in  which  1  have  ever  changed  mr 
opinion,  is  that  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States.  If  the 
researches  of  the  Senator  had  carried  him  a  little  furthe:, 
he  would,  by  turning  over  a  few  more  leaves  of  the  saiM 
book  from  which  he  read  my  speech,  have  found  that  vLici 
I  made  in  1816,  in  support  of  tlie  present  bank.  By  t:ie 
reasons  assigned  in  it  for  the  change  of  my  opinion,  I  ifl 
ready  to  abide  in  the  judgment  of  the  present  gfenentja 
and  of  posterity.  In  18 16,  being  Speaker  (^  the  House  ef 
Representatives,  it  was  perfectly  in  my  power  to  hiT< 
said  nothing  and  done  notiiing,  and  thus  have  concealed  tl< 
change  of  opinion  which  my  mind  liad  undergone.  But  I 
did  not  choose  to  remain  silent  anc(  escape  responsibili? 
1  chose  publicly  to  avow  my  actual  conversion.  Tbevar< 
and  the  fatal  experience  of  its  disastrous  events,  had  cbtf^- 
ed  me.  Mr.  Madison,  Governor  Pleasants,  andaimo^u 
the  public  men  around  me,  my  political  friends,  hsdduiif' 
ed  their  opinions  from  the  same  causes. 

The  power  to  establish  a  bank  is  deduced  from  tbtt 
clause  of  the  constitution  which  confers  on  Congress  tD 
powers  necessary  and  proper  to  carry  into  effect  the  enu- 
merated powers.  In  1811,  I  believed  a  Bank  of  the  United 
States  not  necessary,  and  that  a  safe  reliance  migiit  ^ 
placed  on  the  local  banks,  in  the  administration  of  ibe  fe- 
cal afiTairs  of  the  Government.  The  war  taught  usna"' 
lessons;  and,  among  others,  demonstrated  the  nccessin  " 
a  Bank  of  the  United  States  to  the  successful  operitisos 
of  the  Government.  I  will  not  trouble  the  Senate  viil»* 
perusal  of  my  speech  in  1816,  but  ask  its  pennlaaoB  ^ 
read  a  few  extracts: 

"  But  how  stood  the  case  in  1816,  when  he  wasoBM 
upon  again  to  examine  the  powers  of  the  General  Go^ni- 
ment  to  incorporate  a  national  bank?  A  total  chan^  ^ 
circumstances  was  presented — events  of  the  utmost  oaf" 
nitude  had  Intervened. 

•*  A  general  suspension  of  specie  payments  had  token 
place,  and  this  had  led  to  a  train  of  consequences  of  tbc 
most  alarming  nature.  He  beheld,  dispersed  o^'''  JjJ 
immense  extent  of  the  United  Stotes,  about  tlirec  huni-« 
banking  institutions,  enjoying,  in  dift'erent  degrees,  tM 
confidence  of  the  public,  shaken  as  to  them  all,  under  ^ 
direct  control  of  the  General  Government,  and  ^^^J^^'J 
no  actual  responsibility  to  the  State  tiutboritiej.    1°^ 


« It  it  undrnttod  to  bavr  bern  read  hy  Mr.  HlLU-BM^rt, 
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institutions  were  emitting^  the  actual  currency  of  the  Unit- 
ed States — a  currency  consisting  of  paper,  on  which  they 
neither  paid  interest  nor  principal,  whilst  it  was  exchang- 
ed for  the  paper  of  the  communit}*,  on  which  both  were 
paid.     We  saw  these  institutions,  in  fact,  exercising  what 
had  been  considered,  at  all  times,  and  in  ail  countries,  one 
of  the  highest  attributes  of  sovereignty — ^the  regulation 
of  the  current  medium  of  the  country.     They  were  no 
longer  competent  to  assist  the  treasury  in  either  of  the 
great  operations  of  collection,  deposite,  or  distribution  of 
the  public  revenues.     In  fact,  the  paper  which  they  emit- 
ted, and  which  the  treasury,  from  the  force  of  events, 
found  itself  constrained  to  receive,  was  constantly  obstruct- 
ing the  operations  of  that  department;  for  it  would  accu- 
mulate where  it  was  not  wanted,  and  could  not  be  used 
where  it  was  wanted,  for  the  purposes  of  Government, 
without  a  ruinous  and  arbitrary  brokerage.     Every  man 
who  paid  to  or  received  from  the  Government,  paid  or  re- 
ceived as  much  less  than  he  ought  to  have  done,  as  was 
the  difference  between  the  medium  in  which  the  payment 
was  effected  and  specie.    Taxes  were  no  longer  uniform. 
In  New  England,  where  specie  payments  had  not  been 
suspended^  the  people  were  called  upon  to  pay  larger 
contributions  than  where  they  were  suspended.     In  Ken- 
tucky as  much  more  was  paid  by  the  people  in  their  taxes, 
than  was  paid,  for  example,  in  the  State  of  Ohio,  as  Ken- 
tucky paper  was  worth  more  than  Ohio  paper.      •    •     • 
*•  Considering,  then,  that  the  state  of  the  currency  was 
such  that  no  thinking  man  could  contemplate  it  without 
the  most  serious  alarm;  that  it  tlireatened  general  dis- 
tress, if  it  did  not  ultimately  lead  to  convulsion  and  sub- 
version of  the  Government,  it  appeared  to  him  to  be  the 
duty  of  Congress  to  apply  a  remedy,  if  a  remedy  could  be 
devised.     A  national  bank,  with  other  auxiliary  measures, 
was  proposed  as  that  remedy.     Mr.  Clat  said  he  deter- 
mined  to  examine  the  question  with  as  little  prejudice  as 
possible  arising  from  his  former  opinion;  be  knew  that  the 
safest  course  to  him,  if  he  pursued  a  cold,  calculating  pru- 
dence, was  to  adhere  to  that  opinion,  right  or  wrong.    He 
WM  perfectly  aware  that,  if  he  changed,  or  seemed  to 
change  it,  he  should  expose  himself  to  some  censure;  but, 
looking  at  the  subject  with  the  light  shed  upon  it  by 
events  happening  since  the  commencement  of  tlie  war,  he 
could  no  longer  doubt.         •  •  •         j|g  pj.^. 

ferred,  to  the  suggestions  of  the  pride  of  consistency,  the 
evident  interests  of  the  community,  and  determined  to 
throw  himself  upon  their  justice  and  candor." 

The  interest  Which  foreigners  hold  in  the  existing  Bank 
of  the  United  States  is  dwelt  upon  in  the  message  as  a  se- 
rious objection  to  the  recharter.  But  this  interest  is  the 
result  of  the  assignable  nature  of  the  stock;  and  if  the  ob- 
jection be  well  founded,  it  applies  to  Government  stock, 
to  the  stock  in  local  banks,  in  canal  and  other  companies, 
created  for  internal  improvements,  and  every  species  of 
money  or  moveables  in  which  foreigners  may  acquire  an 
interest.  The  assignable  character  of  the  stock  is  a  qua- 
lity conferred,  not  for  the  benefit  of  foreigners,  but  for 
that  of  our  own  citizens.  And  the  fact  of  its  being  trans- 
ferred to  them  is  the  effect  of  the  balance  of  trade  being 
against  us — an  evil,  if  it  be  one,  which  the  American  sys- 
/  tern  m\\  correct.  AH  Governments  wanting  capital  resort 
I  to  foreign  nations  possessing  it  in  superabundance,  to  ob- 
tain it.  Sometimes  the  resort  is  even  made  by  one  to  an- 
other belligerent  nation.  During  our  revolutionary  war 
we  obtained  foreign  capital  (Dutch  and  French)  to  aid  us. 
During  the  late  war  American  stock  was  sent  to  Europe 
to  sell;  and,  if  I  am  not  misinformed,  to  Liverpool.  The 
question  does  not  depend  upon  the  place  whence  the  capi- 
tal is  obtained,. but  the  advantageous  use  of  it.  The  con- 
fidence of  foreigners  in  our  stocks  is  a  proof  of  the' solidity 
of  our  credit.  Foreigners  have  no  voice  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  this  bank;  and  if  they  buy  its  stock,  they  are 


nage  it.  The  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Whitx]  asks 
what  would  have  been  the  condition  of  this  country,  if,  • 
during  the  late  war,  this  bank  hiUl  existed,  with  such  an 
interest  in  it  as  foreigners  now  hold'  I  will  tell  him.  We 
should  have  avoided  many  of  the  disasters  of  that  war; 
perhaps  those  of  Detroit,  and  at  this  place.  The  Govern- 
ment would  have  possessed  ample  means  for  its  vigorous 
prosecution;  and  the  interest  of  foreigners  (Britisa  sub- 
jects especiallv)  would  have  operated  upon  them,  not 
upon  us.  Will  it  not  be  a  serious  evil  to  be  obliged  to 
remit  in  specie  to  foreigners  the  eight  millions  which  thev 
now  have  in  this  bank»  instead  of  retaining  that  capi- 
tal within  the  country  to  stimulate  its  industry  and  enter- 
prise? 

The  President  assigns  in  his  meange  a  conspicuous 
place  to  the  alleged  injurious  operation  of  the  bank  on 
the  interests  of  the  Western  People.  They  ought  to  be 
much  indebted  to  him  for  his  kindness  mannested  to- 
wards them;  although  I  think  they  have  much  reason  to 
deprecate  it.  The  people  of  all  the  West  owe  to  this 
bank  about  thirty  millions,  which  have  been  borrowed 
from  it;  and  the  President  thinks  that  the  payments  for 
the  interest,  an(|  other  facilities  which  they  derive  from  . 
the  operation  of  this  bank,  are  so  onerous  as  to  produce 
**  a  drain  of  their  currency,  which  no  country  can  bear 
without  inconvenience  and  occasional  distress.*'  His  re- 
medy is  to  compel  them  to  pay  the  whole  of  the  debt 
which  they  have  contracted  in  a  period  short  of  four  years. 
Now,  Mr.  President,  if  they  cannot  pay  the  interest  with- 
out distress,  how  are  they  to  pay  the  principal?  If  they 
cannot  pay  a  part,  how  are  they  to  pay  the  whole?  Whe- 
ther the  payment  of  the  interest  be  or  be  not  a  burden  to 
them,  is  a  question  for  themselves  to  decide,  respecting 
which  they  might  be  dispcMod  to  dispense  with  the  kind- 
ness of  the  Prendent.  If,  instead  of  borrowing  thirty 
millions  from  the  bank,  they  had  borrowed  a  Uke  sum 
from  a  Girard,  John  Jacob  Astor»  or  any  other  banker* 
what  would  they  think  of  one  who  should  come  to  them 
and  say—"  Gentlemen  of  the  West,  it  will  ruin  you  to  pay 
the  interest  on  that  debt,  and  therefore  I  will  oblige  you 
to  pay  the  whole  of  the  principal  in  less  than  four  years." 
Would  they  not  reply — •'  We  know  what  we  are  about; 
mind  your  own  business;  we  are  satisfied  that  in  ours  we 
can  make  not  only  the  interest  on  what  we  loan,  but  a  fair 
profit  bendes." 

A  great  mistake  exists  about  the  Western  operation  of 
the  bank.  It  is  not  the  bank,  but  the  business*  the  com- 
merce of  the  West,  and  the  operations  of  Government* 
that  occasion^  the  transfer  annually  of  money  from  the 
West  to  the  AtUntic  States.  What  is  the  actual  course 
of  things?  The  business  and  commerce  of  the  West  are 
carried  on  with  New  Orleans,  with  the  Southern  and 
Southwestern  States,  and  with  the  Atlantic  cities.  We 
transport  our  dead  or  inanimate  produce  to  New  Orleana* 
and  receive  in  return  checks  or  drafts  of  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States,  at  a  premium  of  a  half  per  cent  We  send, 
by  our  drovers,  our  live  stock  to  the  South  and  South- 
west, and  receive  similar  checks  in  return.  With  these 
drafts  or  checks  our  merchants  proceed  to  the  Atlantic 
cities,  and  purchase  domestic  or  foreign  goods  for  West- 
ern consumption.  The  lead  and  fur  tiade  of  Missouri  and 
Illinois  is  also  carried  on  principally  through  the  agency 
of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States.  The  Government  also 
transfers  to  places  where  it  is  wanted,  through  that  bank, 
the  sums  accumulated  at  the  different  land  offices  for  pur* 
chases  of  the  public  lands. 

Now,  all  these  varied  operations  roust  go  on— all  these 
remittances  must  be  made.  Bank  of  the  United  States  or  / 
no  bank.     The  bank  does  not  create,  but  it  facilitates^ 
them.     The  bank  is  a  mere  vehicle;  just  as  much  so  as 
the  steamboat  is  the  vehicle  which  transports  our  produce 
to  the  great  mart  of  New  Orleans,  and  not  the  grower  of 


obliged  to  submit  to  citizens  of  the  United  States  to  ma- [that  produce,    tt  is  to  confound  cause  andeiFect,  toattri- 
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bute  to  the  bank  the  transfer  of  money  from  the  West  to 
the  East  Annihilate  the  bank  to-morrow,  and  similar 
transfers  of  capital,  the  same  description  of  pecuniary 
operations,  roust  be  continued;  not  so  well,  it  is  true,  but 
performed  they  roust  be,  ill  or  well*  under  any  state  of 
circumstances. 

The  true  questions  are,  how  are  they  now  performed? 
how  were  they  conducted  prior  to  the  existence  of  the 
bank?  how  would  they  be  after  it  ceased?  I  can  tell  you 
what  was  our  condition  before  the  bank  was  established; 
and,  as  I  reason  from  past  to  future  experience,  under 
analogtHis  circumstances,  I  can  venture  to  predict  what  it 
will  probably  be  without  the  bank.        ^ 

Before  the  establishment  of  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States,  the  exchange  business  of  the  West  was  carried  on 
by  a  premium,  which  was  generally  paid  on  all  remit- 
tances to  the  Bast  of  two  and  a  half  per  cent.  The  ag- 
gregate amount  of  all  remittances,  throughout  the  whole 
circle  of  the  year,  was  very  great;  and,  instead  of  the  sum 
then  paid,  we  now  pay  half  per  cent,  or  notliing,  if  notes 
of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  be  used.  Prior  to  the 
bank  we  were  without  the  capital  of  the  thirty  millions 
which  that  institution  now  supplies,  stimulating  our  indus- 
try and  invigorating  our  enterprise.  In  Kentucky  we 
have  no  specie-paying  bank,  scarcely  any  currency  other 
than  that  of  paper  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  and 
its  branches. 

How  is  the  West  to  pay  this  enormous  debt  of  thirty 
millions  of  dollars?  It  is  impossible.  It  cannot  be  done. 
General  distress,  certain,  wide-spread,  inevitable  ruin, 
must  be  the  consequences  of  an  attempt  to  enforce  the 
payment.  Depression  in  the  value  of  all  propierty,  she- 
riiPs  sales  and  sacrifices — bankruptcy,  must  necessarily 
ensue;  and,  with  them,  relief  laws,  paper  money,  a  pros- 
tration of  the  courts  of  justice,  evils  from  which  we  nave 
just  emerged,  must  again,  with  all  their  train  of  afflictions, 
revisit  our  country.  But  it  is  argued  by  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Whitx]  that  similar  predictions 
were  made,  without  being  realized,  from  the  downfall  of 
the  old  Bank  of  the  United  States.  It  is,  however,  to  be 
recollected  that  the  old  bank  did  not  possess  one-third  of 
the  capital  of  the  present;  that  it  had  but  one  office  west 
of  the  mountains,  whilst  the  present  has  nine;  and  that  it 
had  little  or  no  debt  due  to  it  in  that  quarter,  whilst  the 
present  bank  has  thirty  millions.  The  war,  too,  which 
shortly  followed  the  downfall  of  the  old  bank,  and  thesus^ 
pension  of  specie  payments  which  soon  followed  the  war, 
prevented  the  injury  apprehended  from  the  discontinu- 
ance of  the  old  bank. 


ment  must  come;  and  he  asks  when,  better  than  now?  Is 
it  to  be  indefinitely  postponed;  is  the  charter  of  the  pre- 
sent bank  to  be  perpetual?  Why,  Mr.  President,  all 
things — Governments,  republics,  empires,  laws,  human 
life----doubtles8  are  to  have  an  end;  but  sliall  we  therefore 
yaccelerate  their  termination?  The  West  is  now  young, 
/wants  capital,  and  its  vast  resources  needing  nourishment 
are  daily  developing.  By  and  by,  it  will  accumulate 
wealth,  from  its  industry  and  enterprise,  and  possess  its 
surplus  capital.  The  charter  is  not  made  perpetual,  be- 
cause it  is  wrong  to  bind  posterity  perpetually.  At  the 
end  ofthe  term  limited  for  its  renewal,  posterity  will  have 
the  power  of  determining  for  itself  whether  the  bank 
shall  then  be  wound  up,  or  prolonged  another  term.  And 
that  question  roay  be  decided,  as  it  now  ought  to  be,  by  a 
consideration  of  the  interests  of  all  parts  of  the  Union, 
the  West  among  the  rest.  Sufi&cient  for  the  day  is  the 
evil  thereof. 

The  President  tells  us  that,  if  the  Executive  had  been 
called  upon  to  furnish  the  project  of  a  bank,  the  duty 
would  have  been  cheerfully  performed;  and  he  states tliat 
a  bank,  competent  to  all  the  duties  which  roay  be  requir- 
ed by  Uie  Government,  might  be  so  organized  as  not  to 


infringe  on  our  own  delegated  powers,  or  the  reaened 
rights  of  the  States^  The  President  is  a  co-ordinate  bnmcli 
of  the  legislative  department.  As  such,  bills  which  hnt 
passed  both  Houses  of  Congress,  are  presented  to  him  for 
his  approval  or  rejection.  The  idea  of  going  to  the 
President  for  the  project  of  a  law,  is  totally  new  in  the 
practice,  and  utterly  contrary  to  the  theory  of  the  G* 
vemment  What  should  we  think  of  the  Senate  ctllins 
upon  the  House,  or  the  House  upon  the  Senate,  for  the 
project  of  a  law  ? 

In  France,  the  King  possessed  the  initiative  of  all  Uvs, 
and  none  could  pass  without  its  having  been  pretiously 
presented  to  one  of  the  Chambers  by  the  Crown,  throu|^ 
the  ministers.  Does  the  President  wish  to  introduce  th« 
initiative  here'  Are  the  powers  of  recommendation,  »nd 
that  of  veto,  not  sufficient?  Must  all  legislation,  in  its 
commencement  and  in  its  termination,  concentrate  intbe 
President?  When  we  shall  have  reached  that  itiicof 
things,  the  election  and  annual  sessions  of  Congress  vil) 
be  a  useless  charge  upon  the  people,  and  the  whole  busi- 
ness of  Government  may  be  economically  conducted  br 
ukases  and  decrees. 

Congress  does  sometimes  receive  the  suggestions  an^ 
opinions  of  the  heads  of  departments,  as  to  new  livs. 
And,  at  the  commencement  of  this  session,  in  his  annoal 
report,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  stated  his  ressoM 
at  large,  not  merely  in  favor  of  a  banki  but  in  support  of 
the  renewal  of  the  charter  of  the  existing  bank.  Wto 
could  have  believed  that  that  responsible  officer  was  coin> 
municating  to  Congress  opinions  directly  adverse  to  tlioa 
entertained  by  the  President  himself?  When  before  to 
it  happened  that  the  head  of  a  department  recomrmi- 
ed  the  passage  of  a  law,  which,  being  accordingly  pisiied 
and  presented  to  the  President,  is  subjected  to  his^ctj' 
What  sort  of  a  bank  it  is,  with  a  project  of  which  tke 
President  would  have  deigned  to  furnish  Congress,  iftlifj 
had  applied  to  him,  he  has  not  stated.  In  the  absence  </ 
such  statement,  we  can  only  conjecture  that  it  is  his  f«nio« 
treasury  bank,  formerly  recommended  by  him,  fro> 
which  the  people  have  recoiled  with  the  instinctive  honw 
excited  by  the  approach  of  the  cholera. 

The  message  states  that  **■  an  investigation  unvillio|I; 
conceded,  and  so  restricted  in  time  as  necessarily  to  nuke 
it  incomplete  and  unsatisfactory,  discloses  enough  to  ex* 
cite  suspicion  and  alarm."  As  there  is  no  prospect  of  tb? 
passage  of  this  bill,  the  President's  objections  notwith' 
standing,  by  a  constitutional  majority  of  two-thirds,  it  ob 
the  House  of  Representativ^rs.    The  metfr 


never  reach 

bers  of  that  House,  and  especially  its  distinguished  chirj 
The  same  gentleman  further  argues  that  the  day  of  payJlnan  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  who  reporter 


the  bill,  are  therefore  cut  off  from  all  opportunity  of<l^- 
fending  themselves.  Under  these  circumstances,  »Ho* 
me  to  ask  how  the  President  has  ascertained  that  the  i* 
vestigation  was  unwillingly  conceded?  I  have  understood 
directly  the  contrary;  and  that  the  chairman  already  it- 
ferred  to,  as  well  as  other  members  in  favor  of  the  i* 
newal  of  the  charter,  promptly  consented  to  and  rotco 
for  the  investigation.  And  we  'all  know  that  those  in  sup- 
port of  the  renewal  could  have  prevented  the  invesng*- 
tion,  and  that  they  did  not.  But  suspicion  and  aUrtn  hart 
been  excited.  Suspicion  and  alarm!  Against  whom  a 
this  suspicion?    The  House,  or  the  bank,  or  both? 

Mr.  President,  I  protest  against  the  right  of  any  CbKJ 
Magistrate  to  come  into  either  House  of  Congress,  »m 
scrutinize  the  motives  of  its  members;  to  examine  vhtuer 
a  measure  has  been  passed  with  promptitude  or  rep«f 
nance;  and  to  pronounce  upon  the  willingness  or  iib»»j 
lingness  with  which  it  has  been  adopted  or  rejected.  B 
is  an  interference  in  concerns  which  partake  of  a  doniesi* 
nature.  The  official  and  constitutional  relations  beiwwj 
the  President  and  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  sat»w 
with  them  as  organized  bodies.  His  action  is  confin«»J|J 
their  consummated  proceedings,  and  docs  not  exteod 
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measures  in  their  incipient  stages,  during*  their  progress 
through  the  Houses,  nor  to  the  motives  by  which  they  are 
actuated. 

There  are  some  parts  of  this  message  that  ought  to  ez^ 
cite  deep  alarm*  and  that  especially  in  which  the  Presi- 
dent announces  that  each  public  officer  mayinterpret.the 
constitution  as  he  pleases.  His  language  is:  **  Each  public 
officer,  who  takes  an  oath  to  support  the  constitution, 
swears  that  he  will  support  it  as  he  understands  it,  and  not 
as  it  is  understood  by  others."  •  •  •  *<  The  opinion 
of  the  Judges  htfs  no  more  authority  over  Congress  than 
the  opinion  of  Congress  baa  over  the  judges;  and,  on  that 
point,  the  President  is  independent  of  both.."  Now,  Mr. 
President,  I  conceive,  with  great  deference,  that  the  Pre- 
sident has  mistaken  the  purport  of  the  oath  to  support  the 
constitution  of  the  United  States.  No  one  swears  to  sup- 
port it  as  he  understands  it,  but  to  support  it  simply  as  it 
IS  in  truth.  All  men  are  bound  to  obey  the  Uiws,  of  which 
the  constitution  is  the  supreme;  but  must  they  obey  them 
as  they  are,  or  as  they  understand  themP  » If  the  obliga- 
tion  of  obedience  is  limited  and  controlled  by  the  measure 
of  information;  in  other  words,  if  the  party  is  bound  to 
obey  the  constitution  only  as  he  understands  it,  what 
would  be  the  consequence?  The  judge  of  an  inferior 
court  would  disobey  the  mandate  of  a  superior  tribunal, 
because  it  was  not  in  conformity  to  the  constitution,  as  he 
understands  it;  a  custom-house  officer  would  disobey  a 
circular  from  the  Treasury  Department,  because  contrary 
to  the  constitution,  as  he  understands  it;  an  American 
minister  woulcl  disregard  an  instruction  from  the  Presi- 
dent, communicated  through  the  Department  of  State, 
because  not  agreeable  to  the  constitution,  as  he  under- 
staiifis  it;  and  a  subordinate  officer  in  the  army  or  navy 
would  violate  the  orders  of  his  superior,  because  they 
were  not  in  accorcknce  with  the  constitution,  as  he  under- 
stands it.  We  should  have  nothing  settled,  nothing  stable, 
nothing  fixed.  There  would  be  general  disorder  and  con- 
fusion throughout  every  branch  of  administration,  from 


restricted  by  the  constitution  to  the  forts  and  other  build- 
ings described.  ' 

The  message  presents  some  striking  instances  of  dis- 
crepancy. 1st.  It  conteifts  the  right  to  establish  one  bank, 
and  objects  to  the  bill  that  it  limits  and  restrains  the  pow* 
er  of  Congress  to  establish  several.  2d.  It  urges  that  the 
bill  does  not  recognise  the  power  of  State  taxation  gene- 
rally; and  complaina  that  facilities  are  afforded  to  the 
exercise  of  that  power,  in  respect  to  the  stock  held  by 
individuals.  3d.  It  objects  that  any  bonus  is  taken,  and 
insists  that  not  enough  is  demanded.  And,  4th.  It  com* 
plains  that  foreigners  have  too  much  influence;  and  that 
stock  transferred  loses  the  privilege  of  representation  in 
the  elections  of  the  bank,  which,  if  it  were  retained, 
would  give  them  more. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  about  to  close  one  of  the  longest 
and  most  arduous  sessions  of  Congress  under  the  present 
constitution;  and,  when  we  return  among  our  constituents, 
what  account  of  the  operations  of  their  Government  shall 
we  be  bound  to  communicate?  We  shall  be  compelled 
to  say  that  the  Supreme  Court  is  paralyzed,  and  the  mis- 
sionaries retained  in  prison  in  contempt  of  its  authority, 
and  in  defiance  of  numerous  treaties  and  laws  of  the  Unit- 
ed States;  that  the  Executive,  through  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  sent  to  Congress  a  tarin  bill  which  would 
have  destroyed  numerous  branches  of  our  domestic  indus- 
try, and  led  to  the  final  destruction  of  all;  that  the  veto 
has  been  applied  to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  our 
only  reliance  for  a  sound  and  uniform  currency;  that  the 
Senate  has  been  violently  attacked  for  the  exercise  of  a 
clear  constitutional  power;  that  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives has  been  unnecessarily  assailed;  and  that  the  Presi- 
dent has  promulgpited  a  rule  of  action  for  those  who  have 
taken  the  oath  to  support  the  constitution  of  the  United 
States,  that  must,  if^  there  be  practical  conformity  to  it, 
introduce  general  nullification,  and  end  in  the  absolute  sub- 
version of  the  Government. 

Mr.  BENTON  succeeded,  and  occupied  the  floor  until 


the  highest  to  the  lowest  officers — universal  nullification/ 'the  hour  of  three;  when  the  Senate,  in  pursuance  of  their 


For  what  is  the  doctrine  of  the  President  but  that  of 
South  Carolina  applied  throughout  the  Union?  The  Pre- 
sident independent  both  of  Congress  and  the  Supreme 
Court!  Only  bound  to  execute  me  laws  of  the  one  and 
tJie  decisions  of  tlie  other  as  far  as  they  conform  to  the 
cpnsititution  of  the  United  States,  as  he  understands  it! 
Then  it  should  be  the  duty  of  every  President,  on  his  in- 
stallation into  office,  to  carefully  examine  all  the  acts  in 
the  statute  book,  approved  by  his  predecessors,  and  mark 
out  those  which  he  was  resolved  not  to  execute,  and  to 
which  he  meant  to  apply  this  new  species  of  veto,  because 
they  were  repugnant  to  the  constitution,  as  he  under- 
stands it.  And,  after  the  expiration  of  every  term  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  he  should  send  for  the  record  of  its  de- 
cisions, and  discriminate  between  those  which  he  wjould, 
and  those  which  he  would  not,  execute,  because  they 
were  or  were  not  agreeable  to  the  constitution,  as  he 
understands  it. 

Tiiere  is  another  constitutional  doctrine  contained  in 
the  message,  which  is  entirely  new  to  me.  It  asserts  that 
•*  the  Government  of  the  United  States  have  no  constitu- 
tional power  to  purchase  lands  within  the  States,"  except 
**  for  the  erection  of  forti,  magazines,  arsenals, dock  yards, 
and  other  needful  buildings;"  and  even  for  these  objects 
only  *'by  the  consent  of  tlie  Legislature  of  the  State  in 
which  the  same  shall  be."  Now,  sir,  I  had  supposed  that 
the  right  of  Congress  to  purchase  lands  in  any  State  was 
incontestable:  and,  in  point  of  fact,  it  probably,  at  this 
moment,  owns  lands  in  every  State  of  .the  Union,  pur- 


chased for  taxes,  or  as  ii  judgment  or  mortgage  creditor. 

And  there  are  various  acts  of  Congress  which  regulate  the  some  sections  of  it.  It  would  create  greater  and  more 
purchase  and  transfer  of  such  lands.  The  advisers  of  the  ^neral  dissatisfaction  than  had,  at  any  time,  existed  in  this 
President  have  confounded  the  faculty  of  purchasing'  country.  He  would  not  consent  to  take  any  part  of  the 
lands  with  the  exercise  of  exdusiTe  jurisdictjon,  which  isj  responsibility  of  the  passage  of  this  bill.     He  tlterefore 


previous  order,  took  a  recess. 

xvsKiiro  ssssioir. 
The  Senate  was  called  to  order  at  five  o'clock. 

THE  TARIFF. 

Mr.  WILKINS,  [with  the  consent  of  Mr.  Biktoit,  who 

was  entitled  to  the  floor,]  from  the  committee  appointed 
on  the  part  of  the  "Senate  to  confer  with  the  committee  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  in  relation  to  the  amend- 
ments of  tlie  Senate  to  the  bill  « to  alter  and  amend  the 
several  acts  imposing  duties  on  imports,"  which  amend- 
ments were  disagreed  to  by  the  House  of  Representatives, 
made  a  report,  as  follows:  The  committee  recommend 
that  the  Senate  rec^e  from  all  the  amendments  disagreed 
to  by  the  House,  and  adhere  to  the  amendments  concur- 
red in  by  the  House. 

Mr.  BELI^  moved  that  the  billiind  amendments  be  in- 
definitely postponed.  It  was,  he  said,  with  great  reluc- 
tance that  he  rose  to  make  this  motion.  He  had  hoped 
that  the  bill  from  the  House  would  have  undergone  ^uch 
modifications  as  would  have  rendered  it  acceptable  to  the 
friends  of  domestic  industry.  He  had*hoped  that  amend- 
ments would  have  been  adopted,  by  whicli  the  great  inte- 
rests of  the  country  might  have  been  preserved.  But  f)e 
did  not  believe  that  the  bill,  in  its  present  ft)rm,  would 
preserve  those  interests,  and  he  did  not  believe  that  the 
bill  would  be  acceptable  to  the  people.  At  this  stage  of 
the  session,  he  would  not  argue  the  question.  He  would 
express  the  opinion  that  the  effects  of  the  bill  would  be 
disastrous  to  the  country  generally,  and  particularly  so  to 
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moved  to  postpone  \t  indefinitely  $  and  tipon  that  motion 
he  asked  the  yeas  and  nays,  which  were  ordered.    < 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  that  he  had  reluctantly  assented 
to  the  report  of  the  committee.  A*  long  as  there  was  a 
hope  of  doing*  any  thing*,  he  did  not  cease  to  make  exer- 
tions. He  felt  desirous  that  the  ameodments  of  the  Se- 
nate should  prevail,  and  he  was  also  desirous  that  the  bill 
should  pass.  But  he  had  found  that,  unless  the  Senate 
yielded,  it  would  be  impossible  to  get  the  bill  throug^h. 
He  had  urged  upon  the  coimnittee  the  necessity  of  adopt* 
ing  the  amendments;  and  he  had  stated  it  as  his  belief, 
that,  unless  they  were  adopted,  the  friends  of  the  protec- 
tive system  would  postpone  tlie  bill  indefinitely.  He  was 
free  to  confess  that  the  bill  was  not  what  it  ought  to  be; 
but,  for  one,  he  would  rather  pass  it  than  -go  away  with- 
out doing  any  thing.  He  was  aware  that  many  of  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  were  of  vital  importance  to  the 
protection  of  some  branches  of  industry.  The  increase  of 
flie  duty  on  duck  was  liighly  desirable.  A  large  duck 
manufactory  had  been  established  in  New  Jersey^  which 
this  bill  will  entirely  destroy.  He  was  willing  to  allow  that 
justice  had  not  been  done  to  woollens;  still  he  thought 
it  would  be  better  to  pass  the  bill  as  it  was,  than  to  pass 
no  bill.  He  was  sorry  that  the  motion  for  indefinite  post- 
ponement had  been  made,  and  he  should  vote  against  it. 

Mr.  CLAY  would  be  glad  to  know,  he  said,  tiow  this 
▼ote  for  receding  from  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  had 
been  obtained.  He  did  not  cast  any  reflections  on  the 
Chair  fur  constituting  the  committee  as  he  had  done.  The 
Chair  h^,  in  this  respect,  doubtless  done  its  duty;  but  the 
majority  of  the  committee  was  composed  of  two  gentle- 
men representing  two  States  which  M-ere  especially  and 
principally  interested  in  the  iron  duty.  I  desire,  said 
Mr.  C,  that  Ihe  country  sliould  know  how  this  matter 
rests.  Kentucky  is  selected  for  one  of  the  victims,  and 
Louirisna  for  anotlier.  Cotton  bagging  and  sugar  were 
given  up.  The  manufacturers  of  woollens,  together  with 
all  who  were  concerned  in  the  protection  of  the  raw  ma- 
terial, w^ere  also  sacrificed.  He  wished  to  know,  and  he 
wished  the  country  tg  know,  who  have  concurred  in  a 
measure  so  destructive  to  the  great  interests  of  the  coun- 
try. When  the  scheme  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
was  produced,  it  was  easy  to  see  that  it  was  intended  to 
sacritice  and  destroy  the  woollens  interest,  in  both  of  its 
branches,  and  that  iron  was  to  be  spared.  The  cotton 
interest,  too,  was  to  be  spared;  but  the  interests  of  Ken- 
tucky and  Louisiana  were  to  be  sacrificed.  Whatever 
might  be  his  vote  on  the  motion  for  indefinite  postpone- 
ment, he  wished  the  country  to  know  why,  how,  and  by 
whom  some  interests  had  been  destroyed,  and  others 
spared,  to  be  sacrificed  at  some  future  day.  He  had  been 
in  hopes  that,  in  respect  to  Kentucky,  the  Secretary  would 
have  been  content,  and  that  Congress  would  have  been 
content,  to  strike  oiit  one-third  of  the  price  of  the  agri- 
cultural product  of  Kentucky.  But  that,  it  seemed,  had 
not  been  deemed  sufficient.  He  had,  he  must  say,  been 
unexpectedly  disappointed  in  the  result  of  the  confer- 
ence. But  he  had  risen  to  ask  what  was  the  maj  ority,  and 
who  composed  it,  by  which  these  interests  were  singled 
out  fur  sacrifice. 

Mr.  WILKINS  said,  I  concurred  in  the  report  of  the 
committee.  Is  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  now  satis- 
fi(;0?  I  am  convinced  that  the  principles  on  which  1  assent- 
ed to  the  report  are  correct,  and  I  still  adhere  to  them. 
Is  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  satisfied  now }  [No,  said 
Mr.  CLAY;  I  shall  never  be  sat.sfied.]  Never?  continued 
Mr.  WiLKiirs.  Then  1  am  perfectly  content  that  the 
gentleman  should  never  be  satisfied  with  any  political  act 
of  mine.  If  the  gentleman  is  disappointed,  1  apprehend 
that  it  is  notthe  last  time  he  will  be  disappointed.  I  ap- 
prehend that  there  are  some  other  results  to  which  he 
mdidges  expectations,  in  which  he  will  be  disappointed. 
I  am  responsible  to  my  constituents  and  to  the  country 


for  the  vote  which  I  have  given  in  this  buanets.  Mt 
frientbhip  fbr  the  protective  system  is  as  firm  and  settid 
as  that  of  the  gentlemati  from  Kentucky,  though  1  b&n 
not  spoken  so  frequently  and  loudly  in  its  8upport»b^ 
cause  I  had  no  other  object  in  view  but  the  good  of  the 
country.  After  it  was  fbund  that  the  committee  of  !h« 
House  was  averse  to  any  compromise,  great  efforts  vvt 
made  to  secure  some  of  the  amendments  of  the  Senate.  If 
he  was  asked  what  was  most  deeply  agitated  in  the  cocc- 
mittee,  he  would  say  that  it  was  the  additional  duty  of 
seven  per  cent,  on  woollens.  For  the  information  ofthe 
gentleman  from  Kentucky,  he  would  go  on  further,  aod 
state  he  was  very  anxious,  for  the  purpose  of  compf> 
mise,  to  give  up  articles  of  minor  importance,  in  order  to 
gain  something- on  woollens.-  The  amendment  addtf 
seven  per  cent,  to  the  duty  of  fifh^  per  cent,  onirooflew, 
came  up  in  course.  I  voted,  said  Mr.  W.,  against  reed- 
ing from  that  amendment  ofthe  Senate.  But  the  coroniit' 
tee  ofthe  House,  with  only  one  dissenting  voicci  voted  to 
adhere  to  the  disagreement  of  the  House  to  this  amend- 
ment. This  question  was  then  passed  over.  The  othff 
amendments  having  been  receded  from,  on  my  motioR, 
the  vote  on  the  amendment  adding  seven  percent,  to  the 
duty  on  woollens  was  reconsidered.  The  commitlce  cf 
the  House,  however,  showed  a  manifest  determination  ne4 
to  yield,  and  I  came  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  better 
to  give  it  up  than  to  incur  the  risk  of  losing  the  bill  ?£• 
tirely.  But,  in  the  hope  of  a  compromise,  I  moted  fif^- 
five  per  cent.,  which  was  rejected.  The  Senator  fro" 
New  Jersey  moved  fifty-three  and  a  half  per  cent,  vUi 
was  also  refused.  1  tJien  moved  fifty-two  per  cent.,  »«1 
that  was  rejected.  We  were  then  reduced  to  the  alter- 
native of  yielding  the  seven  per  cent,  altogether,  or  of 
abandoning  the  bill.  I  thought,  and  the  Senator  froa 
New  Jersey  agreed  with  me,  that  the  difference  of  sere: 
per  cent,  in  this  duty  was  too  inconsiderable  to  keep  tin 
country  in  a  state  of  agitation  a  single  month  or  hour  lon^^ 
As  to  the  principle  of  protecting  the  domestic  manufiC' 
tures  ofthe  country,  he  supportedit  as  firmly  as  any  naJw 
He  was  aware  that  this  bill  does  not  continue  so  miicbpr^ 
tection  to  manufactures  as  might,  in  good  policy,  » 
afforded;  but  it  goes  to  that  degree  of  protection  ti*^ 
which  Congress  appears  to  be  satisfied,  and  with  »li«J 


the  country  would,  he  believed,  be  satisfied,  ^^^.^j 
think  that  the  duty  on  sugar  and  on  cotton  bagging  n» 
undergone  a  disproportionate  share  of  reduction.  Itn» 
not  been  brought  down  to  a  lower  proportionate  scale  ttaj 
the  duty  on  iron.  He  would  remark,  however,  the  wo* 
ject  of  the  iron  duty  was  not  one  of  those  which  cai* 
before  the  committee  of  conference;  and  there  vii  fi° 
opportunity,  even  if  there  had  been  a  wish,  for  the  com- 
roittee  to  exhibit  any  partiality  to  the  iron  interest. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  it  was  with  some  regret,  andnoli"* 
surprise,  thai  he  discovered  a  manifestation  of  feeling  o 
the  part  of  the  gentleman  fi*om  Pennsylvania,  vhicac 
had  neither  expected  nor  contrihuted  to  produce, 
had  not  been  accurately  informed  as  to  the  procecdtnp 
ofthe  committee,  having  been  all  day  otherwise  ^,"ff*^^ 
He  was,  therefore,  taken  by  surprise  with  tlie  inwr"»* 
tion  that  the  committee  had  agreed  to  recede,  not  inp^^^ 
but  altogether,  from  the  amendments  o^^^^.^^'^*^5*.  .kj, 
had  asked  for  information  as  to  the  manner  in  whicl)  ^^ 
residt,  so  unexpected  and  mortifying,  had  been  ^'."^'|V * 
The  Senate,  he  contended,  had  a  right  to  this  inl'^rnu- 
tion.     If  we  appoint  a  committee  to  treat  with  the  ot^^^ 
House,  to  represent  our  views  and  wishes  in  >  c^"^^. 
ence,  he  apprehended  that,  before  we  ratified  their  r  / 
we  had  a  right  to  see  their  protocol — ^to  sec  ^^^."^^^-r. 
tion  in  all  its  stages,  as  well  as  in  its  resuhs,    fn^  ^  •  ^ 
man  of  the  committee  had  not  given  this  informaiion- 
rose,  said  Mr.  C,  and  asked  it     How  does  the  genu^ 
man  treat  the  call?    Tlie  gentleman  replies  that  he  i^^ 
tuated  by  ttie  public  good,  and  insinuates  that  I  »ni 
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ated  by  motives  other  than  the  public  good'.  I  wish  the 
gentleman  to  explain  whether  this  is  what  he  meant  or  not. 
Mr.  WILKINS  said  he  had  no  objection  to  explain  his 


i^.. 


whose  gei^eral  deportment  hefe  is  strictly  correct,  will 
now  keep  to  the  even  tenor  of  his  way,  and  suifer  me  to 
proceed  without  further  interruption. 


meaning.  1  meant  to  say  that,  as  to  myself,  I  was  actuated^      Mr.  MANGUM.   No  one  shall  dictate  to  me  4ny  course. 


by  tlie  public  good.  I  believe  the  geJitleman  has  an  object 
in  view  which  is  identi&ed  with  the  course  he  has  taken 
in  regard  to  the  tariflT,  and  which  I  have  no  doubt  is,  in 
bis  opinion,  likely  to  promote  the  public  good.  He  was 
convinced  that  the  gentleman  had<  no  objects  which,  in  his 
own  opinion,  were  inconsistent  witli  the  public  good. 

Mr.  CLAT.  I  only  say  that  if  the  gentleman  insinuates 
that  I  am  actuated  by  any  other  motive  than  the  public 
good,  he  ha»  said  that  which  is  untrue. 
>  The  PRESIDENT  pro  tern,  interposed,  and  said,  the 
Chair  understands  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  to  ex- 
plain that  he  did  not  impeach  the  motives  of  the  Senator 
from  t^tntucky. 

Mr.  CLAY.  No,  sir,  he  has  not  thus  explained  his 
meaning.  If  he  has,  I  take  back  the  reply. 
/  Mr.  CLAY  continued.  The  Senator  mtimates  that  I 
have  other  objects  as  to  which  I  may  be  disappointed. 
AVbether  he  rightly  predicts  future  events^  I  do  not 
icaow,  nor  whether  he  may  himself  add  to  the  list  of  the 
disappointed. '  1  have  no  objects,  in  my  support  of  the 
i  protective  policy,  other  than  tlie  public  benefit)  and 
1  Pennsylvania,  whose  Senators  were  instructed  by  the 
unanimous  voice  of  her  Legislature  to  maintain  that  policy- 
unimpaired,  is  the  last  State  in  the  Union  from  which  the 
insinuation  should  come  that  I  am  actuated  by  selfish  mo- 
tives. The  gentleman  tells  us  that,  as  a  member  of  the 
committee  of  conference,  he  held  out  for  a  compromise. 
How  much  did^lie  yield  for  the  sake  of  compromise?  He 
tells  us  that  he  yielded  the  wlwle.  Mr.  C.  insisted  that 
the  duties  on  sugar  and  cotton  bagging  were  reduced  in 
a  greater  proportion  than  the  duties  on  iron.  The  duty 
on  iron  is  reduced,  but  the  reduction  has  an  equivalent, 
or  nearly  an  equivalent,  in  the  prevention  of  fraudulent 
evasion  of  the  duty.  Louisiana  never  had  but  half  a  cent 
on  sugar  as  a  protective  duty,  which  was  given  her  in 
1816.  The  rest  was  imposed  and  continued  for  revenue. 
l*he  Senator,  in  yielding  the  half  cent,  yielded  the  whole 
of  the  protective  duty  on  sugar;  on  woollens,  too,  he  had 
yielded  all  that  was  in  controversy. 

Mr.  MANGUM  here  rose  to  order.  He  submitted  whe- 
ther the  discussion  was  in  order. 

Mr.  KING  said  the  discussion  was  improper  in  lis  com- 
mencement. 

Mr.  CLAY  would  bow,  he  said,  to  the  decision  of  the 
Chair,  but  he  must  insist  on  bis  right  to  reply  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Pennsylvania. 

Tile  Chair  has  no  doubt,  said  the  Prisisxst  j9ro  ^em., 
that  it  was  irregular  originally  to  demaiKl  the  state  of  the 
vote  in  the  committee,  or  to  comment  on  the  course  taken 
by  members  of  the  committee.  But,  as  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  liad  responded  to  the  inquiry,  and  made 
explanations,  it  was  now  in  order  for  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  to  make  his  comments  on  tliose  explanations. 

Mr.  MANGUM  said,  I  call  tlie  Senator  to  order  for  al- 
1  uding  to  a  member  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  EWING  required  that  the  words  to  which  the  Se- 
nator from  North  Carolina  took  exception,  should  be  com- 
mitted to  writing. 

Mr.  MANGUM  wrote  as  follows:  The  Senator  from 
Kentucky,  speaking  in  reference  to  the  duty  on  sugar, 
said  that  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  had  yielded  all 
the  protection  on  sugar,  &c. 

Mr.  CLAY  admitted  the  words  to  be  taken  down  cor- 
rectly, and  said  that  he  had  repeated  them  as  the  words 
of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  himself,  who  said  tliat 
he  had  yielded  all,  but  had  intended  to  yield  but  little. 

The  CHAIR  decided  that  the  words  were  not  out  of 
order. 


Mr.  CLAY.    The  Senator  may  then  pursue  any  course     . 
that  pleases  him. 
The  CHAIR  said  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  will  proceed. 

Mr.  CLAY.  I  will  proceed  when  the  gentleman  will 
suffer  me.  I  have,  sir,  continued  Mr.  C,  entertained  • 
certain  principled  on  which  I  have  acted  uniformly  for 
sixteen  years  past,  and  I  am  not  now  to  be  instructed  as 
to  my  course  of  conduct  in  reference  to  the  interests  of 
this  country.  These  principles  inculcate  upon  me  the  inv- 
propriety  of  preserving  one  interest  to  the  sacrifice  of  an* 
otl)er--«f  preserving  it,  too,  only  that  it  maybe  reserved 
for  sacrifice  at  a  future  time.     On  this  ground,  I  am  op- 


posed to  any  reduction  which  may  injure  any  interest  tin 
ought  to  be  sustained.  I  have  no  more  to  say  as  to  the 
proposition  to  postpone  the  bill  indefinitely.  '  I  will  not 
say  how  I  shall  vote  upon  that.  I  reserve  to  myself  the 
right  to  vote  on  each  individual  motion  to  recede  or  concur. 
Mr.  DICKERSON  said  that  he  agreed  with  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bsll]  that  the  woollens  were 
not  adequately  protected — that,  in  fiict,  they  were  more 
neglected  than  any  of  the  great  interests  which  this  bill 
proposed  to  protect.  H^  lutd  made  his  best  effoi-ts  to  in- 
crease the  duties  upon  woollens,  and  would  contiuue  to 
do  so,  if  tliere  was  the  slightest  prospect  of  success.  He 
had  proof  that  admitted  of  no  doubt  in  his  mind,  that 
there  would  not  be  a  majority  in  the  Senate  that  would 
insist  and  adhere  to  the  amendment  by  which  the  duties 
upon  woollens  were  fixed  at  fifty-seven  percent.  He 
had  no  hope  of  success  but  by  a  compromise  in  the  com- 
mittee of  conference,  by  which  an  intermediate  rate  of 
duty  betwe^  fifty  and'fifty-seven  per  cent,  might  be  re- 
commended to  both  Houses.  This  was  found  to  be  im* 
practicable.  There  were  some  of  the  interests  embraced 
in  the  Senate's  amendments  which  it  would  be  very  im- 
portant to  support,  but  which,  met  with  the  same  difficul* 
ties  that  have  decided  the  action  of  the  committee  of 
conference  on  the  woollens.  It  now  remains  to  decide 
whether  it  would  be  better  to  defeat  the  bill  in  conse- 
quence of  its  failure  to  give  the- entire  amount  of  protec- 
tion ^lich  it  should  give,  or  pass  it,  with  a  hope  hereaf- 
ter to  make  further  provision  for  those  interests  which 
Ihe  bill  neglected  to  protect.  After  the  great  labor  be- 
stowed on  this  bill,  and  tlie  anxiety  expressed  by  the  peo- 
ple in  every  part  of  the  United  State.<r  tliat  some  tariff 
bill  should  pass  at  Uiis  session  of  Congress,  he  was  iu  favor 
of  its  passage. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  one  of  the  inferesU  surrendered 
by  this  bill  was  so  important  to  those  who  sent  liim  here, 
that  be  should  not  properly  do  his  duty,  unless  he  ex- 
pressed his  entire  dissatisfaction  at  the  manner  in  which 
this  whole  business,  from  the  beginning  to  the  end,  had 
been  managed.  When  a  gentleman,  who  was  not  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  and  who  had  not 
taken  a  prominent  part  in  the  debates  on  the  bill,  made  a 
motion  for  the  appointment  of  a  committee  of  confer* 
ence,  which,  by  courtesy,  necessarily  placed  him  at  the 
head  of  the  committee,  he  was  somewhat  surprised,  but 
he  gave  his  assent  to  the  appointment  of  the  committee, 
thinking  tliat  he  was  voting  for  the  appointment  of  com« 
missioners  to  treat  with  the  House,  and  to  represent,  in 
the  negotiation,  the  views  of  the  majority  of  the  Senate. 
Had  he  supposed  that  be  was  giving  a  power  of  attorney^ 
ngned,  sealed,  and  ready  to  he  delivered,  giving  up  every 
thing  for  which  the  Senate  h^  contended,  he  would  not 
have  voted  for  the  proposition.  The  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania says  that,  when  be  came  to  the  woollens  duty, 
he  surrendered  it,  because  it  was  but  a  little  matter. 
True,  it  was  little,  and  it  was  little  because  the  Senator 
Mr.  CLAY.   I  hope  the  Senittor  from  North  Carolina,  [bad  previously  refused  to  make  it  larger.    He  expressed 
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his  deep  dissent,  as  lasting  as  it  was  deep,  with  the  whole 
proceeding  of  the  committee.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
the  committee  was  not  appointed  nor  empowered  to  yield 
every  thing  to  the  Houi»e.  If  they  disagreed  from  the 
House  committee,  they  might  have  said  so,  and  so  re- 
ported,  leaving  it  to  the  Senate  to  determine  upon  the 

{>ropriety  of  receding  from,  their  amendments.  He  al* 
uded  to  the  results  of  the  conference,  not  to  the  motives 
of  tlie  conferees;  and  he  would  say  that  they  had  surren- 
dered and  sacrificed  the  interests  of  his  constituents.  He 
knew  tlie  importance  of  tranquillizing  the  country — the 
importance  of  passing  some  bill  at  this  session.  There 
was  much  in  this  bill  to  commend — ^much  to  render  him 
desirous  of  passing  it  into  a  law.  But  surely,  in  settling 
tlie  details  and  priociples  of  a  measure  of  such  vast  and 

KtnenAl  imporUnce,  the  Senate  had  a  right  to  exercise 
me  influence,  to  take  some  part.  He  had  no  doubt<r- 
from  the  first  he  was  confident — ^that  the  Senate,  by  stand- 
ing firm  to  their  amendments,  with  a  steady  and  decisive 
majority,  would  have  sustauned  them.  The  course  of  tlie 
committee  had  defeated  that  expedatioii.  Whatever  miglit 
be  the  vote  of  the  Senate  now,  we  could  expect  notliing. 
He  condemned  the  whole  procedure,  and  much  regretted 
that  the  honorable  Senator  from  New  Jersey  had  lent  it 
his  countenance. 

Mr.  DICKELISON  said  he  owed  it  to  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  to  say  that,  although  he  differed  from  him 
as  to  a  number  of  the  amenclmenta  submitted  to  the  com- 
mittee, lie  had  assented  to  the  report  as  made,  and,  there- 
fore, felt  himself  responsible  for  that  report,  as  much  as  if 
be  had  agreed  with  his  two  colleagues  as  to  the  several 
questions  decided  upon  by  the  committee.  The  subjects 
upon  which  he  felt  the  most  anxiety,  were  the  woollens, 
cotton  bagging,  and  sail  duck,  upon  all  which  I  urged  a 
compromise,  but  in  vain.  1  regi-et  extremely,  said  Mr. 
D.,  that  1  can  be  supposed  to  have  abandoned  any  of  those 
interests  while  there  was  a  possibility  of  preserving  them, 
and  the  more  so,  as  the  motive  suggested  is  that,  as  tlie 
iron  was  provided  for,  I  was  ready  to  acquiesce  in  provi- 
sions wllich  left  other  interests  without  adequate  protec- 
tion. The  manufacture  of  sail  duck  is  of  great  import- 
ance to  New  Jersey,  and  I  consider  it  abandoned  by  the 
bill.  Senators  should  recollect  that,  by  the  bill,  there 
was  a  heavy  reduction  upon  iron.  He  had  made  no  effort 
to  amend  the  bill  of  the  House  by  increasing  the  duty 
upon  that  article.  Had  such  an  amendment  been  adopted 
by  the  Senate,  it  would,  no  doubt,  have  been  disagreed 
to  by  the  House,  and  in  the  committee  of  conference 
would  have  shared  the  same  fate  with  the  other  amend- 
ments. I  should  have  acquiesced  in  the  surrender  of 
such  an  amendment,  as  I  have  done  in  the  other  cases 
where  nothing  else  could  be  done.  I  have,  said  Mr.  D., 
abandoned  no  interest  that  could  be  sustained.  He  would 
not  be  made  an  instrument  in  defeating  the  bill,  and  he 
was  anxious  that  it  siiould  pass  in  its  present  form,  if  it 
could  not  be  put  into  a  better.  He  was  anxious  to  have 
the  question  settled,  for  he  wished  it  to  be  at  rest. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  tiiat  as  he  happened,  though  very 
much  out  of  place,  to  be  a  member  of  this  committee  of 
conference,  it  was  incumbent  on  him  to  make  some  ex- 
planations as  to  his  course  in  the  conference.  Notliiitg 
surprised  him  so  much  as  the  views  Uiat  were  taken  ot  the 
consequences  of  the  rejection  of  those  amendments.  The 
smallest  of  all  small  questions  ever  brought  into  a  legisla- 
tive body,  appeared  to  him  to  be  Uiese  questions,  whether 
the  duty  on  woollens  should  be  fifty  or  fifty*seven  per 
cent.  {  whether  the  duty  on  sugar  sliould  be  two  and  a 
half  or  three  cents  a  pound;  and  whether  the  duty  on  cot> 
ton  bagging  should  be  half  a  cent  a  yard  more  or  less. 
Mr.  H.  went  on,  at  some  length,  to  show  tliat,  by  tiie 
change  in  the  valuation  of  the  pound  sterling,  and  by  the 
diminution  of  crecUts  on  duties,  the  duties  on  Uiose  articles 
were  cjMTied  t^eyond  the  tahli'of  1824|  and  but  little  9hort 


of  that  of  1828.  As  to  iron,  he  believed  that  the  dutin 
on  that  article  were  increased,  the  reduction  being  more 
than  compensated  by  other  equivalents.  But,  really,  whn 
gentlemen,  in  settling  this  great  question,  ban?  so  perti- 
naciously on  pins  and  particles,  is  it  not  a  proof  tliat  there 
is  a  determination  not  to  surrender  a  single  hair  of  tbe 
protective  system,  to  hold  on  upon  every  thing  which 
in  the  least  affects  the  jirotected  interests?  The  u-hole 
conference  presented  this  appalling  fact,  that  when  a dutr 
was  spoken  of,  it  was  mentioned  only  in  reference  to  (be 
interest  of  the  manufacturer  of  the  article  taxed.  As  to 
the  woollens,  out  of  seven  members  of  the  committee, 
five  were  of  the  opinion  that  they  were  adequately  protect' 
ed  by  the  bill  as  it  passed  the  House.  One  member  pro-  < 
duced  the  authority  of  one  of  tlie  first  manu&cturen 
in  the  country,  for  tlie  opinion  that  the  bill  wu  more 
favorable  to  woollens  than  the  bill  of  1828.  He  had  bin- 
self  examined  the  subject  very  closely,  and  had  found  t!tt! 
woollens  paid  a  higlier  tax  under  this  bill  than  under  tlot 
of  1828.  Perhaps  tlie  duty  was  not  so  good  to  the  nuiu- 
facturer,  but  it  was  more  oppressive  upon  the  consumeri 
Here  let  me  allude,  said  Mr.  H.,  to  the  erroneous  supposi- 
tion that  the  Senator  from  New  Jeraey  exhibited  any  dis- 
position to  surrender  any  thing  in  the  conference.  He 
agreed  to  yield  every  thing  but  three,  viz.  woollens,  sugv, 
and  cotton  bagging,  upon  which  he  insisted.  I,  on  everr 
amendment,  moved  to  recede;  sometimes  I  carried  «it^ 
me  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey,  and  sometimes  tbe  S^ 
nator  from  Pennsylvania,  and,  in  that  way,  I  got  alon^ 
through  all  the  amendments. 

[Mr.  DICKERSON  prompted  the  Senator  from  Sootii 
Carolina,  reminding  him  of^  japanned  harness  and  otbe: 
articles,  upon  which  he  wished  to  adhere  to  the  beoate'i 
amendments.]  \ 

It  is  possible,  said  Mr.  H.,  I  may  be  wrong.  1  recollect 
as  to  the  harness*  It  was  said  that  the  manufacture  of 
japanned  harness  had  been  commenced  by  a  person  ia 
New  Jersey,  and  that  was  urged  as  a  reason  why  the  peo- 
ple of  the  United  States  should  not  have  their  harnes 
cheap.  But,  after  some  inquiry,  it  was  found  thai  tbe 
reduction  of  duty  did  not  affect  the  manufacturer,  hiibeinf 
a  different  article,  and  the  amendment  was  abandoned 
The  committee  at  length  agreed  to  recede  from  all  H 
the  woollens,  and  upon  tliat  they  hung.  They  worked 
hard  for  fifty-five  per  cent.,  for  fifty-three  and  a  half,  v^ 
for  fifty-two.  But  the  House  committee  would  not  assenl 
even  to  the  addition  of  two  per  cent.  They  were  about 
going  off,  to  report  an  irreconcilable  disagreement,  vIk" 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  being  sat^ed  the  bill 
was  a  ver)  advantageous  one  to  him,  and  that  wooUrD* 
were  adequately  protected  under  it,  agreed  to  recede  frca 
the  amendment  Mr.  H.  repeated  that  the  bill  was  worse 
than  the  existing  system,  so  far  as  it  concerned  the  interetf 
of  consumers.  It  introduced  several  new  and  dange'*'' 
principles,  put  an  inquisitorial  powerinto  the  hands  of '^be 
appraisers,  and,  taking  item  by  item,  renders  the  proiw* 
tivc  duties  higher  than  they  now  are.  Under  these  CJ" 
cumstances,  he  should  oppose  the  passage  of  the  bill.  He 
should  vote  against  the  pending  motion  for  indefinite  po^ 
ponement,  with  the  intention  to  move  a  recomroitmenioi 
the  bill,  with  instructions  for  its  modification.  If  that  at- 
temptfailed,  he  should  renew  tbe  motion  for  tbe  indefinite 
postponement  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  HOLMES  thought  it  would  be  so{  nay,  be  had  no 
doubt  of  it;  nullification  is  abroad. 

Mr.  HAYNE.  I  did  not  mention  nullification  in  the 
whole  course  of  this  debate.  I  have  cautiously  aroided 
that  topic,  as  every  Senator  will  bear  me  witiieas.  But  i 
now  say  that,  if  any  gentleman  wishes  to  go  into  the  d» 
cussion  of  niiHification,  I  am  prepared  for  it. 

Mr.  HOLMES  resumed.  1  underUke  to  say  that  tbe 
doctrine  of  nidlification,  and  the  doctrine  of  the  unconlt^ 
tutionality  of  tbe  protectire  system,  are  identical. 
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Mr.  MOORB  called  the  Senaitor  from  Maine  to  order. 

Tlie  CHAIR  said  that  th«  Senator  must  recollect  that 
the  question  was  on  the  indefinite  postponement  of  tlie 
bill. 

Mr.  HOLMES.     New  England  is  sacrificed. 

Mr.  KING  catted  the  Senator  to  order. 

Mr.  HOLMES  continued. 

The  CHAIR  pronounced  that  he  was  out  of  order. 

Mr.  HOLVtES.  The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  tells 
us  tliat  he  appealed  to  New  Jersey  fi)r  the  surrender  of 
one  interest,  and  to  Pennsylvania  for  the  surrender  of 
another  interest,  and,  with  the  assistance  of  the  one  or  the 
other  of  his  colleagues,  tie  always  found  himself  in  the 
majority. 

The  CHAIR  again  internipted  Mr.  Holxsb. 

Mr.  HOLMES.  It  is  proper  for  me  to  reply,  or  it  was 
improper  fur  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  to  make 
the  remarks.  The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  suggests 
thkt  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  may  be  disappointed  in 
the  same  important  events. 

The  CHAIR  here  interposed;  and  declared  that,  unless 
the  Senator  confined  himself  to  the  question,  he  should  be 
under  the  necessity  of  reqtiesting  him  to  take  his  seat. 

Mr.  CLAY  remarked  that  the  motion  for  indefinite  post- 
ponement opened  the  entire  subject  for  debate  as  wide  as 
possible. 

Mr.  HOLMES  proceeded  to  say  that  this  was  the  first 
time  it  wa**  ever  cleclared  to  be  out  of  order  to  comment 
on  or  i-eply  to  remarks  which  were  in  order.  If  one  Se- 
nator Htepped  out  of  the  way  to  make  a  remark,  and  was 
not  called  to  onler,  it  was  too  late  to  call  anottier  Senator 
to  order  for  stepping  out  of  ttie  way  to  meet  him.     Why 

r  should  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  remark  that  any  of 
us  may  be  disappointed  in  our  expectations.^  There  was 
more  than  one  of  us  who  had  favorite  objects  in  view,  and 
more  tlian  one  of  us  might  be  disappointed.  It  may  be 
that  he  whapredicts  disappointment  to  others,  will  be  him- 
self sorely  ditsap  pointed. 

Mr.  H.  went  on  to  speak  of  the  surrender  by  the  com* 
mittee  of  the  interests  of  New  England.  What  did  New 
Kngland  get^  New  England  had  no  candidate  for  the 
Presidency,  and  never  would  have,  and  therefore  the  inte- 
rests of  New  England  should  be  protected.  The  farmer 
had  a  duty  to  protect  his  wool,  but  as  the  woollen  manu- 
facture was  destroyed,  he  had  no  purchaser  for  his  wool. 
However,  in  spite  of  the  bill  and  every  thing  else,  I  be- 
lieve we  in  New  England  will  live  all  the  days  of  our  lives. 
Though  we  expect  to  bo  hewers  of  wood  and  drawers  of 
water  to  the  South,  yet  we  do  not  intend  to  hew  their  wood 
and  draw  water  for  nothing. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Clayton,  Foot,  Holmes,  Knight, 
Nandain,  Robbin<»,  Rtiggles,  Seymour,  Wag^man. — 10. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Cham- 
bers, Clay,  Dallas  U.ckerson,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Ewing,  For- 
syth, Frelinghuysen,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  HiH, 
Jolmston,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore, 
Poindextcr,  Prentiss,  Robinson,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Spragiie, 
Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tomltnson,  Troup,  Tyler,  Webster, 
White,  Wilkins.— 38. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  that  he  had  voted  against  the  proposi- 
tion for  the  indefinite  post|>onement  of  the  bill  for  various 
reasons,  the  first  of  which  was  that  the  bill  contained  a 
clear,  distinct,  and  indisputable  admission  of  the  great 
principle  of  protection.  That  principle,  coeval  with  the 
commencement  of  the  Government,  and  which  has  been 
continued  ever  since,  in  peace  and  in  war,  now  tliat  the 
nation  may  be  regarded  out  of  debt,  is  again  solemnly 
sanctioned,  and  by  the  concurrence  of  many  votes  from 
that  quarter  of  the  Union  which  has  most  cumpUined  of 
the  exercise  of  the  power.  They  have  sanctioned  it  by 
voting  against  the  indefinite  postponement  of  the  bill. 
Henceforward  he  hoped  that  the  power  would  not  be  con« 
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troverted,  and  that  the  tranquillity  so  much  needed  by 
the  country  would  be  fully  restored.  Henceforward  he 
hoped  that  the  only  question  would  be  about  the  proper 
application  of  the  power,  giving  it  efficiency  when  more 
efficiency  is  required,  and  moderating  its  operation  where 
the  pressure  of  it  may  be  unduly  severe.  There  was 
another  consideration  which  reconciled  him  to  the  pas* 
sage  of  the  bill.  It  contained  a  clear  recognition  of  the 
principle  which  he  had  contended  for  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  session,  that  the  rcKluction  of  duties  necessa- 
ry to  adapt  the  revenue  of  the  country  to  the  wants  of 
Government  should  be  thrown  principally  on  the  unpro- 
tected class,  comprehending  articles  not  produced  within 
the  country.  That  discrimination  had  been  strenuously 
opposed  in  the  early  part  of  the  session.  It  had  been  op- 
posed with  ridicule  and  derision,  and  a  long  list  of  trifling, 
and  some  of  them  laughable,  articles,  liad  been  held  up 
for  the  amusement  of  Congress.  It  had  been  argued  that 
articles  of  luxury,  used  only  by  the  rich,  would  be  exempt* 
ed  from  taxation,  whilst  articles  essential  to  the  comfort 
of  the  poor  were  heavily  burdened.  In  the  progress  of 
the  session,  we  have  seen  these  objectibns  abandoned  by 
many  of  those  who  urged  them,  and  who,  finally,  voted 
fur  the  discrimination.  And,  in  regard  to  the  article  of 
silks,  the  House  had  adopted  ten  per  cent,  ad  valorem  as 
the  duty  upon  Chinese  and  French  silks.  The  Committee 
on  Manufactures  of  the  Senate,  in  consequence  of  an  es- 
tablished usage,  proposed  to  make  the  duty  on  French 
silks  lower  than  on  those  of  China,  and  recommended  six 
per  cent,  for  the  fhrmer.  Not  content  with  tliat  measure 
of  reduction,  a  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Tasswsll] 
had  proposed  further  to  reduce  it  to  five  percent.,  and  his 
proposition  had  been  adopted  with  the  concurring  votes  of 
most  of  the  Southern  Senators.  Now,  if  the  object  had 
been  simply  to  preserve  tlie  distinction  between  the  silks 
of  the  two  countries,  that  object  might  have  been  ac- 
complished by  ptitting  China  silks  at  thirty  or  twenty  per 
cent.,  and  French  at  fifteen  or  ten  per  cent.  The  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  had  recommended  the  retention  of  a 
duty  of  one  per  cent,  on  teas,  and  a  half  per  cent,  on  cof- 
fee. Believing  that  the  expense  incident  to  weis^hing, 
marking,  and  cullifying,  would  absorb  the  duty,  anaunne- 
cessarily  keep  up  a  host  of  officers,  the  Committee  on 
Manufactures  of  the  Senate  had  proposed  to  render  those 
articles  entirely  free,  and  their  amendment  to  that  effect 
had  also  been  concurred  in  by  most  of  the  Southern  Sena- 
tors. Whilst  he  rejoiced  in  the  passage  of  the  bill,  for 
the  reasons  assigned,  he  could  not  vpte  mr  receding  from 
the  amendments  as  recommended  by  the  committee  of 
conference.  He  believed  those  amendments  necessary 
to  the  interests  which  they  were  intended  to  protect 
And  if  the  bill  should  pass  without  them,  as  H  will  not  go 
into  operation  until  af^er  the  next  ses^on,  he  hoped,  if  then 
ascertained  to  be  indispensable,  they  would  be  enacted 
into  a  law.  And  he  also  hoped  that,  if  there  should  be 
discovered  any  other  omissions  or  errors  in  the  bill,  they 
will  then  be  corrected.  R e  was  aware  that  in  voti ng  against 
receding,  as  he  should  do,  that  the  passage  of  the  bill  was 
not  endkng^red.  For  he  could  not  be  i^orant  of  what 
he  saw  around  him,  that  there  was  a  majority,  he  would 
not  say,  as  had  been  said  on  another  occasion,  an  organiz* 
ed  majority,  to  defeat  those  amendments.  And  now,  Mr. 
Presiclent,  said  Mr.  C,  I  hope  we  shaH  all  go  home  in 
better  temper,  and  resolve  to  explain  to  our  constituents, 
fully  and  fairly,  the  operation  of  this  established  policy  of 
the  country,  and  with  a  firm  determination  to  spare  no 
efforts  to  reconcile  them  to  it. 

Mr.  MANGUM  said  he  had  voted  agftinst  indefinite  post- 
ponement, because  be  wished  to  vote  to  recede  from  every 
amendment.  He  repudiated,  for  himself  and  his  constitu- 
ents, any  thing  hi  common  with  the  American  aystem, 
which  originated  in  cupidity. 

Mr.  WEBSTEB  said  there  could  be  no  comnutment  of 
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the  bill  which  had  passed,  and  the  only  question  now  was 
on  concurrence  in  the  disagreement  of  the  House.  The 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina  had  given  a  practical  illtis- 
tration  of  the  art  of  dividing  and  conquering;  and  he  had 
most  skilfully  contrived  to  carry  bis  points  with  two  to  one 
against  htm. 

Mr.  HATNE  made  some  remarks  in  reply.  He  con- 
sidered the  motion  to  recc^mmit  as  in  order  at  any  stag^; 
and  if  the  Senate  would  give  him  charge  of  the  bill,  he 
would  undertake  to  bring  it  into  the  Senate  to-morrow 
morning,  In  the  form  in  which  it  ought  to  pass.  He  would 
make  the  motion  whenever  he  could  have  the  opportunity; 
and  if  that  should  fail,  he  would  then  move  the  indefinite 
postponement  of  the  bill.  He  charged  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  with  a  desire  to  drive  the  South  from  tlie  sup- 
port of  the  bill. 

Mr.  CLAY  replied,  and  repelled  the  idea  that  he  in- 
tended to  drive  any  from  the  support  of  the  bill.  It  was 
impossible  for  a  motion  for  indefinite  postponement  to  be 
entertainedi  now  that  amendments  had  been  made  by  both 
Houses.     The  bill,  as  far  as  amendments  were  agreed  to, 


was  unchangeable.  We  must  take  the  Question  on  the 
amendments  separately,  and  if  we  recede,  the  bill  will 
only  want  the  approval  of  the  President  to  make  it  a  law. 
He  expressed  his  hope  that  the  gentlemen  from  tho  South, 
who  considered  this  a  bill  of  abominations,  would  each 
come  out  and  say  so,  that  the  country  may  understand  it, 
and  hear  it  from  them. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Hatni]  had  claimed  a  little 
more  credit  than  he  merited,  for  his  address  in  managing 
his  colleagues  on  the  committee,  and  tliat  tlie  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  had  given  him  a  little  more  credit  than 
he  claimed.  The  Senator  must  have  managed  us  very 
adroitly  indeed,  when  we  had  no  suspicion  that  there  was 
any  management  in  the  case.  I  have  only  to  say  that  the 
exhibition  tlie  Senator  made  in  the  committee,  and  that 
which  he  has  just  made  in  describing  what  took  place  in 
the  committee,  are  very  different  things.  He  was  by  no 
means  so  clever  there  as  here.  It  was  there  all  solemn 
matter  of  fact— here  not  a  little  of  fancy.  The  Senator 
is  mistaken  when  he  supposes  that  he  induced  one  of  his 
colleagues  to  yield  upon  one  point,  and  the  other  upon 
another,  and  so  on,  alternately,  till  he  carried  all  his  points. 
Now,  said  Mr.  D.,  there  was  no  instance  in  which  tlie  Se- 
nator froni  Pennsylvania  insisted  upon  any  amendment,  in 
which  1  did  not  agree  with  him.  It  is  true  that  I  yielded 
upon  some  points  that  I  thought  of  minor  inmortance,  in 
order  that  I  might  have  a  better  chance  of  succeeding 
upon  those  which  I  deemed  of  more  importance,  in  all 
which  I  can  assure  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina, 
his  management  had  no  influence.  The  Senator  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat]  seems  to  think  that  we  have  made 
a  concession  to  the  South  by  our  report.  So  far  as  it  re- 
spects myself,  I  suspect  I  gain  no  credit  with  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  for  such  a  concession,  and  certainly 
deserve  none ;  for  I  conceded  nothing  which,  in  my  opi- 
nion, could  have  been  sustained  without  a  moral  certaiuty 
of  losing  the  bill. 

Mr.  HAYN£  acquitted  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
of  ever  having  shown  any  disposition  to  make  the  slightest 
concession  to  the  South. 

Mr.  MILLER  said,  in  reference  to  his  TOte  against  .an 
indefinite  postponement,  if  the  vote  of  the  Senate  did  not 
allow  of  a  modification,  he  had  voted  in  error:  for,  otlier- 
wise,  he  would  have  voted  for  its  indefinite  postponement. 
But  he  conceived  the  bill  was  still  open  to  the  last.  Ac- 
cording to  the  eleventh  rule  of  their  proceedings,  the 
questions,  among  others,  were  still  open  *'  to  lay  on  the 
table;"  ''to  postpone  indefinitely;*'  "to  commit,"  and 
"to  amend."  This  in  view, -he  had  voted  against  the 
motion  till  the  amendments  would  come  before  them;  but 
he  vould  oppose  the  bill  in  every  stjige. 


Mr.  WEBSTER  said  it  was  plain  the  bill  itself  could 
not  again  come  before  them;  it  had  been  read  t  third 
time,  and  was  agreed  to  by  both  Houses.  But  the  amend* 
ments  were  within  their  power,  and  a  motion  to  rtrcomoit 
them  would  be  in  order;  but  he  concrive<l  the  best  coors 
fur  them  to  pursue  would  be  to  take  the  question  of  coo- 
currence  on  each  amendment. 

Mr.  POINUEXl'ER,  believing  that  the  bill  would  p 
to  establish  the  principle  of  protection,  could  nerer 
give  it  his  vote,  in  any  shape.  The  principle  of  the  pn* 
sent  act  was  not  that  of  Hamilton;  what  he  recommcnM 
looked  in  its  object  to  revenue.  Protection  for  anr  utbtr 
purpose,  he  would  have  repudiated.  if»  in  the  pit^rit 
stage  of  the  question,  the  opponents  of  the  bill  «tre  in 
any  dilemma,  he  [Mr.  P.]  woiikl  take  eare,  if  there  vert 
110  other  available  mode,  to  renew  bb  motion  for  indefinite 
postponement. 

Mr.  H AYNE  said  he  shouki  allow  tlie  question  of  cor- 
curi'ence  to  be  taken  on  the  several  amendments,  up  to 
the  last,  which  was  a  mere  verbal  one$  hut  it  was  his  in- 
tention then,  beibre  they  should  go  beyond  his  reach,  '^ 
move  a  recommitment  of  tlie  whole  measure. 

Mr.  DALLAS  said,  having  anxiously  consulted  with se 
veral  gentlemen  around  me,  much  better  acqHainied  « tS 
the  rules  of  order  than  myself,  I  am  satisfied  that  the  que^ 
tion  now  propounded  for  my  stiffrage  is  the  final  one  ae 
this  bill.  It  came  from  tlie  House  of  Repre9cnt«tr(»;  it 
underwent  many  amendments  in  the  Senate:  thiiseamerJ- 
ments  have  not  all  been  concurred  in  by  the  Houst:  nd 
we  are  now  callecl  upon  to  say  whether  we  will  ncctle 
from  those  of  our  amendments  which  Iwive  been  disftj^^ 
to.  Should  we  recede,  the  law  is  complete,  ami  »Ires> 
passed  by  botli  Houses  of  Congress.  We  cannot  now  re« 
commit:  we  cannot  alter  what  both  the  Senate  aixi  i^ 
House  have  approved:  we  may  prolong  altercation  »ft* 
difficulty  by  refusing  td  recede,  or  leave  the  matter  us- 
finished  and  indefinitely  postponed;  but  if  we  are  tob^c 
any  law  enacted  at  this  session,  we  must  determine  io\u\( 
one  by  our  present  concUidiing  vote.  At  this  point  of  t^ 
anluous  and  interesting  discussion,  when  even  acomniittfe 
of  conference  have  exhausted  their  efforts,  I  cannot  cor.- 
sent  to  give  a  silent  vote.  Always  prepared  bcretofwrt, 
and  resolved  to  be  always  prepared  to  assume  any  rc>po!^- 
sibility  which  may  seem  appropriate  to  the  dischar^f 
my  public  duties,  I  am  now,  and  hereafter  shall  br,  rt»cf 
to  meet  my  constituents  upon  this  question,  to  tell  thcs 
frankly  and  fully  my  motives  and  reason  of  aciioa,  i^ 
most  cheerfully  to  abide  by  any  conclusion  of  their  w- 
ment.  I  am  only  solicitous  tlmt  my  course  on  thisni* 
question  in  effect,  and  obviously  a  question  of  tliis bill* 
no  bill,  should  be  distinctly  recorded  and  unden|«^ 
Sir,  at  an  early  period  of  the  session  I  announced  ik 
principles  upon  which  I  was  governed  in  the  labor  of  ac- 
commodating a  new  tariff  of  duties  to  the  existing  p»*|^ 
of  the  country,  to  the  reduced  want  of  revenue,  »>»  ® 
the  payment  of  the  public  debt.     Fully  co<ivinccd  ot  iJf 


wisdom  of  the  ^cat  principle  of  protecting  fl°"**"^jy 
dustry;  having  imbibed  a  settled  belief  that  it  w  esstus* 
to  the  maintenance  of  the  best  interests  of  the  nation, «J» 


v^w.  w^..  ^  »w  arrange  «.^  ..«..^»- .       ^ 

ample  security  to  tlie  manufactiu-ers.     My  first  hjk 
proceeding  was,  and  invariubly  has  been,  to  ^?*^  ?  .^ 
mestic  manufactures,  if  possible,  tlie  i^hoie  aid  of 
whole  revenue;  to  reserve  all  duties  from  imported  arti 
which  do  not  enter  into  competition  with  pur  ovn  p^^ 
duce  or  fabric,  and  to  make  their  enti-y  free.    ^"  j  ^pj 
under  consideration,  this  principle  is  fully  embodie 
enforced.  To  that  extent,  therefore,  it  meetb  my  m^ 
fied  approbation,  and  has  been  sanctioned  by  bolij  Hoi.^^ 
of  Congress.     Another  rule  of  proceeding,  cany  ^^'J 
dated  by  my  colleague,  and  readily  embraced  by  ©»», 
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tlis  floor,  was  so  to  improve  the  regulations  of  coUectint^ 
revenue,  as  to  deduce  from  new  arrangements  a  measure 
of  prutection  to  home  indu»try  somewhat  proportionate  to 
what  wight  be  l»»t  in  the  mere  reduction  of  the  amount 
of  duty.     I  need  not  remind  the  Senate  of  the  debates  of 
tiie  bill  in  which,  by  various  provisions,  this  object  has 
al.NO  been  incorporated  and  attained.     The  two  principal 
ones  are,  tiie  sliort  crediU  to  be  hereafter  allowed  at  our 
custom-house^  for  duties,  and  the  justly  augmented  value 
of  the  pound  sterling  from  four  dollars  and  forty-four 
cents  to  four  dollars  and  eighty-eight  cents.     The  opera- 
tions of  these  two  provisions  have  undergone  sufficient 
comment,  and  cannot  now  be  mistaken  by  the  Senate. 
The  l)ili,  Nir.  President,  has,  in  all  its  parts,  engaged  my 
most  earnest  and  devoted  stucW.    To  my  mind,  unaffected 
by  tlie  lieats  of  this  day,  or  of  any  former  days,  adequate 
protection  is  secured  by  this  bill  to  all  the  great  interests 
of  the  country^  in  the  Union.  1  may  be  mistaken:  my  lights 
on  this  com  pleated  matter  may  not  be  as  extensive  or  accu- 
rate as  are  cnj  oy cd  by  otliera.  My  information,  my  views,  my 
convictions,  ai*e  not  derived  from  any  thing  heard  on  this 
floor  from  any  speaker^  nor  have  Iregtihited  my  votes  or 
controlled  my  real  sentiments  under  extraneous  mfluence. 
1  believe,  firmly  and  sincerely  believe,  that  if  a  few  arti- 
cles undergo  a  diminution  in  the  amount  of  protection 
hei-etofore  given  tliem  by  law— a  diminution  somewhat 
di&|jro()oi  tionttte  to  tliat  which  characterizes  the  general 
scale — tlie  d.tlcrence  is  not  of  substantial  impoitance,  and 
cannot  sei'iously  or  permanently  aflect  them.     Sir,  there 
IS  not  an  absolute  sacrifice  of  any  one  interest  which  has 
bven  before  us.     Louisiana  cannot — cannot  consistently 
witu  the  unvarying  tenor  of  every  inquiry  I  have  made — 
conij^lani  of  tlie  reduction  of  one  half  cent,  upon  sugar. 
Kentucky,  as  U)  the  cent  on  cotton  bagging,  it  will  be  re- 
collected,  was  equally  divided  in  the  Senate;  and  the  in- 
crease we  nuule  upon  that  article,  as  compared  with  the 
bill  from  the  House,  al'ter  having  first  been  rejected,  was 
finally  adojjted  by  a  majority  of  one  vote  only.     It  was 
iuipuasible  to  be  wholly  insensible  to  tlie  discordant  opi- 
niuiis  of  tlie  two  Kentucky  Senators  upon  this  subject,* 
And  alihough  I  voted  before,  and  would  willingly  now 
vote,  to  make  assurance  doubly  sure,  to  give  the  addi- 
tiunal  cent  of  duty,  I  cannot  pretend,  in  Uiis  divided  state 
of  tlie  best  opinions,  to  have  a  deep  and  positive  convic- 
tion or.e  way  or  the  other.     The  only  really  equivocal 
point  is  tinit  which  relates  to  woollens.     We  added  to  the 
lil'iy  per  cent,  in  the  bill  of  the  House,  seven  per  cent,  ad 
valorem.     Thss  addition  has  not  been  concurred  in.     It 
liad  my  decided  approbation;  and  could  1  secure  it  by  any 
course  of  action  cunsistent  with  a  discharge  of  the  gene- 
ral sum  of  my  duties  here,  I  woukl  do  so.     The  report  of 
the    commitiee   of  conference,   however,    precludes  all 
prospects  of  that  kind;  and  I  cannot  avoid  entertaining 
the  liope  that,  after  ail,  this  seven  per  cent.,  which  some 
of  Its  most  ardent  advocates  woiUd  agree  to  make  five  per 
cent.,   cannot  be  absolutely  and  vitally  necessary  to  the 
safely  of  those  who  are  engaged  in  the  manufacture.  Sir, 
altiiuugli  determined  to  act  upon  the  suggestion  of  my 
own  iuaepcndcnt  mind  ajid  conscience,  I  must  say,  that  if 
there  be  on  tliis  topic  of  the  tariff  a  gentleman  upon 
whose  intelligence,  sagacity,  principles,  and  perseverance, 
J  would  pin  my  faith  as  to  controverted  facts  about  the 
cfHciCiicy  or  inefticiency  of  a  given  amount  of  protection, 
that  gentleman  is  the  chairman  of  tlie  Senate's  Committee 
on   Manufactures,  [>ir.  Dicxsbsok.]      He  has  devoted 
many  years  actively  and  ardently  to  the  encouragement 
i»y!»tcui  and  efl'ectual  protection  of  all  branches  and  de- 
partments of  domestic  industry.     He  is  here  the  official 
and  selected  guardian  of  the  manufacturing  interests;  and 
we  all  know  tne  unflindiing  fidelity  with  which  his  task  is 
performed.     Now,  sir,  tliat  esteemed  gentleman  recom- 
xneiids  us  to  forego  our  additional  duty  of  seven  per  cent., 
and  to  be  satisfied  with  the  fifty  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  ap« 


proved  by  the  House  of  Representatives.  I  go  with  him: 
I  cannot  be  far  out  of  the  way  when  in  his  company;  and 
I  yield  to  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures 
when  he  requests  me  to  recede.  Allusion  has  been  made 
to  the  sentiments  upon  this  great  subject  unanimously  ex- 
pressed, within  tlie  last  month,  by  the  Legisbture  of  Penn- 
sylvania. The  resolutions  of  that  highly  respected  body 
are  now  open  before  me.  They  manifest  a  complimenta- 
ry reliance  upon  the  discretion  and  fidelity  of  their  Sena- 
tors, which  is  appreciated  with  sensibility,  and  has  not 
been,  and  shall  not  be,  forgotten  or  disappointed,  although 
couched  in  language  vhieh  does  not  import  they  have 
all  the  force  and  efficacy  of  pointed  uistructions;  and  we 
have  rigidly  conformed  to  them,  being  both  inclined  to  do 
so,  and  fully  recognising  the  right  of  the  General  Assem- 
bly to  direct  our  representative  conduct.  The  present 
predicament  of  the  subject  may,  indeed,  seem  to  be  one 
to  which  the  resolutions  do  not  apply,  and  to  exact  from 
myself  and  my  colleague  a  course  of  proceeding  which, 
in  our  judgments^  will  most  strictly  conform  to  this  spirit 
and  design.  Sir,  in  determining  to  recede,  I  shall  deeply 
regret  if  the  manufacturing  interests  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred, or  any  others,  shall  experience  any  the  least  in- 
jury. Infallible  legislation  cannot  be  lioped  for;  we  are 
as  liable  to  error  and  mistake  as  other  men;  but  as  I  sin- 
cerely believe  that  all  with  whom  I  have  the  honor  to  be 
associated  are  actuated  by  pure  and  patriotic  motives,  I 
cannot  but  expect  a  general  readiness  to  remedy  hereaf- 
ter, by  special  legislation,  any  mischiefs  which  experience 
may  prove  to  result  from  the  defects  or  omiamons  of  our 
present  act.  The  country  b  j ust  now  anxiously,  feverishly 
waiting  the  close  of  this  protracted  and  most  interesting 
session.  The  excitements  of  congressional  debate  have 
gradually  spread  through  the  whole  people.  We  are  im- 
peratively called  upon  to  end  our  deliberations,  and  to 
present  to  our  constituents  the  great  work  upon  which  we 
have  been  engaged.  Let  us  submit  this  bill  to  their  scru- 
tiny and  operation.  Should  it  prove  unsatisfactory  or  de- 
structive in  any  part,  I  have  only  to  express  my  readiness, 
if  Providence,  the  people,  and  my  own  free  will  permit 
me  again  to  participate  in  your  proceedings,  to  supply 
what  may  be  wanting,  or  to  rectify  what  may  be  wrong. 

Mr.  CLAY  said,  one  of  his  chief  objections  to  the  course 
of  the  committee  was,  tliat  they  had  g^ven  Way  before  it  was 
necessary.  The  Senate  could  have  insisted,  and  then,  if  the 
House  had  determined  also  to  insist,  the  Senate  could  then 
have  determined  either  to  recede  or  adhere.  He  stated 
that  much  stress  was  laid  on  the  change  in  the  value  of 
the  pound  sterling,  while  it  was  certain  tlut  sugar,  sail 
duck,  and  other  articles,  came  from  quarters  where  the 
pound  sterling  was  not  the  basis  of  calculation.  He  called 
for  a  division  of  the  question. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  receding  from  the 
amendment  inserting  after  the  words  *'  Kendal  cottons*'* 
the  words  **the  latter  weighing  not  less  than  sixteen 
ounces  to  the  square  yard,"  and  determined  in  the  affir* 
mative — yeas  38,  nays  10,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Cham- 
bers, Clayton,  Dallas,  Uickerson,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Forsyth* 
Frelinghiiysen,  Orundy,  Hayne,  Ueiulricks,  Hill,  Holmeti 
Johnston,  Kane,  Ring,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore* 
Naudain,  Poindexter,  Uobinson*  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague* 
Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Troup,  Tyler,  Webster, 
White,  Wilkins — 38. 

NAYS.-^'Messrs.  Bell,  Clay,  Ewing,  Foot,  Knirht, 
Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Buggies,  Seymour,  Waggaman. — lO. 

The  question  then  was  on  receding  from  the  amend* 
ment  raising  the  duty  on  silver  and  plated  wire  from  five 
to  twenty-five  per  cent.,  which  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  then  receded  from  tlieir  next  amendment* 
raising  the  duty  on  japanned  saddlery  from  ten  to  twenty- 
five  per  cent.,  without  a  division. 

The  Senate  then  receded  from  their  next  amendment. 
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changpng^  the  duty  on  sul  duck— yeas  34»  nays  14,  as  fol« 
lows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Dal- 
las, Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Foot,  Forsyth,  Frelin^uy- 
seo,  Gnindy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Johnston,  Kane, 
Kin^,  Knight,  Mangiim,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindez- 
ter,  Robinson,  Silsbee,  Sprag'ue,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tom- 
linson,  Troup,  Tyler,  White,  Wilkins. — 34. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Ewtng, 
Holmes,  Naildain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Buggies,  Seymour, 
Smith,  Waggaman,  Webster. — 14. 

The  qucjition  was  next  taken  on  receding  from  the 
amendment  increasing  the  duty  on  cotton  bagging  to  four 
cents  instead  of  tliree  and  a  half  per  square  yard,  and 
decided  in  the  afliirmative,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Biickner,  Dal- 
las, Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne, 
Hendriekii  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller, 
Moore,  Poindezter,  Robinson,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Tazewell, 
Tipton,  Troup,  'iy\tt.  White,  Wilkins.— 29. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Ewing. 
Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Nau- 
dain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Huggles,  Seymour,  Sprague, 
Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webnter. — 19. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  receding  from  the 
amendment  increasing  the  duty  on  brown  sugar  from  two 
and  a  half  to  tliree  cents  per  pound,  and  d^ided  in  the 
afRrmatiTe— yeas  33,  nays  15,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Bnckner, 
Chambers,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Forsyth, 
Frelingliuysen,  Gnm<ly,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane, 
King,  Knight,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Ponidex- 
ter,  Robbins,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tipton, 
Troup,  Tyler,  White,  Wilkins.— 53. 

NAYS.— Bell,  Clay,  Clayton,  Ewing,  Foot,  Holmes, 
Johnston,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  liuggles,  Seymour, 
Tomlinson,  Wag^man,  Webster.— 15. 

The  Senate  then  receded  from  the  amendment  increas- 
ing the  dutv  on  slates  from  twenty-five  to  thirty-five  per 
cent,  ad  valorem,  by  the  following  vote: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner, 
Chambers,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ellis, 
Ewing,  Foot,  Forsjrth,  Frelinghuysen,  Grundy,  Hayne, 
Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  King,  Knight, 
Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Naudain,  Poindezter, 
Robinson,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Spragiie,  Tazewell,  Tipton, 
Tomlinson,  lYoup,  Tyler,  White,  Wilkins.— 41. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Clay,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Ruggles,  Sey- 
mour, Waggaman,  Webster. — 7. 

The  Senate  then  agreed  to  the  amendment  of  ihe  House 
to  its  amendment  with  respect  to  carpeting,  by  inserting 
the  word  "common.** 

Mr.  WILKINS  here  made  some  remarks  in  further  ex- 
planation of  his  course.  He  said,  when  he  moved  the 
conference,  some  dissatisfaction  was  expressed  that  the 
motion  should  be  made  by  any  but  a  member  of  the  com- 
mittee. He  did  not  make  the  motion  with  any  view  to  put 
himself  forward,  or  to  become  a  member  of  the  com- 
mittee of  conference.  He  believed  the  Senate  would  do 
him  the  justice  to  admit  that,  since  he  had  been  a  member 
of  this  body,  he  had  exhibited  no  desire  to  thrust  himself 
forward  in  it.  Some  of  the  remarks  of  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  seemed  to  be  intended  as  sarcastic. 
That  gentleman  had  expressed  surprise  that  the  interests 
of  manufacturers  should  be  entrusted  to  one  who  had 
taken  no  proihinent  part  in  the  debate,  and  was  not  a  mem- 
ber of  the  committee  which  had  the  charge  of  the  subject. 
But,  at  this  stage  of  the  business,  all  the  principles  had 
been  settled,  the  votes  had  been  declared,  and  in  every 
case  an  opinion  had  been  formed  and  expressed.  I  here 
take  occasion  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts, 
that  I  have  been  uniform  in  my  support  of  manufactures, 
and  I  nerer  varied  in  my  course  in  regard  to  them.     This 


bill  had  passed  the  House  of  Representatives  by  the  un- 
paralleled  vote  of  one  hundred  and  thirty-two  to  sixiyfire, 
in  which  the  adversaries  and  friends  of  the  protectiiresn- 
tem  had  unHed.  The  friends  of  the  system,  he  beliered, 
by  attempting  to  obtain  a  more  advantageous  bill,  incur 
red  the  hazard  of  losing  the  bill  entirely.  This  state  of 
things  he  had  not  lost  sight  of.  To  show  that  there  vu 
no  ground  for  sarcasm,  and  no  ground  for  the  amusement 
which  the  gentleman  from  Maine,  in  his  uwal  irlle  strain, 
had  indulged  in,  he  would  state  that,  after  the  appointment 
of  the  committee,  he  met  the  Senator  from  Sotitb  Carolim 
in  the  committee  room,  and,  in  conversation,  tokl  hint  that, 
ftir  his  guidance  in  this  business,  he  had  chalked  out  i 
course,  from  which  he  should  not  depart — a  course  not 
governed  by  any  particular  incident,  but  settled  in  refer* 
ence  to  the  existing  state  of  the  question.  He  miji^thave 
been  wrong,  but  he  entered  upon  the  duties  of  the  com- 
mittee determined  to  do  the  best  he  could  to  settle  thit 
question.  Hie  country  called  for  an  adjustment  of  the 
question,  and,  to  procure  it,  he  had  determined  to  yield 
every  tiling  but  the  woollens.  So  far  as  the  Senste  had 
g^ne  with  the  amendments,  they  had  sanctioned  hii 
course,  by  agreeing  to  recede.  The  report  of  tb« 
committee,  so  far,  had  been  fully  sustained.  As' long  b 
there  was  any  chance  to  get  tlie  additional  duty  on  vcci- 
lens,  I  held  out  for  it.  In  no  case  did  I  vote  to  adhtrr, 
except  in  regard  to  woollens.  The  Senator  from  Sooth 
Carolina  moved  to  recede,  and  I  went  with  him.  The 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  did  not,  at  first,  but  ultinute); 
he  yielded.  The  House,  by  an  unparalleled  vnajor.tr, 
had  agreed  to  dx  the  duty  on  woollens  at  fifty  per 
cent.  When  the  bill  was  in  the  Senate,  I  voted  with  ihc 
Committee  on  Manufiictures  (o  increase  the  dtity  on  wool- 
lens. I  voted  for  the  minimimi,  and  for  the  sixty  per 
cent,,  and  I  voted  for  the  fifty-seven  per  cent.  It  w>i 
but  a  little  increase,  as  he  had  before  said,  but,  for  Tot- 
ing  for  this  little,  I  have  been  denounced  in  btng^tij^e 
which  I  never  wish  to  hear  in  the  Senate.  The  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  was  willing  to 
Hplit  the  difference,' and  take  three  and  a  half  per  cent 
But  even  that  could  not  be  obtained,  nor  could  fifly-t^^ 
per  cent,  be  got.  When  nothing  was  to  be  gained  ^J 
Itolding  out,  when  we  had  gone  to  the  very  verge,  1  >ieW- 
ed.  It  is  now  for  the  Senate  to  say  whether  1  wat  n;i>t 
or  wrong.  Before  I  determined  to  give  up  this  amend* 
ment,  I  consulted  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey,  who  as- 
sented to  its  abandonment.  If  I  have  gone  wron^,  I  ha^^ 
gone  in  good  company.  Mr.  JV.  went  on  toshowtlist 
the  prompt  pay  of  duties,  the  valuation  of  the  poa«' 
sterling,  and  other  provisions  of  the  bill,  afforded  wtt 
equi\*alent  for  the  reduction  of  the  woollen  duty.  Tt.e 
bill  afforded,  he  thought,  a  reasonable  protection  to  the 
woollens  manufacturer.  He  put  this  case;  an  t.\^^-^ 
manufacturer  sends  one  hundred  yards  of  doth,  »cr^ 
one  hundred  dollars,  to  New  York,  at  a  considemble  ex- 
pense for  freight,  insurance,  &c.  The  American  n»i«|* 
facturer  meets  it  tliere  with  one  hundred  >*ards  of  *'" 
cloth,  worth  also  one  hundred  dollars.  Before  thfVfJ 
into  the  market  for  purchasers,  the  Government  interf<re«, 
and  takes,  by  way  of  protecting  the  American  manuft^ 
tiirer,  fifly  jards  of  the  cloth  belonging  to  the  En^^ 
manufacturers.  Was  this  a  sufficient  amount  of  pri''«^* 
ti<m?  He  did  not  pretend  to  say  that  it  was.  Hut  it  v»» 
all  that  could  be  got  now.  After  the  conference  »*' 
over,  I  remarked  to  the  Senator-  from  South  C»roI-n>i 
that  we  died  hard.  We  had  endeavored  to  get  a'l »' 
could;  and  I  mentioned  that  1  was  the  more  content  v*J> 
the  duty  on  woollens  fixed  by  thfc  bill,  inasmuch  v » 
gentleman  of  great  experience  in  the  woollen  nunutic- 
ture  had  informed  mc,  by  letter  received  that  day,  tl»a^  * 
his  opinion,  fifty  per  cent,  was  an  adequate  P^^^ijIJlJ 
taken  together  with  the  other  provisions  of  the  bill-  TW 
writer  of  this  letter  is  a  citizen  of  Pennsylvan»i  **" 
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Ihoruu^iily  understood  the  subject,  and  was  formerly  the 

chaimian  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  in  the  other 

HQuse.     The   Senate  will  recollect  that  there  was  no 

amendment  as  to  iron  adopted  here,  and  that  the  iron 

dtities  did  not  corae  under  the  notice  of  the  committee  of 

conference.     Though  the  duty  on  that  article  was  con- 

sidembiy  reduced,  lie  acquiesced  in  its  reduction.     It  had 

been  asked,  in  a  reproachfiil  tone,  why  sugar  had  been 

.  selected  as  one  of  the  subjects  of  surrender.     He  would 

Bubmit  it  tn  the  Senator  ft-om  Louisiana  [Mr.  Johitstor] 

vhether  that  interest  was  sacrificed  by  the  bill.     Tlie 

committee  bad  no  hostility  to  that  interest,  but  they  could 

not  have  preserved  the  amendment,  without  losinff  the 

bill. 

Mr.  HOLMES  said  he  had  not  any  idol  that  he  knew  of. 
Almost  every  man,  though,  had  his  klol.  The  Senator 
from  Penn^lvania  might  have  an  idol  in  the  office  for 
which  he  was  a  candidate,  and  to  that  idol  he  might  have 
sacrificed  the  woollens  interest.  He  had  nothing  himself 
wherewith  to  amuse  the  Senate,  and  he  had  only  alluded 
to  the  amusing  description  given  by  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  of  the  course  of  his  colleagues  in  the  com- 
mittee.  The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  stipported  the 
woollens  duty  with  all  his  might,  and  gave  it  up.  He 
confessed  he  disliked  the  composition  of  this  committee. 
One  member  was  tiltra-anti-tariff";  another  was  a  candidate 
for  the  Vice  Presidency;  gnd  the  third  was  an  old  bache- 
lor, who  cared  nothing  for  posterity,  whereas  we,  sir,  are 
legislating  for  pnxterity. 

Mr.  WEBSl'ER  remarked  that  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvanta  must  have  de^red  to  be  a  member  of  the  cgm- 
mittee  of  conference,  as  he  could  not  have  expected  to 
be  treated  with  so  much'  extraordinary  disrespect  as  not 
to  be  put  on  the  committee  raised  on  his  own  motion. 
iVhen  be  came  into  tlie  Senate  chamber,  he  found  that 
the  motion  had  been  made.     He  said  it  was  an  extrftor- 
iiinary  motion  for  a  gentleman  to  make,  who,  during  tlie 
r^progress  of  the  bill,  had  taken  no  interest  in  it.     But  1 
concurred  in  thfi  appointment  of  the  committee,  suppos- 
Ing  tliat  they  would,  in  conference,  act  as  the  advocates 
of  the  views  of  the  Senate.    As  I  said  before,  if  1  had  sup- 
posed  I  was  signing  a  power  of  attorney  to  authorize  the 
sun*ender  of  the  points  contended  for  by  the  Senate,  1 
would  have  withheld  my  vote.    If  the  Senator  from  Penn* 
sylvania  had  said  to  us,  as  he  now  says,  that  it  waft  his  in- 
tention to  give  up  nineteen  of  the  twenty  amendments  of 
the  Senate,  and  die  hard  in  giving  up  the  twentieth,  the 
Senate  would  not  have  accredited  him  as  their  negotiator. 
The  Senator  now  says  that  his  coyrse  Is  sanctioned  by  the 
votes  of  the  Senate.     Can  a  balanced  Senate  oppose  the 
report  of  the  committee  of  conference?    Why  are  the 
Senate's  amendments  receded  from?    Because  they  have 
no  longer  the  aid  of  the  gentleman's  vote.     If  fiAy-seven 
per  cent,  was  little  to^  receive,  it  was  little  to  part  with, 
argues  the  gentleman.     Non  sequitur.     If  fifVy  per  cent, 
brings  it  to  a  balance,  the  addition  of  seven  per  cent,  will 
turn  the  scale.     The  Senator  had  spoken  of  the  unparallel- 
ed vote  by  which  tlie  House  passed  the  bill,  but  lie  thought 
nothing  of  the  vote  by  which  the  amendments  passed  the 
Senate.     The  bill,  as  amended,  passed  the  Senate  by  a 
vote  of  32  to  16.  'I'he  whole  majority  in  the  other  House, 
against  the  additional  duty  on  woollens  of  seven  per  cent, 
was,  as  he  had  been  informed,  only  six  or  seven  votes. 
Still  the  Senator  says  he  died  hard.    I  will  not  say  it  was 
a  dishonorable  death,  but  I  do  stiy  it  was  a  bloodless  one. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  this  was  a  small  matter.     A  different 
course  would  have  led  to  an  irreconcilable  disagreement. 
The  Senate  then  receded  from  their  amendment,  in- 
creasing the  duty  on  woollens  from  fifty  to  fifty-seven  per 
cent.— yeas  29,  nays  19,  as  follows: 

TEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Dal- 
las, Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Orundy,  Hayne, 
Hendricks.  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Knight,  Msngum,  Margr, 


Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tazewell. 
Tiplon,  Troup,  Tjrler,  White,  Wilkins 29. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Rwing, 
Foot,  Frelinghuyseiv,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Naudam,  Pren- 
tiss, Bobbins,  Buggies,  Seymour*  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tom- 
linson,  Waggaman,  Webster. — 19. 

The  amendments  having  been  gone  through, 

Mr.  HAYNE  moved  to  recommit  the  bill,  with*  instruc- 
tions so  to  amend  it,  as  to  provide  for  a  system  of  ad  valo- 
rem duties,  so  arranged  as  to  reduce  tlie  revenue  to  the 
wants  of  the  country. 

The  PRESIDENT  decided  that  such  a  motion  could 
not  be  received,  as  the  Senate  must  now  be  confined  to 
its  action  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  then  rose.  It  was  not  his  inten- 
tion, he  said,  to  go  into  any  details,  but  to  renew  the  mo- 
tion for  indefinite  postponement.  He  felt  that  if  he  were 
to  vote  for  the  bill,  he  would  be  conceding  a  power  to 
Congress  to  lay  taxes  on  the  country  fur  other  purposes 
than  revenue-^41  power  which  he  denied  they  possessed, 
other  than  that  for  the  payment  of  their  debts.  Were  he 
to  vote  for  the  bill,  he  shollld  consider  himself  committed 
to  the  principle,  though  other  gentlemen  had  expressed 
a  different  opinion.  But  what  was  this  bilP  It  kept  up 
the  duties  on  the  protected  articles;  was  oppressive  m  the 
extreme  on  the  raw  material.  [The  CHAIR  requested  the 
Senator  would  confine  himself  to  the  question.]  It  was  hit 
intention,  Mr.  P.  resumed,  to  record  his  opinion  of  the 
meaiure  at  a  prior  stage,  but  no  fitting  opportunity  had 
presented  itself,  and  he  would  merely  now  sav  that  he 
considered  the  present  bill,  from  the  inequality  of  its 
operation,  worse  than  the  bill  of  abominations  of  1828. 
He  would  conform  to  the  wish  of  the  Chair,  and  would 
now  move  that  the  bill  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

Mr.  HAYNE  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 
I  Mr.  FORSYTH  said  he  would  vote  against  the  metion, 
Wnd  so  far  sanction  the  present  bill,  but  it  was  necessary 
p>r  him  to  state  the  groimds  of  his  vote.  Although  the 
principle  of  protection  was  embraced  in  this  bill  for  which 
he  was  about  to  vote,  yet  is  he  hereafter  to  be  committed 
in  favor  of  the  principle?  He  hoped  not.  Defeat  the 
present  bill,  and  what  would  be  the  consequence?  We 
would  have  the  existing  tariff,  without  any  reduction. 
The  present  measure  was  a  modification  of  it,  so  far  as  it 
went;  and  he  would  vote  for  getting  rid  of  so  much  of  the 
abominable  bill  of  1828.  It  was  not  a  question  of  protec- 
tion, but  of  reduction  of  the  burdens  of  the  people;  and 
he  would  continue  tlie  uncompromising,  incessant  enemy 
of  the  system,  till  it  was  totally  abrogated  by  Congfress. 

Mr.  FOOT  said  he  had  once  voted  for  the  indefinite 
postponement  of  this  bill,  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire,  [.Mr.  Bxli.;]  but  since  we  are  call- 
ed to  record  our  votes  again  on  a  Similar  motion,  and  his 
vote  would  now  be  recorded  against  it,  he  felt  it  due  to 
himself  to  explain  the  reasons  which  induced  him  to  give 
a  diJderent  vote  at  this  time.  Sir,  said  Mr.  F.,  there  it 
not  a  Senator  on  this  floor  more  disposed  than  myself  to 
make  any  reasonable  sacrifice  for  the  preservation  of  the 
peace  and  harmony  of  this  confederacy;  to  relieve  any 
portion  from  unreasonsble  or  unequal  bunlens;  to  endea^ 
vorto  allay  any  unfortunate  excitement  produced  even 
by  mistaken  notions  of  inequality  in  the  operation  uf  any 
of  our  laws.  On  this  ground,  and  on  this  alone,  was  my 
vote  recorded  in  favor  of  the  bill  as  amended  by  the  Se- 
nate. And  after  the  repeated  declaration  of  the  SenMtor 
from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Hainx,]  and  the  Senator  from 
Alabama,  [Mr.  King,]  and  others,  that  this  bill  would  af- 
fold  no  relief,  but  was  more  obnoxious  than  even  the  act 
of  1828,  so  often  called  the  *<  bill  of  abominations,"  I  was 
disposed  to  unite  with  them  in  rejecting  it.  But,  mt^  in 
this  vote  they  did  not  unite. 

To  me  this  bill  has  no  charms.  Perhapa  there  is  not  a 
ftngle  State  in  tliis  Union  which  wiU  be  more,  if  as  mifth, 
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aflTected  by  iu  passage  as  my  own.  More  manufactures 
of  various  descriptions  are  springing  up  under  the  pro- 
tection of  your  laws  in  the  State  uf  Connecticut,  than  in 
any  other  portion  of  the  Union.  Many  of  them  are  in 
their  infancy*  and  must  be  seriously  afiected,  if  not  to- 
tally prostrated  by  this  bill.  The  committee  of  confer- 
ence had  proposed  to  surrender  every  amendment  madtr 
in  the  Senate,  in  which  our  smaller  manufacturers  were 

{>articularly  interested,  and  some  of  wltich  amendments 
lad  been  made  at  my  suggestion,  from  letters  and  infor- 
mation laid  before  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  by  me. 
These  were  all  to  be  surrendered  without  a  stru};gle; 
without  an  effort  to  save  them.  The  committee  knew 
full  well  our  convictions  of  the  blighting  effects  of  the  bill 
on  the  Eastern  States,  and  particularly  in  the  State  which 
has  honored  me  with  a  seat  on  this  floor,  witiiout  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate,  for  I  had  stated  them  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  those  amendments,  and  produced  tlie  proof. 
1  have  this  day  received  another  letter  from  an  intelligent 
farmer,  who  has  made  great  exertions  to  improve  the  qua- 
lity of  the  wool  in  this  country,  ubo  says  **  the  hopes  of 
the  wool  growers  are  destroye<1,  and  even  the  Saxony 
sheep  must  be  resigned  up  to  the  butcher." 

The  question  is  now  presented   under  circumstances 
somewhat  different.      The   Senate  have   acted   on    the 
amendments.     My  votes  have  been  in  favor  of  the  ameiui- 
meiits  of  the  Senate;  but  as,  in  all  cases,  minorities  must 
submit,  in  thisca^e  it  becomes  my  duty.  The  chairman  of 
the  committee  has  stated   his  determination  that  if,  at  the 
nest  session,  it  shall  be  ascertaine<l  that  any  infant  manu- 
facture will  be  seriously  injured,  he  will  unite  in  any  fur- 
ther amendment  in  favor  of  necessary  protection;  and  as 
the  bill  wtll  not  go  into  operation  until  another  session  in- 
tervenes, I  am  disposed  to  witiidraw  my  opposition,  and 
permit  the  bill  to  pass,  not  by  an  affirmative  vote,  but  by 
one  which  will  be  equally  effective;  by  voting  against  tlic 
motion    for    indefinite   postponement.      Another  reason 
which  will  induce  me  to  vote,  against  the  present  motion 
is,  tliut  it  is  made  avowedly  on  the  grouml  that  "  the  prin- 
ciple of  protection  to  our  manufactures  is  recognised  in 
it;"  HTid  Senators  have  decUrcd  this  to  be  g^)d  gromi<l  for 
its  rejection.     Sir,  against  tins  doctrine  1  enter  my  solemn 
nrotk  St !    It  saps  the  foundation  of  all  Government !    W  hat 
IS  the  first  duty  of  Government?    Protection!      Will  you 
confine  this  obligation '  to  the  protection  of  the  lives  of 
your  citizens  alone?     Will  you  not  extend  it  to  their  pro- 
perty ?    And  is  this  to  be  confined  to  protection  of  pro- 
perty only'  against  lawless  pirates  and  robbers'     is  it  not 
equally  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  protect  the  proper- 
ty of  its  citizens  from  damage  or  injury  arising  from  the 
legislation  of  fore. gn  nations,  by  countervailing  legislation 
or  restriction,  anil  to  encourage  and  protect  their  industry? 
This  has  been  the  policy  of  this  Government  from  tlie 
commencement  of  its  existence!     The  very  first  act  of 
Congress,  after  the  adoption  of  the  constitution*  recognises 
this  princ.ple,  and  admits  this  to  be  its  duty.     It  has  had 
the  sanction  of  forty  years,  and  Senators  may  rest  assiued 
it  will  not  be  abandoned.     It  cannot  he  abandoned  while 
the  Government  has  an  existence.  Without  this  principle 
of  protection,  no  Government  would  he  worth  preserving, 
nor  deserve  the  name.     Nor  will  my  vote  be  given  on  any 
question,  to  sanction  for  a  moment,  or  to  countenance, 
any  doctrine  so  fatal  in  its  tendency. 

Mr.  MANGUM  said  he  would  vote  for  the  indefinite 
postponement.  It  was  not  enough  that  the  revenue  was 
reduced,  for  the  bill  carried  out  the  odious  principle  of 
inequality)  the  rich  would  be  indulged  in  tiieir  luxuries 
without  taxation,  wliilst  tlie  poor  were  heavily  burdened. 
He  would  not  sanction  th«  bill,  because  he  believed  it 
would  go  to  fix  a  settled  6}  stem  of  the  policy  of  protec- 
tion, its  principle  was  to  do  evil,  tliat  good  might  result, 
but  he  would  rely  that  a  returning  sense  of  justice  would 
yet  influence  theu'  councils. 


Mr.  KING  said,  but  for  the  remarka  that  had  been  m&ik, 
it  was  not  his  intention  to  have  trespassed  on  thr  attrntioA 
of  the  Senate.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Cuf 
had  observed  that  the  Southern  gentlemen,  by  thtir 
former  vote,  had  conceded  their  opinions  in  favor  of  i)<c 
present  measure.  Such  was  not  the  case;  for  himself,  he 
wouhl  never  be  in  favor  of  a  meaaure  which  prtsenrC 
the  present  inequality,  lie  had  aaid,  on  a  former  oca- 
Kion,  that  he  would  vote,  though  rekictantly,  for  the  bj] 
as  it  came  from  the  House;  but  it  had  uivdergone  such 
changes  here  for  the  worse,  that  he  voted  sgsinst  it  i! 
ame  Aded.  He  ha^l  voted  against  the  -act  of.  1824;  he  M 
also  voted  against  tlie  bill  of  1828.  But  all  theappes^lsof 
the  South  had  been  heretofore  disregarded.  In  i'k 
measure  now  inti'oduced,  the  friends  of  protection  hd 
been  induced  to  make  some  mitigation  in  lessening  the 
publie  burdens;  on  this  grotmd,  when  the  odious  amrnd- 
ments  were  receded  from,  he  would  vote  fbr  the  b.li 
though  still  with  reluctance,  and  in  hopes  of  furtlitr  rcWf 
from  the  system.  It  was  for  the  first  time  in  his  expe- 
rience, that  he  had  heard  such  language  of  censure  uifti 
to  a  committee  of  conference,  as  tsiat  whicli  came  fnsn 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  and  you  yourself,  Mr-  ^'1«'^' 
man,  saitl  Mr.  K.,  scarcely  escaped  for  yoin*  sppointnij-n: 
of  tliC  membei-s  of  that  commitiee.  Who  had  everlua  ii 
of  a  conunittee  of  conference  yielding  nothing?  It  »JJ 
fi»r  the  very  purpose  of  compromise  that  recourse* J 
hud  to  that  mode.  The  Senator  from  Pennsylvaiia  [Mr. 
WiLKiss]  had  bepn  denounced,  but  his  firm  and  \^p 
character  could  not  be  afiected  by  the  assitult.  Tlie  gt'- 
tlem}in  from.  Kentucky  had  congratulated  himself  in  jm'i* 
cipation  of  having  the  future -support  of  the  gentlemen  of 
tiie  S(Mith;  but  he  had  reckoned  wiibout  his  luat.  ^ 
regarded  the  present  bill,  and  the  existiiTg  law,  he  lou'j 
choose  the  lesser  evil;  yet  he  would  not  4:omproint  hj 
principles;  and  on  a  future  occasion  his  friends  wouM&h 
him  combating  by  their  side. 

Mr.   HAYNE  said  he  liad  hut  one  tnore  word  to  ssj 
before  the  final  question  was  taken.     From  the  beginni'J 
of  the  session  up  to  the  present  moment,  he  hail,  withtl.* 
most  perfect  good  faith,  voted  for  every  propj)sitior,  «ia 
used  his  utmost  efforts  to  effect  such  a  mixlificatinn  of  w 
tariff  as  shotild  remove  .existing  difficulties,  and  do  cq*'*' 
justice  to  all  parts  of  the  country.     'ITic  bill  bad  been  p- 
into  the  form  which  the  tariff  majority  in  b«»lli  Houses  lad 
thouglit  proper  lo  give  ir,  and  it  now  only  remameil  w 
him,  at  this  last  stage  of  it^i  progress,  to  record  hii  vs^ 
ments  in  relation  to  it.     He  had  examined  its  proviao« 
carefully.     He  was  perfectly  satisBed  that  it  did  not  pro- 
pose to'  effect  a  reduction  in  the  revenue  of  more  «i*J 
fr<im  tliree  to  four  millions  of  dollars,  and  of  this  nt*"? 
the  whole  amount  wason  unprotected  articles.    So  w^^ 
aggravated  the  injustice  and  inequality  of  which  thcSwto 
had  so  loudly  complained.     This  bill  recognises  the  pr^ 
tecting  system;  it  has  been  arranged  throughout,  on  ij* 
single   principle  of  taking  care  of  the  interests  «<  'fj 
manufacturers,  and  was  now  openly  supporti-d  by  • 
tarif!'  party,  on  the  grotmd  tliat  this  protection  »>«p' 
quate  to  tliie  object;  and  it  had  been  openly  avowed  I'tt^ 
if  it  shoulil,  in  ally  case,  prove  otherwise,  further  p«>'^^* 
tion  was  to  be  hereafter  extended.     The  duties  reiair*« 
by  this  bill  were  most  unreasonable  ami  exorbitant— «  Y 
seven  per  cent,  upon  woollens,  upwards  of  one  bun    ^ 
per  cent,  upon  cottons  and  iron,  and  still  higher  upon  ^^ 
and  sugar,  while  articles  of  luxuay,  only  because  tlitv 
not  come  into  competition  with  domestic  '"*""J*^['^?^ 
were  to  be  ad.mitted  duty  free.     He  regarded  ""* J]^" 
fixing  the  system  upon  the  country  forever,  beyowu  nop 
of  future  relief.     He  slioukl,  therefore,  vote  for  its  m'^j 
nite  postponement;  and  if  the  bill  was  to  pw«i  "5  *  j|, 
leave  the  responsibility  of  a  measure  fraught  vil'> 
fatal  consequences  to  otliers.  i^ 

The  vote  being  then  Uken,  the  postpoDOT«n^ '^ 
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The  Bank  Veto. 


[Ssttatx* 


YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Bibb,  H«yue,  Holmes,  Man^m, 
MiUer,  Moore,  NHiidiiin,  Foindexter,  Robbins,  Kugglts, 
Tazewell,  Troup,  Tyler,  Waggpaman. — 15. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bi'Own,  Chambers,  Clay,  Dal- 
las, Dicker^ion,  Dudley,  £llts,  Ewing,  Foot,  Fursyth, 
Freiingiiuy»en,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  jQhnston,  Kane, 
King's  Knight,  Marcy,  Robmson,  S&ymour,  Silsbee,  Smith, 


Sprtt^ue,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Web:iter,  White,  Wilkins.   vote  as.one  of  the  majority.     The  President  disapproved 
— 30.  it,  and  in  an  elaborate  message  states  at  large  his  objec- 


cused  by  the  Senator  from  Missouri  with  a  want  of  cour- 
tesy and  decorum  towards  the  Chief  Magistrate  of  the 
United  States,  in  the  comments  which  he  had  felt  it  his 
duty  to  make  upon  the  President's  message  accompanyinj^ 
his  veto  upon  the  bank  bdl.  How  had  he  rendered  himself 
liable  to  this  accusalion?  A  bill  to  rechkrterthe  bank  had 
passed  the  Senate,  with  the  concurrence  of  his  [Mr.  C.'s] 


So  the  motion  to  postpone  was  lost;  and  the  report  of 
the  committee  of  conference  sustained. 


Fridat,  July  13. 

THE  BANK  VETO.     . 

The  Senate  having  again  taken  up  this  subject, 
Mr.  BENTON  then  resumed  his  observations,  changing 
tiie  bunk  with  having  applied  its  means  fur  the  purpose  ol 
operating  on  piiblic  opinion,  and  influencing  the  votes  of 
the  people  against  General  Jackson;  and  reiterating  the 
arguments  against  the  bank  which  he  had  used  during  the 

Iirogress  of  the  bill.     He  denied  tliat  the  disasters  of  the 
ate  uar  were  justly  attributable  to  the  want  of  a  bank, 


tions.  Now,  what  was  the  most  respectful  course  \\\  re- 
gard to  this  messaged  1\)  examine,  weigh,  discuss,  and 
decide  upon  the  objections?  or  to  proceed  to  the  recon- 
sideration of  the  bill,  enjoined  by  the  constitution,  in 
silence?  Mr.  C.  would  appeal  from  the  Senator  to  the 
Senate,  if  he  had  not  tretiied  the  President  and  bin  mes- 
sage with  alt  the  respect  which  was  consistent  with  the 
occasion,  and  with  the  h'gh  I'espons  biltty  under  which 
every  member  of  the  body  was  bound  to  act.  In  some 
past  transacti<ms,  well  known  to  the  public,  he  [Mr.  C.] 
.lad  been  furnished  by  the  President  with  cause  fi>r  re- 
sentment. But  the  indulj^ence  of  feelings  of  that  de- 
scription was  altogether  improper  in  the  discharge  of 
ofiicial  duties;  and  he  was  entirely  unconscious  of  their 
operation  upon  his  mind  in  fulfilling  his  public  obligations 
therein. 

The  Senator  from  Missouri  had  attributed  to  him  [Mr. 
C]  a  motive  for  his  remarks,  with  respect  to  the  Cfmscs 
quences  which  would  ensue  in  the  Western  country  from 
the  discontinuance  of  the  bank.  But  had  not  the  President 
given  in  his  messag'e  the  supposed  operation  of  the  bank  in 
the  West,  a  conspicuous  place?  Had  he  not  emphatically 
called  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  injurious  effects  of 
I  his  institution  on  Western  prosperity?  The  member 
from  Missouri  would  be  the  last  to  assign  to  the  President 
improper  motives  for  tiiis  part  of  his  message;  and  why 
shmdil  he  attribute  them  to  another? 

Mr.  President,  said  Mr.  C,  I  cannot  allow  the  member 
from  Missouri  to  instruct  me  in  etiquette  and  courtesy, 
and  how  1  shuU  deport  m>8elf  towards  an  exalted  per- 
sonage.    1  can  talce  no  instnictions  from  such  a  source. 


such  as  that  of  tlie  present  institution;  and  asserted  that 
the  State  banks  had  impoveribhed  themselves  by  their 
efforts  to  please  the  arniy.  He  expressed  his  hopes  that 
the  fr.ends  of  GeneralJackson,  who  had  supported  the 
bank,  would  be  convinced,  by  its  conduct  previous  to  the 
next  November,  that  it  was  merely  a  pol.ttcal  engine,  em- 
ploved  for  the  purpose  of  desti'oy mg  the  election  of 
General  Jackson.  He  invited  members  to  read  the  pam- 
phlet of  Sir  Henry  Parnell  aguinst  the  Bank  pf  England, 
and  recommending  its  subdivision.  He  a:iseitcd  that  tlie 
United  States'  Bank  had  uniformly  refused  to  eAtal)lish  a 
branch  in  Missouri,  althougli  repeatedly  soLcitcd  by  the 
nterchaiits,  untd  he  had  unmasked  Ins  opposition  to  the 
bank.  He  then  went  on  tu  quote  the  language  of  Str 
William  Pulteney  against  tlie  Bank  of  England,  in  order 
to  justify,  by  his  example,  tlie  Use  of  the  word  •*  mono- 
poly" by  the  President.  The  ])olicy  of  permitting  fo- 
reigners to  hold  stock  in  the  United  States'  Bank,  he 
asiierted  to  be  distinct  from  that  of  obtaining  loans  from 
foreigners  for  internal  tniproveraents;  and  declared  it  to 
be  extremely  dangerous  for  foreigners  to  be  the  bankers 
of  the  United  States.  In  the  course  of  his  remarks,  he 
hud  characterised  the   speech  of  Mr.  C.  as  wanting  in 

courtesy,  indecorous,  and  disrespectful  to  the  Chief  Ma- 
gistrate. 

Mr.   CLAY  rose  to  say  a  few  words  in  regard  to  the 

personal  allusions  made  to  himself  by  the  benator  from 

Missouri.     He  would  previously  remark  that  tlie  fact  was 

now  established  by  that  Senator,  tliat  the  famous  tariff'  of 

the   Secretary  of   the  Treasury,  which  had  engaged  so 

much  anxious  deliberation  in  Congress  during  this  session, 

originated  from  a  resolution  in  that  officer's  own  hand- 
writing, presented  to,  and  adopted  by,  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives.    Tliat  fact  was  unaffected  by  any  cifcum- 

sunces  which  led  to  the  draught  of  the  res  )lution,  and 

conclusively  proves  that  the  duty  of  preparing  the  bill,  if 

not  voluntarily  sought,  was  not  reluctantly  assumed  by  the 

Secretary. 
The  Senator  from  Missouri  has  adverted  to  the  fact  of 

crowded    galleriesr     But  if,  impelled  .by   curiosity,  the 

galleries  are  occasionally  filled,    when  it  is  understood 

some  Senators  are  to  speak,  no  member  knows  better  than 

the  lionorable  gentleman  that,  when  some  others  rise,  the 

galleries  are  quickly  emptied,    with  whatever  else  the 

Senate  chamber  may  then  be  filled.     The  member  ought 

not  to  be  dissatisfied  to-day  vtitli  the  presence  of  those 

wlio  are  around  him;  for  among  them  is  a  lady  of  great 

Uttrary  eminence.     [Alluding  to  a  noted  female  of  the 

name  of  Royal,  who  ssft  near  Mr.  B.] 

Mr.  C.  continued,  and  observed  that  he  liad  been  ac-'gulf  which  separates  heaven  from  hell! 


1  cannot,  at  this  period  of  my  life,  go  with  the  member 
from  Missouri  and  his  Indian  blankets  to  Boon's  Lick,  to  be 
taught  the  rules  and  practice  of  politeness.  If  1  could  con- 
sent to  receive  him  as  my  preceptor,  1  should  be  at  a  loss  to 
knowto  wltioh  of  the  opposite  opinions  he,  at  different  pe- 
riods, has  entertained  of  tlie  President,  [  ought  to  con- 
form myself,  I  never  had  any  personal  rencontre  with 
the  President;  I  never  promulgated  a  bulletin  on  any  such 
rencontre;  I  never  complained  of  the  President  beating  a 
brother  of  mine  af^r  he  was  prostrated  and  lying  appa- 
rently lifeless.  The  member  from  Missouri  needs  no  more 
specific  indications  of  the  transaction  to  which  allusion  is 
now  made.  Nor  did  1  ever  make  such  a  prophecy  of  the 
events,  which  would  ensue  from  the  elevation  of  the 
President,  as  the  public  press  ascribes  to  the  honorable 
Senator  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  C.  concluded  by  observing  that  he  did  not  mean  to 
detain  the  Senate  by  any  further  notice  of  the  observations 
of  tlie  Senator  from  Mi!>.souri.  He  had  now  and  forever 
discharged  all  obligatif>ns  under  which  that  Senator  had 
placed  him,  and  he  had  given  him  a  full  acquittance. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  that  it  was  tnie  he  and  General 
Jackson  had  had  a  personal  conflict;  it  was  true  he  had 
fcdght  with  him;  but  he  hoped  they  had  fought  as  men. 
When  that  contest  was  over,  so  was  their  eiiinity;  three 
months,  after  they  were  gootl  friends;  and  at  any  time 
since,  each  would  have  assisted  and  done  any  thing  in  his 
power  for  the  other.  They  had  a  contest,  it  was  tnie, 
but  tliere  was  no  question  of  adjourned  veracity  between 
them — no  adjourned  veracity  remaining  on  the  public 
mind.  No,  sir,  said  Mr.  B-,  if  such  were  the  case,  there 
would  haveJ^een  a  separation  between  us,  wider  than  the 
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As  regiu'ded  that  famous  placard  put  to  tiia  account, 
wherein,  it  was  asserted  that  members  of  Congress,  in  a 
certaui  event,  would  have  to  legislate  armed,  it  was  but 
within  a  few  days  that  a  St.  Louis  paper  cunUined  a  card 
from  Colonel  Lawless,  in  refutation  of  the  charge  re- 
•pectiixg  him,  {Mr.  B.]  as  the  author  of  the  production. 
In  that  card.  Colonel  Lawless  called  for  any  one  withni  the 
State  to  come  forward,  who  had  ever  heard  him  [.Hr.  B.] 
make  the  assertion;  but  no  one  had  come  forward,  nor 
could  any  one.  Colonel  Lawless,  who  was  wellacquamted 
with  the  transactions  of  tiiat  day,  denied,  from  his  per- 
sonal knowledge  of  him,  [>lr.  B.]  and  from  tlie  intimate 
connexion  subsisting  between  them  at  the  period^  that 
such  assertions  were  consonant  with  his  [Mir.  B.'s]  senti- 
ments, or  that  he  had  ever  uttered  them.  But,  thougli 
the  calumniator,  who,  in  tlie  dark,  had  affixed  the  fabri- 
cated placard  tu  the  lamp  posts,  had  remained  unseen,  he 
[Mr.  B.]  was  no  longer  in  doubt,  in  one  respect  at  least,  as 
regarded  Uie  responsible  author  in  tlie  Senate,  who  had 
now  given  currency  to  tlie  atrocious  calumny;  and  such 
he  pronounced  it. 

Mr.  CLAY,  in  reply,  observed,  that  as  to  the  question 
of  **  adjourned  veracity,"  when  the  President  knt  the 
sanction  of  his  name  to  the  charge,  which  he  supposes  the 
member  alluded  lo,  he  [Mr.  C]  promptly  and  peremp- 
torily denied  the  cliarge,  and  ilemanded  the  proof.  Tue 
witness  was  produced,  and  Mr.  C.  was  willing  to  abide  by 
tlie  judgment  of  tlie  present  generation  and  posterity,  as  to 
the  totnuony  which  lie  rendered,  and  he  pronounced  tlie 
charge,  by  whomsoever  made,  master  or  man,  destitute  ot 
all  touiidation.  Ihat witnests  has  recently  gone  to  St. 
Petersbui'g,  as  the  minister  of  the  United  States.  [Mr. 
B£N  ro^,  after  a  momentary  conference  with  a  Senator 
near,  said  aloud  from  liis  seat,  **  tlie  tisbenes" — **  tlie  fish- 
erics."]  As  to  the  propiiecy  in  ttie  public  pressi  re- 
sumed Mr.  C.,  the  member  from  Missouri  sefers  to  Colonel 
Lawlcsa's  denial  of  its  truth,  and  says  no  man  in  Missouri 
had  come  furwai-d  to  substantiate  it.  Mr.  CLAY,  pausing, 
und  locking  at  the  member  fi*om  Missouri,  asked,  can  tUe 
Senator  tlirow  his  eyes  on  me — will  he  look  in  my  fiice  and 
assert  that  he  never  used  language  similar  to  that  imputed 
to  him?  [Mr.  B£N'i'0^},  after  a  pause,  pointing  his 
finger  at  Mr.  Clat,  indicating  that  he  was  so  looking, 
said,  **  he  could" — **  he  could."]  Mr.  CLAY  said,  i  re- 
peat, can  tJie  Senator  look  me  in  tlie  face  and  say  he  did 
not  make  use  of  such  Unguage  out  of  the  Sute  of  Missouri? 
[Mr.  BENTON  reiterated  his  former  answer.]  Mr.  CLAY. 
1  again  ask,  can  tiiat  man  presume  to  look  me  in  the  face 
and  deny  it?  [Mr.  BUN  ION  repeated  his  previous  re- 
mark.]    Mr.  CLAY  resumed  liis  seat,  and 

Mr.  BENTON  said  he  had  alresdy  pronounced  it  an 
"ati'ociuus  calumny" — he  had  potntt^d  out  the  author  in 
the  benate — he  would  pin  it  to  liis  sleeve;  it  would  stick, 
stick,  stick  there,  and  there  he  wished  it  to  remain. 

Mr.  CLAY  rose,  and  said  he  returned  the  charge  of 
calumny  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri. 

The  Cil  AiU  (  Mr.  TAzawaLi.)  said  the  debate  could  not 
longer  be  suH'ered;  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  must  take 
his  seat 

Mr.  CLAY.  I  wish  to  eiphih. 

The  CHAIH.  No  further  explanation  will  be  heard 
from  tile  gentleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  CLAY.  1  tell  the  President  1  must  bo  heard;  and  I 
demand  to  know  the  point  of  order. 

The  CUAIR.  The  Senator  was  out  of  order  in  the 
language  used  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  CLAY.  Then  I  will  make  another  point  of  order. 
Was  not  ttie  language  of  the  Senator  from  Missouri  out  of 
order? 

The  CHAIR.  The  present  incumbent  was  not  in  the 
chair  when  the  debate  arose. 

[Mr.  Pqihdixtxb  had  then  temporarily  occupied  the 
clia:  r.  ] 


Mr.  POINDEXTER  rose  to  explain. 

Mr.  BBNTON  rose  (Mr.  P.  on  his  feet)  and  laid,  ir 
apology  is  due  by  me  to  the  Senates  f  was  outof  ortier. 

Mr. -CLAY  said  (Mr.  P.  still  in  possession  of  the  eye  of 
the  Chair)  to  the  same  tribunal  I  take  the  same  opportuiiitT 
to  offer  an  apology;  for  the  Senator  from  Missouri  1  b» 
none. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  here  explained:  his  words  vert 
not  distinctly  audible  in  the  gallery;  but  we  uiidentood 
him  to  say  that  he  had  not  conceived  the  debate  irregu..: 
at  the  period  he  vacated  the  chur.    ' 

Mr.  P.  having  sat  down,  there  was  a  genersl  call  d 
«« question,"  "question." 

The  question  was  then  put;  **  whether  the  bill  shoyli 
become  a  law,  the  President's  objections  to  the  contiVr 
notwithstanding;"  and  was  decided  in  the  negatne,  u 
follows:  (two-thirds^  being  necessary  to  carry  a  measuit 
against  the  Executive  veto.) 

YEAS.'^Messi'a.  Buckner,  Chambers,  City,  Claytos, 
Dallas,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks,  Hulmes,  Joliii' 
ston,  Poindexter,  Prentiiss,  Robbins,  Robinson,  KuggH 
Seymour,  Sibbee,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Weinur, 
Wilkins.— 22. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Dudley,  Fib. 
Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mang^tOi 
Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Taxewell,  Troup,  Tyler,  H^'biu, 
—19. 

Tlie  Senate  acted  on  a  large  number  of  printe  tod 
other  billa,  and  then  spent  the  remainder  of  the  nttio^i 
executive  business. 


SATtTBDAT,  JVLT  14. 

FREE  BRIDGE. 

The  bill  to  titer  the  draw  of  the  Potomac  bridpe  M 
returned  from  the  House,  with  an  amendment,  intitxhiciif 
a  provision  to  pay  to  tlie  Washington  Bridge  Cuinptf* 
$20,000  for  their  right  in  the  bridge;  and  that,  on  ik 
completion  of  such  purchase,  the  Secretary  of  the  Tm- 
sury  shall  construct  a  new  bridge,  for  wbich  stxtv  tl)» 
sand  dollars  are  appropriated.      The  bridge  to  be  fnt. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  moved  to  concur,  and  stated,  bricilf. 
the  deep  and  intense  interest  which  was  felt  throug)><^' 
the  District,  relative  to  the  fate  of  this  measure.  H: 
stated  that  the  citizens  of  Georgetown  had  opposed  ^ 
matter,  and  had  opposed  every  improvement  of  tf.<» 
bridge.  They  thought  it  would  be  injurious  totbeiri^ 
terests;  but,  should  it  be  found  so,  he  was  ready  to  Ics* 
his  aid  to  relieve  them. 

Mr.  BUCKN£R  made  one  or  two  remarks  in  opp»w^ 
to  the  bill,  and  moved  to  lay  it  qn  the  table. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  again  invoked  Uie  Senate  to setw 
this  vexed  question,  which  had  been  before  the  S«»te 
year  after  year. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said  H  would  be  time  enough  uextv* 
to  build  this  bridge.  .  v 

Mr.  BUCKNKR  then  adverted  to  the  injury  ^J^ 
would  be  done  to  Georgetown  by  the  construction  of  tw 
free  bridge. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  decided  in  the  nep- 
tive,  as  follows:  - 

YEAS — Messrs.  Buckner,  Dickerson,  Porfytb,  ^^ 
linghuysen,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Manguro,  Marcy.  ik 
binson.  Smith,  Tazewell,  White.— 13.  ,. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  D*'^ 
Dudley,  Ellis,  Bwing,  Foot,  Kane,  Poindexter,  BobDjn^ 
Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Tomlinson,  Tyler,  n^lr 
mail. — 17.  «  ..  u 

Mr.  MANGUM  moved  to  postpone  the  bill  indefiniKV 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered.  .     .   l||| 

*  Mr.  CLAY  asked  if  there  was  any  provision  in  tne 
to  construct  the  bridge  near  the  aqueduct.  .  j 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  rcp»^d  in  the  negatire,  and  w' 
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that  he  had  made  several  efTorts  to  g;et  up  the  bill  rela- 
tive to  the  Geor^town  bridge,  but  without  effect.  The 
construction  of  tnis  bridge  would  not  be  productive  of  the 
interruption  of  the  navigation,  which  waa  caused  by  the 
former  bridge. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  made  some  remarks  in  opposition. 
Mr.  TYLER  said  that,  in  his  opinion,  Georgetown  had 
no  reason  to  complain.  The  subject  had  been  sufficient- 
ly long  before  Congress  for  every  gentleman  to  have 
made  up  his  mind  on  the  subject.  He  would  therefore 
vote  against  postponement.  He  stated  what  were  the  dis- 
advantages under  which  the  District  now  labored,  and 
said  there  were  no  constitutional  objections. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  he  felt  no  slight  solicitude  on  the  sub- 
ject of  this  bridge.  It  was  the  first  subject  on  which  he 
ever  opened  his  mouth  in  this  Senate.  The  Senator 
from  Maryland  and  himself  were  the  only  Senators  left 
of  that  body.  It  was  then,  after  occupying  the  Senate 
three  weeks,  postponed  till  the  next  session,  on  the  mo- 
tion of  a  Senator  of  Virginia,  and  at  the  next  session  it 
became  a  law.  The  destruction  of  that  bridge  had 
caused  great  inconvenience  to  the  District,  and  to  the 
transportation  of  the  mail.  He  adverted  to  the  guard 
against  any  waste,  which  was  provided  by  the  language 
of  the  bill. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  tliere  hadheen  no  part  of  the  District 
so  anxious  to  bring  the  Government  hither  as  Georgetown. 
There  were  some  able  men  there,  who  exerted  themselves 
to  that  effect.  He  considered  Georgetown  as  a  part  of 
his  charge,  as  a  representative  from  Maryland,  of  which 
she  had  been  a  portion,  and  he  would  vote  for  the  post- 
ponement. 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN  said  he  should  vote  against  tlie 
postponement,  but  he  hoped  Congress  would  pause  be- 
fore they  made  this  free  bridge.  He  preferred  that  the  aid 
should  be  given  in  the  form  m  which  it  wasg^ven  to  Alex- 
andria. 

The  motion  to  postpone  indefinitely  was  negatived — 
yeas  13,  nays  19. 

The  first  amendment  was  concurred  in — ^yeas  15, 
nays  13. 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN  moved  to  amend  the  second 
amendment,  by  substituting  a  provision,  that  60,000  dollars 


be  appropriated  and  paid  to  the  Washington  Bridge  Com- 
pany for  the  repair  of  the  bridge. 

lliis  motion  was  negatived,  and  the  amendments  of  the 
other  House  were  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  with  other  business,  and 
continued,  with  the  rotermission  of  a  short  recess,  until 
nine  o'clock  at  night,  passing  on  a  g^reat  variety  of  bills, 
^d  then 

Adjourned  tp  Monday  morning,  6  o'clock. 


MoiTDAT,  July  16,  6  A.  M. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, communicating  a  resolution  from  that  body,  sospend- 
iifg  tiie  joint  rule  which  prevents  the  sending  to  the  Presi- 
dent any  bills  for  signature  on  the  last  day  of  3ie  session,  for 
the  purpose  of  sending  certain  specified  bills  to  the  Presi- 
dent 

The  joint  resolution  was  then  agreed  to,  and  the  rule 
was  suspended. 

*  A  message  was  received  from  the  Hotise,  communicat- 
ing that  a  committee  had  been  appointed  on  the  part  of 
the  House  to  join  such  committee  as  might  be  appointed 
by  the  Senate,  to  wut  on  the  President,  and  inform  him 
that  the  two  Houses  were  now  ready  to  adjourn;  and  Mr. 
Ttlzb  and  Mr.  Kikg  were  appointed  such  committee  on 
the  part  of  the  Senate. 

On  moUon  of  Mr.  POINDEXTER,  the  Senate  then 
proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  executive  business,  in 
order  to  enable  him  to  submit  a  motion  in  executive  session. 

At  a  quarter  before  eight  the  doors  were  reopened. 

Mr.  TYLER,  from  the  committee  appointed  to  wait  on 
the  President,  reported  that  they  had  performed  that  duty, 
and  had  received  for  answer  that  the  President  had  no 
further  communication  to  make. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BIBB,  a  message  was  sent  to  the 
House  of  Representatives,  to  inform  the  House  that  the 
Senate  was  ready  to  adjourn. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House,  stating  that 
the  House,  having  closed  its  business,  was  now  ready  to 
adjourn* 

The  Senate  then  adjourned  to  the  first  Monday  in  De* 
cember  next. 


[The  following  remarks  of  Mr.  Hatitx  (on  the  question  of  an  outfit,  &c.  for  a  minister  to  France)  were  acciden- 
tally omitted  in  their  proper  place,  at  page  816,  and  are  therefore  inserted  here.] 


Mr.  HAYNE  said  that  nothing  could  have  been  further 
from  his  intention  than  to  provoke  a  discussion  involving 
the  relative  merits  of  the  last  and  present  administration; 
nor  had  a  word  fallen  from  him  having  that  bearing  or 
tendency.     On  several  occasions,  of  late,  the  Senate  had 
witnessed  controversies  between  the  Senators  from  Mary- 
land and  Connecticut,  [Messrs.  Smitb  and  Foot,]  as  to 
the  expenditures  in  different  departments  of  the  Govern- 
ment, during  the  administration  of  Mr.  Adams  and  of 
General  Jackson.     It  occurred  to  me,  said  Mr.  H.>  that 
it  might  be  advantageous  to  the  country  to  look  a  UtUe 
furtlier  into  this  matter,  in  order  to  see  whether  the  ex- 
penses of  the  Government  had  not,  of  late  years,  been 
mcreased  in  a  most  alarming  manner;  whether  they  were 
not  still  increasing;  and  how  far  they  might  be  advanta- 
geously diminished.     My  object  was  not  to  attack  any 
adminiitratianf  but  to  endeavor  to  avert  the  downward 
course  of  this  Government,  and,  if  possible,  to  introduce 
a  lystem  of  economy  and  retrenchment.     From  the  state- 
ment which  I  have  submitted-^carefully  prepared  from 
the  treasury  reports,  at  my  request,  by  an  officer  of  this 
Houae— it  appears  that  the  average  expenditures  of  the 
Government,  for  four  years,  from  1822  to  1825,  (exclu- 
sive of  the  public  debt,)  was  littie  over  ten  nu/^Mns  of  dol- 
lars per  annum;  while  the  average  expenditure  of  the  four 
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last  years,  up  to  1830  inclusive,  (the  latest  period  for 
which  official  returns  have  been  received,)  was  upwards 
ofthirtem  millions f  showing  an  increase  in  the  public  ex- 
penditure of  three  millionaper  annum.  In  this  statement 
U  will  be  perceived  that  the  years  I  have  selected  do  not 
embrace  the  whole  term  of  any  administration.  It  is  not 
my  object  to  assail  or  defend  any  administration,  but  to 
attack  the' abuses  of  the  Governmentt  wherever  they  may 
be  found  to  exist.  The  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Finance  [Mr.  Smith]  insists  that  the  expenditures  of  the 
first  period,  (embracing  three  years  of  toe  administration 
of  Mr.  Monroe,  and  one  of  Mr.  Adams)  do  not  afford  a 
fair  test  of  the  ordinary  expenditures  of  the  Government, 
inasmuch  as  the  country  was  then  in  a  state  of  financial 
embarrassment,  which  restricted,  injuriouslv,  the  appro- 
priations for  the  public  service.  Yet,  sir,  do  we  not  all 
recoUept  that  the  administration  of  Mr.  Monroe  was  stig- 
matized as  a  prodigal  administraiian?  And  I  confess  I  am 
now,  for  the  first  time,  informed  that  an  injurious  econo- 
my was  the  besetting  sin  of  the  party  then  in  power.  I 
confess  I  am,  for  my  own  part,  unable  to  conceive  of  a 
single  object  of  national  expenditure  which  requires,  at 
this  time,  a  larger  appropriation  of  money  than  was  de- 
manded under  Mr.  Monroe's  administration.  The  pre- 
sent peaceful  condition  of  the  world,  and  the  state  ofuur 
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foreign  intercourse;  the  progress  made  in  our  fortifica- 
tions; the  condition  of  our  army  and  navy,^and  of  internal 
improvements,  and  the  general  state  of  the  country,  seem 
certainly  not  to  call  for  any  increased  expenditure;  but, 
•  qn  the  contrary,  afford  reasonable  ground  for  expecting  a 
considerable  diminution.  And  yet,  as  we  all  now  see,  the 
public  expenses  have  been  greatly  increased,  and  are  con- 
stantly increasing.  Sir,  the  causes  of  this  state  of  things 
are  worthy  of  g^ve  inquiry,  and  at  some  other  time  1 
•hall  be  disposed  to  enter  fully  into  it;  and  when  I  do  so, 
I  shall  certainly  expect  gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  to  redeem  the  pledges  they  have  made  this  day  of 
bringing  down  the  public  expenses  to  the  lowest  possible 
amount  to  which  they  can  be  reduced,  without  injury  to 
the  public  service. 

But,  waiving  this  inquiry  for  the  present,  there  is  one 
topic  which  has  been  introduced  into  this  debate,  and  in 
relation  to  which  some  remarks  have  been  made  by  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance,  and  others,  both 
DQw  and  on  a  former  occasion,  which,  coming  from  the 
friendg  of  the  present  adminittration,  1  cannot  consent  to 
pass  over  in  silence.  The  chairman  of  the  committee  has 
several  times  repeated  that  this  administration  has  been 
'*as  economical  as  their  predecessors;"  and  when  remind- 
ed that  Mr.  Adams's  administration  was  held  up,  during 
the  canvass  which  terminated  in  the  election  or  General 
Jackson,  as  '*  the  most  extravagant  with  which  this  coun- 
try had  ever  been  afflicted,"  and  that  *'xcovoxt,  ms- 
TBKircBMxiiT,  JLKD  BsvoBX*'  was  the  motto  of  the  Jack- 
son party,  inscribed  on  the  banner  under  which  they  ral- 
lied and  marched  to  victory — he  has  replied,  in  effect, 
**  that  all  this  was  little  more  than  mere  idle  chimor;  and 
that  in  truth  there  was,  on  this  score,  no  well  founded  ob- 
jection to  that  administration  i  that  there  was  no  just  ground 
for  the  abuses  charged  against  them;  and  that,  in  point  of 
fiict,  the  affairs  of  the  Government  had  always  been  very 
well  managed. "  Now,  sir,  whatever  cause  of  triumph  this 
apparently  candid  confession  ipay  give  to  our  former  op- 
ponents, 1  do  most  solemnly  protest  against  this  ground 
Deing  now  assumed  by  the  present  administration  toqustify 
arimation  of  thei^  solemn  pledges.  And  if  any  of  their 
friends,  here  or  elsewhere,  are  now  disposed  to  abandon 
the  principles  which  brought  them  into  power,  I  shall  not 
consent  to  follow  them.  Should  I  stand  alone,  I  shall 
insist  on  a  strict  and  faithful  performance,  by  the  men  now 
in  power,  of  all  the  promises  which  were  held  out'  to  the 
people;  and  if  they  abandon  their  principles,  and  refuse 
tp  redeem  their  pledges,  I,  for  one,  even  if  there  should 
be  none  to  second  me,  will  yet  never  cease  to  call  up  to 
their  recollection  these  promises  unperformed,  and  pledges 
unredeemed,  so  long  as  I  shall  have  the  honor  of  a  seat  on 
this  floor.  The  gentleman  told  us  that  he  did  not  join  in 
these  imputations  on  the  late  administration;  and  this  may 
be  a  very  g^ood  excuse  for  him  in  taking  tliat  administra- 
tion as  a  standard  by  which  the  merits  of  the  present  is  to 
be  tested.  But,  sir,  this  will  not  do  for  those  members 
of  the  Jackson  party  who,  like  myself,  entered  heart  and 
soul  into  that  contest— -who  conscientiously  believed,  and 
persuaded  the  people  to  believe,  that  there  were  abuses 
to  be  reformed — extravag^t  expenditures  to  be  retrench- 
ed— Executive  patronage  to  be  reduced;  and  that  a  radical 
change  was  necessary'  in  the  principles  on  which  this  Go- 
vernment was  administered.  Sir,  it  may  be  very  conve- 
nient for  a  party,  af^er  it  has  secured  its  asceiKiancy,  and 
got  possession  of  the  high  places  in  the  Government,  to 
abandon  the  principles  and  forget  the,  pledges  which 
brought  them  mto  power.  But  whenever  this  shall  be 
done  by  any  party  to  which  I  am  attached,  I  am  resolved 
it  shall  not  be  done  without  having  my  testimony  borne 
openly  against  it.  Is  it  possible,  Mr.  President,  that  it 
has  already  come  to  thiii,  that  Mr.  Adams  and  his  admi- 
nistration are  actually  to  be  held  up  aspaiiemBforourimi' 
tationf  and  that,  when  a  charge  or  extravagance  is  made 


against  the  present  administration,  their  vindication  n 
considered  as  complete,  if  it  can  be  shown  that  they  m 
not  more  extravagant  than  their  predecessors >  Sir,  1  ca- 
not  but  feel  that  such  a  course  of  proceeding  invokes  gros 
injustice  to  those  who  based  their  opposition  to  >lr.  Adas 
on  the  very  grounds  now  ppenlv  repudiated  bjr  some  c 
the  friends  of  the  present  administration.  If  the  gert!;- 
man  from  Maryland  is  now  right,  we  who  most  zealoiish 
and  faithfitlly  supported  General  Jackson  in  the  Presici- 
tial  canvass  were  all  wroii^.  Sir,  let  me  call  to  the  re- 
collection of  gentlemen  the  g^unds  then  assumed  by  tb 
original  supporters  of  General  Jackson,  in  order  that  7? 
may  clearly  understand  the  principles  which  brousfhi  hh 
into  power,  and  the  policy  to  which  he  and  hii  pirty  stari 
pledged.  I  do  not  mean  those  of  the  party  who,  bivirc 
taken  no  part  in  the  contest,  came  in  at  the  eleventh  t>^' 
**to  swell  the  triumph  and  partake  the  g^e,"and  vi-. 
of  course,  stand  pledged  to  nothing  but  to  support  thec« 
in  power,  in  the  hope  of  dividing  among  themsekei"! 
loaves  and  fishes;"  but  I  allude  to  those  who,  likemwii 
espoused  the  caus.c  of  G.eneral  Jackson  from  the  very  cct 
mencement  of  the  contest,  who  were  strugglinj  for  «fciJ 
they  believed  tp  be  great  principles^  and  who,  in  thccouiv 
of  the  controversy,  made  every  sacrifice  short  of  a  sum:- 
der  of  their  consciences,  to  secure  his  success.  Wber  i 
look  back  to  that  period,  Mr.  President,  and  reoKrobe; 
the  untiring  zeal,  the  generous  devotion,  the  eitcrr,  ^'' 
talent,  the  perseverance,  with  which  the  battle  waswjjrfl, 
I  am  indeed  pained  and  mortified,  and  humbled  in  theditf. 
to  think  that  it  has  turned  out  to  have  been  a  merecoctfi 
for  men,  involving  hardly  any  prindplei  and  that  it  hu.t- 
suited  in  putting  certain  persons  out  of  office,  and  pu|t]rr 
certain  others  in.  Let  us  now  see  what  these  princ.pl<$ 
were,  in  order  that  we  may  discover  how  far  they  h»« 
been  reco^ised,  or  are  now  acted  on,  by  the  party  ii 
power.  Sir,  Mr.  Adams  was  accused  of  an  improper  o 
tension  of  sxecctivk  vATBoirAex»  not  only  in  the  cseros 
of  the  appointing  power,  but  especially  in  referena^ 
the  public  press.  Abuses  of  every  kind  were  laid  to  0 
charge.  Profiision  and  extravagance,  in  relation  toc«^ 
department  of  the  Government^  was  impufcd  to  his«in 
nistration;  and  the  press  teemed  wlih.  statements  aDdc»j 
culations  to  show  that  the  extravagant  expenditures  cf a 
former  administrations  had  been  greatly  surpassed  by  thotf 
of  Mr.  Adams's  administration.  Sir,  I  appeal  to  ibe  im- 
ports of  the  Committees  on  Retrenchment  of  the  tij 
Houses  of  Congres8->of  the  latter  of  which  I  wssmj* 
a  member;  I  appeal  to  the  recollection  of  every  one »» 
now  hears  me,  for  the  correctness  of  this  statement.  V"* 
sir,  the  Jackson  party  has  now  been  more  than  three  .^ 
in  power;  and  I  think  no  man  will  venture  lossy  thai  E*- 
cutive  patronage,  whether  considered  in  reference  to  >p- 
pointments  to  office,  or  to  the  public  press,  hsshefas 
any  respect  reduced.  No  one  can  point  out  a  single  insti»» 
of  such  reduction;  no,  nor  hardly  an  effort  to  effect  it  ^ 
the  contrary,  it  is  asserted  and  believed,  and  «PP<^' 
me  to  be  unquestionably  true,  that  the  patronsge  of  w 
Executive,  by  removals  from  office  and  o^^^'**'?^ 
been  greatly  enlarged.  As  to  the  reformation  of  fl»« 
I  believe  it  consists  simply  in  Ihis;  that  a  few  »woffl|Ktes 
and  a  few  worthless  officers  have  been  put  out,  and  cwj 
petent  and  worthy  officers  put  in;  while,  on  the  e«j 
hand,  some  very  worthy  and  competent  officers  have  &«|» 


turned  out,  and  worthless  ones  put  in  their  place*- 
balance  of  the  account  were  fiiirly  struck,  I  am  unaoJ^  _^ 
say,  as  far  as  the  public  interest  is  concerned,  *"*^J5' ' 
would  be  in  favor  oi profit  or  hus  but  I  am  very  «r«  'f  ^ 
would  not  be  much  to  booH  of  If  some  abuses  d*v«^'j 
corrected,  others  have  been  introduced.  But  sll  tn>-> 
may  be  sud,  is  merely  a  matter  of  opinion,  c<>""I]n' 
which  men  may  honestly  differ.  There  can  ^"°  T^ 
ence,  however,  as  to  the  next  point— eoommy  «» '"'jT 
mmt.    Here  we  have  the  public  accounts  to  rtitJ 
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The  treasury  reports  are  before  us;  and  every  one  who 
will  take  the  pains  to  examine  them  will  see  that,  if  there 
has  been  any  economy,  there  has  been  no  retrenchment 
whatever.  Here  is  the  account  of  the  expenditures  for 
the  last  ten  years.  I  submit  it  without  a  comment  It 
speaks  for  itself. 


riABS. 

1822, 
1823, 
1824, 
1825, 
1826, 
1827, 
1828, 
1829, 
1830, 
1831. 


TotftI  expenditoret,  ex> 
elutive  nf  public  debt. 

^9,827,643  51 
9.784,154  59 
•15,333,144  71 
11,490,459  94 
13,062,316  27 
12,653,095  65 
13,296,041  45 
12,660,490  62 
13,229,533  33 
13,918,708  99 


Sir,  the  gentlemen  do  not— they  cannot,  controvert  these 
ffactsf  but  they  have  offered  us  various  exeusea  for  the  fail- 
ure of  the  administration  to  redeem  its  pledges,  and  meet 
the  just  expectations  of  the  people  with  reganl  to  economy 
and  retrenchment  And,  Jirst,  it  is  said  that  the  expend- 
itures of  the  Government  are  the  result  of  appropriationa 
by  Congress,  and  that  this  is  a  subject  not  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  President.  But,  sir,  when  General  Jackson 
came  into  power,did  he  not  bring  with  him  an  overwhelming 
Jackson  majority  in  both  Houses  of  Congress?  And  is  it  any 
excuse  for  the  violation  of  pledges  solemnly  given  by  the 
Jackwn party,  that  the  Executive  ca^unot  control  the  Conr 
p'eaa?  Are  these  pledges  less  violated  because  Congress 
IS  guUty  of  the  violation?  But,  sir,  I  entirely  concur  with 
the  Senators  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Tazswsll]  and  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Mavgux]  that  the  Executive,  as  the  head  of 
the  party,  is  also  responsible  for  the  genecal  policy  of  the 
Ciovemment;  and  that  he  is  especially  responsible  for  a 
want  of  economy  in  the  public  expenditures.  In  the  first 
place^no  act  can  be  passed  making  an  appropriation, 
witlMHit  being  submitted  to  him  and  receiving  bis  sanction; 
and  if  he  approve  of  it,  he  surely  incurs  his  full  share  of 
the  responsibility.  But  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  asks 
if  we  could  expect  the  President  to  examine,  much  less 
put  his  veto  on  any  private  claim.  Sir,  I  hold  the  Presi- 
dent strictly  responsible  for. every  act  to  which  he  gives 
his  sanction.  To  give  him  time  to  make  the  necessary  ex- 
amination, a  rule  has  been  adopted  by  the  two  Houses  of 
Congress,  which  prevents  any  bill  from  being  presented 
to  him  on  the  last  day  of  the  session.  But  it  is  not 
these  private  claims  which  swell  the  expenses  of  this 
Government  to  $13,000,000  per  annum.  No,  sir,  four- 
liAhs  of  the  amount  annually  appropriated  relate  to  the 
army,  navy,  fortifications,  the  civil  list,  &c.  &c.,  the  ap- 
propriations for  which  are  founded  on  estimates  submitted 
by  the  departments,  and,  of  course,  liable  to  Executive 
control.  So  that,  in  every  point  of  view,  nothing  can 
be^more  just  or  reasonable  than  to  hold  the  Executive 
strictly  responsible  for  general  extravagance  in  the  public 
expenditures;  and  that  the  party  in  power  are  responsible, 
no  one  can  pretend  to  deny.  And  yet,  how  often  have 
our  appeals  been  made  to  the  friends  of  the  administration 
in  both  Houses  in  vain,  to  induce  them  to  arrest  the  pro- 
gress of  pension  bills,  and  other  measures  involving  enor- 
mous expenses,  and  wholly  uncalled  for  by  any  public 
exigency.  But,  sir,  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Fosstth]  has  discovered  that  Congress  are  not  only  them- 
selves guilty  of  all  this  extravagance,  but  he  has  adduced 
three  cases  to  show  that  they  have  actually  counteracted  the 
Executive  in  his  efibrts  to  introduce  the  promised  "  econo- 


hit  four  7eftr«  have  exceeded  thirtren  mi7/i«n#— •huwinff  sq  increase 
«f  ihe  espeiHli(yrf«  of  three  million*  i«f  r  aniionu 


my,  retrenchment  and  reform."  Let  us  then  examine 
these  cases,  and  see  how  far  they  bear  out  the  inference 
the  gentleman  has  attempted  to  draw  from  them. 

The  first  is  the  attempt  of  the  Fourth  Auditor  of  the 
Treasury ^  to  reform  the  pay  of  the  officers  of  the  marine 
corps,  which  the  gentleman  says  Congress  have  counter- 
acted, by  directing  that  these  officers  shall  receive  their 
pay  as  heretofore.     Now,  sir,  as  I  understand  the  matter, 
the  Fourth  Auditor  discovered,  or  thought  he  had  disco- 
vered, that  the  long  established  usage  of  the  Government 
which  allowed  officers  of  the  marine  corps  the  same  pay 
and  emoluments  as  officers  of  corresponding  g^de  in  the 
army,  though  obviously  just  and  reasonable  in  itself,  waa 
not  sanctioned  by  theletler  of  the  law,  and  he  therefore 
undeitook  to  deck  the  allowance.     Congress,  in  perfect 
accordance,  as  I  have  always  supposed,  with  the  views  of 
Uie  Navy  Department,  and  certainly  in  accordance  with 
reason  and  justice,  have  unanimously  passed  a  resolution, 
which  has  also  been  approved  of  by,  the  President,  di- 
recting that  these  officers  shall  receive  their  pay  as  here- 
tofore till  an  act  can  be  passed  for  the  reorganization  of  the 
marine  corps.     This  resolution  has  always,  I  believe,  been 
passed,  without  a  word  of  objection  from  the  friends  of 
the  administration;  and  yet  we  are  now  gravely  told  that 
in  this  tlie  economical  schemes  of  the  adminisiration  have 
been  counteracted  by  Congress.     The  next  case  relied  on 
is  still  more  extraordinary  in  its  character.     It  seems  that 
the  navy  commissioners,  who  are  by  law  authorized  to 
make  contracts  for  the  purchase  of  ship  timber,  and  for 
other^  purposes  connected  with  the  naval  Service,  have 
be^  in  the  habit  (in  order  to  hold  out  an  inducement  to 
contractors  to  comply  strictly  with  tlieir  contracts)  of  in- 
serting a  proviso,  that  ten  per  cent,  of  the  stipulated  price 
shall  be  retained  till  the  contract  is  complied  with;  and 
whenever  such  contract  has  been  fulfilled  to  the  satisfac- 
tion of  the  board,  tlieir  invariable  practice  has  been  to 
give  an  order  for  the  payment  of  the  amount  so  withheld. 
It  seems  that  a  Mr.  Grice,  who  had  contracted  with  the 
board  for  a  large  quantity  of  ship  timber,  to  be  laid  up  at 
one  of  our  navy  yards  to  be  seasoned,  was  prevented  by 
unavoidable  circumstances  from  delivering  the  timber  by 
the  time  stipulated  in  the  contract;  but  having  delivered 
the  same  not  long  after,  the  commissioners  not  only  directed 
that  it  be  received,  but,  being  satisfied  with  the  reasons  as- 
signed for  the  delay,  and  that  it  had  occasioned  no  injury 
to  the  public,  gave  the  usual  order  for  the  payment  of  the 
ten  per  cent.     But  the  Fourth  Auditor  had,  it  seems,  ex- 
plored the  hidden  mysteries  of  the  law,  and  he  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  navy  commissioners  bad  no  right 
to  enlarge  the  time  for  the  delivery  of  the  timber,  or 
to  remit  what  he  vfs^  pleased  to  consider  as  a  forfeiture 
to  ihe  United  States.     Sir,  it  was  in  vain  that  the  navy 
commissioners  relied  on  tlie  invariable  usage  of  the  board, 
or  the  reason  and  justice  of  the  case.     The  Auditor  was 
inexorable.     The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  was  appealed  to. 
He  concurred  with  the  navy  board;  but  the  Auditor  in- 
sisted, as  I  have  understood,  that  he  was  a  treasury  officer. 
His  new  official  superior — the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
was,  therefore,  appealed  to.  He  concurred  with  the  Secreta- 
ry of  the  Navy;  but  all  would  not  do.  The  Auditor,  as  a  last 
resdrt,  appealed  "  unto  Cssar,"  and  then  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral, being  called  in,  discovered,  to  the  surprise  of  evexy 
one,  that  Ajcos  Ksitdali.,  the  Auditor,  understood  the  true 
meaning  of  naval  contracts  better  than  the  navy  commis- 
sioners, and,  as  a  sounder  lawyer  than  the  learned  Secreta- 
ries of  the  Tiyasury  and  thc'Nayy,  and  Congress,  Jiad, 
therefore,  to  be  appealed  to  to  remove  the  difficulty.    Sir, 
this  application  came  before  the  Committee  on  Naval  Af- 
fairs, of  which  I  am  the  chairman,  and  at  the  special  in' 
stance  of  the  nam/  board,  and  of  the  Secretary  himself,  re- 
presenting to  us  that  there  were  a  number  of  contractor! 
who  would  be  ruined,  or  greatly  injured,  unless  this  pro- 
jceeding  on  the  part  of  the  Fourth  Auditor  could  be  in- 
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stantly  corrected.  I  exerted  my  personad  influence  in 
this  House,  and  obtuned  by  unanimous  consent  the  irome- 
diate  passa^  of  a  resolution,  having  it  read  three  times 
in  one  day,  directino^  that,  in  future,  when  naval  con- 
tracts have  been  fulfilled  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  navy 
commissioners,  the  contractors  shall  be  paid  the  stipu- 
lated price.  To  so  reasonable  a  regulation  no  just  objec- 
tion has  been,  or,  as  it  seems  to  me,  can  be  urged;  and 
sure  I  am  that  if  Congress  had  not  so  promptly  reformed 
this  refirmatian  on  the  part  of  the  Auditor,  we  should 
have  incurred  heavy  expenses  in  interest  and  damages, 
which  we  would  have  felt  ourselves  obliged  to  pay  to 
those  whom  we  should  thereby  have  deprived  of  the 
compensation  so  unjustly  withheld.  But,  sir,  how  comes 
it  that  we  are  now  charged  with  thwarting  the  adminis- 
tration in  this  matter,  when,  rn  adopting  the  resolution  in 
question,  we  were  only  complying  with  the  earnest  re- 
quest of  the  Navy  Department?  Are  we  to  understand 
tnattbe  heads  of  departments  are  not  the  accredited  organs 
of  the  Executive,  and  that  to  oppose  the  views  of  a  subor^ 
dinate  officer  in  one  of  the  departments  is  to  oppose  the 
views  of  the  administration  ?  The  last  case  relied  on  by  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  is  the  bill  which  passed  the  Se- 
nate last  year,  but  which  foiled  in  the  other  House,  for 
the  better  organization  of  the  navy,  and  which  the  gen- 
tleman insists,  by  adding  a  new  grade,  proposed  an  in- 
crease of  the  public  expense,  contrary  to  the  views  of  the 
Executive.  Now,  sir,  that  biU  came  from  the  Navy  De- 
partment itself,  by  which  this  new  grade  was  expressly 
recommended^  and  the  proposed  increase  in  the  compen- 
sation of  some  of  the  officers  was  also  expressly  recom- 
mended by  tlie  President  himself.  It  is  true  that  the  Se- 
cretary, by  a  contemplated  reduction  of  the  number  of 
tlie  officers,  designed  to  make  up  for  the  additional  ex- 
penses provided  for  in  the  bill,  and  that  he  proposed  to 
make  this  reduction  by  a  '^judicious  pruning,"  that  is  to 
say,  by  striking  a  certain  number  of  officers  at  once  £^om 
the  roll.  To  this  the  committee  could  not,  after  ma- 
ture reflection,  bring  themselves  to  consent.  They 
thought  it  might  open  a  door  to  favoritism,  and  would 
have  a  tendency  to  shake  the  stability  of  the  naval  esta- 
blishment, and  they,  tlierefore,  while  agreeing  in  other 
respects  to  the  recommendation  of  the  Secretary,  pro- 
vided that  the  proposed  reduction  should  be  g^dually  ef- 
fected ••  by  death,  resignation,  or  removal,"  whereby, 
had  the  bill  become  a  law,  a  reduction  of  the  expenses 
(quite  inconsiderable  in  amount)  would  have  been  delayed 
for  a  few  years.  But  the  bill  did  not  pass.  Such,  Mr. 
President,  is  a  brief  history  of  the  three  selected  cases, 
relied  on  to  show  that  the  Executive  has  been  counteracted 
in  its  effortH  at  "economy  and  reform."  I  will  not 
add  a  word  to  the  statement. 

But,  sir,  there  were  other  great  principles  involved  in 
the  contest  between  General  Jackson  and  Mr.  Adams, 
which  seem  now  to  be  entirely  lost  sight  of.  It  was 
charged  upon  Mr.  Adams  that  he  was  disposed  to  enlarge 
beyond  constitutional  bounds  the  Executive  prerogative 
aria  power,  and  that,  ui  reference  to  his  constitutional  ad- 
visers, the  Senate,  he  claimed  prerogatives  subversive  of 
their  authority.  All  this  was  to  have  been  corrected  by 
General  Jackson.  Sir,  can  any  gentleman  who  now  hears 
me  possibly  have  forgotten  the  Panama  missiony  which 
formed  the  rallying  point  for  the  opposition  here,  and 
which  contributed,  I  do  verily  believe,  as  largely  as  any 
other  single  cause,  to  the  overthrow  of  the  late  adminis- 
tration? On  that  occasion  Mr.  Adams  made  to  the  Senate 
a  nomiuation  of  ministers  to  represent  the  United  States 
at  the  Congrc^  of  the  South  American  States,  to  be  as- 
sembled at  Panama,  and  unfortunately  intimated  in  his 
message  that,  though  fie  believed  he  had  the  right  to  in- 
stitute such  a  mission  during  the  recess,  yet  he  had  not 
thought  proper  to  exert  it.  Sir,  no  sooner  had  this  claim 
of  power  been  set  up,  than  it  was  met  by  a  resolution,  laid 


on  the  table  by  a  Senator  who  has  since  been  taken  into 
the  cabinet,  supported  by  every  member  of  the  oppoi. 
tion  on  this  floor,  denouncing  in  strong  terms  this  duing 
invasion  of  the  rights  of  the  Senate.  Sir,  it  is  melancholy 
to  reflect  that  one  amon^  the  first  and  most  conspicaos 
acts  of  the  present  admmistration,  was  the  institution  of 
the  TurA^isA  mission  during  the  recess,  and  without  tbe 
advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate;  and  when  some  of nt 
who  had  committed  ourselves  on  the  former  questiofl, 
and  could  see  no  difference  in  principle  between  the  tro 
cases,  hesitated  to  sanction  in  General  Jackson  whatve 
had  condemned  in  Mr.  Adams,  we  were  openly  denounced 
for  abandoning  the  administration,  when,  in  fact,  ve 
were  only  standing  up  for  the  principles  which  brou^ 
them  into  power.  In  the  course  of  the  proceedings  on 
the  Panama  mission,  Mr.  Adams  had  ventured  to  remark 
tliat  he  would  '*not  inquire  into  the  motives  of  the  Se* 
nate."  Straightway  this  insinuation,  as  it  was  called. 
was  denounced  here  as  an  unwarrantable  asssult  bjr  the 
Executive  upon  one  of  the  co-ordinate  departments  of 
the  Government,  and  it  was  held  up  to  the  public  as  as 
evidence  of  the  tendency  to  an  unwarrantable  assumptkn 
of  power  and  arbitrary  rule  on  the  part  of  the  sdimmstn- 
tion.  And  yet  liave  we  not,  within  a  short  time  past,  sea 
a  direct  imputation  on  the  motives  of  the  SenatCi  under 
the  sig^  manual  of  the  President,  going  the  rounds  of  ths 
public  papers,  and,  as  far  as  I  know,  without  one  word  of 
censure  on  the  part  of  the'support^rs  of  thisadministratio!)* 
Sir,  have  we  changed  our  jjrineiptes,  or  were  theobjeciioB 
formerly  urged  against  Mr.  Adams  mere  prdanea  intend- 
ed to  delude  the  public  mind,  and  having  no  other  object 
than  to  bring  General  Jackson  and  his  friends  into  povff' 
Was  that  great  contest  which  the  people  were  taugbtto 
believe  involved,  in  no  small  degree,  the  liberties  and  fu- 
ture destinies  of  this  country,  in  deed  and  in  truth,  noti 
struggle  for  prineipks,  but  for  place?  Sir,  I  will  recspituUtf, 
in  a  few  words,  what  were  the  leading  principles  ^^ 
brought  Genera]  Jackson  into  power,  in  order  ihat  it  mj 
be  seen  how  fiir  tiiey  have  been  secured  by  his  clectioD, 
and  that  gentlemen  may  clearly  understand  why  it  is  tint 
some  of  us,  who  now  refuse  to  give  up  those  principles) 
insist  on  liolding  the  administration  to  their  pled^  ^' 
cause,  of  late,  talleh  under  the  high  displessure  of  tbe 
powers  that  be.  I  liave  already  said  that  the  correction  of 
A»u8xs,  and  the  mtroduction  of  *'  economy,  retrencbmntf 
and  reform"  were  among  tiie  leading  objects  for  which  G^ 
neral  Jackson  was  brought  into  power.  The  people  vei? 
promised  that  the  unUcenaed  action  of  the  Federal  Go^era* 
ment  was  to  be  controlled  and  checked;  that  they  veie 
to  be  relieved  from  the  burden  of  unnecessary  toxiiiooj 
that  all  unnecessary  objects  of  expenditure  were  to  be  cat 
off,  and  the  most  rigid  economy  introduced  intoerer? 
department;  that  the  constitution  was  to  be  restored,  tf ii 
the  administration  of  the  Government  brought  back  to 
the  purity  and  simplicity  which  distinguished  the  ado^ 
tration  of  Thomas  Jefferson;  power  and  patronage  V* 
to  be  strictly  limited  and  restrained,  and  the  good  oki  den)> 
cratic  principles  of '98  were  to  be  brought  once  more  in» 
practical  operation  in  the  managementof  our  national  »na» 
Mr.  President,  are  these  the  principles  of  the  pre^ 
administration  ?  A  re  they  recognised  i  n  theory  ?  arc  tiw) 
followed  in  practice  ?  Let  other  gentlemen  answer  0^ 
questions  if  they  can;  but,  for  my  own  part,  1  roust  cancia- 
ly  and  most  solemnly  declare  that  I  do  not  know  w» 
the  true  principles  of  the  present  administration  are,  pr 
whether  there  are  any  principles  whatever  by  *^^'r^^ 
supporters  of  General  Jackson,  as  a  party,  »!*  ^^  ^  ^ 
tinguished  from  their  political  opponents.  Sir,  *"*^  r|j 
be  no  party  in  a  free  country  worthy  of  the  ."*™*} '^q 
have  no  common  principles.  And  if  combinations  ol  mc 
are  to  be  held  together  by  the  charm  of  a  popj*^*'  "*y* 
or  merely  by  a  common  attachment  to  an  individual,  o 
desire  to  keep  power  in  certain  hands,  I  know  of  no 
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tWe  that  ou^ht  to  induce  a  patriot  to  engage  in  such  a 
miserable  scramble  for  power  and  place. 

Let  us  look  for  a  moment  at  the  leading  questions  of  na- 
tional policy  which  now  divide  this  country,  and  see  how  the 
administration  stands  affected  towards  them.  And  here  the 
tariff  presents  itself  as  incomparably  the  most  prominent, 
and  at  the  same  time  the  most  vitally  important  (question 
which  now  exists,  or  has  perhaps  ever  existed  in  this  coun- 
try. What  is  the  policy  of  the  administration  on  this  ques- 
tion? Can  any  gentleman  tell  us?  They  admit  that  after  the 
payment  of  the  public  debt  the  duties  must  be  reduced,  by 
a  "judicious  revision  of  the  tariff."  Now,  so  far  all  parties 
are  agreed.  But  how,  and  to  what  extent,  is  this  reduc- 
tion to  be  made  >  and  on  what  articles?  What  is  to  be  the 
standard  of  the  necessary  expenditures  of  the  Government? 
Are  minimums  to  be  abolished  ?  are  ad  valorem  to  be  sub- 
stituted for  specific  duties?  is  the  principle  of  protection 
to  be  distinctly  recognised?  or  are  the  duties  to  be  equal- 
ized? I  aver  that,  on  all  of  these  points,  embracing,  too, 
the  whole  merits  of  the  question,  the  policy  of  this  admi- 
nistration is  altogether  unknown,  and  its  influence  on  this 
floor  unfelt.  I  am  thoroughly  persuaded  that  if  the  ad- 
ministration had  pursued  on  this  subject  the  straightfor- 
ward, manly  course  which  was  due  to  tlie  occasion,  and 
imperiously  demanded  by  the  crisis;  if,  at  the  very  com- 
mencement of  the  present  session  of  Congress,  they  had 
used  the  influence  which  legitimately  belongs  to  them,  and 
had  rallied  their  forces  in  the  two  Houses  of  Congress,  this 
difficult  question  might  have  been  satisfadorilv  adjusted. 
But,  instead  of  taking  this  ground,  it  has  suffered  its  friends 
to  wander  abroad  on  this  question  hke  sheep,  without  a 
shepherd.  No  one  knows  what  the  precise  views  of  the 
administration  are:  and  those  who  support,  as  well  as  those 
w^ho  oppose,  the  proposition  of  the  Senator  from  Kentuc- 
ky, [Mr.  Clat,]  equally  rely  on  the  opinions  of  the  Exe- 
cutive as  favorable  to  their  respective  views.  Thus  have 
Bomeof  the  most  devoted  friends  of  the  administration  on 
this  floor  been  suffered  blindly  to  enlist  themselves  under 
the  banner  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  on  this  import- 
ant question;  and  have,  I  fear,  been  already  committed 
too  deeply  to  change  their  course  now,  even  should  the 
Executive,  at  a  future  period,  come  out  openly  in  opposi- 
tion to  that  course. 

Sir,  nearly  five  months  have  now  elapsed  since  Con- 
gress met,  and,  up  to  this  hour,  we  have  not  been  furnish- 
ed with  the  scheme  of  the  Treasury  Department  for  a 
reduction  of  duties.  Surely,  if  there  ever  was  a  period 
when  the  administration  should  have  been  prepared  be- 
forehand, and  been  at  all  times  in  readiness  to  submit  in 
detail  their  views  in  relation  to  a  subject  of  paramount  im- 
portance, that  period  wat  thepresent  session  of  Congress, 
that  subject  the  existing  tariff;  And  yet,  though  this  has 
been  long  expected,  and  even  called  for,  we  not  only  have 
not  yet  received  it,  but  the  views  of  the  administration  are 
so  entirely  unknown,  that  their  earnest  friends,  when  pur- 
suing diametrically  opposite  courses,  have  equally  relied 
for  their  support  on  the  authority  of  the  Executive. 

Exactly  the  same  thing  may  be  said  of  the  extravagant 
scheme  of  pensioning,  the  great  body  of  the  people  who 
lived  during  the  revolution,  (a  scheme  involving,  I  do  ve- 
rily believe,  the  annual  expenditure  of  millions,^  und  of 
the  various  schemes  for  the  disposition  of  the  public  lands, 
and  the  distribution  of  the  surplus  revenue,  relative  to  all 
of  which,  as  indeed  to  every  other  meagre  now  before 
Congress,  or  canvassed  elsewhere,  the  friends  of  tlie  Pre- 
sulent  may  take  any  course  they  please,  and  still  hold  their 
fealty  to  the  administration  above  all  suspicion.  Sir,  as 
far  as  I  know,  there  are  no  principles  whatever,  which 
are  now  regarded  as  party  tests.  The  doctrines  of  '98 
are  exploded,  democracy  is  out  of  vogue,  and  economy 
out  of  fashion.  If  there  be  any  administration  principles, 
I  should  be  rejoiced  to  learn  what  they  are,  in  order  tliat 
when  those  principles  happen  to  be  involved  in  questions 


brought  forward  here,  the  party  may  be  rallied  to  their 
support.     Yes,  sir,  there  is  ox s  tkst,  and  an  infallible 
one,  by  which  the  true  friends  of  this  administration  may 
be  distinguished,  and  that  is  to  be  found  in  their  unhesttO' 
ting  support  of  ait  the  Executive  nominaiions  to  office*     A  , 
member  of  Congress  may  advocate  any  principles,  and 
support  or  oppose  any  measures  he  pleases;  he  may  repu- 
diate any  doctrine  which  brought  General  Jackson  into 
power;  he  may  rally  as  often  as  he  pleases  under  the  ban- 
ner of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat;]  he  may 
be  a  federalist,  a  democrat,  or  any  thing  else,  and  no  one 
charges  him  with  disaffection  to  the  men  in  power:  but 
let  any  Senator  dare  to  vote  against  an  individual  nominated 
to  an  office,  and  he  is  forthwith  denounced  as  a  deserter 
from  the  J  ackson  party .  « •  Tray,  Blanche,  and  S  we etheart" 
are  seen  barking  at  bis  heels;  and  a  profligate  and  pension- 
ed press  is  heard  denouncing  him  in  deep  and  loud  tones 
of  indignation,  as  utterly  unworthy  of  public  confidence. 
Ts  it  not,  then,  manifest  that  the  principles  which  brought 
General  Jackson  into  power  have  been  discarded,  or  are 
forgotten,  and  that  the  whole  affair  has  degenerated  into 
an  ignoble  scramble  for  office — ^a division  of  "the  spoils?*' 
The  only  question  now  seems  to  be,  who  shall  come  in  for 
the  loaves  and  fishes?     And  hence  it  is,  that  a  support  of 
principles  means  nothing,  and  the  support  of  men  any 
thing.     Hence  it  is,  that  "economy,  retrenchment,  and 
reform,"  and  the  "correction  of  abuses,*'  have  fallen  into 
disfavor.     The  greater  the  abuses,  and  the  larger  the  ap- 
propriations, the  greater,  surely,  will  be  the  proportion  of 
the  loaves  and  fishes  which  may  fall  to  the  share  of  each 
hungry  expectant  who  is  looking  up  to  Executive  favor. 
Sir,  in  this  vile  scramble  for  power  and  place,  I  will 
have  nothing  to  do.     If  the  administration  chooses  to 
abandon  their  principles,  the  principles  which  brought 
them  into  office,  I  will  not  abandon  mine.  I  will  hold  them 
to  their  promises,  and  insist  on  their  pledges,  and  will 
never  consent  that  they  shall  be  tried  by  any  other  stand- 
ard than  their  recorded  promises  and  unredeemed  pledges. 
I  will  never  consent  to  look  to  Mr.  Adams's  administration 
as  a  model  for  our  imitation,  however  much  that  gentle- 
man may  have  come  into  favor  in  certain  quarters.     With 
regard  to  the  late  administration,  my  opinions  have  under- 
gone no  material  change.     In  the  ardor  of  the  contest,  I 
may  have  donethom,  in  some  respects,  injustice.     I  may 
not,  on'  all  occasions,  have  displayed  towards  them  that 
"charity  which  thinketh  no  evil."    But  from  the  princi- 
ples avowed  by  that  administration,  and  the  leading  mea- 
suresof  its  policy,  I  have  always  dissented,  and  shall  forever 
dissent.     1  object  to  the  claims  of  power  s6t  up  by  them. 
I  object  to  their  American  system,  in  all  its  branches  and 
bearings,  to  the  assumption  of  unnecessary  power,  and  of 
patronage,  and  of  extravagant  expenditures;  and  while 
these  pnnciples  shall  distinguish  the  remains  of  that  party 
who  now  constitute  the  opposition  here,  there  must  be  an 
impassable  gulf  between  us.     So  far  as  gentlemen  on  the. 
other  side  shall  enter  cordially  and  zealously  into  proper! 
measures  for  checking  the  abuses  and  restraining  the  un-| 
constitutional  action,  and  restricting  the  expenses  of  the! 
Government,  I  shall  go  cordially  with  them.     But  whcn\ 
they,  are  found  supporting  mammotli  pension  bills,  high  \ 
tariffs,  magnificent  schemes  of  internal  iroprovements,.and 
extravagant  expenditures,  I  shall  always,  I  trust,  be  found 
ufflng  my  utmost  efforts  against  them.     I  am  fully  aware, 
sir,  of  the  disadvantageous  position  in  which  we  must  be 
placed,  in  pursuing  the  course  I  have  indicated.  Standing 
between  the  opposing  parties,  we  shall  have  to  receive 
the  fire  .of  both.     No  situation,  I  am  aware,  can  be  so  un- 
enviable as  an  armed  neutrality  in  the  presence  of  contend- 
ing arm;es;  and  to  wage  a  pcrpctnul  and  unsuccessful 
warfare  against  two  powerful  political  parties  each  strug- 
gling for  power,  can  promise  but  a  slender  harvest  of  pro- 
fit or  of  honor.     But,  however  great  may  be  tlie  danger 
or  the  difficulty  of  such  a  course,  and  be  the  conscquen- 
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c«s  what  they  may,  thoug^h  we  should  be  destined  to  be 
placed  in  the  forlorn  condition  described  by  my  colleague, 
with  *'our  hands  a^inst  every  man,  and  every  man's 
hand  against  us,"  yet  will  we  not  abandon  the  contest.  We 
shall  struggle  hard,  and  struggle  long,  to  bring  back  this 
Government  to  sound  principles^  to  arrest,  if  possible,  its 
downward  course.  We  shall  strive  to  restore  it  to  the  sim- 
plicity and  purity  from  which  it  has  so  widely,  I  bad  almost 
said  so  fatally,  departed.  Sir,  the  principles  for  which  we 
shall  thus  struggle  to  the  last,  are  those  of  Thomaa  Jeffer- 
son. I  know  tliey  have  long  been  discarded  from  the  pub- 
lic councils,  and  are  now  almost  forgotten. 
/  Thus,  sir,  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  [Mr.  Dal- 
LAS,]  while  zealously  supporting  the  proposition  of  the  Se- 
nator from  Kentucky,  has  appealed  to  General  Jackson  as 
an  authority  in  favor  of  that  proposition,  strenuously  insist- 
ing that  he  was  proving  himself  a  genuine  Jackson  man 
in  supporting  that  proposition,  while  other  equally  zealous 
friends  of  the  administration  are  at  the  same  time  insisting 
that  General  Jackson  enters  fully  into  the  Southern  views 
relative  to  this  question.  Yes,  sir,  at  the  very  moment  that 
General  Jackson  is  openly  claimed  on  this  floor  as  favorable 
to  the  scheme  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat,] 
the  party  in  my  own  State,  who  claim  to  be  the  exclusive 
friends  of  General  Jackson  there,  have  publicly  proclaim- 
ed their  determination  to  support  his  re-election,  expressly 
on  the  ground  **that  he  has  arrested  the  mad  career  ot 
internal  improvements,"  and  *'  is  with  them  in  tlieir  efforts 
for  a  repeal  of  the  tariff.**  It  is  too  clear,  then,  to  admit 
of  a  question,  that,  so  far  as  the  tariff  is  concerned,  the 
administration  cannot  be  said  to  have  any  known  or  fixed 
principles;  and^nd  one  w>ll  pretend  to  deny  that  a  man 
may  take  any  side  of  this  great  question;  ay,  be  may  en- 
list himself,  heart  and  soul,  m  support  of  the  views  of  the 
•  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  without,  in  the  smallest  de- 
gree, shaking  the  confidence  of  the  Executive,  or  losing 
the  countenance  and  fiivor  of  the  administration. 

Sir,  are  there  any  other  gi*eat  questions  involving  princi- 
ples on  which  the  supporters  of  the  administration  here  are 
found  acting  as  a  party  ?  If  therebe  any,  I  challenge  gentle- 
men to  point  them  out.  How  is  it  with  respect  to  internal 
improvements?  Now,  I  approve  very  highly,  sir,  of  the  Pre- 
sident's veto  on  the  Maysville  road,  and  have  only  to  regi'et 
that  he  has  not  carried  out  the  principle  of  that  decision  to 
analogous  cases,  and  tliat  he  luis  not,  in  truth,  <  *  arrested  the 
mad  career  of  internal  improvements."  But,  sir,  even  this 
limited  and  qualified  opposition  to  internal  improvejnents 
forms  no  part  of  the  principles  of  the  party  which  supports 
tlie  present  administration.  Witness  the  votes  on  this  floor, 
where  some  of  tlie  devoted  partisans  of  the  President  are 
found  constantly  voting  against  the  principles  of  the  veto, 


without  losing  in  any  degree  their  high  standing  is  devot- 
ed party  men.  It  is  clear,  therefore,  that,  in  rtUtioQ  to 
internal  improvements,  there  is  no  principle  sustAined  l^ 
the  administration.  And,  even  with  regard  to  the  admin- 
istration itself,  is  it  not  ridiculous  for  any  man  to  pretend 
that  it  has  any  fixed  principles  in  relation  to  internal  im- 
provements? One  bill  is  vetoed,  and  another  appror- 
ed,  embracing  appropriations  resting  on  the  Ytry  am 
principles.  To-day,  we  are  told  that  it  is  unconsdtuiiooalto 
vote  money  to  the  Maysville  road,  and  to-morrow  a  biH  s 
passed  giving  away  a  million  to  the  construction  and  is- 
provement  of  roads,  rivers,  and  canals,  in  all  quartersof  the 
Union.  While  the  good  people  of  the  South  are  solemnij 
assured  that  General  Jackson  has  actually  arrested  tk 
mad  career  of  internal  improvements,  and  his  chums  ton- 
election  are  openly  advocated  on  the  ground  that  he  bi 
given  a  death  blow  to  the  American  system,  you  ciniut 
open  a  Western  Jackson  paper,  without  seeing  blazo&ed 
forth  his  devotion  to  the  tariff,  and  finding  oJculatioa 
submitted  proving  to  demonstration  that  he  has  actuaBj 
expended  more  money  in  internal  improvements  in  tfa 
years  than  Mr.  Adams  did  in  four,  and  on  this  groaud 
claiming  for  General  Jackson  the  support  of  the  West 
How  is  this?  Where  are  the  principles  of  this  adminisL-a- 
tion? 

But  I  have  trespassed,  sir,  too  long  on  the  patience  of 
the  Senate,  and,  in  conclusion,  will  merely  recall  to  ttie  re- 
collection of  those  gentlemen  with  whom  1  have  geaenllf 
acted,  the  principles  which  we  have  heretofore  professed, 
and  by  which  alone  the  party  can,  or  ought  to  be  bcld 
together.  They  are  the  principles  of  ThohasJefimsos 
—of  the  great  repubUcan  party  of  1798. 

[Mr.  H.  here  read  from  the  inaugural  address  of  Mr* 
Jelferson  his  summary  of  what  he  considered  as  the  rid 
principles  of  our  system,  freedom  of  trade,  and  frcedop 
of  conscience,  peace,  commerce,  and  honest  friendshi? 
with  all  nations,  entangling  alliances  with  none;  libertjof 
speech,  of  the  press,  and  of  the  hand,  [unrestricted  ini* 
try,]*conomy  of  the  public  expense,  that  industry  sbouid 
be  lightly  bunlened,  and  that  **  we  should  not  take  Iroei 
the  mouth  of  labor  the  bread  it  has  earned;"  and,  bstij, 
the  preservation  of  the  State  Governments  in  >1I  tb« 
rights,  as  the  palladium  of^  our  liberties,  and  the  onlyafe 
administrators  of  our  domestic  concerns;  and  the  pRse^ 
vation  of  the  Federal  Government  in  its  constitutiool 
vigor.] 

These,  sir,  said  Mr.  H.,  are  the  true  coitskevatits  f«'* 
ciPLZS  of  this  republic,  and  when  they  shall  be  baoi&bed 
from  our  councils  without  any  hope  of  their  speedy  reston* 
Uon,  the  light  of  liberty  willbe  extinguishcd»  and  the  9P 
of  our  glory  will  have  set  forever, 
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NOMINATION  OF  Mb.  VAN  BUREN. 

Extract  Jrom  the  Seriate  Journal* 

DSCBMBEH  7,  1831. 

A  jnessag^  was  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  nominating  Martin  Van  Buren,  of  New 
York,  to  be  envoy  extraordinary  and  n)1nister  plenipo- 
tentiary of  the  United  States  at  the  court  of  the  United 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britun  and  Ireland. 

The  message  was  read. 

TussDAT,  Decsxbsb  27. 

Ordered,  That  the  nomination  of  Martin  Van  Buren  be 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

TussoAT,  Januabt  10,  1832. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations,  to  whom  was  referred  the  nomination  of  Mar- 
tin Van  Buren,  reported. 

TVBSDAT,  JaHVABT  17. 

The  following  motion,  submitted  by  Mr.  HOLMES,  was 
taken  up  for  consideration: 

Baohedt  That  the  nomination  of  Martin  Van  Buren 
be  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
and  that  said  committee  be  instructed  to  investigate  the 
causes  which  produced  the  removal  of  the  late  Secre- 
taries of  the  Treasury  and  the  Navy  Departments,  and  of 
the  Attorney  General  of  the  United  States,  and  also  the  re- 
signations of  the  Secretaries  of  the  Stale  and  War  De- 
partments; and  report  to  the  Senate  whether  the  only 
causes  of  that  novel  and  important  political  movement  are 
given  in  the  letters  of  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
addressed  on  that  occasion  to  the  several  officers  above 
enumerated;  and,  if  not,  what  were  the  causes  to  which 
these  removals  and  resignations  ought  to  be  ascribed. 
And,  also,  whether  the  said  Martin  Van  Buren,  then  Se- 
cretary of  State,  participated  in  any  practices  disreputable 
to  the  national  character,  which  were  designed  to  operate 
on  the  mind  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  and 
calculated  to  smooth  the  way  to  his  appointment  to  the 
high  office  to  which  he  liaa  been  nominated. 

JResohedt  That,  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  into  effect 
the  objects  of  the  preceding  resolution,  the  said  commit- 
tee be  further  authorized  to  send  for  persons  and  papers, 
and  to  compel  the  attendance  before  ihem  of  such  wit- 
ness or  witnesses  as  they  may  desire  to  examine  on  oath, 
touching  the  matter  submitted  to  their  investicpation;  and 
to  report  the  same  to  the  Senate,  with  their  opmion  there- 
on, together  with  the  nomination  aforesaid. 

A  debate  ensued;  and,  on  motion  of  Mr.  HOLMES» 

Ordered^  That  it  lie  on  the  table. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  consider  the  nomination 
of  Martin  Van  Buren. 

On  motion  that  it  lie  on  the  table. 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative-— yeas  21,  nays  21, 
as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Bibb,  Chambers,  Clay,  Ewing, 
Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hayne,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knigh^ 
Miller,  Moore,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Ruggles,  Sey- 
mour, Silsbee,  Tomlinson,  Tyler. — 2L 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Buckner,  Dallas, 
Bickerson,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane, 
King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tazewell,  Tip- 
ton, l>oup.  White,  WUkins.— 21. 

The  Senate  being  equall);  divided,  the  VICE  PRESI- 
DENT determined  the  question  in  the  affirmative. 


TvssDAT,  Jahvabt  24. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  MARCY, 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  nomina- 
tion of  Martin  Van  Buren;  and,  after  debate. 
The  Senate  adjourned. 


Wbdnisbat,  Jahuabt  25. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  nomina- 
tion of  Martin  Van  Buren;  and,  after  debate, 

The  question  was  taken,  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  con- 
sent to  the  appointment  of  Martin  Van  Buren?  and  was 
determined  in  the  negative — ^yeas23,  nays  23,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Buckner,  Dallas, 
pickerson,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hendricks, 
Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Robmson,  Smith, 
I'azewell,  Tipton,  Troup,  Tyler,  White,  Wilkins.— -23. 

NAYS. — Blessrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Ew- 
ing, Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hayne,  Holmes,  Johnston, 
Knight,  Miller,  Moore,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Bobbins, 
Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprag^e,  Tomlinson,  Wagga- 
man,  Webster. — 23. 

The  Senate  being  equally  divided,  the  VICE  PRESI- 
DENT determined  the  question  in  the  negative. 

So  it  was 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  do  not  advise  and  consent  to 
the  appointment  of  Martin  Van  Buren. 


TUS  dbbatx. 

[This  debate  took  place  mainly  on  the  24th  and  25th  of 
January,  1832,  and,  according  to  the  rules  of  the  Senate, 
in  secret  session.  After  the  question  was  decided,  the  in- . 
junction  of  secrecy  was  removed,  by  a  vote  of  the  Senate, 
from  the  debates  as  well  as  the  proceedings  in  this  case. 
In  consequence  of  which,  the  following  authentic  sketches 
of  speeches  delivered  in  that  debate  were  furnished  by  the 
respective  speakers,  and  published  in  the  Nationl  Intelli- 
gencer and  other  papers.] 

Mr.  HOLMES  said,  in  offering  these  resolutions  [pro- 
posing an  inquiry,  &c.]  I  am  governed  by  the  expectation 
that  the  inquiry  proposed  by  them  will  lead  to  disclosures 
in  regard  to  transactions  which  are  still  involved  in  con- 
siderable mystery.  Public  opinion  is  not  yet  settled  down 
as  to  the  true  causes  of  the  late  explosion  in  the  cabinet. 
That  a  cabinet  of  the  President's  own  selection,  and  whose 
official  duties  had,  by  his  own  admission,  been  performed 
to  his  entire  satisfaction,  should  so  soon  be  dispersed,  is 
an  event  so  extraordinary  in  the  history  of  this  country, 
that  the  public,  and  especially  the  Senate,  have  a  right  to 
be  informed  of  tiie  causes  which  led  to,  or  operated  in, 
producing  such  a  strange  result.  The  people,  whose  mo- 
ney has  been  squandered  to  derange  and  reorganize  this 
cabinet,  are  interested  in  this  inc^uiry.  If  the  gentleman 
whose  nomination  is  now  the  subject  of  consideration,  has 
in  any  way  contrived  or  contributed  to  bring  about  the 
event,  it  would  go  far  to  disqualify  him  for  the  office  to 
which  he  has  been  nominated;  and,  if  not,  it  is  due  to -him 
that  the  inquiry  should  be  had.  Suspicion  rests  heavy  on 
him;  and,  when  that  is  the  case,  it  is  always  good  ground 
for  investigation.  I  did  expect  that  his  friencu,  instead  of 
objecting,  would  have  consented  to,  and  insisted  upon, 
the  investigation  proposed  by  the  resolution.  Is  it  because 
they  fear  the  result?  They  say  not;  but  the  inquiry  pro- 
posed is  not  in  terms  what  it  should  he,  I,  sir,  have  never 
insisted  that  the  form  of  the  resolution  should  be  pre- 
served.    If  I  can  obtain  the  object,  I  will  put  them  in  any 
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shape  which  may  be  agreeable  to  a  majority  of  the  Senate. 
That  this  must  be  an  ex  parte  inquiry,  and  when  Mr.  Van 
Buren  is  absent,  at  such  a  distance  that  he  cannot  be  in- 
formed of  the  investigations  which  affect  his  character,  I 
can  only  say  that,  if  a  man  will  consent  to  take  an  appoint- 
ment in  the  recess,  knowing  that  the  Senate  must  pass 
upon  him  in  his  absence,  he  takes  the  hazard  of  an  ex 
parte  investigation,  or  is  willing  to  trust  his  case  in  the  care 
of  his  friends.  Sir,  if  it  be  otherwise,  the  Senate  is  en- 
tirely precluded  from  any  inquiry  into  his  merits  until 
he  chooses  to  return,  or  the  President  is  pleased  to  recall 
him. 

For  myself,  sir,  I  am  opposed  to  this  nomination  on  other 
grounds,  and  I  propose  this  inquiry  rather  to  satisfy  others, 
although  or.  this  point  I  should  prefer  to  be  satisfied.  I 
am  against  him,  because  he  has  humbled  us  in  the  eyes  of 
foreign  nations.  He  has  surrendered  the  rights  of  this 
country  to  Great  Britain,  to  sustain  his  party.  It  is  the 
first  time  this  country  was  ever  thus  disgraced;  and  I 
would  it  should  be  the  last.  And,  if  I  had  no  other  rea- 
son, his  appointment  in  the  recess,  to  fill  a  vacancy  created 
in  the  recess,  is  enough  for  me.  1  have  always  disapprov- 
ed sending  off  a  minister  in  the  recess  of  the  Senate, 
without  the  most  imperative  reasons.  It  is  compelling 
the  Senate  to  approve  the  appointment,  or  subject  us  to 
the  loss  of  the  outfit.  I  would,  at  that  expense,  breakup 
the  practice;  it  would  be  an  essential  saving.  It  is,  moi'e- 
over,  evading  that  constitutional  check  which  the  Senate 
were  desired  to  have  in  the  appointment  of  ambassa- 
dors, and  m  our  foreign  negotiations.  I  would  protect 
the  exercise  of  this  power  by  the  Senate,  and  never  sur- 
render it. 

It  is  objected  to  these  resolutions  that  they  are  not  suf- 
ficiently specific.  Sir,  it  is  not  expected  that  a  motion  for 
inquiry  will  be  drawn  with  tlie  same  precision  as  an  in- 
dictment. If  you  can  designate  the  acts  precisely,  there 
is  no  necessity  for  inquiry.  It  is  for  want  of  a  full  know- 
ledge of  the  particular  acts  that  inquiry  has  become  ne- 
cessary. 'We  know  full  well  that  the  political  movement 
referred  to  in  the  resolution  has  been  differently  explain- 
ed. Mr.  Van  Buren  himself  could  not  remain  without  a 
disfranchisement.  What  particular  disfranchisement  that 
was,  the  public  has  not  yet  learned.  We  would  like  to 
know  what  privileges  of  a  free  citizen  he  was  compelled  to 
surrender,  as  the  price  of  his  office,  and  whether  that 
surrender  was  any  way  connected  with  the  removals  and 
the  other  resignations.  Will  any  one  say,  or  pretend, 
that  a  participation  in  that  extraordinary  affair  would  not 
affect  liis  qualifications  as  minister  ?  Sir,  whoever  brought 
about  that  explosion  is  unfit  for  any  office.  The  whole 
nation  was  convulsed  by  it,  and  a  stain  is  cast  upon  this 
administration  which  can  never  be  effaced.  The  exchange 
of  officers,  too,  by  the  late  minister,  and  the  appointment 
of  Mr.  Van  Buren  to  succeed  him,  and  so  soon  after  tliis 
explosion,  furnishes  a  sufficient  ground  of  inquiry.  The 
late  minister  had  been  out  but  a  short  time;  he  bad 
scarcely  become  acquainted  at  the  court  where  he  was 
sent.  There  shoulcl  be  strong  reasons  for  recalling  a 
minister,  and  supplying  his  place  with  a  new  man,  and 
the  expense  should  never  be  incurred  unless  the  public 
good  manifestly  demanded  it.  This  looks  much  like 
making  provision  for  a  man  who,  from  mysterious  circum- 
stances, had  been  compelled  to  quit  the  ofiice  which  he 
had  held;  and  I  know  no  principle  in  this  Government 
which  will  justify  creating  offices  or  vacancies  to  pravide 
for  fkvorites,  or  to  reward  a  partisan. 

Do  the  friends  of  Mr.  Van  Buren  object  to  the  inquiry? 
They  say  no:  it  is  the  resolutions  to  which  they  object. 
And  yet  their  reasoning  goes  against  any  inquiry.  But 
if  the  objection  is  to  the  maimer  or  extent  of  the  inquiry, 
why  not  propose  to  amend  the  resolutions,  or  offer  one  of 
their  own  ?  Indulging  in  objections  which  go  to  the  foni\, 
and  which  seem  to  be  captious  withal,  indicates  strongly  a 


wish  to  suppress  all  inquiry.  It  is  objected  that  the  in- 
vestigation proposed  may  disclose  impeachable  mtlter. 
This  is  always  the  bugbear  to  frighten  'us  away  from  ili 
investigation  into  the  conduct  of  anv  man,  and  to  pUct 
every  officer  of  your  GoTemment  beyond  the  retcb  of 
responsibility.  But  really  it  seems  to  me  to  be  exceed- 
ingly out  of  place  here.  We  nuiy  find  matter  that  would 
impeach  Mr.  Van  Buren!  Howf  In  what  office  vouU 
he  be  impeachable  ?  Not  as  Secretary  of  State,  for  he  is 
out  of  that  office.  Not  as  minister  to  Great  Britain,  far 
in  that  office  he,  as  yet,  haa  done  notliing.  Bow,  Oien, 
I  repeat,  can  we  possibly  be  in  any  such  danger?  It  does 
appear  to  me  that  this  is  the  weakest  of  all  objections.  But 
one  word  further,  in  answer  to  these  backneved  objec- 
tions, as  to  impeachable  matter.  The  Senate  hare  a  pre- 
sent executive  duty  to  perform — ^to  ascertain  whether  Mr. 
Van  Buren  is  a  proper  person  for  minister  to  Great  Bri- 
tain, in  order  to  cietermine  whether  we  can  give  the  Pre- 
sident our  advice  and  consent  to  his  appointment;  and  ia 
this  we  are  told  that  we  are  restrained  from  inquirj,  lest 
this  executive  duty,  which  we  are  now  to  perform,  shall 
conflict  with  a  future  judicial  duty,  which  we,  by  po»bili- 
ty,  may  have  to  perform !  Sir,  it  is  enough  to  state  the  ob- 
jection to  show  its  manifest  absurdity.  And  where  doti 
this  argument  of  the  gentleman  lead  us }  It  sbuta  the  doer 
of  inquiry  forever,  and  every  man,  now  in  office,  nomi- 
nated for  another,  must  be  '*  taken  and  deemed"  vortbr, 
lest  the  Senate  should  stumble  upon  impeachable  matter' 

1  find,  therefore,  that  Senators  who  profeaa  to  court  is- 
quiry,  urge  objections  which  would  defeat  all  iovestin- 
tion.  It  must  be  impossible,  then,  to  frame  any  tem- 
tions  which  would  meet  their  views;  and  why  should  I 
further  modify  these  to  please  them,  when  they  are  deter- 
mined to  be  satisfied  with  nothing^ 

S  Ir,  as  to  the  disgrace  attached  to  these  resolutioni)  I  allov 
no  man  to  judge  for  me  what  is  honorable  or  diij|^cfi>|' 
That  they  refer  to  a  disgraceful  trajisaction,  I  readily  si* 
mit.  But  I  have  yet  to  learn  that,  if  the  administiatiis 
descend  to  scandalous  transactions,  it  is  beneath  the  di^? 
of  this  Senate  to  call  them  to  account* 

NoTX. — It  is  perhaps  due  to  the  public  that  I  ihouid,td 
prevent  false  impressions,  explain  the  reasons  whr  tbe 
resolutions  which  1  offered  were  laid  on  the  table,  tfd 
not  afterwards  taken  up  and  acted  on.  The  reaolutiocs 
were  objected  to  by  some  of  Jkir.  Van  Buren's  frieo^ 
and  the  form  of  them  by  some  of  those  who  ereutioillf 
voted  against  him.  But  several. of  his  friends  bad,  in  de- 
bate, urged  arguments  which  would  go  greatly  tpa^ 
any  resolutions  of  inquiry  upon  tliis  nomination— web  o 
the  absence  of  the  person  nominated,  and  the  d»o{ff 
of  finding  impeachable  matter,  &c.  To  these  Senators 
I  readily  perceived  that  no  inquiry  would  be  acceptable- 
Of  those  who  finally  voted  against  the  nomination,  tf^ 
wished  the  resolutions  modified.  To  give  time  to  ina^ 
them  so  as  to  suit  all  who  wished  inquiry,  I  moved  to  Uv 
the  resolutions  on  the  table.  Whether  any  resolutions^ 
inquiry  could  have  been  framed  that  would  have  met  ux 
approbation  of  the  friends  of  Mr.  Van  Buren,  is  not  for 
me  to  say.  After  this,  I  was  asked  by  a  member  if  1  ^'^ 
tended  to  call  up  the  resolutions,  or  *•  bill  of  indictraeirt, 
and  if  I  did,  when }  My  answer  was— "  Not  till  the  gwoj 
jury  is  full,  if  at  aU."  Then,  turning  to  a  Senator  W« 
New  York,  I  informed  him  distinctly  that  I  would  let  wa 
know  to-morrow  whether  I  should  call  up  the  rcaolutiCfJ 
or  not;  and  if  itshould  be  my  determination  to  calltbemup, 
he  was  to  move  to  go  into  executive  buvnesi,  for  the  p"'' 
pose  of  discussing  and  deciding  them. 

The  next  morning  I  drew  a  substitute  for  the  fintre* 
lution,  as  follows: 

"That  the  nomination  of  Martin  Van  Buren,  as  nun* 
ter  to  Grqat  Britain,  be  referred  to  a  select  committtf  j 
and  that  the  committee  be  instructed  to  inquire  » ^ 
were  the  causes  of  the  removal  from  office  of  the  late  ^ 
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cretaries  of  the  Treasury  and  Navv,  and  of  tUe  Attorney 
General,  and  of  the  resij^nations  of  the  late  Secretaries  of 
State  and  War;  and  wlicther  Mr.  Van  Buren  hadany»  and, 
if  any,  what  ag^ency  in  bringing  about  the  change  of  tlie 
late  cabinet. 

'<  And.  also,  to  inquire  whether  Mr.  Van  Btiren  did  re- 
sign his  office  vA  Secretai*y  of  State,  under  a  promise,  or 
understanding,  -that  he  was  to  be  appointed  minister  to 
Great  Britain;  and  with  a  further  understanding  with  tiie 
late  minister  to  Great  Biitain,  that  lie  was  to  be  provided 
with  the  place  wliich  lie  now  enjoys." 

\  showed  this  to  several  of  my  friends,  who  were  satisfied 
with  it.  But  otl^ers  preferred  tlie  original  resolutions:  and, 
believing  no  furm  could  be  devised  by  me  which  would 
be  acceptable,  and  that  (he  facts  sought  to  be  disclosed 
by  them  might  be  ascertained  without  the  intervention  of 
a  committee,  1  informed  the  Senator  that  I  shouhl  not  call 
them  up,  in  these  words,  which  I  wrote  down  at  the  time: 
*M  am  satisfied  that  the  facts  to  be  inquired  into  by  the 
resolutions  whicji  I  offered  on  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Van 
Buren,  can  be  asqeitained  without  a  committee;  and, 
tlierefore,  I  shall  not  call  them  up."  Thus  leaving  the 
friends  of  Mr.  Van  Buren  to  prosecute  the  inquiry  by  a 
committee,  or  to  permit  the  facts  to  be  ascertained  by  each 
Senator  for  himself.  j  „oLMES. 

When  tlie  resolutions  offered  by  Mr.  Holmss  were 
under  consideration,  and  towards  the  close  of  the  debate, 
Mr.   MAKCY  observed  that    he  had    not   intended   to 
make  a  single  remark  upon  the  subject  then  before  the 
Senate;  yet  he  was  unwilling  to  give  a  vote,  from  which  it 
might  be  inferred,  unless  it  was  accompanied  with  a  word 
of  explanation,  that  he  wished  to  suppress  inquiry.     Tliat 
was  very  far  from  his  intention.     If  any.  honorable  Sena- 
tor has  reason  to  believe  that  the  person  whose  nomina- 
tion is  now  under  consideration  is  chargeable  with  impro- 
per conduct,  and  will  introduce  a  resolution  specifying  the 
charge,  and  asking  for  inquiry,  he  would  give  it  his  sup- 
port as  readily  as  any  member  of  tliat  body;  but  the  reso- 
lutions oit'cred  by  the  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Holmu] 
were  of  an  exceptionable  character:  for,  in  additiofi  to 
impeaching,  indirectly,  if  it  may  be  so  considered,  tlie  in- 
tegrity of  the  President,  by  proposing  to  ask  if  he  had 
stated  the  true  reasons  fur  the  dissolution  of  his  late  cabi- 
net, it  Will  bring  before  the  committee,  if  it  should  be 
adopted,  a  mass  of  matters  very  difficult  to  be  inquired 
into,  and  not  ut  all  connected,  as  he  conceived,  with  tlie 
vote  to  be  given  on  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Van  Buren. 
No  committee  to  which  these  resolutions  will  be  sent,  will 
voluntarily  enter  into  tlie  various  matters  which  some  gen- 
tlemen may  suppose  to  be  within  the  scope  of  the  inquiry 
ioto  tlie  causes  of  the  dissolution  of  the  lute  cabinet,  and  the 
Senate  ought  not  to  impose ;that  labor  on  them,  unless  it 
be  proposed  to  show  that  Mr.  Van  Buren  had  an  agency 
ill  tliat  afiiiir.     It  is  not  pretended,  certainly  not  by  tlie 
resolutions,  that  he  was  connected  with  the  event;  it  is 
true  that  \\\t  resolutions,  after  the  introduction  of  much 
iri'elevaiit  matter,  propose  to  inquire  whether  Mr.  Van 
Buren  had  not  particif^ated  in  practices  disgraceful  to  the 
national  chiiracter,  &c. 

Let  any  Senator,  who  believes  such  practicesever  had,  in 
po.nt  of  tact,  any  existence,  put  them  forth  specifically  in 
resoluti6n,  and  he  would,  he  said,  vote  to  send  it  to  a  com- 
mittee for  investigation;  and  if  they  were  found  to  be  true, 
let  the  nominee  be  rejected.  The  designation  of  offences 
by  the  terms  of  **  practices  disgraceful  to  the  national 
character,"  was  very  vague — quite  too  vsgue.  The  na- 
ture and  character  of  these  practices  should  be  defined, 
that  the  Senate  may  know  the  duty  they  impose,  and  the 
ctiiuniiUee  the  duty  they  are  required  to  perform. 

The  proposed  resolutions,  as  now  shaped,  make  no 
•pecific  charge,and  give  no  certain  direction  to  the  inquiry. 


or  to  vote  for  laying  them  on  tlie  table;  btit  when  a 
for  inauiry  was  presented,  he  would  vote  for  going  into  it. 
Indeed,  he  wislied  to  be  distinctly  understoo*!  as  inviting 
iiKjuiry;  but,  in  faimeis,  it  should  be  on  specified  charges. 

As  to  sQme  of  the^  practices  intended  probably  to  be 
embraced  in  the  resolutions,  we  have,  he  said,  the  solemn 
public  denial  of  Mr.  Van  Buren,  accompanied  with  achal* 
lenge  to  all  the  world  for  proof,  and  ao  man  had  yet  been 
found  to  accept  that  cliallenge  and  come  foKb  \Vith  proof. 
Those  who  best  know  the  character  and  conduct  of  the 
nominee,  feel  the  fullest  confidence  that  nothing  dishonor- 
able or  degrading,  in  the  sliglitest  degree,  can  be  sub- 
stantiated. So  far,  therefore,  from  closing  the  door  of 
investigation,  they  are  willing  to  be  instrumental  in  opea- 
ing  it 

The  question  was  now  stated  on  consenting  to  the  no- 
mination. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  said  there  were  few  occasions  which 
could  produce  with  him  a  more  painful  struggle  between 
personal  inclination  and  official  obligations,  than  the  one  on 
which  he  was  now  called  to  act.  With  the  nominee,  said 
Mr.  C . ,  I  haj^e  for  years  enjoyed  personal  andaocial  relations 
that  have  lefl  imprewions  which  it  would  j^tify  me  to  in- 
dulge by  an  expression  of  their  kindest  recollection;  and 
this  consideration,  with  tiie  fact  of  his  frequent  elevation 
to  offices  of  high  honor  and  dignity,  and  l^is  distinguished 
position  in  relation  to  the  political  parties  in  the  country, 
will  connect  with  the  subject  an  interest  rarely  occasioned 
by  tlie  nomination  of  an  individual  to  office.  The  office 
itself  to  wliich  he  is  nominated  is  one  so  intimately  affect- 
ing the  peculiar  dutiesand  responsibilities  of  the  Executive 
Magistrate,  by  whom  we  are  invited  to  confirm  the  appoint- 
ment, as  to  require  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  a  peculiar 
degree  of  indulgence.  Regarding  a  diplomatic  function* 
ai7  as  the  confidential  organ  of  the  President,  as  selected 
with  a  previous  knowledge  of  the  particular  duties  to  be 
performed  by  him,  &nd  with  refetence  to  his  especial  fitncM 
for  those  duties,  it  is  undoubtedly  proper  that  the  Execu- 
tive will,  in  regard  to  the  agent,  should  not  be  controlled 
but  from  the  most  unyielding,  obstacles:  tc  oppose  it  for 
light  causes  would  lessen  the  weight  of  his  responsibility^ 
and  greatly  increase  our  own.  To  reject  the  nomination 
of  a  minister  at  home  or  abroad.  Can,  in  my  view,  be  de* 
fensible  only  upon  strong  grounds  of  principle,  having 
direct  and  immediate  reference  to  considerations  of  a  pub- 
lic nature. 

In  die  deliberate  counsel  and  advice  which  the  consti- 
tution requires  us  to  give  to  the  Preudent,  there  is  no 
propter  place  for  the  exercise  of  personal  favor  or  ill  will, 
for  party  prejudice  or  partialitjt.  Sir,  as  one  of  the 
humblest  members  of  this  body,  I  can  fearlessly  appeal  to 
mv  course  here  on  all  former  occanons,  and  to  the  course 
of  those  with  whom  I  usually  aet,  with  the  most  entire 
confidence  tliat  it  will  evince  a  libend  charity  toward  the 
officers  nominated,  and  a  magnanimous  surrender  of  per- 
sonal and  political  prejudices  on  the  altar  of  the  public 
good,  and  a  just  regard  to  the  prerogatives  of  the  Preai* 
dent. 

With  these  opinions,  Mr.  President,  it  is  scarcely  neces^ 
sary  to  affirm,  that,  in  the  vote  which  I  shall  give  on  this 
occasion,  I  have  obeyed  no  other  impulse  than  that  of  my 
judgment;  but  it  wiU  be  permitted  me  to  assert,  as  I  do 
with  the  most  unaffected  sincerity,  tliat  my  personal  incli- 
nations have  reluctantly  witnessed,  and  woulii  gladly  re- 
verse the  sentence  wbich  a  high  sense  of  official  duty  will 
compel  me  to  record,  with  a  deep  and  abiding  conviction 
of  its  justness.  I  am  altogether  aware  of  the  danger  to 
which  my  vote  may  expose  me  from  the  malignant  viru- 
lence of  those  who,  themselves  insensible  to  the  honest 
and  honorable  feeling  which  subdues  the  petty  passions  of 
a  contracted  and  factious  partisan,  are  on  all  occasions 

_, „ „ -, ^  -  inclined  to  attribute  the  conduct  of  others  to  the  narrow- 

U<s  therefore  felt  himself  called  on  to  vote  agaimit  them,|  minded  policy  which  governs  Ihemselves.     Sir,  1  should 
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be  an  unfiiithful  wrvant  of  my  State,  treacherous  to  the 
bieh  tnitt  which  I  am  charged  to  execute,  and  destitute 
orthe  course^  necewary  to  protect  the  interests  confided 
to  my  guardianship,  if  apprehensions  like  these  could  for 
a  moment  divert  me  from  the  path  to  which  duty  points. 
It  would  have  aflTorded  me  great  gn^tification  to  "have 
listened  to  some  more  able  advocate  of  the  nation's  honor, 
and  to  have  been  able  to  repose  my  vote  on  the  causes 
more  aatisfactbrily  assigned  by  another.  But  the  question 
is  about  to  be  taken,  and  I  will  not  consent  to  allow  an 
occasion  to  pass,  without  raiang  my  feeble  voice  to  re- 
deem the  tarnished  reputation  of  my  country.  If  other 
Senators  accord  with  my  opinion,  it  is  essential,  sir,  that 
the  vote  of  rejection  shall  go  fiwlh  associated  with  the 
reasons  which  mfluence  it.  Yes,  sir,  the  honor  and  tl)e 
dignity  of  this  nation  has— (and  I  think  it  demonstrable) 
—the  heretof(»*e  unsullied  diplomatic  character  of  the 
American  republic  has  been  stsined,  its  lofty  pride  has 
been  humiliated-*-unneeessari1y,  wantonly  bumbled — by 
the  man  who  is  now  proposed  as  its  guardian,  and  pro- 
tector, and  advocate;  and,  as  an  American  Senator,  I  am 
not  consent  barely  to  put  upon  him  the  seal  of  reprobation 
in  a  secret  sessioQ  of  this  body.  No,  sir,  let  the  American 
Government — let  the  American  people,  proud  uf  their 
national  honor,  know  that  no  ruthless  hand  shall  desecrate 
it  with  impunity;  and  let  foreign  nations  and  all  the  world 
know  thAt  even  an  American  Secretary  of  State  dare  not 
pollute  its  ermine. 

Hr.  President,  I  mean  to  remst  the  confirmation  of  Mr. 
Van  Buren's  appointment,  exclusively  on  the  ground  that, 
in  his  instructions  to  Mr.  McLane,  on  the  subject  of  the 
colonial  trade,  he  has  violated  the  honor  of  the  nation; 
has  wounded  its  high  and  elevated  character;  has  evinced 
a  disregard  to  the  interests  of  the  American  people— nay, 
has  insulted  that  people,  in  the  person  of  their  Govern- 
ment; has  attempted  to  promote  the  objects  of  a  part} 
amongst  us,  and  has  disctcwed  a  total  ignorance  of  the 
proper  principles  and  feelings  which  should  sdorn  the 
diplomatist.  For  proof  of  these  assertions,  I  mean  to  rely 
exclusively  on  his  own  words,  deliberately  embodied  in  a 
State  paper,  and  on  tliose  to  which  he  has  himself  slkuled, 
and  found  amongst  the  archives  of  the  department  of 
which  he  was  then  the  head. 

In  directing  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  a  particular 
part  of  the  letter  of  instructions  from  Mr.  Van  Btireii  tu 
the  American  minister  then  at  the  British  court,  I  disclaim 
the  inference  that  the  residue  of  that  letter,  or  that  other 
letters  of  instruction,  contain  no  exceptionable  matter. 
There  are  many  positions  which,  on  another  occasion,  it 
would  be  proper  to  dispute;  and  the  whole  temper  and 
tone  of  the  despatches  breathe  an  air  of  humility  and 
concession,  and  conviction  of  error,  and  a  suppliunt  en- 
treaty of  favor  and  notice,  which  no  American  citizen, 
who  thinks  and  feels  as  I  think  an  American  freeman 
should  do,  can  regard  as  the  appropriate  lang\iagc  of  his 
Government,  pledged  as  it  is  **  tu  ask  nothing  but  what  is 
right,  and  to  submit  to  nothing  that  is  wrong." 

The  portion  of  Mr.  Van  Buren's  work,  however,  to 
which  I  will  more  partictdarly  allude,  is  a  part  of  his  letter 
of  instruction  to  Mr.  McLane,  dated  20tl|  July,  1829.  He 
uses  this  language: 

**The  opportunities  which  you  have  derived  from  a 
participation  in  our  public  councils,  as  well  as  other 
sources  of  information,  will  enable  you  to  speak  with  con- 
fidence (as  far  as  you  may  deem  it  proper  and  useftd  so  to 
do)  of  the  respective  parts  taken  by  those  to  whom  the 
admioiatration  of  thia  Government  is  now  committed,  in 
relation  to  the  course  heretofore  pursued  upon  the  subject 
of  the  colonial  trade.  Their  views  upon  that  point  have 
been  submitted  to  the  people  of  the  United  States;  and 
the  counsels  by  which  your  conduct  is  now  directed,  are 
the  result  of  the  judgment  expressed  by  the  only  earthly 
tiibuoal  to  which  the  late  adminiatratioo  was  amenable  for 


its  acts.  It  should  be  sufficient  that  the  chiims  set  up  by 
them,  and  which  caused  the  interruption  of  the  trade  in 
question,  have  been  explicitly  abandoned  by  thme  vho 
first  asserted  them,  and  are  not  revived  by  their  succcsnrs. 
If  Great  Britain  deems  it  adverse  to  her  interests  to  alknr 
us  to  participate  in  the  trade  with  her  colojiies,  and  finds 
nothing  in  the  extension  of  it  to  other?,  to  induce  her  to 
apply  the  same  rtile  to  us,  she  willr  we  hope,  be  senable 
of  the  propriety  of  plscing  her  refusal  on  those  groundL 
To  set  up  the  acts  of  the  late  administration  as  the  cause 
of  forfeiture  of  privileges  which  would  otherwise  be  ex. 
tended  to  the  people  of  the  United  States,  would,  under 
existing  circumstances,  be  unjust  in  itself,  and  could  not 
fail  to  excite  their  deepest  sensibility.  The  tone  of  feel- 
ing which  a  course  so  unwise  and  untenable  is  calculated 
to  produce,  would  doubtless  be  greatly  ag^vated  by  the 
consciousness  that  Great  Britain  has,  by  ortler  in  council, 
opened  her  colonial  ports  to  Russia  and  France,  notvitb- 
standing  a  similar  omission  on  their  part  to  accept  the 
terms  offered  by  the  act  of  July,  1825. 

••You  cannot  press  this  view  of  th«  subject  too  earnest- 
ly  upon  the  consideration  of  the  British  ministry.  It  b» 
bearings  and  relations  that  reach  beyond  the  immediate 
quehtion  under  discussion.'* 

Now,  sir,  when  stripped  of  its  verbiage,  and  reduced  to 
its  plain  import,  what  does  the  Secretary  of  Siate  here 
press  so  earnestly  ?  That  Mr.  McLane,  the  minister,  »bo 
nad  been  a  member  of  the  political  party  of  vbich  tbc 
then  President  m'as  the  nominal  head,  (and  the  Secretair 
of  State  a  most  conspicuous  supporter,  with  imputed 
anxiety  to  claire  a  revirsionary  interest  in  the  cbiefuin- 
ship,)  that  the  minister,  who  had  been  a  member  of  thii 
Senate,  and  in  that  cliaracter  infc»rmed  of  the  conflicting 
views  of  the  different  political  branches  o'r  siibdiv;sioM 
into  which  the  great  American  family  had  been  amnjedi 
should  stoop  to  avail  himself  of  this  personal  int.nocv 
with  our  family  dissensions  to  press  earnestly  upon  i 
foreign  Government  the  misconduct  of  one  partiftbi* 
family  in  the  relations  of  our  Government  with  thatfort'pi 
Power,  and  the  more  amiable  and  kind  feelings  of  aw  ttitr 
division  of  it.  But  is  this  alP  No,  sir;  it  is  eanie^^ 
preaied  that  the  American  Government — the  concentrtteo 
will  of  the  whole  Americtin  family,  the  only  legitimate 
source  of  access  to  foreigners,  the  only  authorized  orp» 
of  communion  with  other  nations — that  this  Go\emntBti 
in  the  person  of  its  *«  late  administration,"  should  be 
bowed  down  in  dishonor  and  in  degradation  st  tlie  fwt  rf 
Lonl  Aberdeen,  the  delegated  but  humble  persouaton  rf 
the  British  monarch.  Yes,  wr,  the  unheurd  of,  iinpaiJltl- 
ed,  and  most  revolting  experiment  was  to  be  iwdf, 
(other  supplications  having  failed  to  move  tlie  rtiyal  >j* 
pathy,)  how  far  an  unsparing  comlemnation  of  our>el»«* 
would  disarm  a  British  throne  of  its  haughty,  superdots 
disdain  of  a  just  and  an  hone&t  demaiid.  1  say,  sir,  it  •** 
novel  and  unheard  of.  1  repeat  it."  Let  the  past  bisicry 
of  this  proud  republic  be  minutely  interrogated— ayij* 
the  many  political  changes  of  its  agents,  *liich,  b)  ^^ 
terms  of  its  organization,  it  must  witness,  let  it  be  swigW^ 
let  tlie  days  of  Adams,  of  Jefferson,  of  Madison,  Nonroe, 
and  the  last  Adams,  be  dil  gently  inquired  of.  S'r,w 
voice  i*esponds  to  countenance  this  degrading,  timd* 
graceful  operation,  by  which  the  Government  is  hunJ)W 
into  a  penitential  confession  of  its  tran.^greaBon.s  to  »!>• 
pease  a  foreign  King,  or  to  moderate  the  wratli  or  coac- 
liate  the  favor  of  a  foreign  Power.  . 

Not  only,  Mr.  President,  do  the  fair  and  unadultenw 
pages  of  American  diplomacy  refute  c<wj"*^"*"^  ^  u**!!.- 
miserable  self-abasement,  but,  sir,  the  *i»^00*  *>(  *' '.u^ 
civilized  nations  of  the  eartli  stamp  upon  it  the  ^^^ 
ciiai-acter  of  a  gratuitous  prostitution,  unaided  by  p*" 
dent,  unwarranted  by  any  patallel.  Sir,  it  adds  to  u»^ 
deep  condemnation  which  beknigs  to  ^'^  •"^■^*  j\!^ 
was  aa  us«leis  and  unproductive  of  gain  as  it  vsi  ossf^^ 
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fill  in  itself.  Can  the  imagination  conccrive  how  benefit 
could  possibly  arise,  or  be  supposed  to  arise,  from  an 
abject  confession  of  <'  wrongs,*'  by  repudiating  the  claims 
of  the  Government  as  **  American  pretensions  explicitly 
abandoned  by  those  who  first  asserted  them,  not  revived 
by  their  successonu"  who  are  directe<l  by  counsels  that 
**are  the  result  of  the  judgment  expressed  by  the  only 
earthly  tribunal  to  which  the  late  administration  was 
amenable  fur  its  acts.^*'  What  possible  advantage,  I  ask, 
could  be  anticipated  by  the  position  of  a  prostrate  sup- 
pliant, who,  from  the  depths  of  degradation  and  abase- 
ment, should  thus  beseech  a  foreign  diplomatist,  that 
would  not  be  accorded  to  a  civil  and  high-minded  applica- 
tion, based  upon  the  snggesti6n  that,  however  the  Ame- 
rican  Government  was  convinced  of  its  claims  to  higher 
And  otlier  terms,  it  was  yet  willing,  in  a  spirit  of  frankness, 
and  in  an  anxious  desire  to  terminate  old  and  agitated 
questions  of  disagreement,  ta waive  the  further  prosecu* 
lion  of  those  claims,  and  thereby  to  evince  the  sincerity  of 
its  desire  for  an  amicable  adjustment?  But»  sir,  I  come 
now  to  that  consideration  which  stamps  upon  tikis  subject 
its  peculiar  character,  which  sets  it  off  in  colors  of  a  still 
darker  shade,  and  which  must  leave  us  to  infer  that  no 
mere  want  of  manly,  stern  republican  feeling  of  self-re- 
spect, not  the  unobserved  prostration  or  careless  disregard 
of  national  dignity  and  character,  not  alone  a  cold  and 
callous  insensibility  to  those  feelings  of  cherished  pride, 
of  nice  and  delicate  honor,  which  kindles  into  active  re- 
•ifftance  at  even  the  appearance  of  rebuke:  but  that  some 
more  latent  motive  of  proposed  effect  has  caused  this 
deep  dyed  stain  upon  the  nation's  history  and  its  fame. 
Sir,  as  if  it  were  not  enough  to  bow  down  the  knee  and 
supplicate  forgiveness  in  terms  of  dtileful  regrets  for 
vrongs,  and  anxious  solicitude  to  repair  them;  as  if  it 
were  not  enough  to  open  to  a  foreign  Power  the  hi&tory  of 
our  internal  disputes  and  political  divisions,  and  to  ask 
them  to  consider  one  party  here  as  more  kind  in  their 
feelings,  more  reasonable  in  their  demands;  more  conciliat- 
ing in  their  tone,  and,  therefore,  mure  entitled  to  hope 
for  the  favorable  notice  of  England;  as  if  the  measure  of 
oar  degrudation  was  not  to  be  accomplislied  by  a  g^tuitous 
concession  of  acknowledged  injustice  of  *<  American  pre- 
ten«ons"  *< abandoned,"  the  Secretary  has  resorted,  in 
^e  absence  of  other  provocations,  to  misstatements  of 
laot»  to  create  a  condition  of  things  for  the  purpose  of 

Sivtng  color  to  the  fierceness  and  uncovert  wrath  which 
e  aims  at  his  political  adversaries. 
Sir,  I  say,  and  the  diplomatic  history  of  the  nation  will 
prove,  that  the  statement  made  in  this  particular  charge 
of  the  Secretary  is  fabe  in  fact'— yes,  sir,  doubly  false. 
What  is  it?  **  The  claims  set  up  by  them,  and  which  caus- 
ed the  interruption  of  the  trade  in  question,  have  been 
explicitly  abandoned  by  those  who  fii-st  asserted  them." 
NoW|  the  first  branch  of  the  position  is  utterly  without 
foundation*  we  all  know.  The  last  administration  expli- 
citly abandoned  no,  claims  which  it  set  up,  nor  did  any 
claims  set  up  by  it  cause  the  interruption  of  the  trade. 
The  last  administration  was  willing  to  negotiate  on  the 
subject  of  the  trade,  but  the  British  Government  refused 
to  meet  their  proposal,  although  made  in  the  most  extend- 
ed and  liberal  feeling  of  compromise.     Let  the  corre- 


them !  Truly  this  must  have  amused  the  intelligent  diplo- 
matist to  whom  the  envoy  was  directed  to  make  the  com* 
munication. 

No,  I  am  wrong  in  this  conjecture:  for  I  believe,  from 
my  reading  of  Mr.  McLane's  letters  to  his  lordship,  tliat 
tlie  experiment  was  not  made  upon  his  ignorance  of  what 
every  page  in  the  diplomacy  of  his  own  cmmtrjr  would 
have  tauglit  him.  No,  sir,  this  notion  of  their  bemg  first 
asserted  by  the  MXe  administration  did  not,  I  believe,  find 
place  in  those  letters.  What  *«  bearings  and  relations  that 
reach  beyond  the  immediate  question"  were  in  the  view  of 
the  Secretary,  it  is  not  for  me  to  divine.  He  speaks,  in 
another  part  of  these  instntctions,  of  *•  tlie  impropriety  of 
suffering  any  feelings  that  find  their  origin  in  the  past  pre- 
tensions  of  this  Government  to  have  an  adverse  influence 
upon  the  present  conduct  of  Great  Britain.*'  Sir,  I  do  not 
mean  to  follow  the  SecreUry  in  his  dark  and  mysterious 
language*  The  plain  and  undoubted  import  of  that  which, 
tmfortunately  for  the  nation's  character,  can  admit  of  but 
one  reading,  is  enough  for  me.  No  man,  in  my  poor 
judgment,  can  ask  us  to  confide  to  his  care  the  dignity  of 
the  nation  and  its  honor,  who  has  arrayed  one  political  di- 
vision of  our  people  against  the  Government.  Sir,  what 
is  to  be  the  result^  How  may  this  very  doctrine  recoil  on 
himself?  In  the  same  terms  may  a  British  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  now  say  to  hhn,  •*  I  do  not  respect  your 
opinions  as  those  of  the  American  people;  your  President 
is  about  to  witness  the  termination  of  his  period  of  ofRcct 
a  new  election  is  to  be  made;  the  people,  the  proper  tri- 
bunal to  pass  upon  his  meitsures,  may  not  suslatn  him.  I 
appeal  from  your  judgment,  and  submit  the  matter  to 
theirs,  and,  until  their  sentence  is  recorded,  I  can  only  re- 
gard your  administration  as  you  have  regarded  the  late 
administration.'*  Yes,  sir,  these  are  legitimate  conse- 
quences of  such  doctrine,  involving  a  perfect  and  entire 
surrender  of  all  consideration  abroad^  and  all  national  pride 
at  home.  To  an  individual  who  has  thus  outraged  the 
cliaracter  pYoperiy  belonging  to  a  great  and  high-minded 
nation  of  freemen,  who  has  prostrated  its  di^piity,  and 
brought  disgrace  andtliriionor  upon  its  diplomatic  reputa- 
tion, I  never  can  advise  the  President  to  confide  the  pre- 
servation of  its  respect  abroad:  and  this  first  asserticm  of  a 
course  pregnant  with  ^^ety  thing  that  threatens  the  pride, 
and  dignity,  and  honor  or  the  American  republic,  will,  I 
trust,  be  marked  by  the  most  decinve  reprobation  of  an 
American  Senate. 

[Af\er  Mr.  CflAMBsms  concluded,  Mr.  SMtTH,  of  Marjr- 
lanid,  made  some  observations,  which  are  incorporated  in 
a  full  report  of  his  remarks,  which  appears  nearer  the 
close  of  the  debate.] 

Mr.  CLAYTON,  of  Delaware,  rose  to  reply  to  some  re- 
marks of  Mr.  SxiTB.  He  said  he  rose  under  a  deep  sense 
of  the  responsibility  which  he  owed  to  the  Senate  and  the 
country  on  this  question.  He  owed  it  to  himself,  to  the 
people  whose  representative  he  was,  and  to  the  t>ody  of 
which  he  was  a  member,  to  state  briefly  the  grounds  upon 
which  he  should  render  a  vote,  withholding  hii  advice  to 
the  President  to  make  this  appointment. 

I  agree,  said  Mr.  C,  with  my  friend  fhim  Mafjland, 
[Mr.  CHAMBxms,]  in  the  view  which  he  has  taken  of  the 
instructions  given  by  the  late  Secretary  of  State  to  our 


spondence  of  our  Secretary  of  State,  and  the  message  of  minister  at  the  court  of  St.  James.     I  consider  the  late 


the  President,  prove  this.  But,  unfounded  as  is  that 
branch  of  the  assertion,  how  manifestly  and  obviously  more 
so,  how  profoundly  destitute  of  even  the  shadow  of  cor- 
rectness is  the  other,  which  declares  that  the  miscalh*d 
''American  pretensions'*  were  first  asserted  by  the  last  ad- 
ministration. Why,  sir,  does  not  every' one  know  that  in 
this  respect  the  last  administration  did  but  pursue  the 
settled  and  fixed  purpose  of  the  administration  that  pre- 
ceded it,  and  that  these  "  pretenuons"  did  not  commence 
even  then?  Sir,  all  administrations  had  indulged  these 
ptdsniioBS.    The  lust  sdmiiustTation  the  first  to  assert 


neg<}tiation  rejecting  the  West  India  trsde  with  the 
English  nation  as  the  most  humiliating  to  our  national  pride 
that  has  occurred  in  the  annals  of  our  diplomacy.  The 
minister  was  sent  with  instructions  to  fawn,  and  beg  as  a 
boon,  at  the  footstool  of  a  foreign  Power,  what  we  were 
entitled  to  as  a  right;  and  to  abandon  and  denounce,  as 
untenable  *<  pretensions,"  what  had  been  always  before 
insisted  upon  as  a  matter  of  justice  to  our  country.  He 
wss  positively  directed  to  consider  his  own  Government  as 
justly  assailable  for  **  too  long  and  too  tenaciouriv  resist- 
ingthe  lights  of  Great  Britain,^  and  particularly  ftT  omiti 
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ting  to  ftccept  the  terms  offered  by  the  act  of  Parliament 
of  July,  1825.  He  was  directed  to  speak  with  confidence 
**  of  the  respective  parts  taken  by  those  to  whom  the  ad- 
ministration of  this  Government  is  now  committed,"  to  lay 
before  Europe  the  state  of  parties  in  this  country,  and  to 
degpiide  and  disg^race  all  the' former  admmistrations  of  our 
Government,  during^  which  this  right  had  been  insisted 
upon,  by  entirely  and  unconditionally  withdrawing  all  our 
claims  for  justice  on  thai  country.  He  was  told,  in  sub- 
■tance,  to  press  upon  England  tfte  state  of  our  domestic 
and  party  diffisrences  at  honle,  and  he  was  admonished 
that  this  subject  liad  bearings  and  relations  which  reached 
beyond  the  immediate  question  under  discussion.  Sir, 
this  minister  did  as  he  was  ordered  to  do.  Me  **  entreat- 
ed," and  ••appealed,"  and  ••begged,"  and  ••prayed," 
•*  regfretted,"  and  ••  solicited,"  and  ••  hoped  tp  be  excus- 
ed,^' and  confessed  we  had  been  in  the  wrong,  instead  of 
repelling  with  dignity  the -insolence  and  aarcasm  of  the 
Britbh  ministry  <  until  the  contemptible  boon  was  ••  grant- 
ed,'* and  the  nationsl  cliaracter  effectually  degraded.  Let 
him  take  his  place  in  the  treasury  for  this;  but  let  not  him 
who  gare  thoe  instnictioils  succeed  him  at  the  court  of  St. 
James,  again  to  ••  beg,"  and  ••  solkit,"  and  degrade  us  in 
the  eyes  of  Europe,  by  laying  before  the  world  the  state 
of  our  domestic  differences  at  home.  Let  us  say  to  the 
British  Government  this  day  by  our  vote,  that  we  never 
consented  to  the  disgrace  which  has  befallen  us,  and  that 
we  prefer  to  recall  the  minister  who  lias  dishonored  um, 
to  aU  the  pretended  benefits  of  this  miserable  negotiation. 
On  this  ground  alone,  I  will  this  day  condemn  this  ap- 
pmntment,  so  far  as  my  votie  will  go  to  effect  it;  and,  m 
10  doing,  as  an  American  Senator,  I  say  to  England,  that 
we  will  never  consent  to  crouch  for  favors;  and  to  all  our 
ministers,  now  and  forever,  that  we  wilt  condemn  every 
attempt  to  carry  our  family  divisions  beyond  our  own 
household. 

Sir,  the  gentleman  from  Maryland,  who  last  addressed 
us,  [Mr.  Smith,]  replied  to  similar  objections  made  by  his 
colleague,  that  tlie  President  was  alone  responsible  lor 
these  instructions,  and  not  the  Secretary  whose  name  was 
signed  to  themr  Such  has  been  the  pretence  for  exone* 
rating  from  all  responsibility  other  persons  charged ^ith 
malaidmihistralion  of  the  Government.  Either  by  pre- 
venting tlie  disclosure  here  of  impeachable  matter,  or  by 
presenting  the  President  as  a  shield  to  the.party  charged 
with  it,  the  responsibility  of  every  inferior  public  agent  is 
melted  away  to  nothing.  The  ^ntieman,  without  de- 
fending the  Secretary  or  the  minister  in  this  negotiation 
about  the  West  India  trade,  feels  safe  if  he  can  interpose 
the  President  as  the  party  chargeable  with  the  whole  mat- 
ter. But  1  will  do  tlie  President  the  justice  to  say  that  1 
cannot  believe  he  had  read  these  instructions  when  they 
were  given;  and  I  hold  the  Secretary  answerable  to  his 
country  for  every  public  act  performed  by  him  while  he 
remMned  in  office. 

There  is  another  topic  closely  ^nnected  with  the  honor 
and  interest  of  this  nation,  upon  which  the  nominee  be- 
fore us  has  been  strongly  charged,  and  in  relation  to  which 
loonfess  the  wish  that  an  investigation,  instituted  before  I 
took  my  seat  this  session,  had  been  prosecuted  to  its  ter- 
mination before  this  day.  1  refer  to  the  causes  which  pro- 
duced the  disruption  of  the  late  cabinet.  I  view  that 
event  as  highly  disreputable  to  our  country;  and  I  find 
that,  according  to  the  declarationaof  a  gentleman  who  for- 
nerly  edited  a  )>aper  in  the  State  of  New  York,  advocat- 
ing the  President's  administration,  Mr.  Van  Buren  pri- 
vately informed  liim  ••  that  it  (the  dissolution  of  the  late 
cabinet)  was  caused  by  the  conduct  of  the  Vice  President 
and. Mr.  Ingham,  who  desired  the  retirement  of  General 
Jackson  from  office  at  the  expiration  of  the  first  four  years 
of  his  term  of  service;"  at  the  safne  time  in  effect  charg- 
ing a  censpiracy  between  these  gentlemen  tc^  traduce  the 
ohvacter  of  a  ohiite  aad  vixtnoiM  w«Baii«  mofdertopiQ* 


duce  the  destruction  of  the  cabinet;  aiid  (stating)  thtthe, 
Mr.  V.  B.,  had  thtKigfht  it  better  to  retire  in  time,  knovr. 
ing  that,  if  he  led  the  way,  ••  the  rest  roust  foHow."  Thii 
inlbrmation  is,  I  believe,  now  in  the  hands  of  a  Senator 
from  Misnsstppi  near  me,  [Mr.  PoinDaxTsa,!  anditis^ud 
that  the  author  of  it  is  present  in  the  city,  ready  to  bear  to* 
timony  to  the  truth  of  it.  However  this  may  be,  I  tmist  be 
permitted  to  say,  as  one  whose  course  here  has  been  pUin, 
having  had  nothing  to  do  with  either  of  ihe  contending 
branches  of  the  party  in  power,  that  I  connder  aich  t 
charge  against  the  Vice  President  as  unjitst,  and  uttrrlf 
without  foundation;  while  I  hold  that  the  declaration  cnv 
taining  the  charge  contains  also  an  unequivocal  adminoo 
as  to  the  trtie  agent,  and  the  motive  of  that  agent,  in  the 
transaction  to  which  I  have  alluded.  But  without  refer- 
ence to  this,  and  many  other  matters  which  might  be  &th 
!y  pressed  into  this  discussion  as  reasons  for  the  vote  whitih 
I  am  about  to  render,  I  content  myself  by  restinj^  that  vote 
on  the  ground  of  the  instructions  given  by  Mr.  Van  Buren 
to  our  Ute  minister  to  England,  aiid  the  consequent  d» 
honor  to  our  diplomatic  intercourse  with  that  country. 

Mr.  C.  concluded  by  observing  that,  on  some  more  nit' 
able  occasion,  he  might  give  his  views  on  die  subject  of 
that  negotiation;  but  he  w;ould  prefer  doing  so  in  the  to 
of  the  country,  to  a  secret  discussion  in  the  executive  so- 
sion  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  CLAY  said,  after  the  most  defiberate  cohsiden^ 
I  regret  that  I  find  myself  utterly  unable  to  reconcile «iA 
the  duty  I  owe  to  my  country,  a  vote  in  favor  of  this  dp- 
mination.  1  regret  it,  because,  in  all  the  past  strife  tf 
party,  the  relations  of  ordinary  civility  and  courtesy  vdt 
never  interrupted  between  tlie  gentleman  whose  naineii 
before  us,  anu  myself.  But  1  regard  my  obligations  to  tin 
people  of  tlie  United  States,  and  to  the  honor  and  ehan^ 
ter  of  their  Government,  as  paramountto  every  prime oa- 
sideration*  There  was  no  necessity  known  to  us  ibr<lle(i^ 
parture  of  tlits  gemlenuin  from  tlie  United  States,  prior  to 
the  submission  of  his  name  to  the  Senate.    Great  Bntaio 


was  represented  here  by  a  diplomatic  agent,  having  no 
higher  rank  than  that  of  a  charge  d'affaires.  ^Vc  veie 
represented  in  England  by  one  of  equal  rank;  one  vin 
had  shed  lustre  upon  his  country  by  his  high  liteiny 
character;  one  of  whom  it  may  be  jtictiy  said  that,  in  oo  r^ 
spect,  was  he  inferior  to  the  gentleman  before  ns.  Al- 
though I  shall  not  controvert  the  ri^ht  of  the  Prc«den(, 
in  an  eztraordinar}'  case,  to  send  abroad  a  public  nunisteri 
witliout  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Sienate,  I  do  oK 
admit  that  it  ever  ought  to  be  done  without  the  existence 
of  some  special  cause,  to  be  communicated  to  the  ^^'^ 
We  have  received  no  communication  of  the  existences 
any  such  special  cause.  This  view  of  the  matter  migai 
not  have  been  sufficient  alone  to  justify  a  rejection  of  tla 
nomination;  but  it  is  sufficient  to  authorize  us  to  cvbs^ 
the  subject  with  aa  perfect  freedom  as  we  could  l»« 
done  if  the  minister  had  remained  in  the  United  State* 
and  awaited  the  decision  of  the  Senate.  1  consider  o?- 
self,  therefore,  not  committed  by  the  separate  aud  un- 
advised act  of  the  President  in  despatching  Hr.  ^ 
Buren,  in  the  vacation  of  the  Senate,  and  not  aveo'mf 
time  before  it  was  to  assemble.  '  ^^ 

My  main  objection  to  tlie  confirmation  of  his  spp«^ 
roent  arises  out  of  his  instructions  to  th^  late  minister  oftff 
United  SUtes  at  the  court  of  Great  Britain.  The  itt^ 
tion  of  the  Senate  has  been  already  called  to  part*  ^ 
those  instructions;  but  there  are  otiier  parts  of  tbea, 
in  my  opinion,  highly  reprehensible.  Speaking  of  tw 
colonial  question,  he  says:  "In  reviewing  the  ereno 
wliich  have  preceded,  and  more  or  leas  contributed  to» 
result  so  much  to  be  regreUed,  there  will  be  found  iw<« 
grounds  on  which  we  are  most  assaiUble.  First,  ini^ 
tookmgand  too  tenaciously  resisting  the  right  of  W«J 
Britain  to  impose  protecthig  duties  in  her  colonies; 
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the  terms  oB'ered  by  the  act  of  ParluMncnt  of  July,  1825,  the  rule  which  has  been  stated,  but  it  was  whh  the*  ex- 


after  the  subject  had  been  brouglit  before  Contqress,  and 
deliberately  aoted  upon  by  our  Government."  •  •  •  • 
'*  You  will  therefore  see  the  propriety  of  possessing  your- 
self fiilly  of  aU  the  explanatory  and  mitigating  circum- 
stances connected  with  them,  that  you  may  be  enabled  to 
obviate,  as  far  .as  practicablei  the  unfavorable  impression 
wliichthey  have  produced."  And^ftcr  reproa^b^^g  the 
late  administration  with  setting  up  cliiims  for  tlie  first  time, 
which  they  explicitly  abandoued^  be  says,  in<  coucUision, 
**  1  will  8d<l  nothing  as  to  the  impropriety  of  suiferingany 
feelings  that  find  their  origin  in  the  past  pretensions  of 
this  Government  to  have  an  adverse  mfluence  upon  the 
present  conduct  of  Great  Britain." 

On  our  side,  accordmg  to  Mr.  Van  Buren,  all  was 
wron^;  «n  the  Britisti  side,  ail  was  right  We  brought 
forward  nothing  but  claims  and  pretensionsi  the  Briush 
Government  asserted,  on  the  other  hand,  a  clear  and  incun- 
testable  right.  We  erred  ill  too  tenaciously  and  too  long 
innsting  upon  our  pretensions,  and  not  yelding  at  once  to 
the  force  of  their  just  demands.  And  Mr.  McLane  was 
commanded  to  avail  himself  (»f  all  the  circuBistaiiCes  in  his 
power  to  mitigate  our  offence,  and  to  dissuade  the  Bntjsh 
Government  from  alk»wing  their  feehngs,  justly  incurred 
by  the  past  conduct  of  the  party  driven  from  pOwer,  to 
have  an  adverse  hifluence  towards  the  Amerioan  parly 
now  ill  power.  Sir,  was  this  becoming  language  from 
«ne  independent  nation  to  another?  Was  it  proper  in  the 
mouth  (U  an  American  minister?  Was  it  in  conformity 
with  the  high,  unbulUed,  and  dgnified  cbaraeter  of  our 
previous  diplomacy?  Was  it  not,  on  the  contrary,,  the 
language  of  an  humble  vassal  to  &  proud  and  haughty 
lord?  Was  it  not  prostrating  and  degrading  the  Ameii- 
can  eagle  before  the  British  lion? 

Let  us  examine  a  little  these  pretensions  which  the 
American  Government  so  unjustly  put  forward  and  oo 
pertinaciously  maintained,  Tue  American  Government 
contended  that  the  produce  of  the  United  States  ought  to 
be  admitted  into  the  British  West  Indies,  on  the  ^me 
terms  as  similar  produce  of  the  British  American  conti- 
nental possessions;  ttiat,  without  this  equahty,  our  produce 
could  not  maintain  in  the  British  West  liidtes  a  fair  compe- 
tition witi)  the  produce  of  Canada;  and  that  British  pre- 
ierence  given  to  the  Canadian  produce  in  the  West  Indies 
would  dmw  from  the  western  part  of  New  York  and  the 
northern  part  of  Ohio  Ainerscan  produce  into  Canada, 
Aggrandizing  Montreal  and  Quebec,  and  giving  empioy- 
nieiit  to  British  shipping,  to  the  prejudice  of  the  canals  of 
New  York,  tlie  portof  New  York,  and  American sltipping. 

This  was  the  oH'ence  of  the  American  Government;  and 
we  are  at  this  moment  realizing  the  evils  i|^ich  it  I'ore- 
aaw.  Our  produce  is  pasHiiig  into  Canada,  enriching  her 
capitals,  and  nourisliing  British  navigation.  Our  own 
wheat  is  transported  from  the  western  part  of  New  Yurk 
into  Canada,  there  manufactured,  and  thence  tratutported 
in  Britisti  ships  in  the  form  of  Canadian  flour.  We  are  tims 
deprived  of  the  privilege  even  of  manufacturing  our  own 
^rain.  And  when  the  produce  of  the  United  States, 
shipped  from  the  Atlantic  ^lorts,  ai'rives  at  the  British 
"West  Indies,  it  is  unable,  in  consequence  of  the  heavy 
<iutjes  with  which  most  of  it  is  burdened,  to  sustain  a  com- 
petition with  British  or  colonal  produce,  freely  admitted. 

The  general  rule  may  lie  adbuittted  that  tycry  nation 
has  a  right  to  fiivor  its  own  productions,  by  protecting 
duties  or  other  regulations;  but,  like  all  general  rules,  it 
muat  have  its  exceptions.  And  tiie  relation  in  which 
Oreat  Britain -stMnds  to  her  oontinental  and  West  India 
culonies,  from  which  slie  is  sepm^ated  by  a  vast  sea,  and 
the  reliOions  in  which  tlie  Umted  States  stands  to  those 
colonies,  jbome  of  which  are  in  juxtaposition  with  them,  con- 
stitute a  fit  case  for  such  art  exception. 

It  is  true  that  the  late  admuiistration  did  authorise, 
Mr.  GaUatiat(»trwtwithGreat.Brit«o  upoathttowi  of 


press  Understanding  that  some  competent  provision  should 
be  made  in  the  treaty  to  guard  against  the  Brit'inh  mono- 
puly  of  the  transportation  of  our  own  pfuduce  passing 
through  Canada.  Mr.  Gallatin  was  tnftirmed  ■*  that  the 
United  States  consent  to  waive  *the  demand  which  they 
•have  heretofore  made  of  the  admission  of  their  produc- 
t'lons  into  British  colonies  at  the  same  and  no  hisHier  tate 
of  duty  as  simitar  productiqns  are  chargeable  with  when 
imported  from  one  into  another  British  colony,  with  the 
esceptrtm  of  our  produce  descending  the  St.  Lawrence 
and  the  Sorrel.'" 

There  was  no  abandonment  of  our  right,  no  condemna- 
tion of  the  previous  conduct  of  our  Government,  no 
humiliating  adtntsHion  that  we  had  put  forth,  and  too  tena- 
ciously clung  to,  unsustainable  pretensions,  and  that  Great 
Britain  had  all  along  been  in  the  right.  We  only  fore- 
bore,  for  the  present,  to  assert  a  right,  leaving  our- 
selves at  liberty,  subsequently,  to  resume  it.  What  Mr. 
Gallatin  was  authorized  to  cto,  was  to  make  a  temporary 
concesfton,  and  it  was  proposed  with  this  preliminary 
unmmciation :  **  But,  notwithstanding,  on  a  fiill  considera- 
tion of  the  whole  subject,  the  President,  anxious  to  give  a 
strong  proof  to  Great  Britain  of  the  desire  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  United  States  to  arrai>g«  this  long  con- 
tested matter  of  the  colonial  intercourse,  in  a  manner 
mutually  sat'isfaclory,  authorizes  yoti,'*&c.  And  Hr. 
Gallatin  was  required  "to  endeavor  to  make  a  lively  im- 
pression on  tlie  British  Government  of  the  conciliatory 
spirit  of  that  of  the  United  States,  which  lias  dictated  the 
present  liberal  offer,  and  of  tlieir  expectation  to  meet,  hi 
ttie  progress  of  your  negotiations,  with  a  corres'lionding 
firiemlly  disposition." 

Now,  sir,  keeping  ^ght  of  the  object  which  the  late 
Secretary  of  State  had  in  view,  the  opening  of  the  trade 
with  the  British  colonies,  which  was  the  best  mode  to  ac- 
complish it  ?  To  send  our  minister,  to  prostrate  himself'  as  a 
supplicant  before  the  British  tJirone,  and  to  say  to  the  Bri- 
tisli  King,  we  have  offemled  your  Majesty;  the  late  Ameri- 
can administration  brought  rorward  pretensions  which  we 
cannot  sustain,  and  they  too  long  and  too  tenaciously 
.•<lhered  to  them.  Your  Majesty  was  always  in  tlie  right. 
But  we  hope  that  your  Majesty  will  be  graciously  pleased 
to  recollect  that  it  was  not  we,  who  are  now  in  possession 
of  the  American  power,  but  those  who  have' been  ex- 
pelted  from  it,  that  wronged  your  Majesty;  and  that  we, 
when  out  of  power,  were  on  the  side  of  your  Majesty.' 
Ami  we  do  humbly  pray  that  your  Majesty,  taking  all 
mitigating  circumsiuiicos  into  consideration,  will  gracious- 
ly condescend  to  extend  to  us  the  privileges  of  the  British 
act  of  Parliament  of  1825,  and  to  grant  us  the  boon  of  a 
trade  with  your  Majesty's  West  India  colonies?  Or,  to 
huve  presented  himself  before  the  British  monarch  in  the 
manly  and  dignified  attitude  of  a  minister  of  this  republic; 
and,  abstaining  from  all  condemnation  or  animadversion 
upon  ttie  past  conduct  ot  his  own  Government,  to  have 
placed  the  withdrawal  of  our  former  demand  dpon  the 
ground  of  concession,  in  aspirit  of  amity  and  compromise? 

But  the  late  Secretary  of  State,  the  appointed  organ  of 
the  American  people  to  vindicate  their  riglits  with  all 
foreign  Powers,  and  to  expose  the  injustice  of  any  un- 
founded demands  which  they  might  assert,  was  not  con- 
tent with  exerting  his  ingenuity  to  put  his  own  country  in 
the  wrong,  and  the  British  Government  in  the  right.  He 
endeavored  to  attach  to  tlie  late  administration  the  dis- 
credit of  bringing  forward  unfounded  pretensions,  and, 
by  disclaiming  them,  to  propitiate  the  favor  of  the  British 
King.  He  says  that  the  views  of  the  present  administra- 
tion, upon  the  subject  of  the  colonial  trade,  *'  have  been 
submitted  to  the  people  of  tlie  United  States;  and  the 
counsels  by  which  your  conduct  is  now  directed,  are  the 
result  of  tlie  judgment  expressed  by  the  only  earthly 
trtbunal  to  which  the  late  «diauiistratH>a  wa«  ameiiatde  km 
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its  acts.     It  should  be  sufficient  that  the  claims  set  up  by 
them,  and  that  caused  the  interruption  of  the  trade  in 

Suestion,  have  been  explicitly  abandoned  by  those  who 
rst  asserted  them,  and  am  not  revived  by  their  succes- 
sors." The  late  Secretary  of  State,  the  gentleman  under 
conside'nition,  here  makes  the  statement  ttiat  the  late  ad- 
ministration were  t)ie  first  to  set  up  the  claims  to  which  he 
refers.  Now,  under  all  the  high  responsibility  which  be- 
longs to  the  seat  which  I  occupy,  1  deliberately  pronounce 
that  this  statement  is  untrue;  and  that  the  late  Secretary 
either  must  have  known  it  to  be  untrue,  or  he  was  culpa- 
bly negligent  of  his  duty  iiv  not  ascertaining  what  had 
been  done  under  prior  administrations.  1  repeat  the 
charge,  the  statement  must  have  been  known  to  be  un- 
true, or  there  was  culpable  negligence.  If  it  were  ma- 
terial, I  believe  it  couldbe  shown  that  the  claim  in  question 
-«the  right  to  the  admission  into  the  British  Webt  Indies 
of  the  produce  of  the  United  States  upon  an  equal  foot- 
ing with  similar  produce  of  the  British  continental  colo- 
nies, is  coeval  with  the  existence  of  our  present  constitu- 
tion; and  that,  whenever  the  occasion  arose  for  asserting 
the  claim,  it  was  asserted.  But  1  shall  go  no  further  back 
than  to  Mr.  Madison's  administration.  Mr.  Monroe,  the 
then  Secretary  of  State,  instructed  our  then  minister  at 
London,  upon  this  subject^  he  negotiated  with  Lord  Castle- 
reagh  in  respect  to  it,  and  this  very  claim  prevented  an 
adjustment  at  that  time  of  the  colonial  question.  U  was 
again  brought  forward  under  Mr.  Monroe's  SAlministra- 
tion,  when  Mr.  Rush  was  our  minister  at  London.  He 
opened  a  long  and  protracted  negotiation  upon  this  and 
other  topics,  which  was  suspended  in  tlie  summer  of  1824, 
prmcipaily  because  the  parties  could  not  a^^ree  on  any 
satis&ctory  arrangement  of  this  very  colonial  question. 

Thus,  at  least,  two  administrations,  prior  to  tliat  of  Mr. 
Adams,  had  brought  forward  this  identical  claim  or  pre- 
tension which  his  was  the  first  to  assert,  according  to  the 
late  Secretary  of  Stute. 

The  next  charge*  which  the  late  Secretary  of  State,  the 
official  defender  of  the  rights  of  the  American  people, 
preferred  against  his  own  Government,  was  that  of  *' omit- 
ting to  accept  the  terms  offered  by  tlie  act  of  Parliament 
of  July,  182)$,  after  tlie  subject  had  been  brought  before 
Qongress,  and^  deliberately  acted  upon  by  our  Govern- 
ment." Never  was  there  a  more  unfounded  charge 
brought  forward  by  any  native  against  his  own  Govern- 
ment; and  never  was  there  a  more  unwarranted  apology 
'setup  for  a  foreign  Government;  and  a  plain  historical 
narrative  will  demonstrate  the  truth  of  both  these  pro- 
positions. 

It  has  been  already  stated  that  the  negotiation  of  Mr. 
Rusii,  embracing  the  precise  colonial  claim  under  consi- 
deration, was  suspended  in  1824,  with  an  underbtanding 
between  the  two  Governments  that  it  was  to  be  resumed 
on  all  points  at  some  future  convenient  period.  Early  in 
July,  1825,  neither  Government  having  then  proposed  a 
resumption  of  the  negotiation,  the  British  Parliament 
passed  an  act  to  regulate  the  colonial  trade  with  foreign 
Powers.  This  act  was  never,  during  the  late  administrs' 
tion,  either  at  London  or  Washington,  officially  communi- 
cated by  the  British  to  the  American  Government;  and  we 
only  obtained  it  through  otlier  channels.  Now,  if  it  had 
been  the  purpose  of  the  British  Government,  by  the  pas- 
sage of  that  act,  to  withdraw  tiie  colonial  question  from 
the  negotiation,  it  ought  to  have  communicated  tliat  pur- 
pose to  this  Government,  and,  at  the  same  time,  the  act 
of  Parliament,  as  supplanting  and  substituting  the  negotia- 
tion. But  it  never  did  communicate  such  purpose.  The 
act  itself  did  not  specifically  embrace  the  United  States, 
and  offered  terms  which,  upon  the  face  of  the  act,  it  was 
impossible  for  the  United  States  to  accede  to.  It  requir- 
ed, for  example,  that,  to  entitle  Powers,  not  possessing 
colonies,  to  the  benefit  of  the  act,  fliey  must  place  the 
JMvfgatipn  and  oommffto^  oi  Great  Britain  upon  the  fbot^i 


tng  of  the  most  fiftvored  nation.  To  have  done  this  v< 
have  admitted  British  sltipping  to  import  into  tlie  Unitfd 
States,  on  the  same  conditions  with  native  shipping,  the 
productions  df  any  quarter  of  tlit  globe,  without  ired 
orocal  liberty  on  the  part  of  the  sliipping  of  thf  Cnitrf 
States  in  British  ports.  The  act  itself  was  d  ffrmnir 
construed  in  different  colonial  ports  of  Great  Britain;  tni 
an  order  of  the  local  Government  of  Halifax,  dosing  thti 
port  againnt  our  vessels  from  the  5th  of  January,  vassiit- 
sequently  revoked,  thereby  confirming  the  impitwDo 
that  the  act  of  Parliament  was  not  intended  to  dispecie 
with  the  previous  negotiation.  A nd,  to  conchidc  th  s  ^, 
of  the  narrative,  as  late  as  the  20th  October,  1826,  Mr 
Vaughan,  the  British  minister,  upon  being  interrogate! 
by  the  then  Secretary  of  State,  was  totally  uninstntcttd 
to  afford  any  information  as  to  the  meaning  or  intent  ef 
the  act  of  July,  1825. 

Meantime,  in  March,  1836,  more  than  six  months  iftfr 
the  passsage  of  the  act  of  Parliament,  Mr.  T»ughan» 
tified  the  Department  of  State  that  he  had  '*  receiTtil  » 
stniettons  from  his  Majesty's  Government  to  KquaintTX 
that  it  is  preparing  to  proceed  to  the  im'portaDt  negt^ 
tions  between  that  country  and  the  United  States,  aov 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  American  minister  in  London.' 
•  •  ♦  •  ''The  negotiations  will,  thettfcR, 
be  forthwith  resumed.*'  •  •  Here  the  wp\t 
ticms  were  spoken  of,  without  exception  of  the  colwal 
question,  the  most  important  of  them.  If  it  had  bcenn* 
tended  to  withdraw  tliat,  no  time  could  have  been  wm 
suitable  to  announce  that  intention;  biitnostich  aniwB- 
ciation  was  made.  Mr.  Vaughan  was  informed  that  vcab 
would  prepare  for  the  negotiation,  (including,  of  c«««i 
the  colonial  question,)  and  Mr.  Galhtin  was  acconlint|tf 
shortly  after  sent  out,  with  full  powers  and  instructkwi 
amicably  to  settle  that  question.  On  his  arrival  in  tf 
land,  in  the  summer  of  1826,  he  was  told  by  the  Bn^ 
Government  that  they  would  not  negotiate  on  the  cote* 
question;  that  they  had  made  up  their  mind  from  iU 
passage  of  the  act  of  July,  1825,  not  to  nei^ttate  about  it. 
and  he  was  informed  by  the  sarcastic  Mr.'C«nnfn}r,tbit,« 
we  had  failed  to  ft^^cept  the  boon  which  the  Brit'nli  (^ 
vernment  had  then  ofi^red,  we  were  then  too  btr! 

Such  is  the  state  of  the  case  on  which  the  bte  Secrt- 
tafy  of  State  so  authoritatively  pronounces  judf^a^ 
against  his  own  Government  for  *' omitting  to  sccrptt^ 
terms  offered  by  the  act  of  Parliament  of  Jnlji  1®5_ 
He  adds,  indeed,  «*  after  the  subject  had  been  broup 
before  Congress,  and  deliberately  acted  upon  by  our  on 
Government."  It  waa  brought  before  eongresa  )«» 
session  of  1825-6,  not  at  the  instance  of  the  Anenetf 
Executive,  but  upon  the  spontaneous  and  ill-jtidged  do- 
tion  of  the  gentleman  from  Maryland,  [Mr.  Snira,]  t« 
Mr.  Gallatin  was  informed  that  if  the  bill  prnpoH  vj 
that  gentleman  had  been  passed,  it  would  have  been«' 
aatisfactory  to  the  British  Government. 

I  have  another  objection  to  this  nomination.  I  ^^^ 
upon  circumstances  which  satisfy  my  mmd,  that  to  tM 
gentleman  is  principally  to  be  ascribed  the  introdocW«« 
the  odious  system  of  proscription  for  the  exercise  or  <v 
elective  franchise  in  the  GoveNunent  of  the  V^^ 
States.  I  uiKlerstand  that  it  is  the  system  on  whiditv 
party  in  his  own  State,  of  which  he  is  the  repnttd  h<* 
constantly  acts.  He  was  amcmg  the  first  of  the  Secf^ 
taries  to  apply  that  system  to  tlie  dismission  of  ^}^^ 
his  department,  known  to  me  to  he  highly  meritonoj* 
and  among  them  one  who  is  now  a  RepresentstiTe  >» 
otlier  House.  It  is  a  detestable  system,  drsva  froiDi^ 
worst  periods  of  the  Roman  republic:  and  ^j^V^j 
be  perpetuated;  if  the  offices,  honors,  and  ^^^^ 
the  people  were  to  be  put  up  to  a  scramble,  •**  ***"'^ 
by  the  rcsultof  every  Presidential  election,  our  ^f^^ 
and  institutions,  becoming  intolerable,  would  finailf^ 
a  deapotiim  M  wejBMtUft  ••  that  A  C«nitialiB€|»^ 


1325 


OP  DEBATES  m  CONGRESS. 


1326 


■     <■ 


Jav.  1832.] 


Exeeutitfe  PiiKeedhig9, 


[Skhatx. 


Sir,  the  necessity  iioder  which  we  are  placed  ia  painful. 
But  it  18  no  fault  of  the  Senate,  whose  consent  aAd  advice 
are  required  by  the  eonstitution  to  consuiYimate  this  ap- 
pointment, that  the  minister  has  b^en  sent  out  of  the 
United  States  without  their  concurrence.  I  hope  that  the 
public  will  not  be  prejudiced  by  his  rejection,  if  he  should 
be  rejected.  And  I  feel  perfectly  assured  that,  if  the 
Government  to  which  he  has  been  deputed  shall  learn 
that  he  has  been  rejected  because  he  has  there,  by  his  in- 
structions to  Mr.  McLane,  stained  the  character  of  our 
country,  the  moral  effect  of  our  decision  will  greatly  otit- 
wetglvany  advantages  to  be  derived  fh>m  his  negotiations, 
whatever  tliey  may  have  been  intended  to  be. 

Mr.  MARCY  said  that  he  had  intimated  heretofore, 
more  than  once,  that  it  was  not  his  intention  to  offer  to  the 
Senate  any  observations  upon  the  main  question  now  be- 
fore them.  What  regarded  the  conduct  of  the  present 
minister  to  London,  was  better  understoo<l  by  other  mem- 
bers; and  what  was  to  be  said  in  explanation  or  vindication 
of  it,  wotild  be  better  said  and  better  received  from  most 
of  them,  by  reason  of  their  great  experience  in  public 
affairs,  and  their  particular  knowledge  of  the  transactions 
which  have  t>een  broufi^ht  under  review  in  this  discussion 
He  had  determined  that  it  would  be  his  duty  to  trouble  the 
Senate  with  remtirks,  only,  in  case  topics  should  be  intro- 
duced into  the  debate,  with  whicli  he  might  well  be  suppos- 
ed, from  his  locul  situation,  to  be  particularly  acquainted. 

The  occasion  which  rendered  it  proper  tliat  he  should 
say  something,  had  arisen  in  consequence  of  what  had 
fallen  from  the  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr 
Clat.]  His  attack  was  not  confined  to  the  nominee;  it 
reached  the  State  which  he  [Mr.  M.]  represented  in  this 
boc^yJ  One  of  the  grmuids  of  opposition  to  the  minister 
•,  to  London,  taken  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  was  the 
■'  pernicious  system  of  party  politics  adopted  by  the  present 
administration,  by  which  the  honors  and  offices  were  put 
up  to  be  scrambled  for  by  paKisans,  &c.-»a  system, 
which  the  minister  to  London,  as  the  Senator  fron  Ken- 
tucky alleged,  had  brought  here  from  the  State  in  which 
he  formerly  lived,  and  had  for  so  long  a  time  acted  a  con- 
spicuous part  in  its  political  transactions.  1  know,  sir, 
•aid  Mr.  M.,  that  it'n  the  habit  of  some  gentlemen  to 
speak  with  censure  or  reproach  of  the  politics  of  New 
York.  Like  other  States,  we  have  contests,  and,  as  a  ne- 
cessary consequence,  triumphs  and  defeats.  The  State 
is  large,  with  great  and  diversified  interests;  in  some  parts 
of  it,  commerce  is  the  objeot  of  general  pui^uit;  in  otners, 
manufactures  and  agriculture  are  the  chief  concerns  of  its 
citizens.  We  have  men  of  enterprise  hnd  talents,  who 
aspire  to  public  distinction.  It  is  natural  to  expect  from 
these  circumstances,  and  others  that  might  be  alluded  to, 
that  her  politico  should  excite  more  interest  at  home,  and 
attract  more  attention  abroad,  than  tliose  of  many  other 
States  in  the  confederacy. 

It  may  be,  sir,  that  the  politicians  of  the  United  States 
are  not  so  fastidious  as  some  gentlemen  are,  as  to  disclos- 
ing the  principles  on  which  they  act.  They  boldly  preach 
what  they  practise.  When  tliey  are  contending  for  victorjv 
they  avow  their  mtention  of  enjoying  the  fruits  of  it.  If 
they  are  defeated,  they  expect  to  retire  from  office.  If 
they  are  successful,  tliey  claim,  as  a  matter  of  right,  the 
advantages  of  success.  They  see  nothing  wrong  in  the 
rule,  that  to  the  victor  belong  the  spoils  of  the  enemy. 

But  if  there  be  any  thing  wrong  in  the  policy  which 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  so  strongly  reprobated,  he 
should  know  that  this  pol  cy  was  not  confined  to  the  minister 
to  London  and  his  friends  in  New  York,  but  is  practised  by 
his  [Mr.  Clay's]  own  political  friendsin  that  State;  he  should 
know  that  if  to  one  man,  any  more  than  any  other  now 
living,  the  existence  of  that  policy  is  to  be  ascribed,  it  b 
to  one  of  the  Senator's  own  |)o)itical  friends.  The  prac- 
tice of  making  extensive  changes  in  the  offices,  on  the 
change  of  paities  in  that  State*  w$b  bcguof  i  believe^  be- 


fore the  nominee  was  upon  the  political  stagey  certainly 
while  he  was  quite  a  youn|^  man,  and  before  be  had  ac- 
quired great  consideration  in  political  affairs.  I  must  be 
permitted,  sir,  to  say  that,  of  all  the  party  men  with 
whom  I  have  acted,  or  been  particularly  acquainted,  (and 
the  number  of  such  is  not  small,)  1  know  of  no  one  who 
lias  acted  with,  or  advised  to,  more  moderation  than  the 
person  whose  nomination  we  are  now  considering. 

When  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  condemns  the  pre- 
sent administration  for  making  removals  from  office,  and 
then  ascribes  the  act  to  the  pernicious  system  of  politics 
imported  from  New  York,  1  fear  he  does  not  sufficiently 
consider  the  peculiar  circumstances  under  which  the  pre- 
sent administration  came  into  power.  General  Jackson 
did  not  come  in  under  the  same  circumstances  that  Mr. 
Adams  did,  or  Mr.  Monroe,  or  Mr.  Madison.  His  acces- 
sion was  like  that  of  Mr.  Jefferson.  '  He  came  in,  sir, 
upon  a  political  revolution.  The  contest  was  without  a 
parallel.  '  Mtich  political  bitterness  was  engendered. 
Criminations  and  recriminations  were  made.  Swnders  of 
a  most  extraordinary'  character  flooded  the  land.  W  hen  the 
present  Chief  Magistrate  took  upon  himself  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Government,  he  found  almost  all  the  offices, 
from  the  highest  to  the  Jowest,  fille€l  by  political  enemies. 
That  his  cabinet  was  composed  of  his  friends,  no  one  will 
complain.  The  reasons  for  thus  composing  it  will  apply 
with  considerable  force  to  many  of  the  officers  under  the 
heads  of  the  several  departments. 

If  some  dismissals  of  the  subordinate  officers  in  these 
departments  were  made,  it  will  not  be  asserted  that  all 
opposed  to  the  administration  were  discharged.  1  have 
heard  it  confidently  asserted,  by  those  who  I  supposed  spoke 
with  knowledge  on  the  subject,  that  many,  perhaps  a  ma- 
jority of  those  retained — and  almost  all  were  retained — 
belong  now  to  the  opposition;  they  are  the  pohtical  sop- 
portera  of  the  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

I  luive  good  reasons,  very  good  reasons,  for  believing 
that  it  is  the  gentleman's  rule  of  conduct  to  take  care  of 
his  friends  when  he  is  in  power.  It  requires  not  the  fore- 
sight of  a  prophet  to  predict  that,  if  he  shall  come  into 
power,  he  will  take  care  of  his  friend^  and,  if  he  does,  I 
can  assure  him  1  shall  not  complain;  nor  siiall  I  be  in  the 
least  surprised  if  he  imitates  the  example  which  he  now 
so  emphatically  denounces. 

>'ow  I  am  up,  I  will  offer  a  few  words  relative  to  the 
much  censured  instructions  to  our  former  minister  to  Eng- 
land. I  must  say  I  have  discovered  in  them  notliing  to 
merit  or  provoke  the  harsh  strictures  bestowed  on  them. 
l*hey  do  not,  in  my  opinion,  furnish  a  fit  occasion  for  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  to  impute  to  Mr.  Van  Buren,  as 
he  has  done,  with  passionate  emphasis  and  frequent  reite- 
ration, a  charge  of  falsehood  or  culpable  ignorance.  The 
language,  which  he  desired  might  be  taken  down,  is 
**  that  Mr.  Van  Buren  stated  what  was  false,  or  he  was  cul- 
pably ignorant  for  not  knowing  that  it  was  fiiUe."  The 
instructions  allege  that  those  who  first  asserted  certain 
claims  to  interfere  with  the  regulations  of  Great  Britain, 
as  to  the  colonial  trade,  abandon  them,  &c.  The  Senator 
from  Kentucky  chooses  to  consider  this  a  declaration  that 
the  late  administration  first  asserted  the  claims,  and  then 
abandoned  them.  If  we  admit  this  construction  to  be  the 
true  one,  to  what  does  it  amount?  He  does  not  deny-— 
indeed,  it  is  expressly  admitted,  that  the  late  administration 
asserted  the  claims,  and  then  waived  them. 

What  is  then  the  mighty  difference  between  the  asser- 
tion in  the  instructions,  and  the  fact  as  admitted  here? 
We  are  told  that  the  late  administration  were  not  the  first 
to  assert  them— tliat  they  were  set  up  under  the  adminis- 
tration of  Mr^  Monroe.  If  this  pretended  falsehood  is  of 
such  a  flagitious  character  as  has  been  given  to  it,  it  is  na- 
tural to  expect  tliat  it  would  change  very  essentially  the 
meaning  of  the  sentence.  If  tliere  be  the  least  error  in 
the  instruction^  it  u  in  the  use  of  the  word  first}  strike 
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out  thut  word,  and  let  tia  see  whether  the  meaning  of  the  I  produceil  a  thorough  convictioo  in  my  mind,  tliat,  upoB 


sentence  is  materially  changed*  Whether  the  late-  ad 
ministration  were  the  first  to  assert  the  claims,  and  then 
gave  them  up,  or  asserted  them  after  they  lud  been  pi*e- 
viously  asserted  by  Mr.  Monroe'sadministration,  and  then 
gave  them  up,  is  very  nearly  the  same  thing.  If  there 
was  any  thing  wrong  or  reprehensible  in  asserting  claims 
or  pretensions,  and  then  giving  theni  up,  the  censi^re  in- 
curred by  the  late  administration  fur  so  doing  is  not  much 
mitigHted  hy  the  circumstance  that  a  preceding  adminis- 
tration had  asserted  similar  claims  or  pretensions.  It  ap- 
pears to  n)e  that  if  a  cause  of  censure  had  not  been  very 
much  wanted,  such  a  one  as  this  woidd  nut  liave  been 
hunted  up  and  put  forth  so  prominently. 

The  manner  irt  which  fHir  lute  minister  to  London  was 
instructed  to  conduct  the  negotiation,  may,  f<)r  aught  1 
know,  be  unusual;  but  it  does  not  appear  to  me  to  be  cen- 
surable. The  whole  affair  presents  itself  to  me  ss  a  very 
plain  matter.  The  British  Govi*mment,  by  their  act  of 
Parliament  of  1825,  offer  to  the  United  States  a  partici- 
pation in  tlie  trade  with  her  American  colonies,  cm  certain 
conditions,  the  particulars  of  which  it  is  not  at  all  neces- 
sary nnvv  t(i  consider. 

The  administration,  for  some  reason  or  other— probably 
in  the  hope  of  getting  better — refused  the  terms  offered, 
and  cluimetl  more  advantageous  ones  as  a  matter  of  right: 
but  afterwards,  finding,  I  presume,  that  better  terms  coidd 


not  be  obtained,  and  their  claim  of  right  could  not  be  sus-  evidence.     In  fact,  for  myself,   no  evidence  of  wh»t  fff 


tained,  concluded  lo  take  those  that  were  iirst  offered, 
and  had  been  refused.  When  they  proposed  to  take  these 
terms,  the  British  Government  told  them  thev  werctoo 
late,  and  positively  refused  to  grant  what  it  had  before 
offcrc<l.  The  colonial  trade  waslost  tothe  country.  The 
late  administration  attempted  to  recover  it'^they  made 
more  than  one  attempt  to  open  a  negfotiation  with  the 
British  Government,  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining-  that 
trade  on  the  very  terms  on  which  it  had  been  offered  to, 
and  refused  by  them.  This  was  the  situation  of  affairs 
when  that  administnttion  went  out  of  power.  The  com- 
mercial interests  of  the  country  required  that  their  suc- 
cessors, who  thought  the  terms  offered  by  the  British  Go- 
vernment shotdd  have  been  accepted,  shoidd  make  an 
effort  to  regain  that  important  trade.  As  negotiation  liad 
been  repeatedly  and  peremptorily  reftised  to  tlie  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States,  it  was  necessary  to  offer  some 
excuse  for  attempting  it  again.  That  excuse  was  formed 
in  the  public  ami  notorious  fact  that  tiie  administration  of 
the  affairs  of  the  United  States  had  passed  from  the  hands 
of  those  who  refused  the  offered  terms,  into  the  hands  of 
those  who  thought  the  offei*ed  terms  ought  to  have  been 
accepted,  and  who  censured  their  preclecessiors  for  not 
accepting  them.  Xlr.  McLauc  was  instructed  to  use  this 
fact  to  remove  any  obstacle  to  opening  the  negotiation  for 
tlie  recovery  of  the  lost  West  India  trade,  in  case  any  ob- 
stacle should  be  interposed  on  account  of  the  manner  in 
whicli  the  late  admuiistration  had  managed  this  affair.  1 
confess  that  I  cannot  see  any  thing  wrong  in  these  much 
censured  instructions.  I  see  no  invoking  of  favors  on 
party  considerations— no  abandonment  of  honor  or  digni- 
ty. Gentlemen  m;«y  call  \x  novel  diplomacy;  but  I  call  it 
pUin  dealing,  and  the  result  has  shown  it  was  a  successful 
negotiation. 

Mr.  FOOT  said,  since  the  yeas  and  nays  are  ordered, 
and  our  votes  are  to  be  recorded  on  this  question,  and  es- 
pecially after  the  friends  of  the  nominee  have  opposed  a 
resolution  of  inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  the  late  Secre 


the  true  JefTvrsonian  principle,  viz.^~'*lshe  honesi' ii 
he  capable^  is  he  faith ftU  to  tiic  constitution?*'— wimpe' 
rious  SQnse  of  duty  on  the  question  which  will  b«  propoi* 
ed,  viz.  '*Will  the  Senate  advise  and  consent  to  tht 
nomination?*'  will  compel  me  to  answer  in  tlw  aegatire. 

A  resolution  has  been  offered,  to  instruct  a  standinf 
committee  of  the  Senate  to  inquire  into  the  conduct  of  tk 
nominee  in  relation  to  certain  very  «ngidar  and  extnGr> 
dinary  occurrences.  This  has  been  opposed  by  his  friendi 
It  has  been  stated  on  this  floor  that  there  are  papers lo 
possession  of  Senators,  reaily  to  be  presented  to  tiie 
Senate,  or  to  a  committee,  sufficient  to  convince  any  cos* 
mittee,  or  any  member  of  the  Senate,  tliat  the  nomicce 
has  stated  to  some  of  his  friends  and  partisans  certain  ka 
in  relation  to  the  causes  of  the  explosion  of  the  late  cabt* 
net,  which,  if  proved,  it  is  admitted,  ought  to  prevent  the 
confirnuititm  of  this  nomination. 

The  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Mabct]  sUtestha: 
**  he  does  not  believe  these  statements  entitled  to  credi. 
he  <loes  not  believe  that  Mr.  Van  Buren  has  ever  nade 
such  remarks  or  admissions  to  any  person."  11>e  Scm- 
tor  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Clattoh]  proposes  to  introituw 
the  witness  on  tJiis  floor,  if  desired.  I  shall  not  look  ^ 
any  admissions  or  confessions  of  this  nominee,  to  \» 
friends  or  elsewhere,  which  would  criminate  hrRki^ 
Since  all  these  offers  have  been  rejected,  I  ask  no  furthff 


duty  would  require  on  an  occasion  like  the  present,  Ja 
been  wanting  since  the  letters  of  instruction  to  our  mir* 
ter  to  England  were  read  in  this  body  nearly  two  jon 
since,  and  which  I  tlien  pronounced  disgraceful  to  ite 
country. 

The  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  9witb}  hasaaid  "thiJ, 
for  the  instructiona  given  by  the  Secretary  of  State io» 
foreign  minister,  the  Secretary  is  not  to  be  held  respw* 
ble;  the  President  alone  is  responsible."  Sir,  »hatc«r 
may  be  the  views  of  that  Senator,  it  is  no  nilc  for  me-  j 
liold  a  very  different  doctrine.  In  my  opinion,  llw"  * 
not  a  Senator  on  this  floor,  or  any  other  careful  obarTwr, 
who  has  noticed  the  proceedings  of  this  ailminisir*!^ 
from  its  commencement,  who  is  not  fully  conw*ce<I  tU 
there  had  been  ••  behind  tlie  throne  a  power  greater  iktf 
the  throne  itself,"  which  has  directed  most  of  its  rDO^^ 
ments.  I  will  not  *ay  Uiere  is  legal  evidence  sufficiei.tlo 
convict  a  man  before  a  court  of  justice;  but  there  s 
enougti  to  produce  conviction  in  my  mind,  and  I  sincfj- 
ly  believe  that  General  Jackson  came  to  this  place  luU^ 
determined  to  remove  no  man  from  office,  but  for  p* 
cause  of  removal.  I  am  fully  convinced  that  the  «b» 
"system  of  proscription"  owes  its  existence  to  MtM 
Van  Buren!  That  tlie  dissolution  of  the  cabinet  was ci- 
fected  by  his  management,  and  for  his  benefit!  ^J^ 
the  hand  of  the  late  Secretary  of  State  may  be  tracedd* 
tinctly  in  another  affair,  which  has  pro<luced  an  al>cia"|^» 
between  tlie  first  and  second  officers  of  the  GovemoentJ 
and  also  in  relation  to  the  preawU  '•  improved  coiKiii»«  ^ 
the  public  press,"  and  for  tlie  great  abuse  of  the  patn* 
age  of  the  Government!  And,  sir,  I  hold  him  rc*p«* 
ble  for  many  acts  which  I  can  never  approve.  B»it, »» 
this  is  not  tlio  first  time  tliat  I  hayc  pronounced  U»e  »• 
structions  given  by  the  late  SecreUry  bf  htaic  to  »_ 
McLane,  tlien  minister  to  London,  and  the  neg<Jtiii*« 
with  the  court  (»f  Great  Britain,  on  the  subject  of  the  co- 
lonial trade,  to  be  degrading  and  disgraceful  to  the  naii«J 
Sir,  it  has  ever  been  our  pride  and  our  gloryi  ti»aU  m  ^^ 
our  diplomatic  intei-course  with  foreign  nations,  »« '»• 


tary  of  State  in  the  discharge  of  his  official  duties,  and 

have  desired  the  members  to  examine  for  themselves,  I  .'never  admitted  our  country  to  be  in  the  wrong!  nor     ^^ 

feel  it  a  duty,  and  esteem  it  a  privilege,  that  I  may  state  in  lever  been  proved  to  be  in  the  wrong,  before  the  W«^ 
a  fWw  words,  and  in  plain  terms,  the  grounds  on  which  my  jmiliating  and  disgraceful  correspondence  with  the  p" 
vote  will  be  given  against  this  nomination.  j  Government.     TJiis  is  tlie  first  time  in  her  »'*»«*  "*^ 

Sir,  tlte  evidence  of  my  own  senses,  of  sight  and  hear-  in  which  she  has  ever  begged  fiivors  of  royal  bount)-^ 

eiicement  of  this  admioistratton,  have  hokling^  as  I  do»  the  author  of  tiioM  instructiQitf  tts/^^ 


ing,  since  the  commencement 
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ble  for  this  disg^race,  I  can  never  advise  the  Presidenl  to 
send  the  author  of  such  instructions  as  a  minister  to  repre- 
sent the  interests  of  this  nation  at  the  same  court  where 
sYie  has  been  so  disgraced — and  I  must  record  my  vote 
against  the  nomination. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said,  as  it  is  highly  probable  that  our 
proceedings  on  this  nomination  will  be  published,  I  deem 
it  proper  to  state  shortly  the  considerations  which  influ- 
enced my  opinion,  and  will  decide  my  vote. 

I  reg-ui-d  this  as  a  very  important  and  delicate  question. 
It  is  full  of  responsibility;  and  I  feel  the  whole  force  of 
all  that  responsibility.  While  1  have  been  in  the  Senate, 
I  have  opposed  no  nomination  of  the  President,  except  for 
cause;  and  I  have  at  all  times  thought  that  such  cause 
should >e  plain,  and  sufficient;  that  it  should  be  real  and 
substantial,  not  unfounded  or  fanciful. 

I  have  never  desired,  and  do  not  now  desire,  to  en- 
croach, in  the  si  ghtest  degree,  on  the  constitutional  pow- 
ers of  the  Chief  Ma^strateof  the  nation.  1  have  heretofore 
gone  far,  very  far,  m  assenting  to  nominations  which  have 
been  submitted  to  us.  I  voted  for  the  appointment  of  all 
the  gentlemen  who  composed  the  first  cabinet;  I  have  op- 
posed no  nomination  of  a  foreign  minister;  and  I  have  not 
opposed  the  nominations  recently  before  us,  for  the  re- 
organization of  the  administration.  I  have  always  been 
especially  anxious  that,  in  all  matters  relating  to  our  inter- 
course with  other  nations,  the  utmost  harmony,  the  great- 
est unily  of  purpose,  should  exist  between  the  President 
and  the  Senate.  I  know  how  much  of  usefulness  such 
harmony  and  union  are  calculated  to  produce. 

I  am  now  fully  aware,  sir,  that  it  is  a  serious,  a  rtvy  se- 
rious matter  to  vote  against  the  confirmation  of  a  minister 
to  a  foreign  court,  who  has  already  gone  abroad,  and  has 
been  received,  and  accredited,  by  the  Government  to 
which  he  is  sent.     I  am  aware  that  the  rejection  of  this 
nomination,  and  the  necessary  recall  of  the  minister,  will 
be  rqi^arded  by  foreign  States,  at  the  first  blush,  as  not  in 
the  highest  degree  fiivorable  to  the  character  of  our  Go- 
vernment    1  know,  moreover,  to  what  injurious  reflec- 
tions one  may  subject  himself,  especially  in  times  of  party 
excitement,  by  giving  a  negative  vote  on  such  a  nomina- 
tion. But,  after  all,  I  am  placed  here  to  discharge  a  duty. 
I  am  not  to  go  through  a  formality — I  am  to  perform  a 
substantial  and  responsible  duty.     I  am  to  advise  the  Pre- 
sident in  matters  of  appointment.     This  is  my  constitu- 
tional obligation;  and  1  shall  perform  it  conscientiously 
and  fearlessly.   I  am  bound  to  say,  then,  sir,  that,  for  one, 
I  do  not  advise  nor  consent  to  this  nomination.     I  do  not 
think  it  a  fit  and  proper  nomination;  and  my  reasons  are 
found  in  the  letter  of  instructions,  written  by  Mr.  Van 
Buren,  on  the  20th  of  July,  1829,  to  Mr.   McLane,  then 
going  to  the  court  of  England  as  American  minister.     1 
think  tliose  instructions  derogatory,  in  a  high  degree^  to 
tiic  character  and  honor  of  the  country.     I  think  they 
show  a  manifest  disposition,  in-  the  writer  of  them,  to  es- 
tablish a  distinction  between  his  country  and  his  ]>arty;  to 
place  tiiat  party  above  the  country;  to  make  interest  at  a 
foreign  court  for  that  party,  rather  than  for  the  country; 
to  persuade  the  English  ministi^  and  the  English  monarch 
tliat  they  bail  an  interest  in  maintaining  m  the  United 


States  the  ascendancy  of  the  party  to  which  the  writer 
belon^d.  Thinking  thus  of  the  fiurpose  and  object  of 
these  uistructions,  I  cannot  be  of  opinion  that  their  author 
is  a  proper  representative  of  the  United  States  at  that 
court.  Therefore  it  is  that  I  propose  to  vole  against  his 
nomination.  It  is  the  first  time,  I 'believe,  in  modern  di- 
plomacy, it  is  certainly  the  first  time  in  our  history,  in 
which  a  minister  to  a  foreign  court  has  sought  to  make 
favor  for  one  party  at  home  against  another;  or  has  stoop- 
ed from  being  the  representative  of  the  whole  country, 
to  be  the  representative  of  a  party.  And  as  this  is  the 
first  instance  in  our  history  of  any  such  transaction,  so  I 
intend  to  do  all  in  my  power  to  make  it  the  last.     For  one» 
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I  set  my  mark  of  disapprobation  upon  it;  1  contribute  my 
voice  and  my  vote  to  make  it  a  negative  example^  to  be 
shunned  and  avoided  by  all  future  ministers  of  the  United 
States.  If,  in  a  deliberate  and  formal  letter  of  instruc- 
tions, admonitions  and  directions  are  given  to  a  minister, 
and  repeated,  once  and  again,  to  urg^  these  mere  party 
considerations  on  the  forei^  Government,  to  what  extent 
is  it  probable  the  writer  himself  will  be  disposed  to  urge 
them,  in  his  one  thousand  opportunities  of  informal  inter- 
course with  the  agents  of  timt  Government? 

I  propose,  sir,  to  refer  to  some  particular  parts  of  these 
instructions;  but,  before  I  do  that,  allow  me  to  state,  very 
generally,  the  posture  of  that  subject  to  which  those  par- 
ticulars relate.  That  subject  was  the  state  of  our  trade 
with  the  British  West  India  colonies.  I  do  not  deem  it 
necessary  now  to  ^o  minutely  into  all  the  history  of  that 
trade.  The  occasion  does  not  call  for  it.  All  know  that, 
by  the  convention  of  1815,  a  reciprocity  of  intercourse 
was  establisted  between  us  and  Great  Britain.  The  ships 
of  both  countries  were  allowed  to  pass  to  and  from  each 
other  respectively,  with  the  same  cargoes,  and  subject  to 
the  same  duties.  But  this  arrangement  did  not  extend  to 
the  British  West  Indies.  There  our  intercourse  was  cut 
ofiT.  Various  discriminating,  and  retaliatory  acts  were  pass* 
ed  by  England  and  by  the  United  States.  EventuaUy,  in 
the  summer  of  1825,  the  English  Parliament  pu^ed  an 
act  oflTering  reciprocity,  so  far  as  the  mere  canyine  trade 
was  concerned,  to  all  nations  who  might  choosct  within  one 
year,  to  accept  that  offer. 

Mr.  Adams's  administration  did  not  accept  that  oflferi 
first,  because  it  was  never  officially  communicated  to  it{ 
secondly,  because,  only  a  few  months  before^  a  negotia* 
tion  on  the  very  same  subject  had  been  suspended*  with 
an  understanding  that  it  might  be  resumed;  and,  thirdly, 
because  it  was  very  desirable  to  arrange  the  whole  matter, 
if  posnble,  by  treaty,  in  order  to  secure,  if  we  could,  th^ 
admission  of  our  products  into  the  British  iabuids  for  con« 
sumption,  as  well  as  the  admission  of  our  vessels.  This 
object  had  been  earnestly  pursued  ever  nnce  the  peace 
of  1815.  It  was  insisted  on,  as  every  body  knows,  through 
the  whole  of  Mr.  Monroe's  administration.  He  would  not 
treat  at  all,  without  treating  of  this  object  He  thought 
the  existing  state  of  things  better  than  any  arran|;ement, 
which,  wbde  it  admitted  our  vessels  into  Wsat  India  ports, 
still  left  our  productions  subject  to  such  duties  there,  that 
they  could  not  be  carried. 

Now,  sir,  Mr.  Adams's  administration  was  not  the  first  * 
to  take  die  ground.  It  only  occupied  the  same  pontion 
which  its  predecessor  had  taken.  It  saw  no  important 
objects  to  be  gained  by  changing  the  state  of  things,  un- 
less that  change  was  to  admit  our  products  into  the  British 
West  Indies,  directly  from  our  ports,  and  not  burdened 
with  excessive  duties.  The  direct  trade,  by  English  en- 
actments and  American  enactments,  had  become  closed. 
No  British  ships  came  here  from  the  British  West  Indies. 
No  American  ship  went  from  us  to  tho86  places.  A  cir- 
cuitous trade  took  place  through  the  islands  of  third 
Powers;  and  that  circuitous  trade  was  in  many  respects 
not  disadvantageous  to  us. 

In  this  state  of  things,  sir,  Mr.  McLane  was  sent  to 
England;  and  he  received  his  instructions  from  the  8e» 
cretary  of  State.  In  these  instructions^  and  in  relation 
to  this  subject  of  the  colonial  trade,  are  found  the  senti* 
ments  of  which  I  complain.  What  are  they?  Let  us 
examine,  and  see. 

Mr.  Van  Buren  tells  Mr.  McLane:  **The  opportunities 
which  you  have  derived  from  a  participation  in  our  public 
councils,  as  well  as  other  sources  of  information,  will  ena« 
ble  you  to  speak  with  confidence  (as  far  as  you  may  deem 
it  proper  and  useful  so  to  do)  of  the  respective  parts 
taken  by  those  to  whom  the  admintstration  of  this  Go- 
vemment  is  now  committed,  in  relation  to  the  course 
heretofore  pursued  upon  the  subject  of  the  colonial  trade." 
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Now,  this  is  neither  more  nor  less  than  saying,  *'yoii 
wilt  be  able  to  tell  the  Britiiih  minitter,  whenever  you 
think  proper,  that  you,  and  f ,  and  the  leading  persons  in 
this  administration,  have  opposed  the  course  heretofore 
pursued  by  the  Government  and  the  country,  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  colonial  trade.  Be  sure  to  let4iim^know  that, 
on  that  subject,  we  have  held  with  England,  and  not  with 
our  own  Government."  Now,  I  ask  you,  sir.  if  this  be 
dignified  diplomacy  f  Is  this  statesmanship  ?  is  it  patriot- 
ism, or  is  it  mere  party }  Is  it  a  proof  or  a  high  regard 
to  the  honor  and  renown  of  the  whole  country,  or  is  it 
evidence  of  a  disposition  to  make  a  merit  of  belonging  to 
one  of  its  political  divisions? 

The  Secretary  proceeds:  "Their  views  (that  is,  the 
views  of  the  present  administration)  upon  that  point 
have  been  submitted  to  the  people  of  the  United  States; 
and  the  counsels  by  which  your  conduct  is  now  directed, 
are  the  result  of  the  judgment  expressed  by  the  only 
earthly  tribunal  to  which  the  late  administration  was 
amenable  for  its  acts." 


Now,  sir,  in  the  first  place,  there  is  very  little  reason  to 
suppose  that  the  first  part  of  this  paragraph  is  true,  in  point 

of  fact.  I  mean  that  part  which  intimates  that  the  changie  ofl  with  the  Biitish  colonies,  and  such  the  steps  by  wliich  ve 
administration  was  brought  about  by  public  disapprobation  \  have  arrived  at  it.     In  reviewing  the  events  which  \\vt 


'*  You  cannot  press  this  view  of  the  subject  too  ewncttly 
upon  the  consideration  of  the  British  ministry.  It  hu 
bearings  and  relations  that  reach  beyond  the  immediate 
question  tinder  discussion. " 

And  adverting  again  to  the  same  subject,  towards  tiie 
close  of  tlie  despatch,  he  says:  **  I  will  add  nothing  u  to 
the  impropriety  of  suffering  any  feelings  that  find  their 
origin  in  the  past  pretensions  of  this  Government  to  hive 
an  adverse  influence  upon  the  present  conduct  of  Greit 
Britain." 

I  ask  again,  Mr.  President,  if  tliis  be  statesmanships  If 
this  be  digpiity.^  If  this  be  elevated  regard  forcouutn^ 
Can  any  roan  read  this  whole  despatch  with  candor,  and 
not  admit  that  it  is  plainly  and  manifestly  the  writer's  ob- 
ject to  gain  credit  with  the  British  ministry  for  the  pre- 
sent administration,  at  the  expense  of  the  past?  Certainh, 
this  object  appears  to  me  as  plain  and  visible  as  the  sun  i( 
noon. 

Lest  I  should  do  the  Secretary  injustice,  1  will  read  all 
that  I  find  in  this  letter  upon  this  obnoxious  point.  Theie 
are  the  paragraphs: 

*<  Such  is  the  present  state  of  our  commcicial  relaiiow 


of  Mr.  Adams's  conduct,  respecting  the  subject  of  tlie  coIo 
nial  trade.  Possibly,  so  much  was  then  Aiid,  on  a  subject 
which  so  few  understood,  some  degree  of  impression  may 
have  been  produced  by  it.  But  be  assured,  sir,  another 
cause  will  be  found,  by  future  historians,  for  this  change; 
and  that  cause  will  be  the  popularity  of  a  successful  sol- 
dier, united  with  a  feeling,  made  to  be  considerably  exten- 
s:ve,  that  the  preferences  of  the  people  in  his  behalf  had 
not  been  justly  regarded  on  a  previous  occasiou.  There 
is,  sir,  very  little  ground  to  say  that  <*  the  only  tribunal  to 
which  the  late  administration  was  amenable,"  has  pro- 
nounced any  judgment  against  it  for  its  conduct  on  the 
whole  subject  of  the  colonial  trade. 

Bat,  however  this  may  be,  the  other  anertion  in  the 
paragraph  is  manifestly  quite  wide  of  the  frets.  Mr. 
Adams's  administration  did  not  bring  forward  this  claim. 
I  have  stated  already  that  it  bad  been  a  subject^  both  of 


negotiation  and  legislation,  through  the  whole  eight  years 
of  Mr.  Monroe's  administration.  This  the  Secretary  knew,  ^set  up  by  them,  and  which  caused  the  interruption  of  the 
or  was  bound  to  know.     Why  then  does  he  speak  of  it  as  trade  in  question,  have  been  explicitly  abandoned  by  those 
set  up  by  the  late  administration,  and  afterwards  aban-     •     -    -  .    -  ^ . 

doncd  by  them,  and  not  now  revived? 

But  the  most  humiliating  part  of  tlie  whole  follows: 
**  To  set  up  the  acts  of  the  late  administration  as  the  cause 
of  forfeiture  of  privileges  which  would  otherwise  be  ex- 
tended to  the  people  of  the  United  States,  would,  under 


preceded,  and  more  or  less  contributed  to  a  result  so  much 
to  be  regretted,  there  will  be  found  three  grounds  upoa 
which  we  are  most  assailable.  First,  in  our  too  lon^  sn^ 
too  tenaciously  resisting  the  right  of  Great  Brittin  to  vsD' 
pose  protecting  duties  in  her  colonies."     Second,  &c. 

*'  The  opportunities  which  you  have  derived  from  a 
participation  in  our  public  councils,  as  well  as  oth.er 
sources  of  informationt  will  enable  you  to  speak  >»ithcor- 
fidenc^  (as  far  as  you  nuiy  deem  it  proper  and  useful  solo 
do)  of  the  respective  parts  taken  by  those  to  whom  tU 
administration  of  this  Government  is  now  committed,  in 
relation  to  the  course  heretofore  pursued  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  tlie  colonial  trade.  Their  views  upon  that  po  nt 
have  been  submitted  to  the  people  of  tlie  United  St»t(»; 
and  the  counsels  by  which  your  conduct  is  now  direcie^* 
are  the  result  of  the  judgment  expressed  by  the  oniy 
earthly  tribunal  to  which  the  late  administration  vas  iir.C' 
nable  for  its  acts.     It  sbeuM  be  sufficient  that  the  cUir^ 


who  first  asserted  them,  and  are  not  revived  by  their  suc- 
cessors. If  Great  Britain  deems  it  adverse  to  her  ir>t(- 
rcsts  to  allow  us  to  participate  in  the  trade  wiih  lur 
colonies,  and  finds  nothing  in  the  extension  of  it  to  others 
to  induce  her  to  apply  the  same  rule  to  us,  she  will,  «< 
hope,  be  sensible  ot  the  propriety  of  placing  hor  rdus*! 


existing  circumstances,  be  unjust  in  itself,  and  could  not  I  on  those  grounds.     To  set  up  the  acts  of  the  kLieadnitn»^ 

^it  * '.4.^  *u^:-  .1 * :i_M?-..„  M  tration  as  the  cause  of  forfeiture  of  privileges  which  vouifi 

otherwise  be  extended  to  the  people  of  the  United  Statt?. 
would,  under  exbting  circumstances,  be  unj«js>t  in  \\SKtU 
and  could  not  fail  to  excite  their  deepest  sensibiFit} .  Tat 
tone  of  feeling  which  a  course  so  unwise  and  untenable  n 
calculated  to  produce,  would  doubtless  be  greatly  aggn- 
vated  by  the  consciousness  that  Great  Britain  has,  bycru^' 
in  council,  opened  her  colonial  ports  to  Russia  and  Frtiico. 
notwithstanding  a  similar  omission  on  their  part  to»cct[t 
the  terms  offered  by  the  act  of  July,  1825.  You  cawio* 
press  this  view  of  the  subject  too  earnestly  upon  tJit  cou- 
sideration  of  the  British  ministry.  It  has  beariogs  »>i 
relations  that  reach  beyond  the  immediate  qtiestion  undir 
discussion." 

•*  I  will  add  nothing  as  to  the  impropriety  of  suffcnrf 
any  feelings  that  find  their  origin  in  the  past  pretei>$J*^»'* 
of  this  Government  to  have  an  adverse  influence  upon  t«c 
present  conduct  of  Great  Britain." 

Sir,  I  submit  to  you,  and  to  the  candor  of  »dl  just  n:i''. 
if  I  am  not  right  in  saying  that  the  pcrvaiUnp  ^oP'* 
tlirough  the  whole,  is  not  American  rights,  not  Arocrci«« 


fiiil  to  excite  their  deepest  sensibility. 

So,  then»  Mr.  President,  we  are  reduced,  are  we,  to 
^e  poor  condition  that  we  see  a  minister  of  this  great  re- 
public instructed  to  argue,  or  to  intercede,  with  the  Bri- 
tish minister,  lest  he  should  find  us  to  have  forfeited  our 
privileges,  and  lest  these  privileges  should  no  longer  be 
extended  to  as!  And  we  have  forfeited  those  privileges, 
by  our  misbehavior,  in  choosing  rulers  who  thought  bet- 
ter of  our  own  claim  than  of  the  British!  Why,  sir,  this 
is  patiently  submitting  to  the  domineering  tone  of  the  Bri* 
ttah  minister,  I  believe  Mr.  Hu^isson— [Mr.  CLAY  said, 
••no,  Mr.  Canning."] — Mr.  Canning,  then,  sir,  who  told 
us  that  all  our  trade  with  the  West  Indies  was  a  boon, 
g^nted  to  us  by  the  indulgence  of  England.  The  British 
minister  calls  it  a  boon,  and  our  minister  admits  it  is  a  pri- 
vilege, and  hopes  that  his  royal  Majesty  will  be  too  gra- 
cious to  decide  that  we  have  forfeited  this  privilege,  by 
our  misbehavior,  in  the  choice  of  our  rulers!  Sir,  for  one, 
I  reject  all  idea  of  holding  any  right  of  trade,  or  any  other 
rights,  as  a  privilege  or  a  boon,  from  the  British  Goveni- 
mentf  or  any  other  Government. 


At  the  conchisiop  of.  the  paragraph,  the  Secretary  says;  linteicsts,  not  American  defence,  but  denuncistim  nJ 
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pretensions  of  our  own  country,  reflections  on  the  past 
admin'.stration,  and  exultation  and  a  loud  claim  of  merit 
for  the  administration  now  in  power.  Sir,  I  would  forg'ive 
mistakes;  I  would  pardon  the  want  of  information;  I 
would  pardon  almost  any  thing,  where  I  saw  true  patriot- 
ism and  sound  American  feeling;  but  I  cannot  forgive  the 
sacrifice  of  this  feeling  to  mere  parly.  I  cannot  concur 
in  sending  abroad  a  public  agent  who  has  not  conceptions 
so  large  and  liberal,  as  to  feel  that,  in  the  presence  of 
foreign  courts,  amidst  the  monarchies  of  Europe,  he  is  to 
stand  up  for  his  country,  and  his  whole  country;  that  no 
jot  nor  tittle  of  her  honor  is  to  come  to  harm  in  his  hands; 
that  he  is  not  to  suffer  others  to  reproach  either  his  Go- 
vernment or  his  countrj',  and  far  less  is  he  himself  to  re- 
proach either;  that  he  is  to  have  no  objects  in  his  eye  but 
American  objects,  and  no  heart  in  his  bosom  but  an  Ame- 
rican heart;  and  that  he  is  to  forget  self,  to  forget  party, 
to  forget  every  sinister  and  narrow  feeling,  in  his  proud 
and  lofly  attachment  to  the  republic  whose  commission  he 
bears. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  discharged  an  exceedingly  un- 
pleasant duty,  the  most  unpleasant  of  my  publi6  life.  But 
I  have  looked  upon  it  as  a  duty,  and  it  was  not  to  be 
shunned.  And,  sir,  however  unimportant  may  be  the 
opinion  of  so  humble  an  individual  as  myself,  I  now  only 
wish  that  I  might  be  heard  by  every  independent  freeman 
in  the  United  Slates,  by  the  British  minister,  and  the  Bri- 
tish King,  and  by  every  minister  and  every  crowned  head 
in  Europe,  wh  le,  standing  here  in  my  place,  1  pronounce 
my  rebuke,  as  sdlemnly  and  as  decisively  as  I  can,  upon 
this  first  instance  in  which  an  American  minister  has  been 
sent  abroad  as  the  representative  of  his  party,  and  not  as 
the  representative  of  his  country. 

Mr.  BHOWN  said  that,  tuiwilling  as  he  had  been  to 
participate  in  this  discussion,  he  could  not,  in  justice  to 
his  own  feelings  and  to  the  distinguished  individual  whose 
nomination  as  minister  to  England  was  then  before  the 
Senate,  refrain  from  giving  utterance  to  the  mingled  sen- 
timents of  indignation  and  regret  at  the  course  which  the 
debate  had  taken — a  course  which  struck  him  as  at  least 
extraordinary,  and  extremely  unjust  towards  the  nominee. 

The  acrimony  with  which  Mr.  Van  Buren  had  been  as- 
sailed, the  epithets  which  had  been  so  liberally  bestowed 
upon  him,  required  some  vindication  at  the  hands  of  those 
who  were  favorable  to  confirming  his  nomination,  against 
the  injurious,  and,  as  he  believed,  unwarrantable  charges 
which  had  been  preferred  against  him.  He  would  here 
take  leave  to  remind  gentlemen  that  reproachful  epithets 
afforded  but  a  poor  substitute  for  argument,  and  more 
especially  when  addressed  to  a  body  whose  deliberations 
should  be  governed  by  calm,  dispassionate  consideration. 

The  Senate  had  been  told  by  the  honorable  gentleman 
[Mr.  Clat]  who  had  preceded  him  in  this  debate,  that 
Mr.  Van  Buren,  when  acting;  as  Secretary  of  State,  had 
disgraced  his  country,  by  certain  expressions  contained 
in  his  instructions  given,  to  Mr.  McLane,  late  minister  to 
England,  in  relation  to  tlie  negotiation  between  the  Unit- 
ed States  and  Great  Britain,  on  the  subject  of  the  West 
India  trade.  Waiving  all  discussion  as  to  whom  the  re- 
sponsibility should  attach,  for  instructions  given  to  our 
foreign  ministers,  whether  to  the  Preudent  of  the  United 
States  or  to  his  Secretary  of  State,^e  would  concede  to 
those  opposed  to  the  nomination  the  principle  contended 
for  by  them,  that  the  Secretai*y  of  State  was  responsible 
for  his  olficial  conduct,  to  the  fullest .  extent.  He  knew 
Mr.  Van  Buren  too  well,  to  believe,  for  a  moment,  that  he 
would  desire  tliat  any  shield  should  be  interposed  to  screen 
him  from  a  proper  responsibvKty;  he  believed  he  would 
sooner  court  the  strictest  inquiry,  than  endeavor  to  escape 
from  it.  But  to  return  to  the  instructions.  What  was  the 
language  which  was  deemed  so  exceptionaole  ?  In  order 
to  remove  the  impression  that  a  feeling  of  hostility  was 
felt  in  this  country  towards  Great  Britain,  which  the  im- 


provident course  of  the  late  administration,  in  relation  to 
the  West  India  trade,  had  produced,  the  late  Secretary  of 
State 4iad  alluded  in  his  instructions  to  the  change  which 
the  people  of  the  United  States  had  made,  in  those  who 
administered  our  Government,  in  the  following  language: 
"  The  opportunities  which  you  have  derived,  from  a  par- 
ticipation in  our  public  councils,  as  well  as  other  sources 
of  information,  will  enable  you  to  speak  with  confidence 
(as  far  as  you  may  deetfi  it  proper  and  useful  so  to  do)  of 
the  respective  parts  taken  by  those  to  whom  the  adminis- 
tration of  this  Government  is  now  committed,  in  relation 
to  the  course  heretofore  pursued  upon  the  subject  of  the 
colonial  trade.  Their  views  upon  that  point  have  been 
submitted  to  the  people  of  the  United  States;  and  the 
counsels  by  which  your  conduct  is  now  directed,  arc  the 
result  of  the  judgment  expressed  by  the  only  earthly  tri- 
bunal to  which  the  late  administration  was  amenable  for 
its  acts."  In  making  this  suggestion,  Mr.  Van  Buren  had 
asserted  what  was  most  true;  public  opinion  had  discarded 
the  late  administration  from  power;  and  the  party  to  whom 
the  people  of  the  United  States  had  committed  the  reins 
of  Government,  had  been,  and  were  then,  favorable  to 
the  proposed  arrangement:  he  could,  therefore,  recog- 
nise in  this  no  solid  objection;  but  to  his  mind  it  had  more 
the  appearance  of  the  captiousness  of  verbal  criticism,  than 
any  thing  else.  If  there  was  any  tiling  in  the  language 
which  he  had  noticed  of  a  submissive  tone,  as  gentlemen 
had  supposed,  by  proceeding  a  little  further  in  the  instruc- 
tions, they  would  have  found  language  which  would  effect- 
ually have  removed  all  their  apprehensions,  and  shows  if 
the  late  Secretary  of  State  knew  haw  to  use  the  language 
of  conciliation,  ne  also  knew  how  to  speak  in  a  tone  of 
manly  firmness  when  urging  the  just  claims  of  his  country. 

That  part  of  the  instructions  to  which  he  had  reference 
was  as  follows:  **  If  Great  Britain  deems  it  adverse  to  her 
interests  to  allow  us  to  participate  in  the  trade  with  her 
colonies,  and  finds  nothing  in  the  extension  of  it  to  others 
to  induce  her  to  apply  the  same  rule  to  us,  she  will,  we 
hope,  be  seniible  of  the  propriety  of  placing  her  refusal 
on  those  grounds.  To  set  up  the  acts  of  the  late  admi- 
nistration as  the  cause  of  forfeiture  of  privileges  which 
would  otherwise  be  extended  to  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  would,  under  existing  circumstances,  be  uiyustin 
itself,  and  could  not  fail  to  excite  their  deepest  sensibility. 
The  tone  of  feeling  which  a  course  so  unwise  and  untena- 
ble is  calculated  to  produce,  would  doubtless  be  aggra- 
vated," &c.  Here  was  language  firm  and  spirited,  and 
indicating  any  thing  else  but  a  disposition  to  yield  or  com- 
promit  the  honor  of  the  country;  and  he  could  but  consi- 
der it  as  extremely  unjust  on  the  part  of  the  opponents  of 
the  nomination  to  sinsfle  out  detached  parts  of  the  instruc- 
tions, without  adverting  to  their  general  tenor,  and  view- 
ing them  as  a  whole — the  only  fair  rule  to  be  resorted  to 
in  the  exposition  of  public  documents. 

But  to  come  back  to  the  charge  of  disgrace  which  had 
been  so  strongly  urged  and  relied  iipon.  How,  sir,  has 
the  minister  to  England  disgraced  his  country?  Where 
was  the  evidence  of  the  imputed  disgrace  to  be  found? 
Was  it  to  be  found  in  the  fact  that  an  arrangement  had 
been  made  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain* 
in  relation  to  her  colonial  trade,  substantially  on  the  very 
same  basis  as  that  proposed  under  the  administration  of 
Mr.  Adams?  And  were  gentlemen  who  then  approved 
that  measure,  now  prepared  to  condemn  the  present  ad- 
ministration for  having  succeeded  in  forming  such  an  ar- 
rangement with  the  British  Government  as  the  late  admi- 
nistration had  proffered,  and  had  failed  to  accomplish? 
Sir,  said  Mr.  B.,  it  appears  to  me  that  there  lies  the  rub: 
the  objection  to  Mr.  Van  Buren,  he  feared,  with  some 
gentlemen,  was  not  that  he  had  done  too  little,  but  that  he 
had  done  too  much.  Under  his  auspices,  as  Secretary  of 
State,  a  restoration  of  the  West  India  trade  had  been  ef- 
fected, which  the  late  administration  had,  by  several  sue- 
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cessive  miisions,  in  ▼am  endeavored  to  effect  for  several 
years. 

He  called  on  gentlemen  who  had  spoken  so  pathetically 
of  their  country's  disjifrace,  to  adduce  some  proof  in  sup- 
port of  the  charge.  When  had  the  American  name  stood 
more  honored  abroad^  Under  what  administration,  from 
the  origin  of  the  Government  to  this  time,  had  the  national 
character  held  a  more  lofty  elevation?  There  was  no  civi- 
lized country,  but  what  American  character,  American 
institutions,  were  themes  of  the  highest  panegyric)  and  in 
none  more  than  in  that  country  with  whom  this  dishonora- 
ble transaction  is  said  to  have  taken  place.  The  lively 
sensibility  which  the  President  ha<l,  on  all  occasions,  shown 
to  the  honor  of  his  countrVf  forbade  the  supposition  that 
he  would  ever  have  sanctioned  instructions  to  a  foreign 
minister  by  which  the  character  of  his  country  was  to  be 
compromised.  That  he  had  authorized  the  language  of 
conciliation  to  be  used  in  the  instructions  to  the  minister 
to  England,  was  most  honorable  to  him.  From  what  Pre- 
sident could  a  spirit  of  conciliation  and  courtesy  towards 
England  come  with  more  propriety,  than  from  him  by 
whose  valor  in  the  field  her  pride  had  been  humbled? 

There  is  no  mark  more  mfallible,  as  regards  the  de- 
gree uf  wisdom  with  which  a  nation  is  governed,  than  the 
respectability  of  that  nation  in  other  countries.  All  his- 
tory will  testify  to  the  truth  of  the  remark,  that  an  admi- 
nistration conducted  feebly  is  contemptible  abroad;  and 
that  which  is  conducted  with  wisdom  and  vigor,  never  &ils 
to  secure  respect. 

Mr.  B.  said  he  would  not  institute  a  comparison  between 
the  management  of  our  diplomatic  affairs,  under  the  pre- 
sent administration,  and  that  which  had  preceded  it;  and 
it  would  be  from  no  apprehension  that  the  result  would 
not  redound  greatly  to  tlie  credit  of  the  existing  adminia- 
tration. 

Mr.  Van  Buren  had,  he  believed,  while  acting  as  Secre- 
tary of  State,  accomplished  more  in  less  time  than  any  of 
his  predecessors.  Comparatively  inexperienced  in  the 
new  station  in  which  he  had  been  called  to  act,  the  ease 
with  which  be  had  adapted  himself  to  it,  the  rapidity  with 
which  he  had  comprehended  the  arduous  and  difficult  du- 
ties of  Secretary  of  State,  bore  honorable  testimony  to  his 
abilities  as  a  statesman. 

It  had  been  objected  to  the  nominee  that  he  had  intro- 
duced into  the  Government  of  the  United  States  the  party 
intrigues  and  discipline  said  to  prevail  in  his  own  State. 
Without  stopping  to  notice  what  he  cons' dered  an  unjust 
reflection  on  the  public  character  of  a  great  and  patriotic 
member  of  this  confederacy,  he  called  upon  those  who 
made  the  charge  to  support  it  by  proof.  It  was  honora- 
ble to  the  reputation  of  Mr.  Van  Buren,  both  public  and 
private,  that,  when  his  enenucs  were  asked  to  furnish  evi- 
dence in  support  of  the  ctiarges  urged  against  him, 
they  were  unable  to  fix  upon  him  any  one  of  tfiem  by  the 
semblance  of  proof.  Possessing  talents  of  a  high  order, 
and  rapidly  growing  in  the  e.steem  of  his  countrymen,  it 
was  not  a  matter  of  surprise  that  he  had  been  marked 
out  as  tlie  victim  of  unmerited  persecution. 

Mr.  B.  could  conceive  of  no  adequate  reason  or  mo- 
tives for  rejecting  the  nomination  of  the  minister  to  Eng- 
land. He  was  peculiarly  fitted  fur  the  station  which  he 
then  filled.  His  thorough  and  intimate  acquaintance  with 
the  commercial  relations  of  the  two  countries  pointed  him 
out  as  a  fit  and  proper  representative  of  our  interests  at 
the  court  of  Great  Britain.  The  State  of  New  York  had 
repeatedly  vouched  for  his  character  and  standing,  by  be- 
stowing on  him  the  highest  civil  honors  within  her  gift. 
Mr.  B.  said  he  therefore  considered  it  a  duty  which  he 
owed  to  the  country,  apd  to  the  individual  then  represent- 
ing us  at  the  court  of  Great  Britain,  to  vote  for  confirming 
his  nomination. 

Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio,  said  he  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
replying  to  the  honorsblu  f  enator  ftoai  North  Carolina, 


[Mr.  BaowM,]  and  with  a  view,  also,  to  add  somethinj^to 
what  had  been  said  by  the  honorable  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr.  Wkbstbr,]  who  had  placed  the  queBtion 
before  the  Senate  in  nearly  all  the  aspects  in  which  it  had 
presented  itself  to  his  [Mr.  £.'»]  mind. 

The  honorable  Senator  from  North  Carofma  has  s»d 
that  the  treaty  negotiated  by  our  minister  at  Londor, 
under  the  instructions  which  are  now  the  subject  of  ani- 
madversion, is  a  splendid  treaty;  that  it  has  yieldfd,  ^od 
will  yield,  a  golden  harvest  to  our  people;  and  that  it  is 
the  success  of  the  negotiation,  casting  all  others  in  tiie 
shade,  Mhich  has  excited  envy  and  animosity  against  the 
parties  concerned  in  that  brilliant  transaction.  Sir,  sid 
Mr.  E.,  it  is  the  common  resort  of  all  men,  when  brougffct 
to  answer  for  a  misdemeanor,  to  retort  the  charge  of  enrr, 
or  enmity,  against  their  accusers.  Pretences  of  this  kind 
can  always  be  advanced,  though  not  always  sustained;  and 
when  supported  by  evidence,  and  not  resting  on  iBcrc  as- 
sertion, tney  arc  entitled  to  no  weight,  except  in  those 
cases  in  which  the  accusation  to  be  repelled  rests  for  its 
support  upon  the  evidence  of  the  envious  and  naligiuet 
accuser. 

What  has  it  to  do  with  the  question  before  the  Sentr, 
whether  the  nominee  is  the  subject  of  love  or  hatred-cf 
malice  or  good  will?  Here  is  no  room  for  fabehood,  ard 
little  for  misconstruction.  We  have  before  us,  under  his 
own  sign  manual,  the  very  paper  on  which  we  must  acquit 
or  condemn  him.  We  have  it  before  us  here,  sir.  ItvJI 
go  abroad  to  the  nation  and  the  world  with  the  sanction  ff 
censure  of  the  Senate  stamped  upon  it.  Friendship  cm- 
not  brighten,  nor  envy  deepen  its  shades.  Before  d, 
and  before  the  American  people,  upon  its  own  mcrti 
must  it  sUnd  or  fall.  Nor  does  the  honorable  Setetc: 
touch  the  question  under  discussion,  when  he  telhustlu 
an  arrangement  effected  pursuant  to  these  instructions  * 
advantageous  to  the  United  States;  that  it  adds  to  our  co«- 
merce,  and  puts  mone^  in  the  pockets  of  our  people  I 
neither  admit  nor  deny  his  assumptions  as  to  that  fact;  fcr 
it  is  not  now  a  proper  time  for  the  discussion  of  thi!sw5- 
ject.  On  another  day,  on  a  fit  occasion,  and  vith  opcfl 
doors,  shall  (I  trustUhis  matter  be  investigated;  and tlicn, 
perhaps,  their  golden  visions  will  vanish  mto  air.  ButJ^ 
IS  not  the  arrangement  to  which  1  now  object,  butthem*- 
ner  in  which  it  was  sued  for.  Let  it  be,  if|cntlen« 
please,  a  splendid  boon,  a  golden  gift,  obtained  from  6ro^ 
Britain  by  the  superior  talents  and  favor  of  this  subtle  Se- 
cretary:  that  gold  is  bought  too  dear  which  is  purchistl 
at  the  expense  of  our  national  honor — which  issuedfor- 
beffged  for  of  a  British  minister— k  nth  for— prajedfoi^ 
before  a  British  or  any  other  earthly  throne. 

But,  sir,  said  Mr.  E.,  this  tone  of  submisaon,  of  sap- 
plication,  and  apolog)',  is  not,  to  my  mind,  the  most  ob- 
jectionable clmmcteristic  of  this  paper.  We  hive, 'is 
true,  since  the  first  formation  of  our  Government,  b^^ 
divided  into  pai'ties  at  home.  Our  people  have  diw^ 
in  the  choice  of  ther  rulers — sometimes  on  prmcpK; 
sometimes  merely  as  to  men;  but  heretofore,  whdJi^^J 
peace  or  war,  abroad  we  have  presented  an  undi^!« 
front.  And  never  before  has  there  been  a  soltsO^jv* 
stance  in  which  our  dissensions  have  been  sent  abn«»^ . 
the  accredited  agents  of  our  Government,  and  "V^'*J 
argument  for  tlie  consideration  of  a  foreign  Powtr.  B'" 
by  this  despatch,  sir,  c»ur  fam'.ly  quarrels,  our  P""^*J^ 
niosities,  which,  in  common  decency,  ought  *o*^'**'''i. 
our  own  doors,  are  pres«:nted  in  bold  relief,  awl  madd 
subject  of  earnest  representation  to  the  British  Cro«T 
For  what  honest  purpose  is  this  thing  done?  ^'*f*  «'. 
honest  nwin  suppose  that  the  Britisili  minister  or  '"t-  Ir- 
tish monarch  cares  who  is  at  the  head  of  our  Govcrnnt;  • 
unless  they  «xpcct  to  profit  by  the  ascendancy  of  i^"- 
individual  or  party  ?  if  it  were  "  the  countn ,  iJ»e  « l'i« 
country,  and  nothing  but  the  country,"  which  l''*"  °*^'' 
Ury  sought  to  benefit  by  this  oflScL-d'act,  why  did  «  ^*^ 
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to  Eng^land  (for  it  mattered  not  to  tlieni)  the  opinions  of  tish  ministry^.  It  has  bearingn  and  relations  that  reach  be- 
the  dominant  party  m  this  country?  Sir,  the  American  yond  the  immediate  question  under  discussion." 
republrc-i— the  nation — is  lost  sight  of  in  tiiis  despatch,  and ,  <*  You  cannot  press  this  view  of  the  subject  too  earnest- 
the  minister  is  instructed  to  present  himself  at  the  British  ly.**  What  view?  Why,  that  those  who  favored  Ameri- 
court  as  the  emissary  of  those  who  had  come  into  power,  '  can  pretensions  have  been  put  down,  and  we,  who  sup- 
as  he  aasumes,  because  they  supported  British  claims  port  Britisli  claims  are  lords  of  the  ascendant.  But  why 
agpiinst  American  pretensions.  I  once  more  ask  theatten«  press  this  earnestly  upon  the  consideration  of  the  British 
tion  of  the  Senate  to  a  paragraph  of  this  despatch.  ministry^    Because,  adds  the  despatch,  it  has  bearings 


"  The  opportunities  which  you  have  dei-ived  from  a  par- 


and  relations  which  reach  beyond  the  immediate  question 


ticipation  in  our  public  councils,  as  well  as  other  sources  under  disctission.     And  what  were  these  bearings  and  re- 
of  information,  will  enable  you  to  speak  with  confidence  lations?    On  what  did  this  view  of  the  subject  bear?     To 


(as  fur  as  you  may  .deem  it  proper  and  useful  so  to  do)  of 
the  respective  parts  taken  by  those  to  wiiom  the  adminis- 
tration of  this  Government  is  now  committed,  in  relation 
to  the  course  heretofore  pursued  upon  the  subject  of  the 
colonial  trade.  Their  views  upon  that  point  have  been 
submitted  to  the  people  of  the  United  States;  and  the 
counsels  by  which  your  condtict  is  now  directed,  are  the 
result  of  the  judgment  expressed  by  the  only  earthly  tri> 
bunal  to  which  tlie  late  administration  was  amenable  for 
Its  acts.  It  should  be  sufficient  that  the  claims  set  up  by 
them,  and  which  caused  the  interrtiption  of  the  trade  in 
question,  have  been  explicitly  abandoned  by  those  wlio 
first  asserted  them,  and  are  not  revived  by  their  succes- 
sors. If  Great  Britain  deems  it  adverse  to  her  interests  to 
allow  us  to  participate  in  the  trade  with  her  colonies,  and 
finds  nothing  in  the  extens'.on  of  it  to  othi^rs  to  induce  her 
to  apply  the  same  rule  to  us,  siie  will,  we  hope,  be  sensi- 
ble of  the  propriety  of  placing  her  refusal  on  those  grounds. 
To  set  up  the  acts  of  the  late  administration  as  tne  cause 
of  forfeiture  of  privileges  which  would  otherwise  be 
extended  to  the  people  of  the  United  States,  would,  under 
existing  circtimstances,  be  unjust  in  itself,  and  could  not 
fail  to  excite  their  deepest  sensibility.  The  tone  of  feel- 
ing which  a  course  so  unwise  and  untenable  is  calculated 
to  pru<luce,  would  doubtless  be  gfreatly  aggravated  by  the 
consciousness  that  Great  Britain  has,  by  order  in  council, 
opened  her  colonial  potts  to  Russia  and  France,  notwith- 
standing a  similar  omission  on  their  part  to  accept  the 
terms  offered  by  the  act  of  July,  1825.  You  cannot  press 
this  view  of  the  subject  too  earnestly  upon  the  considera- 
tion of  the  British  mini^ry.  It  has  bearings  and  relations 
that  reach  beyond  the  immediate  question  under  dis- 
cussion." 

'*  I  will  add  nothing  as  to  the  impropriety  of  suffering 
any  feelings  that  find  tneir  origin  in  the  pa;it  pretensions  of 
this  Government  to  have  an  adverse  influence  upon  the 
present  conduct  of  Great  Britain." 

Ca«  any  one  read  th's  miserable  paragraph,  mystified 
and  involved  as  it  is,  and  doubt  for  a  moment  as  to  its  inter- 
pretation' **  You  will  he  able  to  speak  with  confidencc 
(as  far  as  you  may  think  it  proper  and  useful  so  to  do) 
of  the  course  pursued  by  those  now  in  power,  in  relatioi 
to  the  colonial  trade."  What  is  this  hut  saying,  in  othei 
words,  to  the  American  envoy,  Tell  the  British  ministei 
that  we  who  are  now  in  power  supported  British  claimK, 
and  opposed  American  pretensions,  as  to  the  colonial 
tradi'f  our  opinions  upon  that  subject  were  submitted  t* 
the  American  people;  and,  because  we  entertained  viewr 
favorable  to  British  claims,  and  hostile  to  American  pre- 
tensions, the  people  place<l  us  in  power,  and  prostrateil 
our  opponent)?  This  is  the  plain  reading  of  that  part  of 
the  dcspatcii,  when  stripped  of  its  circumlocution,  h 
this  true,  sir?  And  if  it  were  true,  is  it,  I  ask,  the  kint' 
of  message  with  which  an  American  minister  is  to  be  sent 
to  a  fure.gn  court — thus  to  humble  and  debase  himself, 
and  degrade,  if  not  1  bel,  his  countrymen-^especially  Xv 
the  haughty  court  of  Grrat  Br.tain? 

But  this  is  not  all.     Wanned  with  this  subject,  at  d 
new  ligiit  breaking  in  upon  him  as  he  proceeds,  the  Sc 
cretary  closes  this  paragraph  in   his  despatch   with  thi»> 
special  injunction:  "You  cannot  pr*ss  this  view  of  th< 


subject  too  earnestly  upon  the  considention  of  tiie  Brt-j  io  it,  he  could  best  mature  a  prqject  for  briiigmg  foreign 


what  did  it  relate  beyond  the  simple  question  of  the  colo- 
nial trade,  if,  indeed,  it  could  have  borne  on  that?  Sir, 
the  motive  lurking  in  the  heart  of  the  writer  of  this  de- 
spatch is  here  disclosed.  He  stands  the  self-declared 
representative  of  a  party — holding  out,  as  a  partisan,  pro- 
fessions of  submission  and  subservience  to  Great  Britain— 
and  claiming,  as  the  reward  of  his  adherence  to  her  inte- 
rests, the  concession  of  privileges  which  had  been  with- 
held when  treated  for  in  the  name  and  in  behalf  of  the 
nation.  The  concessions  on  the  one  part,  and  the  boons 
and  privileges  on  the  other,  were  not  intended  to  termi- 
nate in  the  matter  then  under  discussion.  No,  they  had 
bearings  and  relations  which  reached  beyond,  very  much 
beyond,  them.  Do  but  convince  the  British  ministry  that 
the  Secretai*y  is  devoted  to  their  will,  and  the  advocate  of 
their  interests,  would  they  not  in  turn  lend  their  aid  to  se- 
cure his  advancement  ?  Have  they  not  the  same  motive 
in  giving  a  Premdent  to  the  United  States  tluit  Russia 
once  had  in  giving  a  King  to  Poland?  In  his  view,  it  was 
easily  done.  Let  the  ministry  yield  to  his  solicitations  as 
a  partisan  what  they  had  refused  to  the  manly  diplomacy 
of  the  nation;  and  let  the  American  people  feel,  or  be 
persuaded  that  they  feel,  pecuniary  benefits  resulting 
from  these  concessions.  I'hen  let  the  British  presses  be 
made  to  teem  with  praises  of  the  candor,  skill,  and  talent  of 
the  American  diplomatists.  I'he  weight  of  foreign  influ- 
ence, with  political  tactics  and  party  organization  at  home, 
he  might  reasonably  suppose  to  be  irresistible.  And  then, 
sir,  having  reached  the  summit  of  his  ambition,  could  he 
not  rewai^  his  august  friend  and  ally  by  yielding  up  other 
American  pretensions  to  other  British  claims?  Sir,  the 
British  nation  has  for  a  century  past  held  a  controlling 
influence  over  the  politics  of  Europe.  It  has  been  the 
**  setter  up  and  putter  down  of  kings."  States  and  na- 
tions have  received  their  gold,  and  become  their  pension- 
ers; and  it  is  not  probable,  if  the  lure  is  thus  held  out  to 
them  by  our  men  in  power,  that  they  will  be  slow  in  seiz- 
ing an  occasion  to  control  also  our  destinies. 

It  is  for  these  reasons,  in  addition  to  those  already 
urged,  that  I  have  made  up  my  mind  to  vote  against  this 
nomiiiation.  I  have  reflected  on  the  subject,  dehberately, 
calmly,  and,  I  hope,  impartially.  The  office  is  high  and 
responsible.  The  stations  which  the  nomiaee  has  hereto- 
fore filled,  have  been  elevated  and  conspicuous.  1  have 
felt,  sir,  and  still  feel,  the  responsibility  under  which  I 
ict  in  refusing  my  assent  to  this  nomination;  but  I  refuse 
t  without  hesitation  or  doubt.  Sir,  if  a  man  without  for- 
tune and  without  name,  an  officer  holding  some  hunble 
post,  had  sinned  as  deeply  in  his  sphere  as  did  this  nomi- 
•lee  in  his,  he  woidd  have  been  suffered,  by  common  con- 
icnt,  to  sink  into  obhvion,  perhaps  into  infamy.  And 
surely  our  censure  shutdd  not  fall  with  less  weight  on  the 
.lolitical  sins  of  the  high,  than  of  tlie  humble  in  station. 

In  coming  to  this  conclusion,  I  for  one  liave  given  little 
veight  to  tiie  many  rumors  which  are  rife  in  the  land 
ouching  the  politcal  character  and  conduct  of  this  no  ni- 
n  -e  in  otiier  matter.^  than  tliat  here  developetl.  Some- 
th  ngt  indeed,  it  luis  weighed  upon  my  muul,  that  he  is 
»uw,  by  an  arrangement  which  appears  to  be  his  own, 
•ur  accredited  minister  at  that  very  court  to  which  he 
hus  pressed  his  partisan  claims;  and  where,  if  he  chose  to 
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influence  to  bear  upon  his  poKtical  fortunes  at  home. 
But  chiefly  I  rest  my  censure  upon  the  despatch  which  is 
before  us,  and  in  whicli  I  cannot  be  deceived. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  rose,  and  said  that  an  absence  of 
several  weeks  from  the  Senate,  occasioned  by  indisposi- 
tion, had,  as  he  was  informed,  been  tlie  cause  of  some  de- 
lay in  the  final  action  of  the  Senate  on  this  nomliution. 
■  He  rep^retted  the  circumstance,  and  even  now  tluit  he 
was  enabled  to  resume  the  discharjafe  of  his  duties,  he 
could  but  ill  requite  the  kind  indulgence  of  liie  Senate, 
in  postponiniy  the  question  on  his  account,  by  any  effort 
of  his  to  investigate  the  chiims  of  the  nominee  to  public 
confidence,  inasmuch  as  the  delicate  state  of  his  health 
would  not  per4mt  him  to  enter  at  large  Into  the  various  in- 
teresting topics  which  had  been  adverted  to  in  the  re- 
marks of  the  honorable  Seiutors  who  had  preceded  him 
in  the  debate. 

Sir,  said  Mr.  P.,  I  have  risen  to  perform  an  unpleasant, 
but  an  imperative  duty,  from  whicli  I  cannot  withdraw 
without  subjecting  my  motives  to  misconception,  or  mis- 
representation, in  relation  to  my  vote  on  the  question  now 
before  the  Senate.  Having  notliing  to  gain  by  the  rejec- 
tion of  this  nomination,  and  nothing  to  hope,  should  it  be 
confirmed,  I  can  feel,  Mr.  President,  no  other  solicitude 
on  the  subject  than  that  which  arises  frotn  a  sense  of  the 
solemn  duty  which  I  owe  to  my  country,  and  an  ardent 
desire  to  preserve  the  honor  and  dignity  of  the  American 
people,  free  from  the  stain  of  that  moral  turpitude  and 
vicious  intrigue  which  cover  the  corrupt  Governments  of 
Europe  with  infamy  and  disgrace.  For  this  purpose,  and 
for  no  other  purpose  whatever,  either  of  a  personal  or 
political  character,  I  have  endeavored  to  inform  myself, 
by  all  the  means  within  my  reach,  of  the  facts  and  cir- 
cumstances touching  the  merits  of  the  individual  whose 
nomination  is  now  under  consideration.  1  have  adopted 
this  course  the  more  readily,  because  it  was,  1  undei'stancl, 
on  a  previous  day,  recommended  by  honorable  Senators, 
m  favor  of  the  nominee.  In  preference  to  a  full  and  formal 
investigation  by  a  committee  of  the  Senate,  which  had 
been  proposed  by  an  honorable  Senator  from  Maine,  [Mr. 
HoLXss.]  Mr.  Van  Buren  has  been  long  in  the  public 
eye,  has  filled  high  and  important  political  stations,  and 
the  influence  of  his  public  conduct  may  be  traced  in  every 
department  of  the  Oo^'crnment.  Whether,  therefore, 
his  previous  acts  entitle  him  to  the  confidence  of  the  Se- 
nate  and  of  the  nation,  is  a  question  which  each  gentle- 
man must  determine  for  himself;  and  I  claim  for  myself 
the  humble  privilege  of  presenting  a  concise  summary  of 
the  grounds  on  which  I  hope  to  justify  the  vote  which  I 
■hall  feel  bound  to  give  on  his  nomination.  The  evidence 
to  which  I  shall  refer,  and  whicl;i  has  operated  on  my  judg- 
ment in  this  case,  is  drawn  from  the  history  of  the  passing 
events  of  the  day,  and  the  statements  of  persons  of  high 
standing  and  respectabili^,  whose  integi'ity  and  veracity 
no  one  would  presume  to  doubt,  when  their  names  shall 
be  disclosed. 

Sir,  it  is  known  to  alL  who  have  looked  into  the  politi- 
eal  movements  of  the  various  parties  which  have  contend- 
ed for  power,  within  the  last  five  or  six  years,  that  Mr. 
Van  Buren  entered  the  lists  as  the  friend  of  General  Jack- 
son, long  after  the  commencement  of  the  administration 
of  President  Adams.  Prior  to  that  event,  he  had  lent  his 
influence  to  a  candidate  between  whom  and  General  Jack- 
son there  existed  the  most  deadly  hostility.  The  admi- 
nistration of  Mr.  Adams  had  no  charms  for  Mr.  Van  Bu- 
ren, and  after  due  deliberation,  and  a  ** judicious"  esti- 
mate of  the  probable  results,  he  became  the  advocate  of 
General  Jackson  for  the  Presidency,  in  opposition  to  the 
incumbent,  whose  prospects  for  re-election  were  overcast 
with  doubt  and  uncertainty,  and  from  whom  he  could  ex- 
pect no  favors,  either  for  himself  or  his  friends.  The 
capital  which  he  brought  into  the  stock  of  polUical  influ- 
ence then  operating  on  the  Presidential  election,  was  sup- 


posed to  oive  him  a  claim  to  the  highest  distinction,  inOie 
event  of  the  successful  termination  of  the  struggle.  Ac- 
cordingly he  was  placed  by  Genera]  Jackson  at  the  head 
of  his  constitutional  advisers,  preferring  him  to  otlier  dis- 
tinguished gentlemen,  whose  support  was  of  longer  dc- 
ration,  ami,  to  say  the  least,  equally  eflicient,  and  whose 
talents  would  bear  an  advantagecNis  comparison  wdh  i!ie 
most  enlightened  statesmen  in  the  world.  Thus  promot- 
ed and  flattered,  wielding,  as  he  did,  the  Executive  am 
of  the  nation,  permit  me  to  ask,  what  was  the  conduct  of 
Mr.  Van  Biiren,  then  Secretary  of  the  Department  tf 
State'  Were  the  honor  and  welfare  of  the  country, » 
tlic  purity  of  its  character,  objects  nearebt  to  liis  hart' 
Was  his  mind  free  from  the  bias  of  undisciplined ambitior' 
or  was  he  exclusively  devoted  to  his  own  elevation,  r?- 
gardless  i>f  the  means,  or  of  the  honor  of  his  ventnb? 
chief,  and  of  the  integrity  of  the  party  which  bicugt". 
him  into  power'  1  cannot  answer  the^e  grave  queai/jf- 
by  any  thing  which  falls  within  the  scope  of  my  own  per- 
sonal knowledge;  but  if  there  be  truth  in  facts  which  b?? 
been  detailed  to  me  by  men  of  the  first  rank  in  the  naiK2, 
and  which  I  am  bound  to  believe,  until  contradctrdb 
evidence  still  more  imposing,  his  whole  course  wasiT«ri:ed 
by  a  systematic  tissue  of  dark  and  studied  intrigue,  uk  . 
in  its  consequences,  swept  into  chaos  tlie  elements  of  ib: 
patriotic  band  who  fought  tlie  battle,  and  gained  the  splen- 
did victory,  in  1828,  which  placed  on  the  brow  of  thclHjro 
of  New  Orleans  the  civic  wreath  of  his  grateful  rcy - 
try.  Discarding  all  personal  considerations,  foi*  I  lavs 
neither  revenge  nor  political  aspirations  to  gntlfv,  iic, 
if  I  had,  they  would  not  enter  these  walls  to  infiueneerov 
deliberations  in  matters  of  national  concern,  1  ask  only  tlie 
Irglits  of  truth  to  guide  me  to  a  decision  which  iball  ac- 
cord with  strict  and  impartial  justice,  and  secure  to  i« 
the  approbation  of  an  enlightened  people,  and,  what  3 
still  more  precious,  the  smiles  of  an  approving  cor.scitncf 
If,  then,  the  friends  of  the  nominee  deem  theinfona- 
tion  which  I  have  received,  and  on  which,  for  tlie  prc3«r.^ 
1  must  rely,  inaccurate,  or  susceptible  of  sntiiifactof}  w- 
planation,  I  invite  them,  I  urge  them,  in  justice  tiJ  tlK^c 
friend,  to  rescue  him  from  every  shade  of  suspicion  wbci 
may  be  cast  on  him,  by  the  appointment  of  a  committal 
to  be  chosen  by  this  honorable  body,  who  shall  be  ddrf- 
ed  with  the  duty  of  collecting  all  the  testimony  whcbcjs 
be  adduced  either  for  or  against  tlw  nominee,  and  rak- 
ing a  faithful  report  of  it  to  tlie  Senate;  and  if  tlieresR 
should  be  such  as  to  satisfy  my  mind  that  the  nomiitc 's 
innocent  of  the  unwoithy  conduct  which  has  bcenascr> 
cd  to  him,  my  vote  will  be  given  in  favor  of  his  »wi!  J^' 
tion,  with  more  real  pleasure  than  I  can  feci  in  ohty^ 
the  dictates  of  duty,  by  denying  to  him  my  support-  Jf 
such  a  committee  1  am  authorized  to  furnish  the  mm*'^ 
several  gentlemen,  high  in  the  confidence  of  thecouii'r^' 
who  are  ready  to  testify,  on  oath,  if  required,  to  all'* 
facts  which  they  have  authorized  me  tg  conimunica'.s  u 
the  Senate  on  the  present  occasion,  in  a  much  nicrtc?- 
laired  and  satisfactory  manner  than  it  is  in  m>  po*^[  i 
give  to  them,  ButI  miust  be  permitted  to  remark,  tlt*^ 
this  invitation4s  declined  by  the  friends  of  Mr.  VanBu'f^ 
my  vote  must  be  recorded  against  his  nomination,  cc*fcJ- 
ing,  as  I  do,  in  the  honorable  sources  from  wl»ich  n)  i^ 
formation  is  derived.  I  f<n*bear  to  dwell  on  the  "°*'^'J, 
extraordinary  character  of  the  instructions  given  hj  >i^ 
Van  Buren  to  Mr.  McLane,  our  late  minister  to  Loudon 
on  the  subject  of  opening  the  West  India  trade. 
views  presented  of  the  nature  and  character  of  these .  ; 
Btructions,  by  other  gentlemen,  leave  me  nothing  to** 
but  the  expression  of  my  deep  regret  that,  under  any  c 
cumsUnces,  the  Secretary  of  State,  acting,  «'*'*='■  "''j^j^ 
the  influence  of  his  own  passions  or  prejudices,  <^^°.* .., 
instructions  of  the  President,  should  deem  it  compat-J  • 
with  the  dignity  of  his  station,  or  the  elevated  cW^^ 
of  his  country,  to  approach  the  throne  of  »  fore»g" 
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narcl)  in  the  style  of  supplication,  asking  favors  on  the 
humiliating  assurance  that  the  party  to  which  he  belong- 
ed, exercising  the  powers  of  Government,  were  better 
entitled  to  his  tender  mercies  than  their  predecessors  in 
ofticc,  wlio,  it  seems,  had  been  guilty  of  the  crime  of  de- 
manding, under  color  of  right,  from  his  Majesty,  conces- 
sions in  favor  of  American  commerce,  which  a  more  en- 
lightened aiiministration,  recently  brought  into  power  by 
an  overwhelming  majority  of  tljc  people,  were  ready  to 
abandon  as  unfounded  **  pretensions.''  Such  an  appeal 
was  unnecessary,  and  unworthy  of  a  statesman  representing 
the  interests  and  lienor  of  a  great  and  powerful  nation  in 
its  intercourse  with  foreign  Powers,  and  merits  the  re- 
proof of  this  honorable  body  as  an  integral  part  of  the 
Executive. 

But,  Mr.  President,  whi^Jt  is  the  history  of  the  conduct 
of  Ml".  Van  Buren  in  reference  to  his  intercourse  with  the 
Ciiief  Magistrate,  and  those  associated  with  him  in  the 
administration  at  the  seat  of  the  National  Government? 
lie  entered  the  councils  of  President  Jackson  with  buUen 
reserve  on  his  brow,  under  which  he  concealed  all  his 
opinions  on  the  great  questions  which  agitated  the  nation. 
He  seized  on  circunistances  which  pre-existed  his  induc- 
tion into  office,  novel  in  their  character  in  this  country, 
but  fiimiliar  at  the  court  of  Louis  the  Fifteenth,  in  France, 
ajid  of  Charles  the   Second  of  England,   by   means  of 
which   he   contrived  to  **ride  upon  the  wliirlwind,  and 
direct  the  storm,"  and  to  render  the  credulous  and  confid- 
ing cliicf,  whose  weakness  he  flattered,  ami  whose  preju- 
dices be  nourisiied,  subservient  to  all  his  purposes,  per- 
sonal and  pohtical.    His  plans  of  operation  were  shrouded 
in  darkness  and  mystery,  and  executed  by  the  arm  of 
power,  nerved  by  the  recent    development  of  pubhc 
opinion,  for  the  accomplishment  of  his  ulterior    vijews, 
which  knew  no  limit  short  of  controlling  and  directing  the 
destinies  of  tlie  nation.     The  established  practice  of  every 
precetling  administration,  to  hold  cabinet  councils,  was 
aboUshcd,  and  the  secret  machinery  of  political  intrigue 
was  put  into  successful  operation,  worked  by  the  skill  of 
the  master  spirit  behind  the  curtain.     No  board  of  con- 
sultation around  the  green  cloth  was  held,  where  each 
member  was  required  to  unfold  his  sentiments  freely  and 
frankly  of  men  and  measures  connected  with  national  policy. 
No  principles  were  promulgated  as  the  btiuidard   by 
which  the  people  might  test  the  claims  of  the  administra- 
tion to  their  confidence  and  support.     Every  thing  was 
involved  in  doubt  and  uncertainty,  in  order  to  catch  the 
brcexe  of  popular  impulse  in  whatever  direction  it  might 
set,  and  to  conform  to  its  overwhelming  influence.     The 
Southern  politician  who  complained  of  oppression,  was 
soothed,  flattered,  or  threatened,  according  to  the  thcr- 
moineter  which  regulated  the  political  atmosphere  around 
the  wails  of  the  palace.  Tlie  monopolists  and  oflicc  hunt- 
ers received  assurances  to  satisfy  their  utmost  wishes  and 
expectations,  and  the  doctrines  of  the  •'American  sys- 
tem" were  adopted  and  repudiated  according  to  calcula- 
tions founded  on  a  well  arranged  scale  of  political  profit 
and  loss. 

An  eftbrt  to  restore  the  ancient  usage  of  cabinet  coun- 
cils, made  by  a  few  of  the  most  devoted  friends  of  General 
Jackson,  was  repelled  with  indignation,  and  the  friendly 
interposition  falsely  ascribed  lo  personal  hostility  to  a  par- 
ticular member  of  his  cabinet.  These  gentlemen  have 
e\  cr  since  been  looked  on  with  distj'ust  and  suspicion  by 
the  President. 

Thus  protected  from  all  interference  on  the  part  of  his 
associates  in  power,  and  from  public  animadversion,  Mr. 
Vail  Jitiren  shaped  his  course  to  suit  the  crisis,  keeping 
sicadily  in  view  his  ultimate  elevation  to  the  first  oflice  in 
tlie  g-.ft  of  a  free  people.  Possessed,  as  he  was,  of  the 
iinliiiiited  confidence  of  (ieneral  Jackson,  he  very  soon 
Ivxtiul  frtfc  access  lo  his  ear,  and,  by  appropriate  advances, 
lc<i  i».  n  into  cJvctsscs  ami  erroj?*,  fatal  to  the  trunqaUity 


of  the  country,  without  aflbrding  tl)e  slightest  evidence 
that  he,  in  any  manner,  participated  in  producing  the  re- 
sults which  he  anxiously  desired  to  accomplish.  The 
prescriptive  policy,  pushed,  as  it  was,  to  extremities  which 
the  public  interest  (l-.d  not  seem  to  require,  and  far  beyond 
the  practice  of  any  other  Chief  Magistrate,  has  been  univer- 
sally attributed  to  the  advice  and  influence  of  Mr.  Van  Bu* 
ren.  This  system,  combined  with  the  whole  patronage  of 
Government,  was,  as  far  as  practicable,  placed  at  his  dis- 
cretion, to  smooth  the  way  to  the  ulterior  object  of  his 
ambition.  He  made  himself  almost  the  sole  adviser  of  the 
President  during  the  first  two  years  of  his  administration, 
and  every  one  who  stood  in  his  way  was  made  to  feel  the 
power  of  Executive  denunciation.  I'o  this  cause  may  be 
attributed  the  unprovoked  rupture  between  the  first  and 
second  oflicers  of  this  Government;  the  prostration  of 
those  noble  and  high-minded  friends  to  whose  unwavering 
exertions  and  loft>  eloquence  General  Jackson  must  feel 
himself  indebted  for  his  success  in  the  late  contest  for  the 
Presidency;  and,  finally,  the  dissolution  of  the  cabinet, 
and  the  consequent  nomination  of  Mr.  Van  Buren  as 
minister  to  tlie  coiirt  of  London. 

I  have,  Mr.  President,  been  put  in  possession  of  a  com- 
munication, tracing,  with  great  minuteness,  and  I  have, 
no  doubt,  accurately,  the  means  resorted  to  by  Mr.  Van 
Buren  to  produce  the  inipturc  between  General  Jackson 
and  those  honorable  men  who  had  accepted  his  invitation 
to  become  members  of  his  political  family.  T  forbear  to 
read  this  paper  to  the  Senate,  because  of  the  peculiar  mat- 
ters of  which  it  treats;  but  I  hold  myself  ready  to  deliver  it, 
with  the  name  of  the  author,  to  any  committee  of  inves- 
tigation which  may  be  appointed  to  embody  the  evidence 
on  this  subject.  I  liave  also  received,  from  a  gentleman 
now  in  this  city,  a  statement  of  a  conversation  held  with 
the  late  Secretary  of  State,  after  he  had  surrendered  the 
seals  of  oflice,  which  1  beg  leave  to  lay  on  the  table,  as 
the  facts  it  details  are  intimately  connected  with  those 
transactions  which  have  occupied  SO  large  a  share  of  the 
public  attention,  and  which  I  regret  to  say  have  never 
been  expl:uned  in  any  manner  to  satisfy  the  moral  feeling 
of  tlie  country.  Of  the  writer  of  tliis  communict«tion,  I 
have  very  little  personal  knowledge;  but  he  has  the  most 
respectable  testimonials  of  his  good  diaracter  and  con- 
duct; and,  I  am  informed,  has  been  favorably  known  as 
the  editor  of  a  journal  in  New  York  friendly  to  the  pre- 
sent administration  of  the  Government.  For  myself,  I  do 
not  doubt  the  verity  of  his'  statement,  and  I  submit  it, 
without  comment,  to  those  who  desire  information  on  the 
matters  to  which  it  relates. 

Mr.  President,  in  addition  to  the  unbroken  current  of 
testimony  to  which  I  have  already  adverted,  showing 
most  clearly  the  foid  means  employed  by  the  late  Secreta- 
]'y  of  State  to  appropriate  the  name  and  well-earned  fame 
of  General  Jackson  to  the  advancement  of  his  own  am* 
bitious  projects,  and  to  overthrow  all  who  obstructed  his 
path  to  political  power,  I  feel  it  to  be  my  duty  to  give  to 
the  Senate  the  substance  of  a  conversation  which  took 
place  between  tlic  President  and  a  member  of  his  late 
cabinet,  simultaneously  with  its  dissolution.  Sir,  the  dis- 
tinguished gentleman  ^\ho  made  the  statement  of  this 
interview  is  too  far  above  suspicion  to  need  from  me  the 
eulogy  which  his  character,  public  and  private,  so  justly 
merits.  His  ejection  from  a  station  which  he  did  not  seek, 
the  duties  of  wtiich  he  discharged  with  so  much  credit  to 
himself  and  advantage  to  his  country,  is  a  melanchroly  evi- 
dence of  the  frailty  of  political  friendships,  when  as>>:t:Ied 
by  the  ruthless  intriguca  of  an  ambltlouH  aspirai.t.  But, 
sir,  the  frowns  of  a  delinquent  friend,  clothed  with  the 
panoply  of  power,  are  impotent  and  harmless,  when  the 
intended  victim  is  protected  by  the  mild  radUmce  of  vir- 
tue, and  t!ic  shield  of  i:npcrishabie  imnur.  The  President 
invited  lli'.u  g-entleman  to  a  privute  auiUence,  fur  the  pur- 
[)osc  of  inakiug  known  to  hinj  tlve  nev 
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which  he  had  determined.  He  commenced  with  an 
air  oF  diplomatic  caution  and  studied  precision.  ■<  Sir, 
I  submit  to  you  two  letters,  which  1  have  received  from  tlic 
Secretary  of  State  and  the  Secretary  of  War,  resigning 
their  respective  offices,  and  a>k  for  them  your  serious 
consideration."  ••  Sir,"  replied  the  astonished  Secretai-j-, 
<*  1  am  a  plain  man,  and  yuur  friend.  Our  intercourse 
has  been  of  long  duration,  and  you  know  that  diplomacy 
is  no  part  of  my  character  or  yours.  Be  so  good,  there- 
fore,  as  to  tell  me,  frankly,  wh.it  you  intend,  and  what 
you  desire  of  rtt."  "Then,  sir,  I  will  inform  you 
that  I  mean  to  reorganize  my  cabinet."  "Very  well, 
sir,  1  hope  you  will  profit  by  the  change.  I  have 
not  been  your  friend  for  the  sake  of  office,  and  I 
wish  only  to  be  informed  whether  my  conduct  while  in 
your  cabinet  was  satisfactory  to  you."  "Sir,"  said  the 
President,  »•!  have  no  fault  to  find  with  you."  "With 
this  assurance,"  said  tiie  Secretary,  "I  am  contented;  but 
allow  me  to  inquire  who  is  to  be  your  Secretary  of  State  " 
"  Mr.  Livingston,"  was  the  reply.  "  Who  is  to  take  the 
Treasury  Department?"  "  Mr.  McLane,  now  minister  in 
England."  "  Who  will  occupy  the  Navy  Department.^" 
«•  Mr.  Woodbury."  "  And  pray,  sir,  who  is  to  replace 
Mr.  McLane  in  England."  "  Mr.  Van  Buren."  And  so 
the  conversation  ended. 

The  inference  which  is  inseparable  from  these  disclo- 
sures  must  be  obvious  to  every  man  whose  mind  is  in 
search  of  truth,  and  whose  judgment  is  free  from  the 
"  malign  influence"  of  prejudice. 

The  6nger  of  a  disciplined  intriguer  is  visible  in  all  the 
various  eft'orts  made  to  dismiss  particular  members  of  tJic 
cabinet,  from  an  early  period  after  the  inauguration  of 
General  Jackson,  until  it  was  effected  in  1831.  The  ob- 
ject cannot  be  mistaken;  and  at  tliis  day  the  managers 
scarcely  attempt  to  conceal  their  fixed  purpose  of  desigp- 
nating  Mr.  Van  Buren  as  the  successor  of ^ the  present 
Chief  Magistrate,  "  nolens  voknsj"  as  they  are  pleased  to 
express  it.  Sir,  on  what  data  can  we  reconcile  the  prompt 
and  unhesitiiting  answer  given  by  the  President  to  each 
inquiry  relating  to  the  individuals  who  were  to  compose 
the  new  cabinet,  other  than  a  preconcerted  and  explicit 
arrangement,  formed  on  mature  deliberation,  and  a  free 
and  full  consultation  with  tliose  whose  political  opinions 
he  was  accustomed  to  take  on  all  subjects  of  great  and 
absorbing  iiiterest  to  the  country? 

Is  not  the  fact  as  distinctly  known  to  every  one  acquaint- 
ed with  the  political  movements  at  the  seat  of  the  National 
Government,  as  any  on  record,  that,  for  more  than  a  year 
preceding  tiie  rupture  of  the  late  cabinet,  no  consultations 
were  held,  and  but  a  formal  intercourse  kept  up  between 
the  President  and  three  of  his  constitutional  advisers?  It 
oaimot,  and  1  presume  will  not,  be  denied,  that  tlie  Se- 
cretary of  State  had  so  managed  us  to  occupy  the  first 
place  \n  the  confidence  and  affections  of  the  Chief  Magis- 
trate. Ttic  only  rational  conclusion,  therefore,  to  which 
I  can  briitg  my  mind,  after  a  careful  and  impartial  examina- 
tion of  this  whole  subject,  is,  that  the  iiecretaiy  of  htate, 
prior  to  his  own  voluntary  resignation,  had  not  only  ascer- 
tained that  a  geneml  sweep  v^as  to  be  made  of  all  tiiose 
whose  influence  he  dreaded,  and  who  could  not  be  induced 
"  to  bend  the  knee  to  Baal,"  but  had  organized  a  new 
cabinet,  and  "  tliuugii  last,  not  least,"  had  taken  especial 
cai-e  tuopcn  an  avenue  through  which  he  might  witli  safe- 
ty retreat,  and  plant  himself  in  a  situation  sttU  more  com- 
manding in  the  public  eye,  and  better  calculated  to  acce- 
lerate the  consummation  of  his  ulterior  purpO:«es.  "  Who 
is  to  replace  Mr.  McLane.  in  England?"  "  Mr.  Van  Bu- 
ren." Sir,  the  time  at  which  this  declaration  was  made  is 
very  remarkable;  it  preceded  the  pubhcation  of  the  mo- 
debt  diplomatic  letter  of  resignation,  in  wh.ch  tlie  Secre- 
tary of  State  attempts  to  mystify  the  causes  uMuch  had 
operated  on  his  mind,  in  surrendering  the  high  trust  to 
which  he  had  been  calL-d  by  the  Prvstdeiit.     lie  artfully 


seeks,  in  that  anomaloua  communication,  to  excite  the 
sympathies  of  the  American  people  by  pretendtd  kif* 
immolation  at  the  slirine  of  purv,  disinterested  pairiotisoL 
He  retired  to  the  shades  of  private  life,  to  disentangle  iIk 
administration  of  Presi<lent  Jackson,  and  to  restore  hir* 
raony  in  his  councils!  No  sinister  motive  lingered  in  the 
mind  of  the  unbotight  patriot — no  mission  to  London  ia 
the  vista — but  the  noble  sacrifice  is  magnsnimously  ofTtt' 
ed  up  on  the  altar  of  public  good,  with  the  reservation  of 
such  future  rewards  as  a  grateful  people  miglitbestuvon 
one  whose  merits  could  oidy  be  excelled  by  thepuntrof 
his  intentions!  Sir,  would  it  be  cred.ted  by  a  virtuousud 
enlightened  people,  that,  at  the  very  moment  when  these 
high-souled  bentim^its  and  patriotic  profesttoiis  wercut* 
blushingly  thrown  before  the  world,  the  individual  v)m 
appropriated  them  to  himself  held  the  guaranty  tlut,  ii 
hcu  of  the  office  which  he  resigned,  he  should  fortlitth 
be  created  envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  plenipottS' 
tiary  to  the  court  of  St.  James?  And  yet  the  fact  u  ttii- 
bltshed  by  the  conversation  I  have  quoted,  and  strong^ 
corroborated  by  the  letter  of  the  President,  in  which  ke 
reluctantly  accepts  the  resignation. 

Mr.  President,  1  can  view  this  nomination  in  no  (As 
light  than  the  result  of  a  systematic  coorfe  of  pontol 
gambling  and  intrigue,  originating  in  personal  ambitioi, 
and  prosecuted  witSi  unrelenting  ostracism  and  proscnp* 
tion  on  every  high-minded  statesman  in  the  nation  sboR' 
fused  to  subscribe  to  the  articles  of  faith  dictated  by  tbii 
nominee,  and  prescribed  as  a  test  by  which  the  patroRa|t 
of  the  Government  should  be  dispensed  throughout  tin 
widely  extended  country,  llie  nuccession  to  tlie  Fr* 
dential  chair  must  be  secured  to  this  court  furorite, «" 
the  means  to  accomplish  this  end  were  placed  at  his  (b* 
posal.  Under  these  impressions,  I  should  be  guilty  of* 
gross  dereliction  of  duty  to  the  President,  and  iny  o« 
conscience,  by  advising  and  consenting  to  this  noffiinati* 
I  beg  to  be  informed  of  the  neceasity  of  so  machbiaie  i 
despatching  a  minister  to  London.  No  negotiations  vrre 
pending  which  required  the  presence  of  a  roiniiier,  vitt 
full  powers,  at  that  court.  England  was  represented  kit 
by  a  charge  d'affaires.  We  had  a  diplomatic  ageiu  tbcie 
of  equal  grade;  and  surely  the  relations  between  the  tvo 
nations  might  have  been  suffered  to  remain  in  this  t(\\i^ 
ble  condition  until  the  annual  meeting  of  Congre«i  ^^ 
the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate  could  hare  ^^^*^ 
ed  before  the  public  chest  had  been  opened  for  the  otot 
and  salary  of  a  minister. 

The  circumstances  connected  with  this  unneceasiryp''" 
cipitancy  render  it  obnoxious  to  the  strongest  objectwn^ 
and  warrant  tlie  conclusion  that  it  was  designed  to  op^ 
rate  on  the  action  of  the  Senate  in  their  delberatjow ^^ 
this  nomination.     I  cannot  subject  my  opinions  to  ll^cc*- 
trol  of  a  premature  movement  on  the  part  of  tlie  ^^' 
tive.     Sir,  I  am  aware  tliat,  for  -this  independent  cxf"«* 
of  my  best  judgment,  I  Miall  be  denounced  by  the  prt»»J 
the  partisan  of  a  competitor  for  the  Presidential  chai!^ 
spurn  the  impuUtion.     At  my  time  of  life  I  l»ve  i«w«| 
to  hope  from  the  smiles,  still  lets  to  fear  from  ^'  "]^ 
of  any  man  in  power.     I  honor  tlie  roan  who«e  bcjr* 
pure;  whose  actions  through  life  exhibit  lucid  V^^r^ 
he  is  honest  in  the  cause  of  human  liberty;  but  ^***" 
invoked  to  give  my  sanction  to  dark  intrigue,  pclitol 
nagement,  and  corruption,  at  the  hazard  vdMurm^ 
displeasure  of  ••  those  who  feel  power  and  forget  n$»s 
I  will  fearlessly  and  fa  thfully  discharge  the  trust  rep»^ 
in  me  by  my  country,  by  a  firm  vindication  of  the  o» 
feeling  of  tlie  people  who  compose  thisyouugwd?**^ 
tic  repubhc.     1  will  reprove  and  correct  the  "'■'*'**L. 
vice,  hy  infiictingmeritedcluistisementonsll  whopeH*^ 

trate  it.  .  ,^ 

[Mr.  FORSYTH  makes  no  apology  for  the  rougftssc^ 
he  presents  of  the  remarks  made  by  him  •"^^'^.^^o^b. 
sions  of  tlia  Senata  on  the  nomination  of  Mr.  ^  *&  '^ 
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The  speeches  ag^'mrt  a  nomination  having  been,  for  the 
first  time  in  the  history  of  this  Government,  thrown  before 
the  people,  it  is  due  to  the  person  assailed,  that  what  was 
siigvested  on  the  other  side  should  be  known.  Mr.  F.  is 
well  aware  that,  in  executing  his  part  of  tins  duty,  he  has 
done  justice  neither  to  the  subject  nor  to  himself] 

I  regret,  Mr.  President,  said  Mr.  P.,  that  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Poikdextbr]  has  been  so  long  ab- 
sent from  his  seat,  not  only  because  he  has  been  suffering 
pain,  but  because,  had  he  been  here,  he  could  have  escap- 
ed the  commission  of  numerous  errors  into  which  he  has 
been  led.     The  friends  of  Mr.  Van  Buren  have  not  ob- 
structed inquiry  into  his  conduct;  they  have  challenged 
investigation,  offered  it  in  every  and* any  form  consistent 
with  the  obligations  of  the  Senate  to  its  own  character.  The 
Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Holmss]  shrunk  from  liis  own 
resolution.     It  was  laid  aside  bv  the  votes  of  those  oppos- 
.  ed,  contrary  to  the  votes  and  wishes  of  the  friends  of  those 
friendly  to  the  nomination.     That  Senator  was  distinctly 
invited  by  one  of  the  Senators  of  New  York  [Mr.  Mauct] 
to  specify  any  act  dishonorable  to  the  char/icter  of  Mr. 
Van  Buren,  and  a  pledge  g^ven  that  the  inquiry  into  it 
iihould  be  made  in  the  amplest  manner  by  a  committee 
liaving  all  the  powers  necessary  to  the  establishment  of 
truth.     The  Senator  from  Elaine  was  distinctly  told  by  the 
Senator  fron^  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Hatitk,]  on  what  terms 
lie  could  command  his  vote.     He  was  told  to  cover  the 
m)und  indicated,  by  proof,  and  he  would  join  in  the  con- 
demnation of  the  choice  of  the  President.     Tlie  Senator 
from  Maine  deliberated  on  this  offer,  and,  af\er  delibera- 
tion, abandoned  his  resolution,  leaving  all  to  grope  their 
'way  to  a  conclusion,  as  accident  or  prejudice  might  direct 
them.     A  promise  was  made  that  he  should  have  a  com- 
mittee if  he  would  venture  upon  it,  and  the  offer  was 
deliberately  and  most  unequivocally  declined.-    Yet,  after 
all  this,  at  this  eleventh  hour,  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
flays,  if  tiic  friends  of  Mr.  Van  Buren  will  solicit  a  commit- 
tee, he  will  give  us  what  he  has  collected,  while  confined 
to  his  sick  chamber,  and  on  which  his  own  opinion  is 
formed;  and  if  the  committee  is  not  raised,  he  will,  with 
this  matter  in  his  pocket,  vote  against  the  nomination,  in 
order  to  preserve  the  morality  of  the  nation,  endangered 
by  the  bestowal  of  a  new  oflRcc  on  a  gambling  politician. 
As  the  friend,  personal  and  political,  6f  Mr.  Van  Durcn, 
1  reject  the  libera]  offer  of  the  Senator,  in  defiance  of  his 
threatened  negative  upon  the  nomination.     Let  him  unite 
with  those  who,  like  him,  are  so  anxious  to  preserve  the 
morality  of  the  country  by  rejecting  a  man  whose  most 
odious  crime  is  his  rising  popularity  and  transcendent  abi- 
lity.    The  friends  of  Mr.  Van  Buren  will  not  degrade  him 
foy  asking  a  committee  to  free  him  from  the  suspicions  en- 
gendered in  the  Senator's  mind,  in  his  search  afVer  correct 
information  from  sources  within  his  reach.     His  charac- 
ter wants  no  such  justification.     Does  the  gentleman  wish 
to  justify  his  vote?    Let  him  propose  a  committee;  he 
shall  have  our  concurrence.  Does  he  desire  to  convince  the 
Senate?    Let  him  produce  the  private  source.     Informa- 
tion which,  I  venture  to  say,  like  the  only  one  he  speaks 
of  openly,  is  worthless  in  the  eye  of  any  man  who  is  not 
so  embittered  by  prejudice  that  he  cannot  see  truth.  This 
letter,  by  a  former  partisan,  a  paltry  editor  of  a  paltry  news- 
paper, and  to  prove  what?    That  Mr.  Van  Buren  said  that 
the  late  cabinet  was  dissolved  by  the  conspiracy  of  the  Vice 
President  to  drive  Major  Eaton  ftom  the  cabinet,  and  that 
he  withdrew  to  escape  the  conseauences  of  the  dissolution^ 
Sir^  Mr.  Van  Buren  holds  no  sucn  conversations  with  per- 
sons who  were  once  his  partisans,  and  now  his  enemies. 

But,  supposing  he  had  declared,  or  does  entertain,  the 
opinion  imputed  to  him:  is  it  a  crime  which  disqualifies 
him  for  a  higli  office,  that  he  believes  the  charge  made 
and  sought  to  be  established  by  the  late  Secretary  of  War? 
If  such  be  the  Senator's  opinion,  can  he  tell  us  how  far  the 
exclusion  extends?    The  Senator's  letter  story  is  contra- 
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I  dieted  by  his  previously  expressed  opinion.  "What,  sir, 
.  the  most  artful  man  in  the  world  proclaim  to  a  paltry  edi- 
tor that  he  acted  in  the  manner  indicated,  to  escape  the 
storm  consequent  on  the  dissolution  of  the  cabinet!  If  it 
had  been  true;  if  such  had  been  his  motive,  he  would  have 
sought  to  conceal  it  from  himself.  No  degree  of  confi- 
dential intimacy  could  have  tempted  an  artful  intriguer  to 
such  a  disclosure.  The  story,  if  true,  proves  a  man,  whose 
extraordinary  prudence,  under  all  circumstances,  through 
a  long  life  in  the  stormy  politics  of  a  vexed  and  turbulent 
State,  has  gained  him  the  confidence  of  his  friendly  and  call- 
ed down  upon  him  the  charge*  of  consummate  artifice  from 
his  enemies,  to  be  a  silly  driveller  T  a  simpleton,  opening 
his  budget  of  petty  motives  to  one  whose  trade  was  to 
thrive  by  making  himself  important  by  confidential  and 
oracular  disclosures  in  his  unknown  journal! 

Mr.  Van  Buren  stands  in  a  strange  condition  before  us; 
from  the  beginning  of  this  administration,  before  he  came 
to  the  post  assicrned  to  him,  until  the  present  hour,  he  is 
held  accountable,  by  a  certun  description  of  political  men 
in  this  country,  for  all  the  evil  that  has  been  done,  and  all 
tlie  good  tliat  has  been  omitted. 

Now,  sir,  if  he  is  accountable  for  every  thing,  if  his 
haiul  is  to  be  traced  every-  where,  let  him  have  credit  for 
the  good  that  has,  and  the  evil  that  has  not,  been  done. 
Balance  the  account  of  the  admitted  g^ood  and  evil  imput- 
ed, and  the  result  will  fill  the  hearts  of  his  enemies  with 
the  bitterest,  disappointment.  But,  sir,  this  is  not  the 
justice  intended  for  him.  He  is  responsible  for  all  that  is 
complained  of.  Let  us  see  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  Fotndkxt£r's]  catalogue.  There  were  no  cabinet 
councils.  Did  tlie  country  siiffer  from  this  failure  to  fol- 
low the  example  of  late  administrations,  from  this  adher- 
ence to  the  example  of  General  Washington?  But  there 
was  one  cabinet  council  called  to  sit  on  a  lady's  reputation. 
Indeed:  and  this  Mr.  Van  Buren  is  also  answerable  for; 
and  is  it  true,  sir,  tliatthe  honorable  members  of  the  late 
cabinet,  who  remained  so  tranquilly  at  their  postsi,  enjojr- 
ingall  their  emoluments  and  honors  with  becoming  grati- 
fication, suffered  themselves  to  be  deprived  of  their 
accustomed  rights  of  a  seat  and  voice  at  the  council  board 
of  deliberations  on  great  matters  of  vital  interest  to 
the 
V 

this  restriction  of  claimed  right,  and  this  insultiog  call 
upon  them  to  step  out  of  their  appropriate  spheres,  was 
the  work  of  Mr.  Van  Buren,  or  the  act  of^  tlie  Pre«- 
dent'  If  the  first,  why  did  they  not  demand  his  4ismis- 
sion,  and,  if  refused,  indignantly  throw  their  commissions 
in  the  teeth  of  the  Chief  Magistrate? 

The  omitted  cabinet  councils,  and  the  sinele  call,  were 
no  such  dreadful  offences  until  obli&'ed  to  follow  Mr.  Van 
Buren's  example,  and  resign.  The  history  of  the  last  year 
establishes  the  wisdom  of  tl)e  President  in  calling  no  cabi- 
net council  to  deliberate,  as  there  could  have  been  no  har- 
mony in  their  consultations;  and  on  the  single  auestion  said 
to  have  been  submitted,  the  ex-cabinet  have  snown  them- 
selves incompetent  to  decide.  He  is  not  coinpetent  to 
decide  on  a  ladv's  reputation,  who  throws  out  or  view,  on 
the  question  of'^how  she  should  be  treated,  her  guilt  or  in- 
nocence. I  will  not  condescend  further  to  refer  to  the  trash 
with  which  the  public  presses  have  been  loaded  and  pollut- 
ed for  months;  and  unless  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  has 
better  evidence  than  the  pubfic  has  yet  seen,  the  hope  of 
implicating  Mr.  Van  Buren  in  the  disturbances  that  pre- 
ceded the  dissolution  of  the  cabinet,  is  forlorn.  Let  us 
sec  the  next  crime  in  the  catalogue  of  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi,  [Mr.  Poiicdxxtsr.]  Mr.  Van  Buren  intrigued 
the  dittolution  of  the  late  cabinet,  taking  care  previ- 
ously to  secure  a  safe  and  prominent  retreat  in  the  mission 
to^  Enp^land.  It  is  known  to  every  well-informed  man  in 
this  District,  that  Mr.  Van  Buren,  by  his  admirahlo  tcm- 
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per,  hU  conciliating  manners,  and  unwearied  exertions, 
kept  the  cabinet  together  long  afler  its  discordant  mate- 
rials were  so  well  ascertained,  that  its  dissolution,  sooner 
or  later,  was  a  matter  of  common  speculation.     Sir,  no- 
body doubted  that  the  parties  could  not  g^t  on  together, 
and  the  only  surprise  was  tliat  the  President  did  not 
proceed  to  restore  harmony    by  the  removal  of  those 
whose  disagreements  produced  the  discord.     But  ,Mr. 
Van  Buren  had  the  linparalleled  effrontery  to  resign  on 
motives  of  delicacy  and  disinterestedness;  and  as  this  mode 
of  conduct  was  so  unusual,  it  has  excited  a  vast  deal  of  sur- 
mise and  wonder.     The  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Poihdkxteb]  has,  however, satisfactorily  to  himselr,  solved 
the  mystery.     Mr.  Van  Buren  arranged  himself  into  a 
prominent  place  before  he  resigned,  and  a  new  cabinet 
to  suit  his  ambitious  views.     Now,  sir,  as  to  the  proof  of 
this  preconcerted  arrangement  for  his  accommodation  and 
elevation.     The  President  told  somebody,  who  was  a  late 
Secretary,  that  Mr.  Van  Buren  was  to  go  to  England,  and 
named  to  him  the  Secretaries  who  were  to  come  in;  but 
this  was  after  Mr.  Van  Buren  had  resigned.     In  the  in- 
terview, it  is  acknowledged  that  Mr.  Van  Buren's  letter  of 
resignation  was  handed  to  this  volunteer  repeater  of  confi- 
dential conversation  with  the  Ctiief  Magistrate.    But  the 
Senator   says   it  was  before  the  letter  was  published: 
thence  he  concludes  that  liir.  Van  Buren  had  made  a  cat's 
paw  of  the  President,  for  the  promotion  of  his  own  views: 
a  most  logical  inference  truly!     And  this  new  cabinet  ar- 
ranged to  further  Mr.  Van  Burcn'sunholy  ambitioni  Is  there 
a  man,  woman,  or  child  in  the  country,  who  does  not  know 
and  feel  that  the  change  has  been  beneficial  to  the  public; 
that  there  is  now  more  strength,  more  virtue,  and  more  har- 
mony, than  there  was  before?    Is  there  any  man  who  will 
hazard  his  reputation  by  asserting  that  the  present  Secre- 
taries are  capable  of  being  made  the  insti'uments  of  any 
man's  ambition,  or  so  subject  to  the  undue  bias  of  indivi- 
dual influence  as  the  late  ?    Partisans  are  not  substitut- 
ed for  pure,  disinterested  patriots;  and  let  me  say,  »r, 
that  more  partisans  have  gone  out  than  have  come  in. 
'But  this  mission  to  England  was  not  sought  by  Mr.  Van 
Buren:  his  friends  know  that  it  was  pressed  on  him  by  the 
President,  and  that  it  was  reluctantly  accepted  at  the 
earnest  solicitations  of  friends  who  were  satisfied  it  would 
promote  his  own  reputation,  and  redound  to  the  honor 
and  welfare  of  the  nation.     I  will  not  follow,  further,  the 
Senator's  lead.    Long  known  to  me  as  a  politician  and  as  a 
man,  acting  together  in  the  hour  of  political  adversity, 
when  we  had  lost  all  but  our  honor — a  witness  of  his  move- 
ments when  elevated  to  power,  and  in  the  possession  of 
the  confidence  of  the  Chief  Magistrate,  and  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  people,  I  have  never  witnessed  aught  in 
Mr.  Van  Buren  which  requires  concealment,  palliation* 
or  coloring — never  any  thing  to  lessen  his  character  as  a 
patriot  andas a  man-7>nothing  which  he  might  not  desire 
to  see  exposed  to  the  scrutiny  of  every  member  of  this 
body  with  the  calm  confidence  of  unsullied  integrity.    He 
is  called  an  artful  man — a  giant  of  artifice — a  wily  magi- 
cian.    From  whom  does  he  receive  these  opprobrious 


names?    From  open  enemies  and  pretended  friends.     In 


the  midst  of  all  the  charges  that  have  been  brought  against 
him,  in  shapes  more  varying  than  those  of  Proteus,  and 
thick  as  th^  autumnal  leaves  that  strew  the  vale  of  Vahun- 
brosa,  where  is  tlie  false  friend  or  malignant  vnemy  that 
has  fixed  upon  him  one  dishonorable  or  degrading  act  ?  If 
innocent  ot  artifice,  if  governed  by  a  hi^h  sense  of  honor, 
and  regulating  his  conduct  by  elevated  pnnciples,  this  is  not 
wonderful ;  but  if  the  result  of  skill,  or  the  ara  eekare  ariem, 
he  must  be  more  cuunning  than  the  devil  himself,  to  have 
thus  avoided  tlie  snares  of  enemies  and  the  treachery  of 
pretended  friends. 

It  is  not  possible,  sir,  that  he  should  have  escaped,  had 


trating  into  the  designs  and  defeating  tlie  purposes  of  his 
advertories,  seeing  his  rapid  advance  to  pubUc  bonon 
and  popular  confidence,  impute  to  art  what  is  &  naiunl 
result  of  thoae  simple  causes.  Extraordinary  talent,  on* 
tiring  industry,  incessant  vigilance,  the  happiest  temper, 
which  success  cannot  corrupt  nor  disappointmeut  soar; 
tliese  are  the  sources  of  his  unexampled  success— the  magic 
arts — the  artifices  of  intrigue,  to  which  only  he  has  resort- 
ed in  his  eventful  life.  Those  who  envy  his  success  my 
learn  wisdom  from  his  example. 

Having  disposed  of  the  catalogue  of  the  Senator  froB 
Mississippi,  let  mc  advert  to  tlie  grounds  occupied  by  a  kttk 
army  or  objections  on  the  other  side  of  thisdiamber.  Hot 
many  sacrifices  of  f<^ling  to  duty !  The  honorable  SeiaU» 
of  Maryland,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Massachusetts,  Ohi<v 
and  Kentucky,  are  constrained  by  duty  to  vote  agaiitttka 
nomination — ar^d  all  on  public  g^unds-- no  private  feelisp. 
Oh  no  1  nothing  like  it:  public  duty  against  private  fteliog/e 
tlie  order  of  the  day.  And  what  is  the  dreadful  public  cnoe 
he,  Mr.  Van  Buren,  has  committed?  Hear,  sir,  hear!  He  Ins 
degraded  the  country  by  giving  instructions  to  the  late  min- 
ister to  Great  Britain,  Mr.  McLane,  about  the  West  lab 
trade.  What  instructions?  Can  it  be  those  on  which  tbead 
of  1 830  passed — those  which  have  been  among  our  printed 
documents  for  these  twelve  months,  forming  part  of  the 
President's  communication  to  Congress,  of  Januarj',  1S31' 
Have  those  honorable  gentlemen  who  are  now  so  shocked 
at  the  public  degradation,  so  eager  to  punish  the  authorof 
this  national  disgrace,  been  sleeping  at  their  poi»ts--D6 
one  to  cry  out  to  ring  the  alarm  at  the  dangers  to  whick 
the  public  honor  was  exposed — no  one  to  interfere  top^^ 
vent  the  United  States  from  being  placed  at  tlie  foot^ 
of  the  British  throne?  Quietly  witnessing  the  consus- 
mation  of  the  crime,  passing  an  act  with  the  knoviedgt 
of  these  instructions,  to  secure  the  boon  wbicli  the) 
now  see  was  begged  in  the  name  of  party  from  the  B> 
tish  crown,  we  are  now  electrified  by  bursts  of  indig* 
tion  at  this  first  act  of  degradation  in  the  history  of  Amen- 
can  diplomacy.  What  a  spectacle  is  here!  How  hei* 
it  since  he  who  was  the  instrument  to  bow  usdownbefuR 
Great  Britain,  was  unanimously  confirmed  to  a  post  ot 
honor  and  important  trust  ?  But  the  instrument  by  wboni 
he  was  ordered  to  act,  is  to  bear  the  punishmeai.  1^ 
author  of  the  instructions,  he  by  whom  they  were  gi^ct. 
is  too  high  to  be  reached  at  present;  the  author  of  *«^ 
crime,  he  who  ordered  it,  escapes — ^he  whocoioautsi^ 
by  order,  goes  free;  he  who  conveys  the  order,  ans»flj 
for  both,  and  upon  his  head  fiiUs  all  the  iodigiiatioa » 
these  incensed  Senators,  acting  upon  public  grountii)'^ 
reluctantly  performing  a  painful — painful — duty! 

Well,  sir,  to  tliis  degradation.  It  is  fpund  in  tbein^n^ 
tions  to  Mr.  McLane  (  and,  to  make  ou^tbeir  case,  the  boa- 
orable  Senators  from  Massachusetts  and  Kentucky  b^ 
^ven  us  a  sketch  of  the  historj^  of  the  West  India  oegoiA 
tion.  Both  brought  down  tlveir  narratives  to  tlie  taocJ^ 
reply  of  Mr.  Caiming  to  Mr.  Gallatin,  given  duiiog  tbe 
late  administration.  From  this  point,  both  these  liuoon 
ble  Senators  found  it  convenient  to  slide,  no^  sir,  loie>pf 
over  all  intervening  events  to  the  instructions  to  *• 
McLane.  With  permission,  I  will  fill  up  this  UtUe  \a^ 
portant  chasm.  The  terms  of  the  British  act  of  P»n* 
ment  not  having  been  accepted  by  the  United  St»l^ 
American  vessels  were  excluded,  by  an  order  in  couRcy. 
from  Uie  British  West  India  porta.  ^Why  this  imporwa 
interest  was  neglected,  we  have  been  just  toW  by  the  Se* 
tor  from  Kentucky,  "  the  late  administration  were  igtior*"* 
of  the  act  of  Parliament,  until  it  was  casually  seen  J 
them. "  * « It  w as  not  officially  communicated  by  the  Iw 
lish  Government  to  our  Government.,"  ••Even wiieo * 
were  colonies,  we  were  not  bound  bv  British  acts  of  f 


liament,  unless  specially  named  in  them."  Indeed.  1*^ 
he  been  otherwise  than  pure.  Those  ignorant  of  his  un-  possible  that  thejale  administration  did  pot  kjiow  *"  ^  « 
rivalled  knowledge  of  human  character,  his  power  of  pcne-  [  parliament  affecting  important  interests  *    Where  rcre 
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our  accredited  ministefs  and  commercial  agents  in  Great 
Britain,  that  this  Government  was  not  inrormed  of  this 
measure,  known  to  all  Europe,  and  taken  advantage  of  by 
most  of  the  Powers  interested  in  it!  But  it  waK"  not  offi- 
cially communicated  to  us.  Well,  sir,  was  it  officially 
communicated  to  any  otber  Government,  interested  in  its 
contents  as  we  were^ 

^  The  British  Government,  I  apprehend,  would  have  con- 
sidered  such  a  communication  a  g^oss  reflection  upon  our 
accredited  agents.  It  would  have  compelled  tl)em  to  say, 
in  effect*  we  communicate  to  you  an  act,  supposing^  your 
agents  are  too  negligent  of  their  duty  to  send  it  to  you. 
liVhat  were  our  ministers  and  agents  about  f  How  were  they 
employed,  that  they  did  not  send  to  their  Government 
this  important  information? 

But  the  last  excuse  is  worse  than  alt.  Even  when  colo- 
nies, we  were  not  bound  by  acts  of  Parliament  in  which 
we  were  not  named  specially.  What  a  discovery!  and  it 
is  concluded  from  this  wise  recollection,  that  we  are  not 
now  bound  to  take  notice  of  acts  of  Parliament  not  spe- 
cially and  officially  communicated  to  us.  I  imagine  we 
are  not  bound  by  them,  communicated  to  us  or  not,  but 
we  are  bound  to  know  all  those  touching* our  interests,  and 
any  administration  is  severely  reprehensible  for  ignorance 
of  them,  and  for  failing  to  attend  to  those  that  bear  injuri- 
ously upon  the  interests  of  the  people.  The  act  was,  how- 
ever, at  last  known;  and  when  Mr.  -Gallatin  presented 
himself  to  negotiate,  with  instructions  to  waive  all  claims 
that  were  formerly  presented,  and  had  prevented  an  ar- 
rangementt  be  was  tauntingly  told,  you  have  lost  your  day 
in  court — ^the  privilege,  the  boon  offered,  had  not  been  se- 
cured by  accepting  the  conditions;  we  have  taken  our 
course;  ne,gotiation  is  not  our  plan.  Well,  sir,  what  said 
the  administration,  of  which  the  honorable  Senator  from 
Kentucky  formed  a  part?  There  was  an  act  of  Congress, 
requiring,  on  the  shutting  of  the  British  West  India  ports 
against  us,  an  interdict  by  proclamation.  Smarting  under 
this  taujiting  refusal  to  negotiate,  what  was  doner  The 
execution  of  an  act  of  Congress  positi\'ely  directing  the 
proclamation,  was  suspend^  by  Executive  authority  for 
two  months  before  the  meeting  of  Congress,  and  during 
the  whole  sucoeoding  session,  to  see  if  Congress,  who  had 
been  prevented  the  preceding  session  from  legislating, 
the  administration  preferring  the  eclat  of  a  negotiation, 
could  not  legisbtethe  Executive  out  of  the  difficulty  into 
which  he  had  placed  the  country  by  negligence^  or,  if 
the  Senator  f^om  Kentucky  pleases,  ignorance  of  the  act 
of  Parliament.  We  all  know  how  that  effort  terminated. 
The  two  Houses  disagreed  about  the  mode  of  effecting 
the  purpose^  both,  however,  willing  to  take  the  privilege 
on  the  conditions  proposed  by  Great  Britiun. 

The  Senate  passed  a  bill;  the  House,  under  the  influ- 
ence of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  amended  it,  and 
the  question  was,  whether  one  or  the  other  oblique  path 
should  be  trodden.  The  session  terminated  without  legis- 
lative enactment,  and  then,  and  not  till  then,  the  procla- 
mation of  interdiction  was  issued.  Thus,  sir,  smarting 
under  the  taunt  oF  the  British  minister,  our  administration 
left  the  whole  trade  in  the  hands  of  Great  Britain  for  six 
or  eight  months,  sought  to  cover  itself  from  censure  by 
invoking  legislative  interposition,  and  then  was  compelled 
to  act  on  the  suspended  statute.  The  interdict  being  pro- 
claimed, the  trade  stood  upon  the  very  advantageous  toot- 
ing, according  to  the  Senator's  judgment,  which  we  have 
lost  by  the  negotiation.  Notwithstanding  we  were  enjoy- 
ing such  eminent  advantages,  the  late  administration,  in 
spite  of  the  taunt,  directed  Mr.  Gallatin  to  try  M^ain  to 
procure  what  is  now  disparaged,  by  opening,  the  door  of 
negotiation  after  it  had  been  shut  in  his  face.  He  was 
again  repulsed.  But  this  humiliation  was  not  enough.  Mr. 
Barbour  was  sent  to  l4ondon,  and  he  toojiad  his  instruc- 
tions, and  went,  cap  in  band,  knocking  at  the  closed  door 
for  negotiation.  Sir,  lie  knocked  at  the  door  of  the  British 


ministry  under  circumstances  humiliating  in  the  extreme. 
If  a  gentleman  should  go  a  second  time  to  a  house,  the 
proprietor  of  which,  speaking  from  his  window,  had  direct- 
ed his  porter  to  deny  him  tp  Ute  vi«ter,  his  visit  would  have 
been  somewhat  like  Mr.  Barboor'ssecondcall.  Yes,  sir;  yet 
the  humiliation  was  vain;  the  second  as  fruitless  as  the  first 

Such  was  the  condition  of  this  question  when  General 
Jackson  was  placed  at  the  head  of  the  country.  One  of 
the  first  objects  of  his  administration  was  the  recovery  of 
the  British  West  India  trade,  an  arrangement  of  it  upon 
terms  of  just  reciprocity,  satisfactory  to  both  parties,  and, 
therefore,  promising  to  be  permanent.  Mr.  McLane  was 
selected  to  go  to  England,  and  these  much  abused  instruc- 
tions prepared  by  the  late  Secretary  of  State.  Let  it  be 
remembered,  sir,  these  are  instructions  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States  to  the  American  minister,  never  in- 
tended for  the  eye  of  the  British  Government,  and  which, 
in  no  country  but  ours,  would  ever  have  seen  the  ^T'^t. 

The  opening  of  this  negotiation  was  the  chief  difficulty. 
To  remove  it,  two  grounds  are  taken.  It  will  be  re- 
membered that  our  refusal  to  accede  to  the  terms  of  the 
act  of  Parfiament  was  made  the  ground  of  refusing  to  treat 
with  Mr.  Gallatin  and  Mr.  Barbour,  both  of  whom  went 
prepared  to  offer  an  arrangement  by  reciprocal  legislation, 
taking  the  act  of  Parliament  as  the  British  legislation.  To 
obviate  the  difficulty,  after  a  fair  and  full  history  of  the 
transaction,  these  snggestionsare  presented  to  Mr.  McLane, 
to  be  pressed,  so  far  as  he  might  deem  it  useful  and  pro- 
per so  to  do.  If  the  British  persist  in  refunng  to  hear  you 
on  this  subject,  remind  them  of  the  circumstances  that 
have  occurred;  of  the  difference  of  opinion  amon^  our- 
selves on  it;  of  the  abandonment  bv  the  administration  of 
tliose  pretences  that  had  prevented  an  adjustment  of  it; 
that  they  are  not  to  be  again  brought  forward;  that  the 
past  administration  was  not  amenable  to  the  British  Go- 
vemment,  nor  to  any  other  than  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  who  had  passed  upon  all  their  acts.  Bay  to  the 
British,  if  it  makes  pretensions  formerly,,  advanced  the 
pretext  for  still  declining  to  negotiate,  the  sensibility  of 
the  American  people  wiU  be  deeply  awakened;  that  the 
tone  of  public  feeling,  by  a  course  so  unwise  and  untena- 
ble, will  be  aggravated  by  the  known  ftuct  that  Great  Bri- 
tain had  opened  her  colonial  ports  to  Russia  and  France, 
notwithstanding  a  similar  omission  on  their  parts  to  accede 
in  time  to  the  terms  offered  by  the  act  of  Parliament. 
And  this,  sir,  is  represented  as  the  language  of  entreaty, 
as  the  begging  of  a  boon.  This  menace  of  the  public  in- 
dignation; this  declaration  that  the  late  administration  was 
neither  to  be  censured  nor  praised  by  ibieign  nations;  was 
amenable  for  their  conduct  to  no  earthly  tribunal  but  the 
people  of  the  United  States,  is  tortured  into  a  claim  of 
privileges,  on  puty  grounds,  for  party  purposes,  and  aaa 
disgraceful  attempt  to  throw  upon  a  previous  administra- 
tion unmerited  disgrace,  for  the  sake  or  curryiqg&vor  with 
a  foreign  Power,  and  that  Power,  of  all  others.  Great  Bri- 
tain. Great  Britain  could  not  resist  this  frank,  and  open, 
and  manly  appeal.  Committed  by  their  concession  in  la- 
vor  of  France  and  Russia,  and  the  ministry  distinctly  told 
by  Mr.  McLane  that  he  would  not  remam  if  they  declined 
negotiation,  or  placed  their  refusal  upon  any  other  ground 
than  an  open  declaration  that  their  interests  could  not  per- 
mit them  to  enter  into  a  reciprocal  engagement  with  the 
United  States,  the  English  cabinet  reluctantly  yielded;  and 
then  came  the  most  odious  feature  in  this  transaction,  that 
which  has  sharpened  the  intellect  of  the  opposition,  to  dis- 
cover dishonor  in  truth,  and  a  want  of  dignity  in  a  frank 
expotttion  of  (acts-— its  crowning  saccess.  Mr.  McLane 
and  Mr.  Van  Buren,  under  General  Jackson,  succeeded 
in  effecting  an  object  of  public  solicitude,  that  Mr. 
Adams,  and  Mr.  Clay,  and  Mr.  Gallatin,  and  Mr.  Barbour, 
could  not  obtidn.  The  country  was  humiliated  by  the 
preceding  administration,  without  success;  hence  the 
charge  against  Mr.  Van  Buren;  hence  tlie  overwhiloiiiig 
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anxiety  to  prore  that  the  success  of  the  late  negotiation 
has  been  purchased  by  humiliation.  The  British  cabinet 
desired  not  to  make  the  arrangement;  it  interfered  with 
great  local  interests,  and  if  they  could,  without  a  manifest 
and  unjust  distinction  to  our  prejudice,  thev  would  have 
declined  admitting  the  United  States  to  the  privileges 
granted  to  the  other  maritime  Powers.  Not  sati86ed  with 
his  condemnation  of  Mr.  Van  Boren's  instructions,  the  Se^ 
nator  from  Kentucky  attempts  to  show  us,  by  referring  to 
another  letter  of  instructions,  how  this  affair  shoidd  have 
been  conducted,  consistently  witli  his  ideas  of  national  lionor 
and  dignity.  The  letter  from  which  be  lias  read  to  the 
Senate  extracts,  is,  I  think,  signed  H.  Clay.  Will  the 
Senator  tell  us  who  k  responuble  for  it?  If  he  is,  then  he 
exhibits  himself  in  the  nngular  position  of  a  man  triumph- 
antly contrasting  the  work  of  his  own  hands  with  tnat 
of  a  rival  author.  The  Senator  knows  that  there  were 
two  other  instructions,  written  by  himself^  of  a  subsequent 
date,  one  to  Mr.  Gallatin^  after  Congress  failed  to  le^ps- 
late,  and  another  to  Governor  Barbour,  neither  of  which 
is  before  us,  and,  therefore,  liot  to  be  contrasted  with  Mr. 
Van  Buren's  work.  I  am  content  to  abide  by  the  result 
of  a  contrsst  of  the  instructions  he  has  condemned  with 
those  he  has  quoted. 

Let  us  see  how  the  gentleman's  letter  will  staml  the  test 
of  examination.     Mr.  Gallatin,  he  says,  was  not  instnictetl 
to  abandon  a  riglit;  we  were  to  be  at  liberty  sA  a  more 
convenient  season  to  resume  it.  Mr.  Gallatin  was  to  give  a 
strong  proof  of  our  desire  to  conciliate  by  a  temporary  con- 
cession of  what  we  had  previously  claimed  throughout  the 
whole  negotiation.     Was  Mr.  Gallatin  instructed  to  say 
to  the  British  Government,  tliis  is  a  temporary  concession  ? 
No,  sir,  he  was  authorized  to  waive  the  claim,  and  nFiake 
an  arrangement  on  the  British  basis.     Put  this  into  plain 
language,  and  what  was  it?    Strip  it  of  its  diplomatie  dra- 
pery and  verbiagpe,  and  it  is  neither  more  nor  less  tlion 
an  abandonment  of  a  pretension  which,  though  we  had 
supported  by  i^gtiment,  we  were  resolved  not  to  enforce 
by  power.     Sir,  this  covering  up  of  a  plain  truth  is  tlie 
common  trick  of  diplomacy;  it  deceives  no  G(ne;  and  liad 
Mr.  Gallatin  presented  these  conciliatory  concessions,*  they 
must  have  been  received  as  a  virtual  and  total  abandon- 
ment of  our  pretensions.     The  honeyed  words  of  right, 
waived  from  a  conciliatory  spirit,  and  with  the  hope  of 
corresponding  friendly  dispositions,  would  have  been  re- 
ceived with  a  sneer,  lurking  in  the  official — artihcial  smile 
of  a*~^horough  bred  diplomatist.     The  Senator  ii\si8ts, 
liowever,  it  was  a  right,  and  not  a  pretension.     If  it  was 
a  right,  why  was  it  waived  or  surrendered?    For  concilia- 
tion sake.     Why,  sir,  we  were  the  offended  painty;  Eng- 
land had  taunted  us;  England  had  refused  once,  twice, 
thrice,  to  negotiate,  and  yet  to  conciliate  England  we 
were  waiving  a  well  grounded  right!     For  whilt  purpose 
were  we  thus  conciliating?    To  place  the  trade  on  its  pre- 
sent footing,  to  the  great  injury  of  the  navigation  and 
commerce  of  the  United  States.     Such  is  the  view  now- 
taken  by  several  honorable  Senators  who  have  favored  us 
with  their  opinion  on  this  subject.     The  present  adminis- 
tration waived  no  right  for  conciliation  sake,  sacrificed  no 
principle.  It  stood  upon  the  truth,  and  the  truth  only;  and 
whatever  may  be  the  custom  of  others,  and  the  ordinary 
usages  of  diplomacy,  tlie  administration  was  right.  Nations 
fold  themselves  in  the  robes  of  falsehood,>*and  swell  arid 
strut  in  vain— to  preserve  an  air  of  dignity  and  decorum. 
No  nation  ever  was  just  to  its  own  character,  or  prcsen'cd 
its  dignity,  that  did  not  stand  at  all  times  before  the  world 
in  the  sober  and  simple  garb  of  truth.     Sir,  the  character 
of  our  diplomacy  has  undergone  a  marked  change;  we 
ar«  no  longer  pretenders  to  skill  and  artifice;  all  our  wiles 
are  facts  and  reasons,  all  our  artifice  truth  and  justice. 
The  honorable  Senator  tells  us  that  this  instruction  is  false, 
or  else  it  proves  Mr.  Van  Buren  to  have  been  criminally 
ignorant  of  what  it  wa«f  hi«  duty  to  know. 


How  does  he  make  this  appear?  He  allepes  that  Mr. 
Van  Buren  charged  the  late  administration  with  being  the 
first  to  advance  the  pretension  it  subsequently  abandoned; 
and  this  he  declares  is  untrue,  the  pretennon  was  Kt  up 
before  the  late  administration  came  into  poa'cr.  Nov, 
sir,  as  I  read  this  paragraph,  Mr.  Van  Buren  does  not 
charge  the  late  administration  with  being  the  first  to  id- 
vance  this  pretension.  The  Senate  will  recollect  this b 
a  letter  to  Mr.  McLAne,  whose  personal  knowledge  '» ap- 
pealed to,  and  who  must  have  understood  the  writer  s 
alluding  to  a  fact  of  general  notoriety:  tiie  words  vt 
'*  those  who  first  advanced,'*  &c.  havesubseqaerrtlyibu- 
doned.  Can  any  man  mistake  the  meaning— the  roeuv 
ing  perfectly  in  accordance  with  the  fact?  Tlie  preten- 
sion was  advanced  by  the  use  of  the  famous  ebewher?  k 
our  act  of  Congress;  an  act  known  to  have  been  penned 
by  Mr.  Adams,  who  had  previously  occupied  the  grouod 
covered  by  it,  in  his  instructions  to  Mr.  Rush.  It  vis 
Mr.  Adams  who  first  advanced  and  abandoned  this  ground. 
The  credit  or  the  odium,  whichever  term  belongs  in  juS' 
tice  to  the  act,  attaches  to  Mr.  Adams,  and  so  Mr.  McUne 
could  only  have  understood  it,  and  so  must  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky,  if  he  examines  with  a  desire  to  understaod 
it  in  the  s|7irit  of  the  autlior.  There  are  considention? 
connected  with  M^.  Van  Buren,  if  I  deemed  it  consistent 
with  his  honor,  that  I  could  present  to  those  that  beirioe, 
that  would  not  fsul  to  make  a  deep  impression  opon  iheL" 
minds.  But  1  ask  no  remembrance  of  his  forbeBnoce, 
no  recollection  of  his  magnanimity.  I  appeal  to  no  oneto 
imitate  his  mildness,  and  courtesy,  and  kindness,  inbisde- 
portment  here,  norto  judg^himas  he  judged  hisHvils^r 
fame  and  power.  I  demand  for  hina  nothing  but  jostice- 
harsh,.  harsh  justice. 

Mr.  CLAT  (in  reply  to  Mr.  Yowtrrvt  and  otiier  gcntfc- 
men)  observed  thai  a  doctrine  had  been  advanced  macb 
more  important  in  its  consequences  than  the  nominstioo 
under  consideration.  It  had  been  maintained  tiiat  tbe 
instructions^  so  often  adverted  to,  were  the  Presid(Ei'$ 
instnictions;  that  be  alone  was  responsible  fortbeic;ai^ 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  stood  in  no  manner  amembk 
on  account  of  then».  This  doctrine  was  directly  »t  vir 
with  the  genius  of  all  our  institutions,  wh'.sh  suppose  errnr 
public  functionary  to  be  responsible  for  every  official  act 
he  performs.  This  responsibility  runs  through  ourefltiif 
system^  and  attaches  tp  every  officer  of  Govemnent, 
from  the  highest  to  the  lowest.  If  the  President  sanctkxs 
instructions  emanating  from  the  Department  of  Staie. 
undoubtedly  he  also  is  responsible  for  them r  but  thiicar^ 
not  screen  the  Secretary  of  State  from  his  sliare  of  tk 
responsibility.  Is  not  the  Secretary  of  State  impetdaWe 
unde r  the  constitution  ? .  Suppose  he  is  guiky  of  **  tressoc, 
bribery,  or  other  high  crimes  and  msdemeanors,"  ccon 
he  not  be  impeached  *by  the  House  of  ReprcsentitiTfs, 
tried,  and  convicted?  And  would  it  be  any  defence  thst 
the  crime  was  committed  by  the  command  of  a  Presideot 
If  he  is  directed  to  perform  an  act  forbidden  by  hv,  orr^ 
pug^ant  to  the  national  honor,  he  can  withhold  his  sg|J 
tui-e,  and  surrender  the  seals  of  office.  It  is  i^™*^^ 
that  it  appears  there  were  no  cabinet  consuHations  vwa 
these  instructions  were  given;  and,  conseqtiently,  *• 
Van  Buren's  responsibility  was  greater,  I  have  bce» 
asked  if  I  considered  myself  liable  for  the  jw^^L^ 
wliich  1  gave,  in  conformity  with  the  directions  of  *c 
President,  when  1  was  in  the  Department  of  State  ^  Mt* 
certainly.  I  never  gave  an  instruction,  or  prepare* 
diplomatic  note,  without  a  full  consciousness  of  the  it- 
spoQsibility  under  which  I  acted.  .    . 

It  has  been  argued  that  the  real  cause  of  the  ^l^^^ 
to  this  nomination  is  the  mortification  which  is  felt  s^t»J 
success  of  this  administration  in  recovering  tl>c  ^°*?  ^ 
trade,  and  its  general  success  in  the  management  o\^^ 
foreign  affairs,  when  contrasted  with  the  preview*  •"' 
nistration.   With  respect  to  the  value  of  the  colonialW'  . 
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under  the  airang^etaient*  which  has  been  made,  and  its 
effects  upon  our  navigation  and  commerce,  I  hope  that 
an  opportunity  for  an  ample  discussion  of  them  will  occur, 
when  it  will  not  be  difficult  to  show  that  what  has  been 
done  is  decidedly  more  disadvantageous  to  us  than  tlie 
previous  state  of  that  tr&de.  But  what  is  the  arrange- 
ment? There  is  no  treaty,  no  compact,  nothing  obliga- 
tory upon  Great  Britain.  The  operation  of  an  act  of  the 
British  Parliament  has  been  simply  extended  to  our  in- 
tercourse with  the  British  colonies.  What  we  have  g^en 
proceeds  from  the  breath  of  a  British  Parliament,  and 
the  same  breath  can  take  it  away  whenever  they  please. 
Let  us  look  at  the  other  vaunted  instances  of  the  diplomacy 
of  this  administration.  The  residue  of  our  claims  on 
Denmark,  for  which  indemnity  was  not  obtained  under 
the  late  administration,  have  been  satisfied.  But  Mr. 
l¥heaton  was  engaged  in  negotiations  respecting  them 
prior  to  the  termination  of  that  administration.  A  treaty 
18  understood  to  have  been  made  with  Turkey.  But  the 
information  which  led  to  the  negotiation  was  procured 
during  the  late  administratron,  which  had  actually  com- 
menced a  negotiation,  and  would,  in  all  probability,  have 
conducted  it  to  a  successful  conclusion,  ir  it  had  remained 
in  power.  A  treaty  has  been  signed  and  concluded  with 
Austria  by  the  present  ad^^inistration.  But  that  treaty,  I 
believe,  word  for  word,  was  negotiated  and  prepared  for 
signature  by  the  Austrian  minister  and  myself.  A  day 
had  even  been  appcnnted  to  proceed  to  the  signature, 
when  the  caution  of  tlie  Austrian  minister  prompted  him 
to  refer  the  treaty  to^is  Government  for  its  apnrobation. 
The  French  treaty,  providing  for  the  satisfaction  of  the 
claims  of  our  citizens  on  France,  has  been  concluded 
during  this  administration;  but  the  whole  world  knows 

*  There  is  a  statement  in  the  published  speech  of  Mr. 
Skith^  which,  if  he  made  it  in  the  Senate,  did  not  attract 
iny  attention.  He  says  he  asked  me  whether  the  terms 
proposed  by  the  British  act  of  Parliament  of  July,  1825, 
were  satisfactoiy;  and  that  I  said  I  **  considered  they  were 
all  we  conld  ask."  Now,  I  am  perfectly  confident  that 
tlie  Scnator^s  recollection  is  inaccurate,  and  that  I  never 
did  say  to  him  that  the  temn  proposed  by  the  act  were 
all  we  could  ask.  It  is  impossible  I  should  have  said  so. 
For,  by  the  terms  of  the  act,  to  entitle  Powers  not  colo- 
nial (and  of  course  the  United  States)  to  its  privileges, 
those  Powers  are  required  to  place  the  commerce  and 
navigation  of  Great  Britain  (European  as  well  as  colonial) 
upon  the  footing  of  the  most  favored  nation.  That  is, 
if  we  had  accepted  tiie  terms  as  tendered  on  the  face  of 
the  act,  we  would  have  allowed  Brkish  vessels  all  the 
privileges  which  we  have  granted  by  our  treaties  of  reci- 
procity with  Guatemala  and  other  Powers.  The  vessels 
of  Great  Britain,  therefore,  would  have  been  at  liberty 
to  import  into  the  United  States,  on  an  equal  footing  with 
our  own,  the  productions  of  any  part  of  the  globe, 
without  a  corresponding  privilege  on  the  part  of  our 
Teasels  in  the  ports  of  Great  Britain.  It  is  true  that  the 
King  in  cmmcil  was  authorized  to  dispense  with  some  of 
the  conditions  of  the  act,  in  behalf  of  Powers  not  pos- 
sessing colonies.  But  whether  the  condition,  embracing 
the  principle  of  the  most  faVored  nation,  would  have  been 
dispensed  with  or  not,  was  unknown  to  me  at  the  time 
the  Senator  states  the  conversations  to  have  happened. 
And,  long  afltr,  Mr.  Vaughan,  the  British  minister,  was 
unable  to  afford  any  information  as  to  the  act  of  Parlia- 
ment. That  very  authority,  vested  in  the  King>,  demon- 
strates the  necessity  there  was  for  further  explanation,  if 
not  negotiation. 

With  respect  to  the  note  from  me  to  the  Senator,  which 
he  says  lie  received  accompanying  the  draught  of  the  bill 
introduced  by  him,  it  would  be  more  satisfactory  if  he 
would  pubKah  the  note  itself,  instead  of  what  he  repre- 
sents to  be  an  extract.  H.  C. 


that  it  has  proceeded  from  a  fortunate  conjuncture.  If  it 
had  not  been  for  the  revolution  of  July,  we  should  pro- 
bably not  have  obtained  the  treaty. 

Now,  under  the  last  administration,  let  us  see  what  was 
done.  It  concluded  at  Washington  treaties  with  Guate- 
mala, Denmark,  and  the  Hanseatic  cities,  founded  on  the 
roost  liberal  principles,  and  forming  models  for  fbture 
treaties.  It  made  treaties  abroad  with  England,  and  the 
Emperor  of  the  Brazili,  with  Sweden,  and  with  Mexico,  the 
latter, of  which  remained  to  be  ratified  by  the  Mexican 
republic.  It  adjusted  the  diflScult  subject  with  England 
relating  to  satisfaction  for  slaves  taken  during  the  late  war. 
During  that  administration  indemnity  was  obtained  for 
claims  of  American  citizens,  on  Colombia,  the  Brazils, 
Denmark,  Sweden,*  and  Russia.  In  respect  to  the  in- 
demnity from  Russia,  I  request  permission  of  the  Senate  to 
relate  an  anecdote  which  reflects  so  much  honor  upon 
the  late  Emperor  Alexander.  Baron  Maltitz  being  one 
day  in  the  Departmentof  State,  I  casually  observed  to  him 
that  I  tbougfit  the  Russian  Government  had  not  treated  us 
well  respecting  that  claim;  that  it  had  been  repeatedly, 
during  a  long  course  of  years,  brought  before  that  Go- 
vernment; that  we  could  get  no  answer  to  our  represen- 
tations; and  that  we  were  at  least  entitled  to  a  decision 
one  way  or  the  other.  He  communicated  this  conversa- 
tion to  his  Government;  the  Emperor  Alexander,  as  I  was 
subsequently  informed,  sent  for  the  papers,  personally  in- 
spected them  himself,  and  directed  the  payment  of  the 
claim.  It  was  accordingly  adjusted  and  settled  by  Baron 
Tuyll  and  myself  b^  an  exchange  of  diplomatic  notes. 

The  gentleman  from  Georgia  contends  tliat  the  late  ad- 
ministration submitted  to  indignities  from  the  British  Go- 
vernment; and  that  it  repeatedly  knocked  at  the  door  of 
the  British  minister  at  London,  to  renew  the  negotiation, 
without  gaining  admittance.  The  gentleman  is  mistaken. 
Afler  the  refusal  of  Mr.  Canning  to  treat  of  the  colonial 
intercourse,  an  elaborate  despatch  was,  on  the  11th  of 
November,  1826,  transmitted  to  Mr.  Gallatin,  containing 
a  vindication  of  the  whole  course  of  our  Government,  in 
which,  without  retaliating  on  Mr.  Canning's -sarcasms,  the 
honor,  good  faith,  and  character  of  our  Government  are 
maintained,  whether  with  ability  or  not,  it  does  not  be- 
come me  to  pronounce.  In  that  despatch  Mr.  Gallatin  is 
told:  *'  What  may  be  the  nature  of  the  proposals  which 
you  are  authorized  to  make,  upon  the  renewal  of  the  ne- 
gotiation so  confidently  anticipated,  it  b  not  now  proper 
should   be  communicated  to  the  British  Government. 


,  *  My  belief  was,  and  I  so  stated,  that  Mr.  Hughes  was 
instructed  to  aid  Mr.  Connell,  the  ag^nt  of  the  claim- 
ants against  Sweden,  to  procure  indemnity.  Mr.  Hughes 
was  instructed  and  chargfed  with  a  negotiation  for  the 
claims  of  our  citizens  on  Denmark,  in  which  he  was  aanst- 
ed  by  Mr.  Connell,  the  agent  of  the  claimants  there  also. 
Having  had  no  recent  access  to  the  Department  of  State, 
it  is  possible  I  was  mistakeif  as  to  the  fact  of  Mr.  Huglies 
being  especially  instructed  in  respect  to  the  Swedish 
claims,  and  that  I  confounded  the  two  negotiations.  In 
point  of  fact,  however,  Mr.  Hughes,  either  under  his 
general  instructions,  the  particular  instruction  given  by 
Mr.  Adams,  or  as  incident  to  his  diplomatic  character,  did 
aid,  and,  by  his  address,  essentially  aid,  Mr.  Connell  in  the 
liquidation  of  the  Swedish  claims. 

It  appears  that  the  present  Secretary  of  State,  at  the 
instance  of  an  individual  member  of  the  Senate,  has  under- 
taken to  furnish  a  copy  of  instructions  transmitted  to  a 
foreign  minister,  and  to  negative  the  existence  of  other 
instructions,  so  &r  as  the  records  of  the  department  would 
enable  him  to  negative  their  existence.  Hitherto,  in- 
structions have  been  only  communicated  to  Congress 
upon  the  calls  of  that  body,  or  voluntarily  by  the  Execu- 
tive. They  have  been  sometimes  even  refused  to  one  of 
the  Hovoes  of  Congress.  H.  C. 
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Respect  for  ourselves,  no  less  than  for  that  Government, 
forbids  that  we  should  obtrude  upon  their  consideration 
proposals  against  which  they  have  deemed  it  proper  to 
shut  their  ears."  Mr.  Barbour  succeeded  Mr.  Gallatin; 
but  he  was  not,  accortling  to  my  recollection  of  his  instruc* 
tions,  charged  with  any  renewal  of  the  negotiation.  No 
naan  was  ever  more  tenacious  of  the  honor  of  his  coun- 
try than  the  late  President,  and  he  would  have  been  the 
last  to  have  authorized  a  degrading  or  derogatory  solicita- 
tion to  renew  the  negotiation.  It  is  allegeid  that  he  fore- 
bore  for  a  long  time  to  issue  his  proclamation  interdicting 
British  vessels,  coming  from  the  colonial  ports,  an  entry 
into  our  ports.  The  situation  of  tiiat  administration  was 
peculiar.  During  a  great  part  of  it,  the  opposition  had 
the  majority  in  Congress.  At  the  session  of  1825-6,  Con- 
gress had  taken  up  the  subject  of  the  colonial  intercourse, 
although  it  failed  to  pass  a  law.  In  the  despatch  to  Mr. 
Gallatin,  already  cited,  he  was  informed  that  the  whole  mat- 
ter would  be  communicated  to  Congress.  It  was  communi- 
cated at  the  session -of  1826-7.  Could  the  President  with 
propriety  have  issued  his  proclamation  during  that  ses- 
sion? Shortly  after  its  close.  Congress  having  omitted 
to  legislate  in  respect  to  the  colonial  trade,  the  President, 
without  hesitation,  issued  his  proclamation,  in  conformity 
with  the  existing  law. 

The  gentleman  from  Georgia  further  contended  that 
tlie  withdrawal  or  waiver  of  the  demand,  on  the  part  of 
the  late  administration,  of  the  admission  of  our  produce 
into  the  British  West  Indies  on  the  same  footing  with 
similar  produce  from  the  British  colonial  continental  ports, 
was  equivalent  to  the  abandonment  of  the  pretension 
made  by  the  present  administration;  and  that  it  was  a  mere 
difference  of  diplomatic  phraseology.  But  I  cannot  agree 
with  the  gentleman.  The  withdrawal  or  waiver  of  the 
demand  was  a  concession,  the  operation  of  which  would 
have  been  temporary,  limited  to  the  duration  of  the  treaty, 
in  which  it  was  expected  the  negotiation  would  terminate. 
Upon  the  expiration  of  the  treaty,  the  right  would  have 
revived,  and  might  have  been  insisted  on  in  future  nego- 
tiations. Moreover,  it  was  expected  that  equivalents 
would  have  been  obtained,  and  especially  some  provision 
for  our  trade  on  the  St.  Lawrence  and  the  Sorrel.  But 
when  the  demand  is  abandoned  as  an  unsustainable  pre- 
tension; when  our  Government  is  denounced  for  having 
brought  forward  such  a  pretension,  and  too  lonr  and  too 
tenaciously  clMOg  to  it,  how  can  we  ever  hereafter  assert 
it?  With  wliat  iace  can  an  American  negotiator  again  put 
forward  the  demand^  It  could  only  be  done  by  following 
the  bad  example  of  one  administration,  disavowing  to  a 
foreign  Government  the  acts  of  its  predecessor. 

The  more  I  reflect  upon  these  instructions,  the  stronger 
am  I  convinced  of  their  reprehensible  nature.  If  there 
be  one  point  more  than  all  otliers  of  which  all  Govern- 
ments, wliatever  may  be  their  form,  are  justly  most  jealous, 
it  is  that  of  a  foreign  interference  in  domestic  affairs. 
But  of  all  Governments,  republics  should  g^ard  with  the 
most  assiduous  care  against  such  interference.  AU  histo- 
ry, from  the  days  of  Greece  and  Philip,  proclaims  that 
this  is  tlie  point  of  most  dan^r.  But  these  instructions 
invite  the  attention  of  the'British  Government  to  the  fact 
of  our  dissensions,  present  it  as  a  topic  for  consideration, 
for  persuasion,  for  deliberation.  When  that  Government 
is  thus  legitimately  put  in  possession  of  the  fact,  do  we 
not  know  that  the  transition  from  deliberation  upon  those 
divisions  to  action  is  short  and  perilous! 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Marct]  supposes, 
in  adverting  to  the  practice  of  proscription  which  i  im- 
derstood  prevailed  with  the  dominant  party  in  his  State, 
that  I  had  reflected  upon  Uie  character  of  that  State;  and 
he  alleges  that  the  practice  has  existed  for  thirty  years, 
with  every  dominant  party,  and  was  rigorously  exercised, 
many  years  ago,  by  my  friends.  Nothing  was  further 
from  ray  intention  than  to  reflect,  in  the  smallest  degree, 


upon  that  powerful  and  respectable  State.  On  the  con- 
trary, I  honor  and  admire  it  for  its  noble  institutiom,  iti 
splendid  public  works,  and  its  enterprise  and  intelli^nce. 
But  I  must  pronounce  my  abhor^nce  of  the  prtctce  to 
which  I  allude,  no  matter  with  whom  it  originated,  vb^ 
tlier  friend  or  foe,  or  by  whom  it  may  be  continaei  h 
has  been  carried  by  the  present  administration  to  a  most 
odious  extent  in  Kentucky.  Almost  every  official  in- 
cumbent, who  voted  against  the  present  Chief  Magiistnte, 
and  who  was  within  the  Executive  reach,  has  been  hurkd 
from  ofiicei  whilst  those  who  voted  for  lum,  have  bees 
retained,  no  matter  how  long  they  had  been  in  their 
stations.  It  is  not  practised  in  Kentucky  by  the  Stite 
Government,  when  in  the  hands  of  the  opposition  to  tlm 
administration.  Very  lately.  Governor  Metcalfe  hu  ap- 
pointed to  one  of  the  three  liighest  judicial  stations  in  tk 
State  a  suppoKer  of  this  administration.  Thegentlenu 
appointed  is  a  nephew  of  the  gfentleman  from  Maiyhnd, 
[Mr.  Skitb,]  and  although  highly  respectable  and  ttth 
nent  in  his  profession,  he  is  not  more  so  than  twentyotber 
lawyers  in  the  State,  belonging  to  the  opposite  partT. 
The  Governor  also  renewed  Uie  appointment,  or  cantn» 
sioned  several  gentlemen  opposed  to  him  in  politici,u 
attorneys  for  the  commonwealth.  And,  recently,  tU  I^ 
gislature  appointed  a  president  of  one  of  the  banks  fron 
the  ranks  or  the  friends  of  this  administration,  and  lerenl 
otiier  officers. 

Mr.  FORSTTH  said,  I  have  no  desire  to  pursue  this 
argument  with  the  Senator  from  Kentucky.  I  am  contest 
to  leave  it  where  it  stands,  with  this  explanation  of  kt 
opinion  of  the  responsibtlity  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 
He  i%  like  every  officer  of  the  Government,  responnble- 
punishable  for  his  offences  by  public  reprobation  and  judi- 
cial sentence.  His  responsibility  for  instructions  to  wr 
ministers  abroad  is  secondary,  not  primary.  In  ginn; 
dishonest,  dishonorable,  or  treacherous  instnictiona,  he  is 
punishable  as  an  accessary,  not  as  principal.  It  b  ia)p<» 
sible  not  to  understand  that  the  Senators  who  have  repro- 
bated Mr.  Van  Buren«  hold  him  as  the  principal,  as  the 
prime  mover,  not  as.  the  agent  of  the  President  I  do 
not  seek  to  shield  him  under  the  President's  name  or  of- 
fice. Wiiatbelongs  to  his  place,  let  him  answer  for.  H' 
was,  like  Mr.  McLane,  an  ajgent  in  the  commissioBof  thii 
imputed  oflfence.  He  stands  to  the  President  as  the  Seitt* 
tor  from  Kentucky  did  to  the  late  President,  as  Ifr.  Jef* 
ferson  did  to  General  Washington. 

Mr.  p.,  in  the  discussion  of  the  Senate,  did  not  under- 
stand  that  he  was  supposed  to  have  charged  the  Ut 
administration  with  designing  to  degrade  the  United  StaW 
in  the  negotiation  with  Great  Britain  on  the  West  low 
trade.  Had  sueh  been  his  impression*  he  would  haTe<)^ 
clared,  as  he  now  declares,  that  he  had  no  such  desgn. 
He  concurs  with  pleasure  in  the  remark  of  Mr.  Cuit 
that  there  is  no  man  in  the  Union  who  would  be  more  un- 
willing to  countenance  what  he  believed  to  be  •"  *^  ^' 
degradation  to  his  country,  than  John  Quincy  Adams. 

Mr.  MARCY  said,  1  will  trouble  the  Senate  with  afc* 
words  in  answer  to  what  has  just  fallen  from  the  honor- 
able Senator  from  Kentuek^y.  He  did  not  intend,  be  tf- 
sures  us,  to  apply  his  animadversions  to  the  whole  State 
of  New  York,  but.only  to  the  dominant  party  <^«*^^ 
political  friends  of  the  minister -to  London,  Mr.  V«n  W- 
rcn.  But,  sir,  the  state  of  facU  relative  to  the  condurt 
of  parties  in  that  SUte  will  not  aUow  of  such  a  restrict* 
application.  If  there  has  been  any  thing  ce"*""*!'^  ? 
that  respect,  the  honorable  Senator's  own  political  fncw» 
must  come  in  for  a  full  sliare:  if  any  distinction  is  to  *« 
made,  it  cannot  be  in  favor  of  those  whose  good  opinjw 
he  enjoys.  A  recurrence  to  facts  will  show  that  prxv 
scription— if  it  is  to  be  callci'-^nters  more  deeply  >n^ 
tiieir  practice  when  they  get  power,  than  it  does  iirto  w 
practice  of  those  who  are  selected  as  the  particultf  o^ 
jects  of  stuck.     1  could  refer  to  recent  insUnces  to  reniy 
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the  assertion.  Giv«  them  success  only  in  a  sing^le  city, 
•jid  the  work  of  removal  from  office  at  once  begins.  They 
leave  very  few  "spared  monuments;"  almost  all  are 
swept  off — from  the  highest  to  the  lowest — down  even  to 
the  lamp-lighter.  The  truth  is,  sir,  the  political  friends 
of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  are  not  converts  to  the 
liberal  doctrines  he  has  avowed  on  this  occasion.  If  they 
have  ever  heard  of  them,  they  heed  them  not. 

After  all,  Mr.  President,  it  is  quite  evident  from  what 
we  have  heai*d,  in  relation  to  the  conduct  of  parties  in 
Maryland  and  elsewhere,  that  New  York  does  not  differ 
from  other  States.  Political  men  in  all  of  them  have  the 
same  passions,  and  are  actuated  by  like  motives,  and  only 
differ  in  conduct  by  reason  of  some  difference  in  their  cir- 
cumstances. Where  there  is  alternation  of  success  and 
defeat,  there  will  be  removals— called  restoration  or  re- 
taliation by  those  who  use  ]|!>ower,  and  proscription  by 
those  who  feel  it. 

If  the  honorable  Senator  understood  me  to  speak  of 
only  one  office  holder,  a  single  spared  monument,  as  he 
called  it,  friendly  to  the  late  administration,  being  retain- 
ed, he  had  misapprehended  me.  The  number  of  changes 
made  in  that  State  is  small;  and  I  can  assure  him  that, 
notwithstanding  the  ferocious  and  proscribing  policies  as- 
cribed to  us,  he  has  many  friends  now  enjoying  oific<;s 
under  both  the-  General  and  State  Governments:  more 
than  that,  sir,  Mr.  Van  Buren  has  been  censured  by  seme 
of  his  own  political  friends,  for  having  counteracted,  as 
they  suppose,  tlie  efforts  which  have  been  made,  in  some 
instances,  to  effect  changes. 

So  far  as  my  observation  has  extended,  I  can  discover 
no  sort  of  resemblance  between  the  condition  of  actual 
office  holders  opposed  to  the  administration,  and  that 
which  has  been  described.  They  were  portrayed  as  a 
class  of  men  in  the  most  abject  state  of  f^  and  trembling, 
not  daring  to  speak  but  in  whispers  on  public  affairs,  and 
even  under  restraints  in  their  social  intercourse.  They 
may  present  themselves  or  be  presented  in  this  light  to 
the  honorable  Senators,  but  1  am  sure  they  are  not  so  pre- 
sented to  others,  for  that  is  not  their  true  condition.  Their 
political  predilections  and  sentiments  are  not  restrained 
by  fear,  or  expressed  in  whispers;  their  opposition  is  open 
and  active,  and  sometimes  noisy,  and  yet  they  remain  in 
undisturbed  possession  of  their  offices. 

I  must  agpin  allude  to  the  grounds  of  the  removal  of 
some  subordinate  officers  by  the  present  administration,  in 
order  that  it  may  be  understood  upon  what  principle  the 
act  is  vindicated,  and  to  repel  the  charge  of  wanton  pro- 
scription. The  necessities  of  the  late  administration  were 
such  that  it  compelled  these  officers  to  become  partisans 
in  the  struggle.  Many  of  them  mingled  in  the  hottest  of 
the  fight;  they  were  paragraph  writers  for  the  newspa- 
pers, and  the  distributors  of  political  handbills,  and  there- 
by exposed  themselves  to  the  vicissitudes  to  which  those 
are  always  exposed  for  whom  the  political  contests  in  free 
Governments  are  waged.  If  among  this  class  of  officers 
there  was  more  mortality  attendant  upon  the  late  conflict, 
it  was  because  there  was  more  disease. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  denounced  removals 
from  office  as  a  violation  of  the  freedom  of  opinion  and  the 
liberty  of  speech  and  action.  Ue  advocates  the  liberty  of 
speech  and  action.  He  advocates  a  course  of  conduct 
towards  political  opponents,  characterized  by  great  mode- 
ration and  forbearance,  and,  what  is  more,  he  professes  to 
have  conformed  his  actions  to  his  precepts.  We  all  of 
us,  I  believe,  admire  these  liberal  sentiments,  and  feel  dis- 
posed, in  our  abstract  speculations,  'to  adopt  them  as  tlic 
rule  of  our  conduct.  The  theory  is,  indeed,  beautiful; 
but,  air,  do  we  put  them  in  practice  when  brought  to  the 
experiment?  I  would  ask  the  honorable  Senator  if  he 
has  himself  practised  them.  I  wiU  not  say  he  has  not,  be- 
cause he  assures  us  he  has;  but  I  will  say  that  some  part  of 
his  couduct  has  exposed  him  to  a  strong  suspicion  of  havr 


ing  departed  from  the  path  which  he  now  points  out  as 
the  true  one,  and  of  having  wandered  into  that  which  he 
now  thinks  it  Ts  so  censurable  for  others  to  have  pursued. 

It  will  be  recollected,  sir,  that  there  is  considerable  pa- 
tronage attached  to  the  Department  of  State.  To  it  ap- 
pertains tlie  selection  of  the  newspapers  in  which  the  laws 
of  the  United  States  are  published.  I  well  remember 
that  while  that  honorable  Senator  was  at  the  head  of  that 
department,  and  when  the  fortunes  of  the  late  adminis- 
tration began  to  wane,  iht  patronage  of  publishing  the 
laws  was  wi.thdrawn  from  certain  public  journals,  which 
had  long  enioyed  it.  What  was  the  cause  of  this  change, 
this  removal  from  office,  I  believe  1  may  call  it?  It  was 
not  a  violent  and  vindictive  opposition  to  the  existing  ad- 
ministration. Some  of  these  journals  had  scarcely 
spoken  in  whispers  against  iU  No,  sir,  it  was  for  hike- 
warmness — fur  neuthdity — a  want  of  zeal-in  the  cause  of 
the  administration  was  alleged  to  be  the  offence;  pro- 
scription was  the  punishment.  Where  was  then  that 
sacred  regard  for  the  freedom  of  opinion  and  the  liberty 
of  speech  and  action  which  we  now  hear  so  highly  ex- 
tolled ?  Was  not  this  an  attempt  to  control  public  opinion 
through  the  medium  of  the  press,  and  to  bring  that  press 
into  a  subserviency  to  the  views  of  the  men  in  power? 

Sir,  I  wish  not  to  be  misunderstood.  I  have  not  alluded 
to  tl^ese  things  for  the  purpose  of  accusation.  I  do  not 
even  complain  of  the  manner  in  which  the  honorable  Se- 
nator usea  the  patronage  entrusted  to  him;  but  I  do  com- 
plain that  he  has  seen  fit  to  bring  before  this  body  the 
conduct  of  a  political  party  in  New  York  as  a  theme  of 
reproach  and  animadversion,  when  its  conduct  is  not  dis- 
tinguishable (except  for  more  moderation  and  tolerance) 
from  that  of  his  own  personal  and  political  frieiTds  in  that 
State;  when  its  conduct  does  not  differ  from  that  pursued 
by  political  men  in  other  States;  and  when  it  has  a  justifi-- 
cation,  if  it  needed  one,  in  the  honorable  Senator's  own 
example. 

Mr.  SMITH  had  spoken  in  the  debate  on  the  nomination 
of  Martin  Van  Buren  several  times.  The  whole  of  his 
remarks,  are,  however,  embraced  in  tht  following  speech: 

Mr.  President:  I  have  said  "that  the  Secretary  of 
State  is  not  responsible  for  instructions  given  by  order  of 
the  President;"  that  the  President  is  the  only  responsible 
pel  son.  known  to  the  constitution.  In  England,  agi-eeably 
to  its  constitution,  the  King  can  do  no  wrong,  and  his 
advisers  are  held  responsible  to  Parliament.  Our  consti- 
tution is  different,  as  I  understand  it.  The  law  which 
created  the  State  Department,  in  1789,  is  that  under 
which  every  Secretary  has  acted,  and  must  continue  to  act. 
This  law  says:  "The  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  shall 
perform  and  execute  such  duties  as  shall  from  time  to 
time  be  enjoined  on,  or  entrusted  to  him,  by  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  (agreeably  to  tlie  constitution,)  rela- 
tive to  correspondences,  commissions,  or  instructions  to 
or  with  public  ministers  or  consuls  from  the  United  States, 
or  to  negotiate  with  public  ministers  from  foreign  States 
or  Princes,  and,  furthermore,  that  tlie  said  principal  offi- 
cer (Secretary  of  State)  shall  conduct  the  business  of 
the  said  department,  in  such  manner  as  the  President  of 
the  United  States  shall,  from  time  to  time,  "order  or  in- 
struct." 

Such,  Mr.  President,  is  the  law.  The  Secretary  can 
do  no  act  without  the  direction  of  the  President;  and 
whatever  he  directs,  (if  agreeably  to  the  constitution,) 
the  Secretary,  under  the  oath  he  takes,  must  perform. 
What  is  the  oath?  "  Well  and  faithfully  to  execute  the 
trust  committed  to  him."  What  is  that  trust?  Obedience 
to  the  instructions  of  the  President  in  all  cases  where  the 
constitution  is  not  to  be  violated. 

I  have,  Mr.  President,  been  thirty-nine  years  in  Con- 
gp*e88,  and  this  is  the  first  occasion  I  have  ever  heard  any 
other  constructioa  seriously  urged,  than  "that  the  in- 
btructions  given  to  ministers  abi*oad  are  tlie  act  of  the 
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President."  AU  the  instructions  I  remember,  commence 
thus — *'I  am  instructed  by  the  President  to  give  you  the 
following-  views.  Sec.  &c.,"  or  words  to  that  effect.  I  well 
remember  a  case  in  point,  which  transpired  while  I  was  in 
Congress  more  than  thirty  years  past.  I  was  called  from 
my  seat  by  the  then  Secretary  of  the  Na^y.  He  asked 
me  what  the  House  of  Representatives  were  doing.  I 
replied,  that  they  were  discussing  the  report  of  Mr.  Pick-, 
enng.  Do  the  House  consider  it  as  tne  report  of  the 
President  or  Secretary  of  State?  It  is  considered  as  the 
act  of  tlie  President,  who  sent  it$  and  how  could  it  other- 
wise be  considered^  I  come,  said  the  Secretary,  from 
Mr.  Adams,  to  request  you  to  say  that  he  disavows  it, 
and  trusts  that  the  House  will  consider  it  as  the  act  of  Mr. 
Pickering,  and  not  as  his  (&Ir.  Adams's)  act. 

I  returned  into  the  House  of  Representatives,  and,  in 
the  debate,  took  occasion  to  comment  upon  the  report,  as 
severely  as  the  report  reflected  upon  Mr.  Cierry  for  re- 
maining in  France.  I  was  called  to  order  three  times.  I 
then  asked  the  Speaker  in  what  respect  I  was  out  of  order. 
He  replied,  "  you  must  consider  the  report  as  the  act  of 
the  President;  -for  the  Executive  had  made  it  his  by  send- 
ing it  to  tlie  House."  I  answered,  that  the  President 
disavowed  it,  and  therefore  I  could  not  treat  the  report  as 
the  President's.  I  took  my  seat.  An  appeal  from  the 
'Speaker's  decision  was  had,  and  the  vote  of  the  House 
sustained  the  opinion  of  the  Speaker,  by  a  larg^  majority; 
thus  establishing  that  the  President  was  responsible,  and 
not  the  Secretary,  for  acts  done  under  his  authority.  In 
the  case  before  us,  the  President  gave  his  dircctiensf  tlie 
instructions  were  put  into  form  by  the  Secretary;  the 
President  read  and  approved  them,  and  they  were  de- 
livered to  Mr.  McLane.  How  do  we  know  but  that  the 
paragraph,  which  has  offended  the  delicate  sensibilities  of 
g-entlemen,  had  been  actually  dictated  by  the  President? 
1  do  not  think  it  at  all  improbable,  M)d,  if  so,  is  it  not  an 
act  of  gross  injustice  to  make  Mr.  Van  Buren  responsible 
for  it'  The  paragraphs  so  fref^uently  alluded  to  in  de- 
bate are  substantially  true;  I  admit  thtfy  might  as. well  have 
been  omitted. 

Some  one  has  said  that  he  did  not  believe  that  General 
Jackson  had  ever  read  the  instructions.  Little  does  that 
Senator  know  of  the  President,  if  he  believes  so.  I  can 
assure  that  Senator  that  the  President  read,  and  careAilIy, 
too,  the  instructions  to  Mr.  McLane,  and  approved  them.* 
I  wish  that  Senator  would  converse  with  the  President 
upon  any  of  our  national  affairs;  and  he  will  certainly  find 
Uiat  the  President  is  as  well,  and  I  might  say  better,  in- 
formed, than  himself,  on  any  thing  done  in  any  or  all  of 
the  departments,  and  on  all  matters  relating  to  our  foreign 
affairs.  At  least,  I  have  found  him  so;  in  all  matters  as 
well,  and  in  some  much  better,  informed,  than  I  am.  He 
IS  known,  by  his  friends,  to  be  particularly  well  informed 
in  every  thing  that  relates  to  our  foreign  relations. 

A  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Houiks]  has  said  that 
"  Mr.  McLane  was  sent  to  bow  and  cringe  at  the  feet  of 
the  British  minister."    That  Senator  knows  little  of  Mr. 


*  Since  the  above  speech  was  delivered,  I  have  seen 
and  conversed  with  the  President,  and  have  been  autho- 
rized to  say  '*  that  the  objectionable  paragraphs  alluded 
to  in  the  debate  were  dictated  by  him  to  Mr.  Van  Buren; 
that  they  were  his  act,  and  notthe^actof  Mr.  Van  Buren;" 
and  I  have  been  subsequently  informed,  by  a  Senator 
from  Tennessee,  that  prior  to  his  leaving  home,  to  assume 
his  station  in  the  Senate,  the  President  had  told  him  that 
he  (General  Jackson)  would,  on  all  occasions  of  conse- 
quence, require  the  opinion  of  his  cabinet  in  writing, 
thus  (as  the  Senator  understood  him)  dispensing  with 
cabinet  meetings.  The  fact,  then,  of  not  calling  his  cabinet 
together,  was  the  President's  own  act,  and  not  in  conse- 
quence of  the  advisement  of  Mr.  Van  Buren,  as  has  been 
so  repeatedly  affirmed. 


McLane!  What!  a  native  American,  the  son  of  «  distin- 
guished officer  of  the  revolution,  bow  and  cringe  at  the 
feet  of  any  man!  I  can  assure  that  Senator  that  Mr. 
McLane  is  not  made  of  such  pliant  materials.  No,  sir; 
Mr.  McLane  came  to  the  point  at  once.  He  asked  for 
what  was  right.  He  set  up  no  silly  pretensons.  He 
frankly  demanded  what  his  country  required.  The  min- 
istry tried  to  avoid  a  negotiation,  as  they  did  wiih  Mr- 
GaUatin.  But,  sir,  his  firmness  and  frankness  conquerei 
the  relucMnce  of  the  ministry  to  enter  into  a  nrgotiatloB. 
He  convinced  them  that  they  had  departed  from  a  rigid 
construction  of  the  act  of  Parliament  of  July,  1825,  is 
the  cases  of  Fran^,  Russia,  and  Spain;  they  could  nol, 
therefore,  in  justice,  he  asserted,  refuse  a  nmihir  dcpii- 
ture,.  in  the  demand  of  equal  justice  to  the  United  StaUi 
He  frankly  told  them  that  he  had  come  for  the  sole  pc- 
pose  of  opening  the  colonial  trade,  and  that,  if  notinda]|- 
ed  in  a  negotiation,  he  would  return  home.  ^  Call  you  thb 
bowing  and  cringing  at  the  feet  of  the  British  ministrj^ 
Is  there  any  cringing  in  the  despatches  of  Mr.  McLne' 
No  one  will  say  there  is.  The  truth  is,  Mr.  President,  ud 
it  ought  to  be  known  to  the  people,  that  the  front  of  fk 
offence  is,  the  negotiation  has  completely  succeeded 
under  the  instructions  given  by  Mr.  Van  Buren,  and  a 
completely  failed  under  those  of  anothci^-*a  crime  tk 
never  can  be  forgiven  by  the  opponents  of  GenenUick- 
son.  They  will  never  pardon  him  for  his  succeediof:  is 
all  the  neffotiations  in  which  the  preceding  admioistnbK 
had  comj^etely  failed.  For  instance,  the  late  sdministn- 
tion  had  attempted  and  failed,  in  all  the  following  ia* 
portant  object^  namely,  in  the  claims  on  France;  in  the 
opening  of  the  Black  Sea  to  our  commerce;  in  making  a 
treaty  with  Mexico;  in  obtaining  frotm  Colombia  a  rob* 
tion  of.  the  duties  on  our  produce  and  manufactures,  lod 
in  equalizing  the  duties  cnarged  on  our  trade  witli  those 
charged  to  England.  In  all  theie  roatten^  there  vas  i 
complete  failure  by  the  one,  and  complete  success  by  tbe 
other  administration.  The  successful  negotiations  vcR 
under  tlie  instructions  of  Mr.  Van  Buren.  How  then cu 
Mr.  Van  Buren  be  pardoned  by  those  who  had  failed'  Itn 
true  that  the  convention  with  Denmark  and  tbeBrazilii  h 
seizures,  bad  been  closed,  or  nearly  so,  when  the  pfttf^ 
administration  came  into  office.  Payment  by  Sweden  i» 
effected  by  Mr.  Connelly  the  agent  of  the  claiinants,  viti^ 
out  any  instructions  having  been  received  by  the  clurge 
d'affaires.  The  chafg^  acted,  he  told  me,  as  a  prime 
friend  of  the  agent,  and  succeeded. 

[The  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat,]  in  a  sabs^ 
quent  speech  on  this  subject,  remarked,  that  be  w 
himself  instructed  Mr.  Hug^hes,  the  charge  d'afTaires  ts 
Sweden,  to  attend  to  the  claims  of  our  merchants  afpio^ 
Sweden,  and  that  the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Ssiti] 
was  either  mistaken  or  misinformed.  Mr.  Smith  ^^^ 
reply,  but  addressed  a  note  to  the  Secretary  of  State  nr 
information,  whether  Mr.  Clay,  when  Secretaiy  of  St^ 
had  ever  given  the  instructions  which  be  asserted  m 
been  given  by  him  to  Mr.  Hughes.  Tlie  reply  of  ih« 
Secretary  of  State  contradicts  the  averment  of  Mr.  CbJ 
on  tliis  point — (See  note  at  foot  of  the  speech.] 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat]  has  chsrp 
Mr.  McLane  witli  having  done  injury  to  the  navig»»^ 
interest,  by  the  opening  of  the  St.  Lawrence  and  tM 
Northern  ports  to  our  free  intercourse;  thus  transfenjifi 
as  he  said,  the  carrying  of  the  produce  of  Michigan,  Om 
New  York,  Vermont,  and  Maine,  to  British  shipspvlw* 
would  otlierwise  have  been  carried  by  our  own  ?^*P*l! 
believe  the  farmers  of  those  States  do  not  complsio-  1/^ 
know  that  their  produce,  sold  in  Montreal,  is  ^^^ 
there  free  of  duty,  and  is  carried  to  England,  Ireland,  *>» 
the  West  Indies,  as  if  it  were  the  produce  of  C*>*°*^  !j 
is  of  little  importance  to  them  who  iathe  carrier,  P/*"?Jv 
tliey  get  an  additional  market,  and  a  better  price  for  tft^^ 
produce.    1  regret,  Mr.  President,  that  I  caimot  gwe  tne 


J 


1S61 


OP  DEBATES  IN  €ONGRESS. 


1362 


Jav.  1833.] 


Executivt  Proceedings, 


[SXKATS. 


credit  of  tliat  important  act  to  Btr.  McLane.  He,  how- 
ever, had  nothinyr  to  do  with  it.  It  formed  no  part  of  his 
arrangement.  The  opening  of  that  intercourse,  for  cer- 
tain articles  of  our  produce,  iiad  been  done  gratuitously 
by  the  British  Government,  in  1826,  prior  even  to  the 
attempt  at  the  negotiation  by  Mr.  Gallatin.  Now  that  act 
must  have  been  known.  It  could  not  fail  to  have  been 
known  to  the  Senator,  [Mr.  Clat.]  then  the  Secretary  of 
State.  Why,  then,  does  he  now  charge  it  as  a  fault  com- 
mitted by  Mr.  McLane,  who  had  no  more  to  do  with  it 
than  the  man  in  the  moon?  Nor  had  Mr.  McLine  any 
thing  to  do  with  the  act  of  Great  Britain,  passed  subse- 
quently to  the  arrangement  made  by  him;  by  which  act, 
other  articles  of  our  produce  are  admitted  free  of  duty 
into  the  Northern  colonies,  and  from  thence  are  received 
in  England  and  the  West  Indies,  as  if  they  were  the  pro- 
duce of  the  Canadas.  The  Senator  [Mr.  Clat}  complains 
that  the  produce  of  our  farmers,  bordering  on  Canada,  is 
received  in  England  on  equal  terms  widi  tnose  of  Canada, 
thus  giving  a  new  market  to  a  part  of  their  articles,  with- 
out which  other  markets  might  be  overstocked.  The  Se- 
nator (Mr.  Clat]  has  truly  said  that  the  wheat  of  the 
States  bordering  on  the  Canadas  passes  into  Canada,  is 
there  ground,  and  the  flour  shipped  to  British  ports,  as  if 
it  were  the  produce  of  the  wheat  of  Canada.  This  has 
been  the  spontaneous  act  of  Great  Britain,  adopted  for 
her  own  interest,  and  is  most  certainly  highly  beneficial  to 
our  farmers.  An  immense  number  of  sheep,  hogs,  horses, 
and  cattle,  are  driven  annually  from  Maine  to  Quebec, 
and  New  Brunswick.  The  farmers  and  graziers  of  Maine 
differ  in  opinion  with  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr. 
Clat,]  and  are  really  so  simple  as  to  believe  that  their 
free  intercourse  witli  Lower  Canada  and  New  Brunswick 
is  highly  beneficial  to  them.  Whether  the  intercourse 
with  the  British  North  American  colonies  be  beneficial, 
or  whether  it  be  injurious,  the  present  administration,  nor 
Mr.  McLane,  had  little  part  in  it.  It  had  been  effected, 
in  part,  before  the  arrangement  was  concluded,  and  soon 
afler  for  another  part.  It  formed,  as  I  have  previously 
Ma\d,  no  part  of  the  arrangement  with  Great  Britain,  and 
thia  fact  must  have  been  known  by  the  Senator,  [Mr. 
Clat,]  for  he  then  acted  as  Secretary  of  State.  We 
have  for  nemriy  half  a  eentur}*  been  claiming  the  free 
navigation  of  the  St.  Lawrence  as  a  natural  right.  It  has 
at  length  been  gratuitously  conceded  to  us  by  Great  Bri- 
tain, and  now  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat] 
complains  of  it  as  a  grievance. 

The  Senator  [Mr.  Clat]  also  complains  that  the  in- 
structions state  ■*that  the  late  administration  had  aban- 
doned certain  pretensions."  The  Senator  admits  that 
these  pretensions  had  been  waived.  I'he  Senator  from 
Geqt^a  [Mr.  Fobstth]  has  contended  that  there  is  no 
difference  in  substance  between  these  words.  I  leave 
this  g^ve  question  to  be  settled  by  those  learned  Senators, 
and  will  proceed  to  show  wliat  those  pretensions  were, 
and  which  t  can  hardly  restrain  myself  trom  pronouncing 
were  puerile  in  the  extreme. 

During  the  session  of  1823,  Congpress  was  informed 
that  an  act  was  pending  in  Parliament*  for  the  opening  of 
the  colonial  ports  to  the  commerce  of  the  United  States. 
In  consequence,  an  act  passed,  authorizing  the  President, 
in  case  the  act  of  Parliament  was  satisfactory  to  him,  to 
open  the  ports  of  the  United  States  to  British  vessels,  by 
his  proclamation.  The  act  of  Parliament  was  deemed 
satisfactory,  and  a  proclamation  was  accordingly  issued, 
and  the  trade  commenced.  Unfortunately  for  our  com- 
merce, and  I  think  contrary  to  justice,  a  treasury  circular 
issued,  directing  the  collectors  to  charge  British  vessels 
entering  our  ports  with  the  alien  tonnage  and  discrimi- 
nating duties.  This  order  was  remonstrated  against,  (1 
think,)  by  Mr.  Vaughan.  The  trade,  however,  went  on 
uninterrupted.  Congress  met,  and  a  bill  was  draughted  in 
1823»  by  Mr.  Adams,  then  Secretary  of  State,  and  passed  {against  the  Prendenf  s  holding  them,  on  the  ground  of 
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both  Houses,  with  little,  if  any  debate.  I  voted  for  it, 
believing  that  it  met,  in  a  spirit  of  reciprocity,  the  act  of 
Parliament.  This  bill  contained,  however,  one  little  word, 
"  elsewhere,*'  which  completely  defeated  all  our  expec- 
tations. It  was  noticed  by  no  one.  The  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Wsbsteb]  may  have  understood  its 
effect.  If  he  did  so  understand  it^  he  was  silent.  The 
effect  of  that  word  "elsewhere"  was  to  assume  the  pre- 
tensions alluded  to  in  the  instructions.  What  were  theyf 
*•  That  the  produce  of  the  United  States  should  be  re- 
ceived in  the  West  Indies,  on  payment  of  the  same  duties 
as  were  payable  on  the  produce  of  the  North  American 
colonies."  The  British  minister  said,  "as  well  might  w© 
ask  that  our  sugar  should  be  received  fVee  of  duty,  as  is 
tlie  sugar  of  Louisiana." 

The  result  was,  that  the  British  Government  shut  their 
colonial  ports  immediately,  and  thenceforward.  Tlie  act 
of  1822  gave  us  a  monopoly  of  the  West  India  trade.  It 
admitted,  free  of  duty,  a  variety  of  articles,  such  as  In- 
dian corn,  o«Lts,  Indian  meal,  pease,  beans,  &c.  &c. 

The  British  Government  thought  that  we  entertained  a 
belief  that  they  could  not  do  without  our  produce,  and 
by  their  acts  of  27th  June  and  5th  July,  1825,  they  opened 
their  ports  to  all  the  world,  on  terms  fkr  less  advantageous 
to  the  United  States  than  those  of  the  act  of  1823;  and 
these  are  the  pretensions  which  the  instructions  say  had 
been  abandoned  by  the  late  administration.  They  were 
abandoned,  Mr.  President,  by  the  following  words  in  the 
instructions  to  Mr.  Gallatin:  "That  the  United  States 
consent  to  waive  the  demand  which  they  have  heretofore 
made  of  the  admission  of  their  productions  into  British 
colonies,  at  the  same  and  no  higher  rate  of  duty  as  similar 
articles  are  chargeable  with  when  imported  from  one 
into  another  British  colony,  with  the  exception  of  our 
produce  descending  the  St.  Lawrence  and  the  Sorrel." 
Now,  Mr,  whatever  difference  there  may  be  between  the 
words  "waiver"  and  "abandonment,"  in  common  par- 
lance, it  is  in  this  case  a  complete  abandonment  in  diplo- 
matic language.  What,  in  simple  truth,  is,  after  all,  the  great 
ground  or  objection?  It  is  this.  Mr.  McLane  has  made 
an  arrangement  conformably  to  the  preceding  instructions 
from  Mr.  Adams  to  Mr.  Gallatin.   Hinc  iUm  ladirt/nae. 

The  dissolution  of  the  late  cabinet,  M^.  President,  has 
been  charged  upon  Mr.  Van  Buren;  and  what  is  there 
at  home  or  abroad  that  we  have  not  heard  charged  to  him? 
The  elder  Adams  changed  all  his  cabinet,  except  the  Se- 
cretary of  the  Navy.  They  change  was  approved  by  the 
democratic  party,  and  disapproved  by  the  aristocracy  of 
the  day.  A  change  of  the  cabinet  is,  therefore,  nothing 
new.  We  now  grieve  and  lament  over  the  late  change, 
and  yet  never  was  a  cabinet  more  traduced  than  the  late 
one,  by  the  whole  body  of  the  opposition  throughout  the 
Union.  The  cabinet  certainly  was  such  a  one  as  did  not 
meet  the  views  or  approbation  of  the  friends  of  the 
administration.  They  regretted  in  nlence  the  selections 
which  the  President  had  made.  The  gentlemen  selected 
were  honest  and  honorable  men.  They  were  my  political 
friends,  and,  I  may  say,  some  of  them  were  my  personal 
intimates.  Their  dismissal  has  done  no  harm  to  the  nation. 
The  new  cabinet  is  (I  believe)  more  acceptable  to  all  par- 
ties. The  members  of  it  are  known  to  be  competent  to 
the  special  duties  of  their  several  departments,  and  equal- 
ly so  as  advisers  in  the  great  affairs  of  the  nation.  What 
is  it  to  the  people  whether  A,  B,  C,  or  D,  be  at  the  head 
of  affairs?  All  the  people  ask,  is,  that  their  duties  shall 
be  well  performed,  and  that  they  act  in  harmony.  But 
the  present  President  has  held  no  cabinet  councils  for 
two  years,  and  Mr.  Van  Buren  is  charged  as  being  the 
adviser  of  the  President  to  that  course.  Is  this  mode 
new  ?  I  believe  not — ^I  think  General  Washington  held  no 
cabinet  council  during  the  first  two  years  of  his  adminis- 
tration, and  1  remember  well  a  discussion  in  strong  terms. 
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their  being  unconstitutional.  I  think  that  General  Jack- 
ton  was  at  that  time  a  member  of  Conj^ss,  and  perhaps 
he  then  imbibed  the  opinion  that  cabmet  councils  were 
not  conformable  with  the  constitution.  Reasonings  thua, 
I  must  believe  that  the  not  asaemblinr  hi^  cabinet  was  his 
own  act,  and  not  inconsequence  of  the  representations  of 
Mr.  Van  Buren.  The  unpardonable  crime  of  tliis  gentle- 
man  has  always  been  that  the  President  has  great  confi- 
dence  in  his  talents  and  abilities,  which  all  will  admit  be 
possesses  in  an  eminent  degree. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Webstkb]  says, 
that  <*  instructions  showing  a  difference  of  opinion  in  tlie 
dominant  party  with  that  of  the  defeated  party,  had  never 
been  given  by  any  Government."  I  ask,  Mr.  President^ 
on  what  ground  does  the  Senator  make  that  assertion? 
Few  nations,  if  any,  except  our  own,  have  ever  published 
the  instructions  to  their  mmisters.  We,  therefore,  cannot 
know  what  has  been  done.  But  I  hardly  think  it  possible  that 
such  instructions  never  have  been  given.  They  are  natural, 
and  were  for  Mr.  McLane  alone,  and  never  shown  by  him 
to  any  person.  But  I  infer  from  Mr.  Hartley's  language 
to  our  commissioners  at  Paris,  when  treating  for  a  peace, 
that  he  must  have  had  some  such  instructions,  as  he  would 
not  otherwise  have  talked  of  a  change  of  ministry,  as 
holding  out  a  fairer  prospect  of  ultimately  leading  to  a 
general  peace. 

Mr.  Van  Buren  has  also  been  charged  with  being  the 
fiither  of  what  has  been  improperly  called  the  "  proscrip- 
tive  system:"  or,  in  other,  and  more  appropriate  lan- 
guage, *'  the  removal  from  office."  Where  is  the  proof? 
None  can  be  produced:  all  is  surmise  and  conjecture.  I 
act  on  no  such  ground.  When  an  assertion  such  as  this 
is  made,  I  want  proof  of  its  being  well  founded.  But  1 
absolutely  deny  the  charge,  and  will  offer  unquestion- 
able proof  of  the  correctness  of  the  denial.  The  charge 
cannot  possibly  be  substantiated,  unless  the  Senator 
who  maae  it  can  satisfy  this  Senate  that  Mr.  Van  Buren 
could  be  at  Albany  and  Washington  at  one  and  the 
same  time.  I  will  simply  state  the  nets.  Mr.  Van  Buren 
was  at  Albany  acting  as  Governor  of  the  State  of  New 
York  when  the  extra  session  of  the  Senate  met  on  the  4th 
March,  1829.  1  think  he,  ^r,  V.  B.,  was  nominated  on  the 
5th  March.  At  this  extra  sesnon  of  the  Senate,  seventy- 
five  officers  were  appointed,  principally  to  fill  vacancies 
occasioned  by  removals  from  office.  Of  these  officers, 
Mr.  Van  Buren  could  know  nothing.  The  advisers  to 
this  course,  if  there  were  any,  were  the  members  of  the 
cabinet  then  present.  Mr.  Van  Buren  could  know  but 
few  of  those  removals,  or  of  those  appointed.  I  well  re- 
member that  I  saw  Mr.  Van  Buren  in  Baltimore  afVer  my 
return  home,  and  therefore  conclude  that  it  must  have 
been  at  least  a  month  between  the  time  of  bis  appoint- 
ment and  his  arrival  at  Washington.  I  think,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  I  have  proved  that  Mr.  Van  Buren  could  not 
have  been  the  father  of  what  is  improperly  called  the 
**  proflcriptive  systero«"  a  system  adopted  by  some  of  the 
States  of  this  Union  both  before  and  after  this  administra- 
tion came  into  office.  For  myself,  I  am  opposed  to  re- 
movals from  office  for  opinions  declared.  But,  sir,  I 
would  remove  any  officer  who  made  use  of  his  office  to 
force  inferiors  to  act  contrary  to  their  wishes.  1  would 
remove  eve  it  postmaster  who  had  been  known  to  frank 
*' the  coffin  handbills,"  or  any  other  abusive  papers  of 
either  of  the  candidates.  Few  removals  of  consequence 
have  been  made  in  Maryland.  1  think  four  in  Baltimore, 
where  the  most  important  offices  are.  One  of  these  re- 
movak  I  regretted — it  proceeded  from  the  best  feeUngs  of 
the  heart. 

Before  I  finish  my  remarks,  Mr.  Prendent,  I  will  notice 
what  passed  between  the  then  Secretary  of  State  [Mr.  C  lax] 
and  myself,  in  relation  to  tlie  act  of  Parliament  or  July, 
1825.  I  first  saw  a  copy  of  that  act  in  Baltimore,  and 
mentioned  it  to  the  Secretary.     He  said  that  he  had  the 


act  in  his  possession,  and  handed  it  to  me.  I  asked  bin 
whether  tbe  terms  proposed  were  satisfactory.  He  sud 
that  be  considered  they  were  all  we  could  ask.  I  tbcn 
observed,  why  not  issue  a  proclanmtion  under  our  tcts, 
and  thus  open  the  trade?  He  replied  that  he  would  pre- 
fer negotiation.  1  asked,  why?  for  what  will  you  nego- 
tiate? We  have  nothing  to  do  but  to  pve  our  tsenti 
and  the  trade  is  at  once  opened.  I  had  the  set  printed, 
and  handed  a  copy  to  Mr.  Adams,  who  had  never  Ken  it 
before.  He  agreed  that  the  terms  were  satisfactory.  1 
then  pressed  him  to  issue  his  proclamation,  and  told  hint 
that  if  he  did  not,  I  should  be  compelled  to  introduce  a  bilL 
He  remarked  that  he  wislied  I  would  do  so,  and  that  be 
would  not  only  sign  it,  but  sign  it  with  pleasure.  I  did 
prefvare  a  bill,  under  the  order  of  the  Senate)  and  doubt- 
ful whether  it  might  be  correctly  drawn,  so  as  to  efied 
my  object,  I  sent  it  to  the  then  SccreUry  of  State,  [Mr. 
Clat,]  with  a  request  that  he  would  correct  it  if  neccv 
sary.  He  replied,  in  writing,  to  this  efiect:  **  that  the  biU 
was  draughted  to  meet  my  object;  that  it  was  so  doubtfU 
whether  it  were  best  to  act  by  law,  or  by  negotiation,  thiiit 
was  indifferent  which  course  should  be  adopted.'*  Thebiii 
was  opposed  by  Mr.  Lloyd,  who,  it  was  believed,  bid 
the  confidence  of  the  Executive.  It  fiuled  to  become 
a  law,  I  believe  from  want  of  time  to  act  upon  it  The 
Senator  [Mr.  Ci.Air]  has  said  Mr.  Canning  had  observed 
tliat  even  if  the  bill  had  passed,  it  could  not  have  been  id- 
mi tted  as  satisfactory.  This  observation  may  have  am 
from  its  being  imperfectly  drawn,  or  from  some  odttf 
cause.  Perhaps  the  British  minister  expected  that  tlK 
President  would  have  opened  our  ports  by  proclamatiooi  v 
be,  Mr.  Canning,  knew  that  the  President  poateacd  full 
power  to  do  so,  under  our  acts  of  1823  and  1824^  both  a 
which  we  know  had  been  draughted  by  Mr.  Adams  vbea 
Secretary  of  State. 

I  have  deemed  it  necessary,  Mr  President, to  make  tbeie 
remarks  in  relation  to  the  colonial  trade,  as  a  reply  to  tbe 
observations  on  tliis  subject  which  liave  fallen  from  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Ci^t.] 

NoTK. — ^The  following  letter,  and  accompanyinf  et* 
tract  from  another  letter,  on  the  same  subject,  hsTc  bea 
received  fh>m  Ihe  Secretaty  of  State* 

DsPABTXXKT  or  Stiti,^ 
fVaahingtcfit  January  30, 1833. 

SAMrxi.  Smith,  E$q.  Senate  of  the  United  Stata: 
Six  :  1  have  the  honor  to  state,  in  answer  to  yourinqoiiT 
of  yesterday,  that  the  records  containing  tbe  inktnictiow 
of  the  department  to  Mr.  Christopher  Hughes,  when  for- 
merly charge  d'affaires  of  the  United  States  in  SwedeN 
have  been  cai'eftiily  examined,  and  that  all  which  is  (^m 
in  them,  in  relation  to  the  then  claims  of  our  citizens upen 
the  Govemroext  of  that  countr}%  is  given  in  the  subjoioed 
extract  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Adams  to  him,  dated  m 
June,  1819. 
I  am,  sir,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

£DWARD  L1VINGST0.V 

Extract  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Jldanu^  Seatlary  of  St8tu^ 
Mr.  Hvghee,  charge  <PaJfmrea  of  the  Untied  Sttta  * 
StoekkoEn. 

Dkpabtmxkt  op  Statx,  June  17, 1819- 
«•  Tbe  President  has  been  absent  from  the  ieatof  Gfr 
vernment,  on  a  tour  to  tbe  South  and  West,  since  tbe.>wj 
March.     His  return  to  this  place,  in  the  course  of  t«'0  or 
tliree  weeks,  is  expected.     Since  his  departure,  Mr-  nu*- 
sell*s  latest  correspondence  with  the  Swedish  GoTenj- 
ment,  on  the  subject  of  the  Stralsund  cUims,  i"*/* 
received,  as  well  as  that  which  foUowed  Mr.  »"«"  *^,; 
ing  leave  of  the  court     It  is  painful  to  perceive  the  pt 
severance  of  the  Swedish  Government  in  withholding  ^ 
indemnity  so  justly  and  indisputably  due  to  '^.  7^^-^, 
citizens  who  suffered  by  those  seizures,  for  «"'^» 
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even  a  plausible  pretext  Is  alleged.  -  It  is  stiU  more  painful 
to  find  this  denial  of  Justice,  accompanied  by  innnuations 
neither  candid  nor  friendly,  and  by  allegations  utterly 
destitute  of  foundation.  Earnestly  d'esirous  of  maintain- 
ing', with  Sweden,  the  most  friendly  and  harmonious  re- 
lations, 1  shall  reserve,  until  after  the  President's  return, 
all  further  remarks  on  the  subject." 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said,  in  reply  to  some  remarks  of  Mr. 
FoRSTTM,  that  it  was,  in  his  judgment,  a  great  mistake 
to  say  that  what  was  now  called  the  American  "  preten- 
sion,** originated  with  Mr.  Adams,  either  as  President  or 
Secretary  of  State.  By  the  way,  it  is  singular  enough 
that  the  American  side,  of  this  question  is  called,  in  the 
instructions  before  us,  a  pretension,  too  long  persisted  in; 
but  the  British  side  of  it  is  called  a  right,  too  long  and  too 
tenaciously  resisted  by  us.  This  courteous  mode  of  speak- 
ing of  the  claims  of  a  foreign  Government,  and  this  re- 
proachful mode  of  speaking  of  the  claims  at  our  own,  is 
certainly  somewhat  novel  in  diplomacy.  But,  whether  it 
be  called,  respectfully,  a  claim,  or,  reproachdiUy,  a  pre- 
tension, it.  did  not  originate  with  Mr.  Adams.  It  had  a 
much  earlier  origin.  This  "  pretension, "  now  abandoned 
with  so  much  scorn,  or  this  claim,  said,  reproachfully,  to 
have  been  first  set  up  by  the  late  administration,  originat- 
ed with  George  Washington.  He  put  his  own  hand  to  it. 
He  insisted  on  it;  and  he  would  not  treat  with  England  on 
the  subject  of  the  colonial  trade,  without  considering  it. 

In  his  instructions  to  Mr.  Morris,  under  his  own  hand, 
in  October,  1789,  President  Washington  says—"  Let  it  be 
strongly  impreased  on  >our  mind  that  tiie  privilege  of 
carrymg  our  productions,  in  our  vessels,  to  their  islands, 
and  bringing  in  return  the  productions  of  those  islands  to 
our  own  ports  and  markets,  is  reganled  here  as  of  the 
highest  importance;  and  you  will  be  careful  not  to  coun- 
tenance  any  idea  of  our  dispensing  with  it  in  a  treaty. 
Ascertain,  if  possible,  their  views  on  this  subject:  for  it 
would  not  be  expedient  to  commence  negotiations  with- 
out previously  having  good  reasons  to  expect  a  satisfac- 
tory termination  of  them." 

Observe,  sir,  that  Presideht  Washington,  in  these  in- 
structions, is  not  speaking  of  the  empty  and  futile  right 
of  sending  our  own  vessels,  without  cargoes,  to  tiie  Bri- 
tish West  Indies;  but  be  is  speaking  of  the  substantial 
right  of  carrying  our  own  products  to  tiie  islands,  for  sale 
and  consuinptioiw  there.  And  whether  these  products 
were  shut  out  by  positive  act  of  Parliament,  or  by  a  tariff 
of  duties,  absolutely  and  necessarily  prohibitory,  could 
make  no  difference.  The  object  was  to  provide,  by 
treaty,  if  it  could  be  done,  that  our  products  should  find 
their  way,  effectually  and  profitably,  into  the  markets  of 
the  British  West  Indies.  This  was  General  Washington's 
object.     This  was  the  "  pretension"  which  he  set  up. 

It  is  well  known,  sir,  that  no  satisfiictory  arrangement 
was  made,  in  General  Washington's  time,  respecting  our 
trade  with  the  British  West  Indies.  But  the  breaking  out 
of  tiie  French  revolution,  and  the  wars  which  it  occasioned, 
were  causes  which,  of  themselves,  opened  the  ports  of 
the  West  Indies.  During  the  long  continuance  of  those 
wars,  our  vessels,  with  cargoes  of  our  own  products, 
found  their  way  into  the  British  West  India  islands  under 
a  practical  relaxation  of  the  British  colonial  system.  While 
this  condition  of  tilings  Usted,  we  did  very  well  without 
a  particular  treaty.  But  when  the  European  wars,  and 
our  war,  all  ceased,  then  Great  Britain  returned  to  her 
former  system;  then  the  islands  became  shut  against  us; 
and  then  it  became  necessary  to  treat  on  the  subject. 
And,  sir,  we  proposed  to  treat;  our  ministers  were,  suc- 
cessively, instructed  to  treat,  from  that  time  forward. 
And,  sir,  I  undertake  to  say  that  neither  Mr.  Madison, 
who  was  then  Pfeadent,  nor  his  successor,  Mr.  Monroe, 
gave  any  authority  or  permission  to  any  American  minis- 
ter to  abandon  this  pretension,  and  give  it  up,  or  even  to 
waive  it,  or  postpone  it,  and  make  a  ti-eaty  without  pro- 


viding for  it.  No  such  thing.  On  the  contrary,  it  will 
appear,  I  think,  if  we  look  through  papers  which  have 
been  sent  to  the  Senate,  that,  under  Mr.  Madison's  admin- 
istration, our  minister  in  England  was  fully  instructed  on 
this  subject,  and  expected  to  press  it.  And  as  to  Mr. 
Monroe,  I  have  means  of  being-  informed,  in  a  manner  not 
liable  to  mistake,  that  he  was,  on  this  subject,  always  im- 
moveable. He  would  not  negotiate  without  treating  on 
this  branch  of  the  trade;  nor  did  I  ever  understand  that,  in 
regard  to  this  matter,  there  was  any  difference  of  opinion 
whatever  amon^  the  gentlemen  who  composed  Mr.  Mon- 
roe's cabinet.  Mr.  Adams,  as  Secretary  of  State,  wrote 
the  despatches  and  the  instructions;  but  the  policy  wai  the 
policy  of  the  whole  administration,  as  for  as  I  ever  under- 
stood. Certain  it  is,  it  was  the  settled  and  determined 
policy  of  Mr.  Monroe  himself.  Indeed,  sir,  so  &r  is  it 
from  being  true  that  this  pretension  originated  with  Mr. 
Adams,  tluit  it  was  in  his  administration  that,  for  the  first 
time,  permission  was  given,  under  veiy  peculiar  circum- 
stances, and  with  restrictions,  to  negotiate  a  treaty,  waiv- 
ing this  part  of  the  question.  This  has  been  already 
alluded  to,  and  fidly  explained,  by  the  honorable  member 
from  Kentucky. 

So,  then,  sir,  this  pretension,  asserted  in  the  instruc- 
tions to  have  been  first  set  up  by  the  late  administration, 
is  shown  to  have  had  President  Washington  for  its  author, 
and  to  have  received  the  countenance  of  every  President 
who  had  occasion  to  act  on  the  subject,  from  1789  down 
to  the  time  of  the  present  administration. 

But  this  is  not  all.  Congress  itself  has  sanctioned  this 
same  *<  pretension."  The  act  of  1st  March,  1823,  makes 
it  an  express  condition,  upon  which,  and  upon  whic^  alone, 
our  ports  shall  be  opened  to  British  vessels  and  cargoes 
from  the  West  Indies,  on  the  same  duties  as  our  vessels  and 
cargoes;  that  our  products  should  be  admitted  Into  those 
islands,  without  payina^  any  other  or  higher  duties  than 
shall  be  paid  on  similar  productions  coming  from  else- 
where. All  this  will  be  seen  by  reference  to  the  third 
section  of  that  act.  Now,  remember,  sir,  that  this  act  of 
Congress  passed  in  March,  1823,  two  years  before  the 
commencement  of  Mr.  Adams's  administration.  The  act 
originated  in  the  Senate.  The  honorable  Senator  from 
Maryland,  who  has  spoken  on  this  subject  to-day,  [Mr. 
Smith,]  was  then  a  member  of  the  Senate,  and  took  part 
in  the  ciiscussion  of  this  very  bill;  and  he  supported  it  and 
\oted  for  it.  It  passed  both  Houses,  without  material  op- 
position in  either.  Now,  sir,  how  is  it  possible,  after 
referring  to  this  law  of  1823,  to  find  any  apology  for  the 
assertion  contained  in  these  instructions,  that  this  claim  is 
a  pretension  first  set  up  by  Mr.  Adams's  administration?* 
How  is  it  possible  that  this  law  could  have  been  overlook- 
ed, or  not  remembered?  In  short,  sir,  with  an^  tolerable 
acquaintance  with  the  history  of  the  negotiations  of  the 
United  States,  or  their  legislation,  how  are  we  to  account 
for  it,  that  such  an  assertion  as  these  instructions  contain 
shoidd  have  found  its  way  into  them? 

But  the  honorable  member  from  Georgia  asks  why  we 
lay  all  this  to  the  charge  of  the  Secretary,  and  not  to  the 
charge  of  the  President.  The  answer  is,  the  President's 
conduct  is  not  before  us.  We  are  not,  and  cannot  be- 
come his  accusers,  even  if  we  thought  there  were  any 
thing  in  his  conduct  which  gave  cause  for  accusation.  But 
the  Secretaiv  is  before  us.  Not  brought  before  us  by  any 
act  of  ours:  he  is  placed  before  us  by  the  President's  no- 
mination. On  that  nomination  we  cannot  decline  to  act. 
We  must  either  confirm,  or  reject  it  As  to  the  notion  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  was  but  the  instrument  of  the  Pre- 


*  The  circmntUinee  did  not  occur  to  Mr.  Wcbcier^  rceolic«ikm  at 
the  moment  he  wa»  ipcaktugi  but  the  truth  ist  Mr.  Van  Burcn  was 
himself  a  member  of  the  Senate  at  the  Terjr  time  uf  the  pAMinjf  of  thit 
Uw;  and  Mr.  McLane  wa*,  at  the  nroe  time,  a  member  of  the  Uuu^e 
of  Repreneinaiive*.  8o  that  Mr.  Van  Buren  did  himself,  ei-rtainly, 
eoiicttr  in  **iettiBf  ap  thit  pretfoaiea**  two  yeaia  bdbre  Mr.  Adama 
bccamo  Prctident. 
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ttdent,  and  so  not  responuble  for  these  instructions,  1  re- 
ject. At  once,  all  such  defence,  excuse,  or  apolo^i  or 
whatever  else  it  may  be  called.  If  there  be  any  thing  in 
a  public  despatch  derogatory  to  the  honor  of  the  countr>, 
as  I  think  there  is  in  thia,  it  is  enough  for  me  that  I  see 
whose  hand  is  to  it.  If  it  be  said  that  the  signer  was  only 
an  instrument  in  the  hands  of  others,  1  reply,  that  I  cannot 
concur  in  conferring  a  high  public  diplomatic  trust  on  any 
one  who  has  consented,  under  any  circumstances,  to  be  an 
instrument  in  such  a  case. 

The  honorable  member  from  Georgia  asks,  also,  why 
we  have  slept  on  this  subject;  and  why,  at  this  late  day, 
we  bring  forward  complaints.  Sir,  nobody  has  slept  upon 
it.  Since  these  instructions  have  been  made  public,  there 
baa  been  no  previous  opportunity  to  discuss  them.  -The 
honorable  member  will  recollect  that  the  whole  arrange- 
ment with  England  was  done  and  completed  before  ever 
these  instructions  saw  the  light.  The  President  opened 
the  trade  by  his  proclamation,  in  October,  1830;  but  these 
instructions  were  not  publicly  sent  to  Congress  till  after- 
wards; that  is,  till  January,  1831.  And  tbev  were  not 
then  sent  with  any  view  that  either  House  should  act  upon 
the  subject;  for  the  whole  business  was  already  settled. 
For  one,  I  never  saw  the  inftructions,  n(»>  heard  them 
read,  till  January,  1831;  nor  did  I  ever  hear  them  spoken 
of  as  containing  these  obnoxious  passages.  This,  then,  is 
the  first  opportunity  for  considering  these  instructions. 

That  they  have  been  subjects  of  complaint  out  doors 
since  they  were  made  public,  and  of  much  severe  animad- 
version, is  certainly  true.  But,  until  now,  there  never 
has  been  an  opportunity  naturally  calling  fur  their  discus- 
sion h«re.  The  honorable  gentleman  may  be  assured 
tliat,  if  such  occasion  had  presented  itself,  it  would  have 
been  embraced. 

I  entirely  forbear,  Mr.  President,  from  going  into  the 
merits  of  tne  late  arrangement  with  England  as  a  measure 
of  commercial  policy.  Another  time  will  come,  I  trust, 
more  suitable  fur  that  discussion.  For  the  present,  I  con- 
fine myself  strictly  to  such  partsof  the  instructions  as  I  think 
plainly  objectionable  and  reprehensible;  whatever  may  be 
the  character  of  the  agreement  between  us  and  England, 
as  matter  of  policy.  And  I  repeat,  sir,  that  I  place  the 
justification  of  my  vote  on  the  paity  tone  and  party  cha- 
racter of  these  instructions.  Let  me  ask,  if  such  considera- 
tions as  these  are  to  be  addressed  to  a  foreign  Govern- 
ment, what  is  that  foreign  Government  to  expect  in  re- 
turn? The  ministers  of  foreign  courts  will  not  bestow 
gratuitous  favors,  nor  even  gratuitous  smiles,  on  American 
parties.  What,  then,  1  repeat,  is  to  be  the  return?  What 
IS  party  to  do  here  for  that  foreign  Government  which  has 
done,  IS  expected  to  do,  or  is  asked  to  do,  something,  for 
party  here?  What  is  to  be  the  consideration  paid  for  this 
foreign  favor?  Sir,  must  not  every  man  see  that  any  mix- 
ture of  such  causes  or  motives  in  our  foreign  intercourse 
is  as  full  of  danger  as  it  is  of  dishonor  ? 

I  will  not  pursue  the  subject.  I  am  anxious  only  to 
make  my  own  ground  fully  and  clearly  understood;  and 
willingly  leave  every  other  gentleman  to  his  own  opinions. 
And  I  cheerfully  submit  my  own  vote  fo  the  opinion  of 
the  country.  I  willingly  leave  it  to  the  people  of  the 
United  States  to  say  whether  I  am.  acting  a  factious  and 
unworthy  part,  or  the  part  of  a  true-hearted  American,  in 
withholding  my  approbation  from  the  nomination  of  a  gen- 
tleman as  minister  to  England,  who  has  already,  as  it  ap- 
pears to  me,  instructed  his  predecessor  at  the  same  court 
to  carry  party  considerations,  to  urge  party  merits,  and 
solicit  party  favors,  at  the  foot  of  the  British  throne. 

Mr.  MILLER  said,  I  understood  the  honorable  Senator 
from  Massachusetts,  when  he  addressed  the  Senate  early 
in  the  debate,  to  say  that  he  intended  to  move  to  have 
the  injunction  of  secrecy  retnoved,  with  the  view  tliat  the 
public  might  be  informed  as  to  the  grounds  upon  which 
this  nomination  bad  been  opposed  and  supported;  and. 


from  tlie  expression  of  opinion  from  those  armind  me,  1 
have  no  doubt  but  that  motion  willprevail.  The  aituitioa 
in  which  I  stand,  in  relation  to  the  parties  here  snd  tt\ 
home,  re  Quires  me  briefly  to  assign  my  reasons  for  the 
vote  I  shall  give.  I  may  be  permitted  to  declare  I  bate 
the  most  perfect  respect  for  this  body,  individually  uA 
collectively.  The  observations  1  shall  make  are  to  skov 
to  the  public,  the  Senate,  and  my  constituents,  the  gjound 
on  which  1  stand.  I  trust  if  any  thing  escapes  from  ne, 
in  the  hurry  of  debate,  bavoring  of  severity  on  the  coa- 
duct  of  the  nominee,  it  will  be  considered  as  springing 
from  the  conscious  sense  of  what  I  owe  to  myself,  and  the 
State  I  in  part  represent,  and  not  in  the  slightest  degm 
to  implicate  the  feelings  of  any  one  here,  much  kssinflh- 
ence  their  opinions.  Thus  called  on  to  give  a  vote  oni 
responsible  and  delicate  subject,  it  would  have  been  d^ 
sirable  that  I  should  have  had  the  same  grounds  to  reitan 
with  others  who  have  embarked  in  the  debate;  but  I  hare 
not  this  consolation.  Upon  this  question  1  am  inuiUtrd, 
and  have  reasons  which  have  not  as  yet  been  brought  for- 
ward, which  are  peculiar  to  myself.  I  stand  here  likeofic 
of  the  sons  of  Ishmael:  my  hand  b  against  every  one,  asd 
the  hand  of  every  one  against  me. 

The  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  FoisssxTsaj  said, 
on  yesterday,  he  had  heard,  in  his  absence,  that  s  motia 
had  been  introduced  for  a  specific  inquiry  into  the  conduct 
of  the  nominee  during  his  superintendence  of  the  State 
Department,  and  that  this  inquiry  had  been  resi&tcd  br 
his  friends.  And  I  understood  the  member  from  Geor^ 
[Mr.  Forstth]  to  say,  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  va 
misinformed  as  to  the  course  of  the  friends  of  the  ntmmt 
on  these  resolutions.  Sir,  it  will  be  recollected,  vbeo^ 
this  appointment  first  came  under  consideration,  that  I  sof* 
gested  doubts  upon  my  mind  in  relation  to  it*  1  supported 
the  motion  to  refer  it  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Belfr 
tions,  desiring  to  shelter  myself  under  the  authority  of  thtt 
most  respectable  and  enlightened  committee,  uponK^ 
veral  points  incidentally  thrown  out,  such  as  to  the  cane 
of  the  late  dissolution  of  the  cabinet;  the  propriety  of 
having  a  resident  minister  at- the  court  of  St.  James,  wites 
we  bad  only  a  charge  d'affaires  from  that  court  here;  and 
the  propriety  and  reasons  of  the  recall  from  that  court  rf 
our  very  popular  minister,  Mr.  McLane.  It  was  tl»«o 
urged  by  a  Senator  on  my  left,  [Mr.  Kahk,]  afritndfli 
the  nominee,  that  the  reference  should  take  place;  and  it 
was  asserted  that  the  character  of  the  Senate  required  ibt 
investigation,  after  the  suggestions  thrown  out  by  nnfita. 
I  certainly  did  not  intend  to  put  the  cliaracter  of  tli« 
Senate  in  issue  by  any  thing  thrown  out  by  roe?  nor  do  1 
think  it  was  so  placed;  but  it  is  equally  certain  I  mwt, 
and  had  the  right,  to  put  the  character  of  this  applJOBJ 
for  office  in  issue,  so  far  as  to  clear  up  my  objeciiouto 
him,  if  unfounded. 

When  tiie  resolutions  of  the  Senator  from  Maine  vat 
under  consideration,  I  did  not  entirely  concur  in  thepn>- 
priety  of  sending  them  to  the  committee.    There  »ere 
objections  to  the  call  made  on  the  President,  which  ffiJg* 
involve  the  Senate  in  difficulty.     I  doubt  the  cxptdicncf 
of  one  branch  of  the  Government  ever  fonnally  tskwf 
another  co-ordinate  branch  to  state  the  reasons  of  its  co«» 
duct.     There  are  questions  of  privilege  of  a  ^^^ 
character,  which  ought  not  to  be  sported  with.  ^*  *?[! 
not  to  put  ourselves  ever  in  a  position  to  be  iiJutted  *i 
impunity.     When  we  make  a  call  on  the  Preadent.  n 
ought  to  be  such  a  one  as  we  have  the  right  to  '""*1^ 
being  responded  to.     Hence,  early  in  the  se»ion,  beWJ  ^ 
I  was  yet  warm  in  my  seat,  I  objected  to  thecsUprfPfJ 
to  be  made  by  the  Senators  from  Maine  on  the  whje«*^ 
the  Northeastern  boundary.     1  voted,  therefore,  vitntw 
mover,  to  lay  the  resolutions  on  the  table;  but  I  ^''^*J^ 
did  believe  that  those  who  voted  against  ^Y'^S^^J^ 
lu  tions  on  the  table,  meant  to  vote  sgainst  theWi  »^ 
to  refer  them;  and  I  must  add,  m^  iropressioiiBtf  ^ 
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course  the  friends  of  the  nominee  desired,  are  in  confirma- 
tion of  the  views  taken  by  my  friend  from  Mississippi.  I 
can  scarcely  be  mistaken  on  this  matter;  but,  lest  I  may 
be  so,  I  take  the  liberty  to  put  directly  the  aoestionto  the 
Senator  from  Georgia,  [Mr.  Fobstth,]  wnether  he  did 
not,  by  voting  against  the  resolutions  of  the  Senator  from 
Maine,  on  tlie  table,  intend  to  follow  up  his  vote,  if  suc- 
cessful, by  voting  to  reject  them }  [Here  Mr.  FORSYTH 
rose,  and  answered,  that  he  did  intend  so  to  vote,  to  reject 
them.] 

1  perceive  I  did  not  err  in  the  opinion  I  entertained  of 
the  course  of  the  friends  of  the  nominee,  and,  in  con- 
formity with  what  was  auggeated  by  them,  I  have  taken 
the  trouble  to  inform  myself  on  some  of  the  points.  Yet 
I  still  would  be  satisfied  to  let  a  committee  be  charged 
witli  this  subject,  should  the  friends  of  the  nominee  re- 
quire it.  Otherwise,  from  the  fiicts  I  have  heard  and 
believe,  (the  names  Of  the  persons  giving  the  information 
are  authorized  to  be  given  up;  they  are  the  most  intelli- 
l^ent  and  respectable,  on  whose  statements  I  rely  most 
implicitly,)  I  liave  determined  to  vote  in  the  negative  on 
this  question.  The  gentleman  from  Georgia  has  told  us 
that  he  is  both  the  personal  and  political  friend  of  the 
nominee.  In  this  he  has  the  advantage  of  me.  I  never 
had  the  honor  to  see  him;  1  did  not  happen  to  meet  with 
him  in  his  Southern  pilgrimage.  I  once  considered  my- 
self iiis  political  friend.  I  do  not  now-— he  has  forced  me 
^X^rom  the  ranks  of  those  who  may  be  considered  the  faith- 
ful adiierenta  of  the  present  administration.  I  am  left  to 
follow,  untrammelled  by  the  force  of  party,  what  is  right, 
approving  wliat  is  commendable,  and  censuring  what  is 
reprehensible.  Among  the  objections  of  a  personal  and 
political  character,  1  reckon  not  the  least  the  ftgency  he 
baa  had  in  alienating  the  President  from  a  portion  of  his 
old  and  nnost  devoted  personal  friends,  his  earliekt  sup- 
porters, and  rendering  a  very  respectable  portion  of  the 
people  of  South  Carolina  dibaflTected,  more  or  less,  to  the 
Chief  Magistrate,  whom  they  have  formerly  held  in  the 
highest  estimation,  as  well  for  his  public  services  as  for  his 
supposed  sound  political  principles.  For  my  own  part,  I 
was  bred  up  with  a  personal  regard  for  the  chttracter 
of  the  President — he  was  the  native  of  my  own  district, 
reared  up  by  one  relation,  and  himself  the  patron  of 
another.  My  father  was  his  friend — he  tatight  my  elder 
brothers  and  sisters  the  first  rudiments  of  their  education. 
I  hope  the  Senate  will  pardon  me  for  reading  a  sentence 
or  two,  extracted  from  an  address  made  by  myself  pre- 
vious to  his  election,  as  illustrative  how  farl  sustained  him, 
upon  personal  as  well  as  political  grounds: 

Extract  from  a  tpeeeh  at  a  dinner  at  Sumpttft  1828. 

'*  Permit  me  to  return  you  my  sincere  thanks  for  the 
complimentary  notice  it  has  pleased  you  to  bestow  upon 
old  Waxaw.     He  must  have  a  heart  as  cold  as  marble, 
who  does  not  kindle  with  enthusiasm  at  the  mention  of  his 
native  land.     My  kindest  and  most  endearing  recollections 
are  blended  with  that  little  neck  of  land  to  be  found  on 
our  map,  between  the  angle  made  by  the  North  Carolina 
line  and  the  Catawba  river.     It  was  there  I  was  first  made 
to  admire  the  fame  and  the  talents  of  Davie.  It  was  there 
that  Jackson  was  the  idol  of  the  country,  in  the  mild  ra- 
diance of  his  youthful  virUiea,  long  before  the  lusire  of 
bis  name  as  a  distinguished  and  able  general  had  over- 
spread an  admiring  and  g^teful  nation,     labile  all  of  us 
are  pi  oud  that  our  State  has  the  honor  of  presenting  to  the 
republic  so  great  a  man,  I  can  assure  you  that  Jackson  is 
equally  proud  of  the  land  of  his  nativity.     We  have  a 
guaranty  in  the  philosophy  of  nature  of  his  local  attach- 
ments.    Should  your  predictions  and  your  hopes  be  re- 
alized, and  the  4th  of  ilarch  next  shall  give  us  Jackson  as 
our  President,  the  triumph  will  be  one  of  magfnificence 
and  grandeur.    It  will  be  a  triumph  of  the  people  over 
the  power  and  patronage  of  th«  Qovemment — It  wiU  be  a 


triumph  of  the  spirit  of  the  constitution  over  its  loose  and 
perverted  exposition.  IVe  may  then  hope  to  see  and  to 
feel  a  practical  and  common  sense  administration.  No  light- 
houses in  the  skies — no  splendid  mission — no  entangling 
alliances— no  governmental  exertion  to  bring  out  the  ca- 
pabilities of  the  nation,  by  partial,  unjust,  and  unconstitu- 
tional legislation.  Bred  up  in  the  Jeffersonian  school, 
elevated  oy  the  democracy  of  the  country,  we  shall  look 
to  him  to  restore  simplicity  and  economy.  IVe  shall  see 
a  pure  patriot,  who,  having  power,  refuses  to  use  it,  when 
it  adds  not  to  the  prosperity  of  the  Union.  Then  will 
the  enemies  of  the  constitution  be  confounded,  and  its 
friends  rejoice  at  the  lustration.  It  will  be  emphatically 
a  gfreat  day  to  the  American  people,  and  a  glorious  one  for 
South  Carolina." 

Mr.  M.  proceeded.  Now,  air,  it  will,  I  think,  by 
almost  every  one  who  hears  me,  be  admitted  that  the 
events  of  the  present  administration  have  not  entitled  me 
to  much  consideration  as  a  prophet.  Indeed,  immediately 
af^er  the  address,  a  very  distinguished  and  highly  valued 
fHend  of  mine,  now  no  more,  who  was  older  and  better 
acquainted  with  men  than  myself,  wrote  to  me,  and  plea- 
santly remarked,  that  so  much  of  my  address  as  alluded 
to  General  Jackson,  was  ad  a^tandum,  he  presumed. 
But  I  replied  with  the  greatest  sincerity,  that  I  did  hope 
and  believe  that,  if  he  were  elected,  he  would  appoint  a 
strong  cabinet,  and  bring  about  him  the  best  talents  of  the 
country;  and  that  by  his  decision  of  character  and  purity 
of  purpose,  aided  by  sound  constitutional  advisers,  such 
predictions  would  be  verified. 

That  they  have  failed  signally,  and  none  more  ao  than 
the  one  which  alludes  to  the  local  attachments  of  General 
Jackson  to  South  Carolina,  I  readily  admit;  and  for  that 
failure,  as  far  as  my  vote  will  go,  I  intend  to  make  the 
nominee  respopsible. 

I  happened  to  be  in  Charleston,  from  which  place  I  re- 
side some  distance,  when  the  appointment  of  the  late 
cabinet  was  announced.  Although  none  of  the  rumors  of 
delicate  and  disturbing  character  in  relation  to  '*  harmo- 
ny" and  Mr.  Raton,  had  taken  hold  of  the  public  mind, 
his  appointment  was  unpopular.  And  the  4th  of  March 
was  not  usliered  as  intended,  with  any  manifestation  of 
popular  gratification,  owing  to  the  objections  taken  into 
the  cabinet  by  some  of  the  distinguished  citizens  of 
Charleston,  not  now  my  political  friends.  It  was  urged 
that  Mr.  Eaton  had  neither  the  talents,  the  weight  of  clia* 
racter,  or  scientific  information,  to  make  efiicient  and 
successful  the  administration. 

Although  it  was  understood  that  the  gentlemen  in  Con- 
gress from  South  Carolina,  who  shrunk  from  no  responsi- 
bility, who  toiled  gallantly  in  the  House,  and  at  home  in 
the  canvass,  did  not  seek  any  reward  but  an  honest  and 
faithful  administration  of  the  Government,  it  was  sup- 
posed by  us  at  home  tiiat  their  claims  would  not  be  over- 
looked. 

I  believe  the  President  did  go  so  far  as  to  tell  the  emi- 
nent and  accomplished  gentleman,  now  chief  magistrate 
of  South  Carolina,  but  for  his  violent  and  decided  anti- 
tariflf*  sentiments,  he  would  have  made  him  Secretary  of 
War.  Sir,  I  regret  he  did  not — and  I  think  the  American 
people  regp*et  it.  There  were  considerations  of  a  politi- 
cal nature,  which  would  have  made  this  a  most  felicitous 
appointment.  The  popular  attractions  of  this  gentleman, 
his  talents,  fine  manners,  and  manly  bearing,  might  have 
staid  the  rapid  decrease  of  public  confidence  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  National  Government  in  general,  and 
furnished  a  better  ground  for  his  friends  at  home  to  sup- 
pose their  oppressions  were  less  substantial,  if  he  partici- 
pated in  their  perpetuation.  Sir,  the  organization  of  the 
cabinet  was  no  doubt  the  result  of  an  incipient  and  pre- 
conceived scheme  to  make  the  nominee  the  successor, 
and  Mr.  Eaton  was  the  instrument  through  which  it  was 
effected. 
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Mr.  Branch,  from  North  Carolina,  Mr.  Berrien,  from 
ISeorg^a,  and  Mr.  Rives,  sent  to  France,  from  Virginia, 
were  intended  to  compliment  those  States.  South  Caro- 
lina was  skipped  in  the  arrangement;  and  why?  It  was 
because  you  resided  there.  You  were  the  obstacle  to  the 
approach  of  popular  favor  with  the  administration  at  its 
commencement,  even  up  to  the  moment  when  Van  Bu* 
renism  was  introduced  into  South  Carolina,  upon  the  ad- 
journraent  of  Congress,  1830,  no  doubt  the  result  of 
preconcert  by  a  leak  from  the  mountains,  and  a  wave 
from  the  shores  at  the  same  time.  From  that  time,  the 
claims  of  our  citizens  were,  for  the  first  time,  taken  notice 
of.  Those  only  were  confined  to  the  party  who  now  favor 
the  pretensions  of  the  nominee.  Sir,  we  have  an  appoint- 
ment now  on  the  table,  of  charge  d'affaires  to  Bel- 
gium, from  those  who,  par  exceUentt^  claim  to  be  the 
Union  party;  one  ever}'  way  worthy  of  the  trust,  as  I  have 
already  borne  testimony;  and  I  am  told  we  have  another 
arrival  to-day  from  the  same  quarter,  in  quest  of  Execu- 
tive favor. 

Nothing  will  be  left  undone  which  is  presumed  likely 
to  give  tiie  minority  the  ascendancy  in  South  Carolina. 
Every  man  of  any  consequence  among  them  has  a  right 
to  expect  something — ^Vice  President,  Governor  of  a  ter- 
ritory, minister,  or  charge  d'affaires,  or  sometliing  else. 
And  who  are  they?  We  are  informed  of  their  existence 
by  their  memoritfl  presented  against  the  tariff  and  nullifi- 
cation.  As  they  liave  come  into  the  Senate  as  a  party,  I 
shall  speak  of  them  as  such.  The  great  body  of  this 
party,  res'dentin  Charleston,  took  it  into  their  heads,  on 
the  last  4th  of  July,  to  celebrate  that  day  as  a  party,  and 
sent  for  fore'gn  aid;  made  a  formal  communication  re- 
questing the  President  to  come  to  their  assistance — some- 
thing  auer  the  manner  of  the  instructions  to  Mr.  McLnne — 
and  the  aid  was  furnished  in  a  letter  contaming*  a  threat 
against  the  opposite  party  of  military  force,  to  coerce 
State  legislation  to  conform  to  federal  legpslation.  Sir, 
this  letter  has  given  umbrage  to  the  majority  of  the 
Jackson  party  in  South  Carolina,  for  the  other'  party  is 
composed  principally,  1  mean  in  Charleston,  of  Adams 
men;  men  who  look  to  the  General  Government  for  favor 
and  patronage,  who  follow  the  changes  of  tsuccessive  Pre- 
sidents like  the  sunflower  does  the  sun. 

This  letter  has  been  publicly  censured  in  the  popular 
meetings  of  the  people,  and  by  the  Legislature.  I  hope 
I  will  be  excused  fur  making  a  single  remark  upon  the 
character  of  the  threat  intimated  in  this  letter.  It  some- 
times happens  that  our  most  able  and  distin^iished  men, 
those  most  favorable  to  constitutional  right  and  civil  liber- 
ty, in  the  possession  of  power,  do  forget  rigiit.  Such  was 
the  case  with  that  great  apostle  of  free  institutions,  Mr. 
Jefferson,  when  he  took  it  into  his  head  that  because  he 
wished  to  "see  the  laws  faithfully  executed,"  he  had  a 
right  to  use  the  military  force  of  the  United  States  to  turn 
a  private  citizen  out  of^  his  posses.<iion  of  what  was  thought 
by  him,  the  then  President,  public  property,  (I  mean  the 
batture  near  New  Orleans.)  And  pimy,  how  did  he  es- 
cape  the  responsibility  of  the  law  for  so  doing,  when  he 
was  sued  for  breaking  the  close  of  Mr.  Livingston?  Not 
hy  writing  a  learned  book,  in  the  shape  of  instructions  to 
his  lawyers  about  the  legal  rig>ht  of  the  United  States  to 
the  property  in  dispute,  but  by  his  counsel  prudently  plac- 
ing his  defence  on  the  technical  legal  ground  that  he  could 
not  be  sued  in  Virginia  for  a  trespass  committed  in  Lou- 
isiana; certainly  not  a  very  meritorious  defence  for  the 
military  head  of  the  nation.  Well,  it  may  be  asked,  what 
would  be  the  result  of  the  President  sending  a  military 
force  against  the  State  laws  of  South  Carolina?  Sir,  if  he 
headed  his  force  himself,  one  of  our  judges  would  serve 
him  with  a  rule,  as  Dominie  Hall  did,  when  at  the  head 
of  hid  army;  and  if  he  did  not  obey  the  rule,  he  would 
be  committed.  We  liave  his  own  precedent,  that,  as  a 
peaceable  citizen,  he  would  submit  to  the  constitution 


which  makes  the  civil  authority  of  a  State  greater  thia 
the  military  authority  of  the  United  States. 

Without  resting  wholly  on  the  objection  taken  to  the 
exceptionable  correspondence,  in  which  Mr.  McUne  b 
desired  to  place  his  own  Government  in  the  wrong,  I 
agree  entirely  in  the'  force  and  power  of  the  argumegti 
a^inst  this  appointment,  in  that  particular.  It  vill  fb 
nish  a  decided  reproof  to  sudh  public  functionariei  is  de- 
sire to  compromise  the  national  honor,  from  personal  mo- 
tives. I  consider  the  attempt  to  screen  Mr.  Vsn  Bum 
under  the  responsibility  of  the  President  entirely  indefeos- 
ble;  he  is,  in  law  and  in  fact,  the  man  who  is  responsibk. 

Would  any  one  consider  the  President  as  resporaibk 
for  the  positions  taken  in  the  last  report  of  the  Secretur 
of  the  Treasury?  We  have  his  report  disUnctly  at  vui- 
ance  with  the  President's  views  on  the  bank,  and  sHeged 
to  be  his  own,  for  which  the  President  is  not  responsible. 
Here,  then,  is  proof  that  the  heacb  of  the  dcptftiDenti 
are  considered  the  responsible  organs  of  the  Govemmest, 
in  their  respective  spheres.  1  deprecate  as  criirinal  aB 
efforts  by  politicians  to  avail  themselves  of  forei^assst- 
ance,  whether  it  be  in  an  attempt  of  Union  men  in  Soutli 
Carolina  to  enlist  in  their  cause  the  General  Gove rnmerit, 
or  the  Secretaiy  of  State  of  the  United  States,  to  propi- 
tiate Great  Britain.  My  patriotism  prompts  to  go  vx 
South  Carolina  against  the  United  States,  and  the  United 
States  against  the  world.  No  stateiman  of  correct  feel- 
ing or  correct  principles  would  ever,  as  to  a  foreign  Go- 
vernment, put  his  own  in  the  wrong.  I  know  it  is  often 
the  practice  of  secondary  men,  those  who  find  tbemselns 
in  the  back  ground  at  home,  to  take  such  apositioaii 
will  make  them  popular  abroad.  I  do  not  envy  sacb  mn 
tfieir  inglorious  distinction.  I  want  no  better  efidei^ 
of  the  want  of  good  &ense,  or  good  feelin|^,  than  to  fitd 
any  one  setting  himself  up  against  public  opinion  at  bone, 
as  the  champion  of  an  interest  abroad.  It  remsins  yet  id 
be  seen  whether  the  great  benefits  of  this  treaty,  achiew 
hy  reflections  on  the  constituted  authorities  of  the  n»u** 
will  be  more  substantial  than  the  amazing  favor  of  pe^ 
mitting,  by  special  grace,  the  anti-tariif  and  anti-nuiJifr 
cation  memorial  to  go  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

I  have  understood,  upon  the  best  authority,  by  awembei 
of  Congress  then,  not  now,  that  this  odious  tariff  act  of 
1828  became  a  law,  by  Mr.  Van  Buren's  failure  torr- 
deem  a  pledge  to  vote  against  amendments  which  voula 
have  prevented  the  roanu&cturers,  to  a  certain  extend 
voting  for  the  same,  thereby  aftrr  putting  his  8oothcn 
political  friends  in  a  worse  situation  than  tliey  would  ht^ 
been  had  they  treated  him  as  inimical.  With  these^"' 
deuces  of  faithless  conduct  towards  the  Southern  inte- 
rests, he  could  scarcely  expect  to  become  a  favorite  wi* 
those  whom  he  had  deceived. 

Sir,  one  of  the  moat  decided  objections  1  have  to  w 
confirmation  of  this  appoiiUment,  is,  tliatthe  most  acnre 
influence  of  the  patronage  of  the  cfovermnent  wsa  J»J^ 
cised  with  a  view  to  make  this  nominceit  ot  the  end  (^  "^ 
present  incumbent's  term  of  service,  the  President. 
believe  this  power  was  exercised  for  this  purpose,  to* 
criminal  and  corrupt  extent.  I  have  been  i»}'*'""*^;j? 
gentleman  of  the  most  unquestionable  integrity  and  b|B 
character,  tluit  the  Post  Office  patronage  was  avowtd^ 
lent  to  thia  purpose;  and  that,  within  one  month  after  w 
late  Secretary  of  SUte  took  possession  of  the  seal?,  w 
postmasters,  by  order  of  that  department,  wcrcappw"''* 
upon  this  principle,  removed  or  retained  by  thiscrit*"^ 
and  some  very  singular  specifications  of  the  circuit  througj 
which  the  applicants  made  their  approaches  and  aew^' 
their  adhesion,  were  detailed  to  me.  The  Senator  tros 
Maryland  [Mr.  Smith]  has  told  us  of  instances  m  M»^' 
land,  in  which  tlie  proscriptive  principle  w»jnotippfi«» 
to  Uie  friends  of  the  late  adminiattation.  Sir,  that «» 
not  the  test.  It  would  have  been  more  satisfcctoiy  t»J 
to  have  known  whetherj  in  the  exception*  to  iw  ^^' 
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•ome  indication  wai  not  furnished  as  to  their  ulterior  pre- 
ference  for  Mr.  Van  Buren  for  President.  This  was,  I 
understood,  the  passport,  the  Shibboleth,  which  admitted 
to  the  treasury  through  those  departments  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Secretary  of  State.  This  is  not  all:  I  am  in- 
formed he  introduced,  under  his  patronage  and  influence, 
mere  boys  into  profitable  appointments,  one  not  more 
than  sixteen  or  seventeen  years  of  age,  in  the  nu  st  wan- 
ton exercise  of  official  favoritism,  thus  perverting  the 
public  trust,  and  abusing  his  power,  not  only  in  turning 
out,  but  in  turning  in. 

In  the  Soitth,  the  proscriptive  system  never  was  adopt- 
ed, nor  could  it  be.  It  is  so  odious-— so  much  at  war  with 
the  principles  of  justice,  that  no  administration  could  ven- 
ture to  adopt  it  in  South  Carolina.  For  my  own  part,  I 
do  not  think  the  power  to  turn  out  one  man  and  put  in 
another,  as  a  mere  arbitrary  exertion  of  Executive  autho- 
rity, does  exist.  1  think  it  a  violation  of  the  constitution, 
and  I  pledge  ftiyself  to  sustain  any  course  which  this  Se- 
nate can  adopt  to  restrain  the  use  of  such  power.  It  is 
the  essence  of  tyranny,  and  the  precedent  on  which  it 
rests  is  to  be  found  in  those  gloomy  days  of  federalism 
and  consolidation,  when  those  of  the  convention  which 
formed  our  constitution,  who  wished  to  have  a  monarchy, 
were  entrusted  with  the  new  Government  as  the  friends 
of  t)ie  constitution;  when  the  preamble  to  the  first  reve- 
nue law  was  interpolated  with  an  inhibited  power;  when 
the  Judiciary  act  was  enacted;  when  the  alien  and  sedi- 
tion laws  were  considered  constitutional;  when,  in  fact, 
it  was  thought  nothing  but  fair  by  the  advocates  of  mo- 
narchy, and  Executive  power  and  supremacy,  to  acquire, 
by  legislative  construction,  under  the  constitution,  what 
they  failed  to  get  in  the  convention.  I  am  prepared  to 
put  my  negative  on  its  exercise.  It  is  at  war  with  civil 
liberty  and  the  genius  of  our  institutions,  and  ought 
to  be  abandoned  or  prohibited.  I  am  perfectly  satisfied 
that  this  practice  has  been  introduced  in  its  most  corrupt 
form,  and  brought  secretly  to  bear  upon  the  President  by 
a  regency  left  here  in  the  interest  of  the  nominee. 

Again,  sir:  It  is  pretty  generally  admitted  that  the  court 
paper  was  established  under  the  auspices  of  the  late  Se- 
cretary of  State,  and  speaks  his  sentiments,  and  acts  under 
general  instructions  to  pursue  such  a  policy  as  will  bring 
nim  into  power. 

One  of  the  means  resorted  to,  to  effect  this  purpose  in 
the  South,  Is  to  strengthen  the  Nortliern  or  Union  party 
in   South  Carolina,  who  are  supposed  to  be  friendly  to 
him,  and  use  up  the  love  of  union  with  the  love  of  him; 
transfer,  through  the  affection  the  people  bear  to  the  Pre- 
sident, their  attachment  to  his  favorite,  and  to  separate 
the  President  from  his  old  Carolina  friends;  hence,  when 
no  hope  exists  for  whipping  any  one  into  the  views  of  the 
central  regency,  the  most  bitter  denunciations  are  pro- 
nounced on  them  '*hy  authority."    Thus,  when  Branch, 
Ingham,  and  Berrien,  honest  and  honorable  men,  who 
know  tlie  intrigues  of  the  court  party,  even  express  a 
willingness  to  act  on  principle  with  the  administriltion, 
notwithstanding  their  personal  wrongs,  the  understrap- 
pers of  tlie  nominee  tell  them  they  are  influenced  by 
iear  ofthe  people.     In  pursuance  of  the  same  reckless 
spirit  of  hostility  towards  tliose  it  is  my  pride  and  my  ho- 
nor to  be  identified  with,  while  this  nomination  is  pend- 
ing*, the  following  article  appears  in  the  Globe: 

'*  It  is  evident  that  the  political  leaders  of  the  nuUifi- 
era  are  not  ready  to  come  out  in  open  hostility  to  the  Pre- 
sident, because  that  would  go  to  defeat  their  own  efforts 
to  control  the  State  of  South  Carolina;  and  while  they 
cunningly  contrive  to  keep  a  footing  among  the  South 
Carolina  Jacksonians,  graduidly  to  undermine  him  there, 
they  proclaim  to  the  rest  of  the  Union  that  they  *  enter- 
tain feelings  of  gratification  in  considering  the  late  mes- 
sage of  the  President  as  affording  indications  of  a  change 
more  favorable  than  heretofore  to  the  principles  maintain* 


ed'  by  them.  This,  it  is  hoped,  will  operate  against  him 
in  the  other  Statei^  Tlie  Columbia  school  of  politicians 
would  do  honor  to  such  a  master  as  Machiaveli." 

1  submit  whether  1  do  not  stand  justified  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Senate,  in  pronouncing  this  a  wanton  and  unwai^ 
rantable  calumny.  Look  at  the  message.  It  is  skilfully 
framed  to  please  the  South  with  general  phrases,  suited 
to  the  tariff  interests.  Look  at  the  treasury  report,  in 
which  a  seesaw  is  established  on  the  bank  with  the  mes- 
sage; and  I  may  ask,  where  is  the  strongest  proof  of  Ha* 
chiavelism  to  be  found,  in  the  federal  papers  or  the  State 
resolutions'  [Here  Mr.  M.  read  extracts  from  papers 
from  Pennsylvania,  to  show  the  message  was  understood 
there  as  in  South  Carolina.]  Sir,  the  present  administrap 
tion  seems  disposed  to  test  indifferent  and  well  secured 
supporters,  by  a  rule  resorted  to  amonr  farmers  or  hunt- 
ers, to  select  from  a  redundant  kennel  what  supernume- 
raries are  to  be  drowned  by  holding  them  up  by  the  ear. 
For  my  part  I  am  determined  not  to  place  myself  in  the 
power  of  such  political  friends  as  will  attribute  my  sup-  ^ 
port  to  fear,  and  not  to  principle.  As  soon  as  I  vote  for 
the  nominee,  I  shall  be  told !  dare  not  do  otherwise;  your 
friends  at  home  attempt  to  break  down  the  President  by 
praising  him,  and  they  dare  not  oppose  him  openly,  and 
you  vote  for  Mr.  Van  Buren  to  injure  him,  not  from  any 
principle  of  attachment  to  the  President,  but  because  you 
want  to  make  the  tariff  States  believe  he  is  anti-tariflT,  and 
thereby  break  him  down  upon  the  Machiavel  plan.  We 
are  told  we  dare  not  oppose  the  President.  Sir,  the  peo- 
ple I  represent  dare  do  any  thing  that  brave  and  gene- 
rous men  dare  do;  and,  standing  here,  1  dare  speak  the 
truth,  and  vote  against  the  principal  who  uses  such 
agents  to  represent  them  at  tlie  court  of  St.  James.  I 
believe,  sir,  the  statement  read  by  (he  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi, as  to  the  nominee's  reason  for  the  dissolution  of 
the  late  cabinet,  given  to  his  friends  in  New  York;  I  be- 
lieve he  did  say  that  it  was  owing  to  a  conspiracy  formed 
by  the  Vice  President  and  Mr.  Ingham,  to  exclude  a  vir-v 
tuous  woman  from  society;  and  I  do  believe  that  in  making 
this  statement  he  did  not  speak  the  truth. 

I  believe,  moreover,  from  the  information  before  the 
public,  that  he  planned,  was  the  beginning  and  end,  the 
Alpha  and  Omega,  of  the  breach  in  the  personal  friend- 
ship between  the  first  and  second  oflicers  of  the  Govern- 
ment; his  trail  may  be  found  in  the  circumstances,  and      * 
the  motive  was  palpable  and  manifest.     Who  else  had       « 
any  interest  in  raking  up  these  by-gone  transactions,  in 
which  you  acted  your  part,  honestly  and  faithfully,  both 
to  the  public  and  General  Jackson?     Sir,  I  recollect  some- 
thing of  the  Seminole  war.     It  was  in  this  dark  and  diffi- 
cult hour  of  the  President's  life  tliat  I  first  saw,  and  first 
had  an  opportunity  of  manifesting  my  friendship  to  him, 
at  a  time  when  the  sedate  and  venerable  fathers,  such  as 
Macon,  Barbour,  and  Smith,  of  South  Carolina,  loured 
and  spoke  in  dark  hints  of  censure  and  reprobation,  I  de- 
clared my  determination  to  sustain  him,  right  or  wrong. 
I  ftrlt  grateful  for  his  military'  services,  and  would  not  con- 
sent, while  he  was  the  exponent  of  our  Government  in  a 
quarrel  with  Spain,  to  censure  him.     I  recollect  to  havc^ 
heard  the  doggrel  verse  about  William  Fell,  affirmatively/ 
applied  to  me  bv  the  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky,! 
tlien  Speaker  of  the  other  House,  who  then,  as  well  asl 
now,  stood  fortlii  openly  and  boldly  in  opposition  to  him.  j 
I  recollect  also  the  part  my  friend  from  Mississippi  took^ 
in  that  debate.     He  was  the  able,  eloquent,  and  accom- 
plished advocate  of  his  military  fame;  and  when  he  con- 
cluded, was  cheered  from  tlie  galleries — but  where  was 
the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

If  I  mbtake  not,  Cobb,  Crawford,  &c.  led  the  van  of 
attack*  After  all,  this  matter  was  rather  excused  than  jus- 
tified. It  was  tlie  generous  attachments  of  young  n:en, 
and  not  the  sober  judgpnent  of  the  old,  that  sustained  the 
conduct  of  the  commanding  general   in  the  Seminole 
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War  {  and  I  am  at  a  lota  for  any  good  reason  for  reauicitating 
it,  except  to  enable  parties  to  change  position.  With  the 
hazard  of  differing  trom  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  I  de- 
clare my  determination,  in  the  execution  of  the  appoint- 
ing  power,  to  hold  any  one  as  criminal,  who  boldly, 
openly,  and  indecently  invades  public  sentiment  and  pub- 
iic  morals.  As  the  guardians  of  female  character,  we 
must  sustain  the  majesty  and  supremacy  of  female  virtue. 
For  my  part,  I  am  ready  to  put  the  seal  of  condemnation 
on  him  who  shall  attempt,  knowingly,  to  narrow  down 
the  distance  in  society  which  separates  the  suspected  from 
the  modest  woman;  and  upon  such  information  as  8atis6es 
me,  I  believe  the  nominee  obnoxious  to  such  a  charge. 
The  gentleman  from  Georgia  has,  in  bold  and  eloquent 
language,  asked  for  the  nominee,  at  tlie  hands  of  the  Se- 
nate, justice.  Sir,  I  will  give  him  justice — the  measure 
y^  meted  to  others,  I  will  mete  to  him.  With  cold  and  Sar- 
donic smiles  be  dismissed  from  office  the  most  faithful 
public  servants,  without  any  reference  to  economy  or  the 
public  interest  He  proscribed  the  Carolinas— recalled  a 
popular  minister  fVom  the  Russian  court,  the  son  of  one 
of  the  signers  of  independence,  and  sent  the  Boanoke 
orator,  relying  on  bis  influence  in  the  good  Old  Dominion 
to  further  his  pretensions.  He  recalled  Mr.  Poinsett,  an 
accomplished  gentleman,  from  Mexico^  and  sent  a  frontier 
character,  a  rambling  statesman,  a  Carolinian  by  birth,  it  is 
true,  but  one  she  has  long  ceased  to  cherish  or  honor.  These 
are  not  of  my  political  friends,  but  they  are  my  countrymen. 
I  may  do  injustice  to  the  State  Department  on  the  ques- 
tion of  the  recall  of  Mr.  Middleton,  Mr.  Poinsett,  and 
Mr.  Watts.  I  do  not  know  whether  they  desired  to  be 
recalled  or  not,  but  presume  they  did  not. 

Sir,  I  do  not  complain  that  our  favorite  sons  are  unre- 
quited for  their  faithful  services,  or  tui'ned  out  of  office. 
It  is  not  tliis  which  calls  forth  my  censure  and  indignation. 
It  is  the  belief  that  my  friends  aiKl  fellow-citizens  are 
hunted  down  with  savage  ferocity,  not  for  political  opi- 
^^ions,  but  because  they  are  supposed  to  be  your  friendiH- 
^^that  we  will  not  make  war  on  you,  is  the  heresy  which 
roust  be  expiated  with  fire  and  faggot 

And  shall  we  not  retaliate?  1  hold  the  nominee  responsible 
for  this  breach  in  our  ranks;  nay,  more,  1  hold  him  respon- 
nble  for  the  unredeemed  pleqj^es  he  made  to  the  public, 
pending  the  last  Presidential  canvass.     What  were  they? 
%JOne  term  of  service  as  President;  retrenchment  of  public 
^^expenditure;  no  official  tampering  with  the  press,  to  per- 
Npetuatethe  dviULstv;  no  selection  of  members  of  Congress 
for  offices  of  pront.     Public  expectation  on  these  topics 
has  not  been  realized.     I  excuse  a  generous,  confiding 
President,  and  hold  the  wily,  subtle  minister  and  the 
subalterns  liable  for  the  failure.     1  will  pay  a  portion  of  my 
share  of  the  debt,  by  putting  my  veto  on  tliis  appointment. 
Sir,  we  are  told  if  we  reject  the  nominee  we  shall  sure- 
ly make  him  Vice  President;  and  such  is  the  substance 
of  a  letter  before  roe  from  one  of  his  confidential  and 
favored  editors.     No  one  can  mistake  the  object  of  the 
Baltimore  Convention;  it  is  to  nominate  him  in  any  event. 
Look  at  the  source  whence  it  originates;  observe  the  dou- 

i^le  delegates  from  Ohio,  gotten  up  under  the  central  in- 
Uience  here.  1  do  not,  however,  regai-d  it  of  any  sort  of 
mportance  whether  be  be  made  Vice  President  or  not. 
shall  not  resort  to  the  common  pretence  of  left-banded 
riendship,  and  place  my  reasons  lor  voting  on  the  ground 
\hat  he  is  too  useful  to  be  absent.  I  shall  do  what  is  my 
duty,  and  let  consequences  take  care  of  themselves. 

In  closing  my  remarks  on  this  somewhat  exciting  topic, 
]3crmit  me  to  express  my  acknowledgments  to  the  Senate 
for  tlieir  consideration,  while  I  have  stated,  in  a  hasty, 
imperfect,  and  unpremeditated  manner,  my  opinions  of 
the  claims  of  the  nominee  to  public  confidence,  and  tlie 
reasons  of  my  refusal  to  vote  for  his  confirmation. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said,  we  were  told  by  the  Senator  who 
has  just  concluded,  in  the  beginning  of  his  extraoi-dinary 


speech,  that  he  intended  to  publish  his  remarks  for  hs 
own  vindication.  No  friend  of  Mr.  Van  Buren  will  c» 
plain  of  the  fulfilment  of  this  intention. 

Of  the  long  list  of  offences  committed  by  Mr.  Vsi 
Buren,  it  was  natural  that  Senator  should  begin  with  thcie 
at  home.  He  says  General  Jackson  has  been  iepuiied 
from  him  and  his  friends  by  the  artifices  of  Mr.  Va 
Buren,  and  he  tells  us  of  his  own  zeal  and  devotion  tt 
the  hero  of  New  Orleans,  and  read  extracts  from  hii 
own  speech  at  tlie  Waxawa,  when  he  assured  hi&  a&> 
ditors  that  *'the  philosophy  of  nature"  was  "s  lul- 
cient  guaranty"  for  the  General's  «*  local  attachment" 
How  does  it  appear  tliat  Mr.  Van  Buren  produced  d^d 
dreadful  separation  ?  No  evidence  of  it  is  exhibited;  and, 
with  due  deference  to  the  Senator,  I  would  sug:^t  tk 
he  was  only  mistaken  in  his  theory;  <*the  philusophTif 
nature"  was  not  so  strong  a  guaranty  as  he  iim^Bcd. 
But,  is  what  is  insinuated,  fact?  Has  Genenl  Jtcksa 
forgotten  his  local  attachments,  the  land  ofhis  birth  and  tf 
his  earliest  affections,  where  he  has  so  many  devoted  and 
dis  ntereated  frienda?  No»  sir;  it  is  not  possible;  Genenl 
Jackson  has  not  separated  from  South  Carolins,  nor  ka 
South  Carolina  yet  witlulrawn  from  him,  altboti|^h  theS^ 
nator  seems  to  be  earnestly  huntingup  causes  for  adirorot 

The  radical  party  in  bouth  Carolina— the  Uiuooist*- 
have,  the  Senator  saya,  given  in  their  adhesion  frmo  ia* 
terested  motives  to  Mr.  Van  Bureh  for  the  succession  to 
the  Presidency;  and  tliia  is  another  of  his  crimes.  Nof, 
sir,  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  true  that  they  desire  the  wc- 
cession  for  Mr.  Van  Buren;  certainly  they  might  go  ts^ 
ther  and  fare  worse,  and  fare  much  worse  and  not  go  quiit 
so  far.  For  this  supposed  interested  adhesion,  tbev  m 
stigmatized  here  by  one  of  their  Senators.  1  an  treadmf, 
Mr.  President,  upon  almost  forbidden  ground;  tnTcIlifi; 
into  a  neighboring  State  to  mingle  in  '/Ji  party  strifei  ^ 
1  feel  for  these  radicals— tliese  Unionists;  we  acted  tog6 
ther  in  by-gone  times;  we  think  alike  stdl;  and  if  I  vcn 
not  to  say  a  word  in  their  behalf,  as  the  two  Senaton&« 
the  State  are  of  the  parW  opposed  to  them  at  home,  ii»T 
might  chance  to  be  condemned  for  the  want  of  the  pk> 
of  not  guilty  to  the  charge  exhibited  against  them.  Vn^ 
these  circumstances,  1  stand  bound  to  repel  the  ioipuA* 
tions  cast  upon  the  anti-nullifiers  of  Soutli  Carolina,  tfd 
taking  up  the  evidence,  sliall  prove  that  tbey  are  unjosdv 
cliarged.  What  is  this  evidence?  The  Senator  vbo 
makes  the  charge  on  the  question  of  the  Seiilnole  \iiit 
stood  by  tlie  General  with  firmness  and  zeal;  defended  hift 
right  or  wrong.  The  radicals  were  among  his  censureHi 
and  the  question  is  emphatically  asked,  where  was  Geo^ 
gia  then ?  Georgia  tlien  was  where  she  is  now,  and  vlKrc 
1  trust  she  will  ever  be  found,  by  the  sideof  theUoioniftii 
standing  up  for  the  right  and  reprehending  the  ^J^' 
Ihe  Senator  seems  to  imagine  that  the  true  patriot<sp 
consists,  in  favor  of  one's  friends,  in  ceasing  to  discfis** 
nate  between  truth  and  error.  Such  is  not  our  ^^^^"^ 
for  violated  laws,  we  hold  all  responsible,  friends  tfj 
foes.  Becent  developments  have  shown  that  ^^*^"^ 
Jackson  had  means  of  defence  he  disdained  to  "^'''|||: 
there  is  one  Georgian,  one  radical,  who  regrets  the  f** 
he  took  on  tliat  transaction,  I  thank  God,  to  me  beisus- 
known.  I  trust,  sir,  that  to  atone  for  his  own  error* 
defending  what  be  now  insinuates  was  wrong,  he  does d^ 
under  the  power  of  some  master  feeling,  intend  to  ces- 
sure  every  thing  that  is  right.  ^ 

Mr.  Cobb  and  Mr.  Crawford  have  been  named  by  w 
Senator.  Mr.  Cobb  is  no  longer  among  us  to  an^y 
He  did  his  duty,  according  to  his  conception  ®^*l'*l?"^ 
in  this  and  every  other  act  of  his  public  life*  ^  ^^ 
know  that  his  conduct  was  open,  and  his  ""^'^^ 
The  ground  he  stood  upon  here,  he  never  ahasdonw 

while  he  lived.     Mr.  Crawford,  I  am  surprised  "jc^^. 
tor  should  think—[Mr.  MILLER  said  he  alluded  to  » 
Crawford,  (Joel,)  a  member  of  the  House  of  Bej"**" 
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lives  when  the  Semmole  question  was  agitated.]  f  am 
glad  to  be  corrected.  Mr.  Joel  Crawford  acted  with  his 
friends,  and  is  guilty  of  the  charge  of  having  voted  for 
inquiry  into  the  Seminole  war.  He  lives  to  remember, 
not  to  regret  that  act. 

This  Union  party,  which  seems  to  haunt  his  imagina- 
tion, if  I  am  not  strangely  mistaken,  had  the  honor,  a  sliort 
time  since,  to  number  him  as  a  member  of  it.  [Mr.  MIL- 
LER denied  that  he  had  ever  been.]  Well,  sir,  the  Sena- 
tor ought  to  know:  but  in  this  fact  I  cannot  be  mistaken; 
the  Senator  was  a  candidate,  brought  forward  by  that 
party  for  the  State  Government — and  the  cause  for  post- 
poning for  two  years  the  elevation  of  the  accomplislied 
gentleman  who  now  stands  at  the  helm  of  he;  affairs. 
The  recollection  of  that  fact  should  have  prevented  a 
charge  against  them  of  bein^,  from  selfish  motives,  love 
of  office,  devoted  to  the  dominant  power:  following,  Irke 
the  sunflower,  the  motions  of  the  risen  sun.     To  this  last 
charge,  I  do  not  plead  for  them,  not  guilty — they  do  fol- 
low, like  the  sunflower— »the  sunflower  does  not  change 
its  attitude  for  the  rising,  or  the  meridian,  or  the  setting 
sun.     Elevating  its  broad  face  to  the  light  of  heaven,  it 
stands  unchanged,  and  is  found  when  he  sets  in  the  West- 
ern, as  it  stood  when  he  rose  in  the  Eastern  sky.     Poeti- 
cally understood,  as  Ovid  describes  the  heliotrope,  the 
Senator  is  right;  what  is  good  in  poetry  is  not  always  good 
in  prose;  and  the  char^  is,  that,  for  interest  sake,  the 
South  Carolinians,  unfriendly  to  the  Senator,  know  no 
will  but  the  President's,  and  are  obedient  to  his  whistle. 
We  are  taught  to  expect  shoals  of  them  here,  seeking, 
AS  the  rewards  of  devotion,  honors,  and  trusts,  foreign 
misnons,  &c.  &c.  one  of  them  being  already  before  us, 
as  the  avant-courier  of  a  thousand  more !     No  allusion 
could  have  been  more  unfortunate.     Who  and  what  is  the 
l^entleman  at  whom  this  arrow  has  been  cast,  the  first  of 
the  shoal  of  office  seekers!     Why,  sir,  the  Senator  him- 
self speaks  highly  of  his  character.     Described  by  his 
colleague,  he   is  a  high-minded  man,   of  extensive  in- 
formation, and  unsullied  integrity,  in  whose  hands  the 
best  and  dearest  interests  of  the  people  may  be  safely 
confided.    And  are  such  men  oflfice  seekers,  and  interest- 
ed devotees  to  existing  power  in  South  Carolina^     If  so, 
what  are  the  patriots P    They  must  be  angels.    They  can- 
not be  men.    The  Senator  may  eulogize  his  friends  to  the 
utmost  of  his  power,  exalt  them  in  the  scale  of  talent  and 
integrity  to  the  highest  pitch;  I  venture  to  place  his  op- 
ponents by  their  side,  and  challenge  comparison  without 
fearing  or  intending  to  depreciate  m  the  slightest  degree 
the  honor  of  any  of  South  Carolina's  distinguished  sons. 
The  arrangement  of  the  first  cabinet  did  not  please  the 
Senator.     South  Carolina  was  neglected.     Governor  Ha- 
milton was  told  he  might  have  been  Secretary  of  War  but 
for  his  violence  against  the  tariff;  and  what  seemed  to  have 
added  venom  to  the  sting.  South  Carolina  was  not  only 
passed  over,  but  an  Attorney  General  was  looked  for  in 
Cieorgia;  and  all  this  was  the  work  of  the  Bom  Uaniel  of 
I«Jew  York.     The  Senator  is  difficult  to  please.     He  liked 
not  the  first,  and  likes  less  the  second  cabinet.     But  how 
Vftis  the  fact  in  regard  to  Governor  Hamilton  ?    If  my  me- 
mory deceives  me  not,  he  has  publicly  declared  he  might 
have  had  office  had  he  desired;  he  did  not  desire  it.     In 
this,  and  in  all  other  things,  he  is  incapable  of  deceit. 
Passing  over  the  unpardonable  offence  of  going  to  Georgia 
for  a  member  of  the  first  cabinet,  does  the  Senator  really 
suppose  the  choice  of  the  late  Attorney  General  was  the 
>»^ork  of  Mr.  VanBuren^  [Mr.  Miller  nodded  an  assent.] 
The  Senator  never  committed  a  more  egregious  mistake. 
Of  all  the  men  of  the  day,  his  equals  in  proiessional  attain- 
ments and  talents,  admitted  to  be  great,  I  think  he  is  the 
last  man  who  would  have  been  selected  by  Mr.  Van  Buren; 
and  sure  I  am  Mr.  Van  Buren  is  the  last  man  on  earth  to 
whose  influence  the  late  Attorney  General  would  have 
been  willing  to  owe  his  place. 

vo*.  vin — er 


Considered  as  the  originator  and  the  fosterer  of  the  dis- 
agreement between  the  first  and  second  officers  of  the  Go- 
vernment, Mr.  Van  Buren  is  to  bear  the  extremity  of  the 
Senator's  wrath.  On  this  subject,  Mr.  President,  I  can 
only  refer  the  Senate  to  the  explicit  and  prompt  denial 
of  the  justice  of  the  charge  by  the  party  accused,  long 
since  publicly  made,  and  never  yet  impeached  by  any  one 
having  a  claim  to  character.  The  facts  before  me  public 
prove  that  the  charge  is  the  coinage  of  a  distempered 
brain,  baseless  as  the  fabric  of  a  vision.  If  the  Senator 
has  any  desire  to  enter  into  further  inquiry,  I  repeat  here 
this  explicit  and  positive  denial,  in  the  name  of  an  absent 
friend;  and  if  he  ventures  upon  the  investigation,  I  pledge 
myself  to  satisfy  even  his  preoccupied  mind  that  not  a 
shadow  of  suspicion  can  rest  upon  Mr.  Van  Buren's 
fame.  I  speak  on  the  highest  authority,  when  I  state  to 
the  Senate  that  his  deportment  in  relation  to  that  contro- 
versy deserves  the  respect  and  admiration  of  every  honor- 
able and  delicate  mind. 

The  Globe!  the  Globe!  the  offidal  paper,  has  abused 
the  Senator  and  his  friends.  The  editor  was  brought  here 
by  Mr  Van  Buren,  and  he  is  accountable  for  all  it  contains^ 
aU  that  is  bad,  I  mean:  he  gets  credit  for  no  good,  appear 
where  it  may. 

This  charge  is  made  because  the  Globe  is  called  the 
Government  paper,  Mr.  Van  Buren  and  the  Government 
being  previously  identified.  I  must  not  be  misunderstood 
as  defending  the  editorial  management  of  the  Globe.  I 
see  with  regfret  many  attacks  on  persons  for  matters  that 
ought  not  to  be  brought  before  the  public.  1  detest  all  in- 
vestigation of  tlie  pnvate  transactions,  all  malignant  scru- 
tiny into  the  every  day  business  of  political  aspirants. 
Their  private  characters  are  known  to  the  people;  and  so 
&r  as  character  should  operate  to  their  prejudice,  it  will 
be  weighed.  Even  the  defensive  recriminations  of  the 
Globe  deserve  censure.  But,  sir,  I  do  not  admit  that  Mr^ 
Van  Buren  or  the  administration  is  responsible  for  the 
lighter  offences,  much  less  the  enormities  of  any  news- 
paper writer — even  for  the  Globe — which,  black  as  the 
gentleman  may  consider  it,  is  as  pure  as  this  unsullied 
sheet,  compared  with  the  journals  that  are  published  by 
its  side.  But  does  the  Senator  mean  to  assert  that  every 
one  who  aids  in  the  establishment  of  a  newspaper  is  re- 
sponsible for  its  enormities?  Will  the  Senator  consent 
that  his  friends  and  ^1  his  opponents  shall  be  judged 
by  the  same  rule?  I  ask  htm  to  glance  his  eye  back 
over  the  history  of  the  press  in  this  District  for  a  few 
past  years.  Does  he  remember  the  Federal  Republican, 
the  Washington  City  Gazette,  the  Washington  Republican? 
Does  he  know  any  thing  of  the  National  Journal  and  the 
United  States  Telegpranh?  Has  he  present  to  his  recol- 
lection the  atrocious  calumnies  by  wnich  they  have  been 
polluted — ^their  dark  insinuations  and  open  falsehoods,  by 
which  the  reputation  of  the  virtuous  of  both  sexes  baa 
been  wantonly  and  grossly  assailed?  Slander  baa  flown — 
still  flies  to  all  corners  of  our  country,  as  if  borne  on  the 
wings  of  the  wind.  If  all  these  things  are  present  to  his 
view,  will  he  admit  that  those  who  patronized  these  jour- 
nals were  participator?  of  those  hateftil  crimes?  Can  he 
trust  the  reputation  andhonor  of  his  friends  to  the  applica- 
tion of  his  own  rule  ?  * 

[The  VICE  PRESIDENT  asked  if  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  had  any  allusion  to  the  occupant  of  the  chair.] 

Mr.  FORSYTH.  By  what  authority,  sir,  do  you  ask 
that  question? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  said  tiie  allusion  appeared  to 
be  so  direct,  he  had  a  right  to  ask  the  question. 

Mr.  FORSYTH.  I  deny  the  rieht;  and  if  it  is  consider- 
ed  as  a  question  of  order,  I  appeal  to  the  judgment  of  the 
Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  said,  if  the  allusion  was  direct- 
ed  to  him,  there  was  no  foundation  for  it. 

Mr.  MILLER  rose,  and  addressed  the  Chair. 
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Mr.  FORSYTH  claimed  the  floor,  which  be  said  he 
was  in  some  danger  of  losing  between  the  Chair  and  tlie 
Senator. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  said  the  Senator  from  Geor- 
gia is  entitled  to  the  floor. 

Mr.  FORSYTH.  That  being  understood,  I  give  way 
with  pleasure  to  the  Senator  for  any  explanation  he  may 
desire  to  make. 

Mr.  MILLER  explained,  and  concluded  by  saying,  as 
to  the  rule  by  which  he  judged  others  in  relation  to  the 
official  press,  he  was  willing  that  it  should  be  applied  to 
himself  and  his  friends. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  replied  to  the  argument  as  explained, 
and  then  said,  as  to  the  public  press,  the  Senator  con- 
sents that  he  and  his  friends  shall  be  judged  by  his  own 
rule.  Then  God  help  the  Senator's  friends,  for  they  are 
beyond  all  humuin  aid,  and  so  are  all  those  who  patronize 
and  support,  in  times  of  high  party  strife,  a  thoroughbred 
partisan  newspaper.  Leaving  to  others  to  adopt  or  re- 
ject the  rule,  and  to  apply  it  or  not  to  the  patrons  and  sup- 
portera  of  the  Journal  and  Telegraph,  and  to  the  former 
patrons  of  the  Washington  Republican,  the  Washington 
City  Gazette,  and  Federal  Republican,  I  deny,  explicitly, 
Mr.  Van  Buren's  responsibility  for  anv  articles  of  the 
Globe.  If  the  Senator  will  produce  satisfactory  proof  that 
he  has  been  instrumental  in  establishing  a  press,  here  or 
elsewhere,  for  the  purpose  of  dragging  down  by  calum- 
nies any  good  man's  name,  my  vote  shall  damn  him  here — 
my  voice  every  where. 

In  the  spirit  of  manly  frankness,  not  in  the  spirit  of  this 
discussion,  I  appeal  to  the  Senator  to  reflect  upon  the  ir- 
reconcilable contradiction  between  all  bis  conclusions  to 
Mr.  Van  Buren's  prejudice,  and  the  character  of  the  Chief 
Magistrate — not  the  character  of  the  President  witli  his 
present  friends  and  the  people,  but  according  to  his  own 
conceptions  of  tliat  character  before  the  President  bad  the 
.  misPortune  to  think  that  the  Senator  and  his  friends  were 
pursuing  a  policy  dangerous  to  the  union  of  the  States. 
He  was,  as  described  by  the  Senator,  all  that  was  good  and 
great,  and  performed  with  the  purest  patriotism  more  im- 
portant services  than  any  man  since  the  days  of  Washing- 
ton. His  known  firnmess  has  been  called  obstinate  self- 
will,  by  his  adversaries,  and  he  has  been  held  up  by  his 
enemies  as  a  roaring  lion,  requiring  implicit  obedience 
from  all  who  venture  to  approach  his  den.  Take  the  good 
or  the  bad  of  this  description — judgpe  this  matter  by  the 
opinion  of  the  President's  friends,  by  the  Senator's,  or  by 
the  President's  enemies,  and  the  part  allotted  to  Mr.  Van 
Bureu  could  not  Iiave  been  playea  here.  What,  sir!  this 
pure  patriot,  this  great  public  benefactor*— this  self-willed, 
obstinate  man — this  roaring  lion,  to  be  a  wet  rag  in  any 
man's  hands:  a  nose  of  wax,  to  be  pinched  into  any  and 
every  shape  by  Mr.  Van  Buren's  fingers!  If  the  Senator 
will  calmly  reflect,  he  will  be  compelled  to  acknowledge 
that  he  is  or  has  been  greatly  mistaken.  The  President 
is  not  what  he  declared  him  to  be — what  his  friends  or  his 
enemies  believe  him  to  be — or  else  flagrant  injustice  has 
been  done  to  Mr.  Van  Buren.  I  w'dl  not  quarrel  with  the 
•Senator's  choice.  .He  may  take  cither  branch  of  the  al- 
ternative.    He  cannot  hold  both. 

The  formidable  an'ay  of  facts  in  support  of  his  charge 
of  corrupt  management  against  Mr.  Van  Buren*^  reminds 
me  of  an  occurrence  said  to  have  happened  in  France. 
There  is,  it  seems,  such  a  thing  as  an  action  to  recover 
damages  for  seduction,  which  may  be  brought  by  an  un- 
fortunate lady  who  has  listened  too  credulously  to  a  flatter- 
ing tongue.  A  pretty  lady,  who  had  quarrelled  and  parted 
with  her  lover,  called  on  an  advocate  to  bring  a  suit  for  the 
damages  she  had  sustained.     She  described  the  origin  and 

{jrogress  of  the  Uaieon^  the  happiness  enjoyed  while  it 
astcd,  and  the  time  of  its  duration,  and  then  its  fatal  end. 
The  ailvocate  listened  with  profound  attention  to  the  story, 
and  saw  that  it  wa.<)  one  of  those  ca<ies  in  which  it  was  difll- 


cult  to  Hiy  who  was  .in  fault,  the  gentleman  or  the  bdj, 
and  that  an  action  could  not  be  maintained  for  seduction. 
How  to  convey  this  witliout  ofleitding  the  fair  one,  »is 
the  difficulty.  All  Frenchmen,  of  all  professions,  avoid 
that  as  the  deadliest  of  sins.  The  advocate  mantged  it 
with  the  proverbial  skill  of  hb  profession  and  of  his  coun- 
try. *<  Madam,  it  would  give  me  infinite  pleasure  to  obey 
your  wishes,  and  punish  the  ingnite  wtu>  has  sepantoi 
himself  from  so  much  beauty;  but  I  am  obliged  to  tell  you 
that  the  facts  are  not  sufficient  to  support  an  action."  This 
seemed  very  strange  to  the  lady,  as  she  had  been  TCf)'  mi- 
nute in  her  detail  of  all  the  facts.  Pouting  and  petulint, 
she  left  the  advocate  to  his  books  and  briefs.  The  vrholt 
affair  was  forgotten  by  him;  but  in  ,the^  course  of  a  fef 
days  the  lady  burst  triumphantly  into  his  room,  exclaim- 
ing, with  joyful  eagerness,  "  another  fact,  sir,  he  seduced 
me  again  this  morning."  And  so  it  is  willi  the  Senator. 
His  facts,  like  the  lady's,  do  not  go  to  the  point  be  nuiit 
reach  to  eflTect  his  purpose.  Each  one  is  like  unto  the 
other,  and  all  like  the  seduction  of  that  morning. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said,  before  the  question  is  taken  on  thi* 
nomination,  I  desire  merely  to  state  the  grounds  on  whick 
my  vote  shall  rest.     1  do  tiiis  as  an  act  of  justice  to  my- 
self, without  desiring  or  intending  to  influence  the  Tote 
of  any  gentleman  here.     When  the  resolution  offertdbj 
the  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Holxss]  was  before  the 
Senate  a  few  days  ag^,  proposing,  among  other  thin^  u 
inquiry  into  the  conduct  or  Mr.  Van  Buren,  I  took  oca- 
sion  to  say  that  though  I  could  not  vote  for  that  r»o- 
lution,  because,  in  the  form  in  which  it  then  stooti,  it 
proposed  to  make  a  call  upon  the  President,  which  IiJ4 
not  consider  as  quite  respectful  in  its  character;  and  aJso 
because,  even  iu  relation  to  Mr.  Van  Buren  himself,  it«J 
altogether  too  vague  and  indefinite  to  lead  to  any  practicai 
result;  yet,  that,  if  any  Senator  would  move  for  an  inquin. 
in  proper  form,  I  would  not  only  vote  for  it,  but  chctr- 
fully  abide  by  the  result.     The  friends  of  Mr.  Van  Burw, 
while  opposing  the  resolution  of  Mr.  Holkss,  had  «*' 
themselves  thought  proper  to  institute  any  such  inqu^T 
I  do  not  mean  to  censure  them  for  this,  nor  to  ^^^^' 
inference  from  their  course  in  this  respect,  unfavonibk J9 
Mr.  Van  Buren.     They  believed  the  cliarges  against  h.j 
required  no  investigation;  and  for  my  own  part  1  wasviiJ 
ing  to  acquiesce  in  the  suggestion  which  had  beenthro*8 
out,  that  from  tlie  nutorc  of  the  case  It  was  pccuMriJ 
proper  that  each  gentleman  should  make  the  ncc«s4i? 
inquiries  for  himself,  and,  liaving  satisfied  his  own  ci^- 
science,  act  accordingly.  I  have,  Mr.  President,  puiww 
tliis  course,  and  by  tlie  result  shall  my  conduct,  on  thisce- 
casion,  be  governed.     From  the  time  when  Mr.  VanBiif^ 
took  possesion  of  the  Department  of  SUtc,  up  totbe3»- 
ment  of  his  departure  for  England,  I  have  been  an  att^n^" 
observer  of  the  passing  events  here.  I  have,  also,  ^^^ 
nomination  came  before  the  Senate,  taken  pains  to  inttn^ 
myself,  from  the  very  best  sources,  as  to  the  correctness 
incorrectness  of  my  first  impressions  with  respect  to 
conduct  of  Mr^  Van  Buren,  while  Secretary'  of  »>^^ 
and  the  result  has  been  a  firm  conviction  tliat  I  ougH 
to  give  ray  advice  and  consent  to  hisappolnt.-ncntas'^j' 
ter  to  England.      From  facts  and  circumstances  »»»»• 
have  fallen  under  my  own  observation^  many  ^} ^     ^^ 
torious  to  the  whole  country,  as  well  as  from  ^"^^^Pj^^ 
derived  from  sources  on  which  I  implicitly  rcO'»  *  ^^ 
arrived  at  tlie  following  conclusion:  that,  when  Mr- 
Buren  came  into  the  cabinet,  he  found  a  state  of  circ 
stances  here  that  opened  a  door  to  the  esUblishnKnto  ^. 
influence  favorable  to  his  personal  views;  ^^^**»  !?\^ 
exerting  himself  to  remove  the  causes  of  discord  ana  ^ 


scnsion  by  which  the  Executive  was  unhappily  »tfj;°y^ 
ed,  he  dexterously  availed  himself  of  them,  and  »'c  ^ 
them  for  the  promotion  of  his  own  personal  and  po 
interests  and  for  the  advancement  of  his  fr»^"'*''.*'\jj^r5. 
porters  to  office,  to  the  exclusion  of  almost  all 
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It  is  known  to  all  who  hear  me,  that  General  Jackson  came 
into  office  under  most  auspicious  circumstances,  which, 
properly  improved,  could  not  have  failed  to  secure  for  his 
administration  the  highest  honor,  and,  as  I  stiH  believe, 
lasting-  benefit  to  his  country. 

It  is  notorious  that  the  fruits  of  the  g^at  political  vic- 
tory which  broufi^ht  him  into  power,  have  been,  in  a  g-reat 
measure,  lost.  The  expectations  of  the  country  have  not 
been  fulfilled.  Dissensions  and  discord  have  divided  a 
party  who  were  once  cemented  together  by  the  strongest 
ties.  Men  who  espoused  General  Jackson's  cause  at  the 
earliest  dawn  of  his  political  fortunes,  who  stood  by  him 
in  the  heat  of  the  contest,  have  been  discarded  from  his 
confidence,  and  proscribed,  while  those  who  came  in 
(like  Mr.  Van  Buren  himsclQ  at  the  eleventh  hour,  who 
never  lifted  a  finger  in  his  dcrence,  or  raised  a  voice  in  his 
favor,  now  have  undisputed  sway.  I  have  no  doubt  what- 
ever, that,  for  all  this,  the  country  is  chiefly  indebted  to 
the  influence  of  Mr.  Van  Buren,  successfully,  though 
cautiously,  directed  to  the  single  object  of  advancing 
himself  at  the  expense  of  all  who  were  supposed  to  stand 
in  his  way?  and,  what  is  worse,  at  the  expense  of  the  suc- 
cess of  the  administration,  and  at  the  imminent  hazard  to 
the  best  interests  of  the  country. 

I  firmly  believe,  sir,  that  it  was  not  until  Mr.   Van 
Buren  discovered,  in  the  course  of  the  last  winter,  that,  by 
creating  a  unity  of  interests  between  the  President  and 
himself  and   alienating  him  from  his  faithful  and  true 
friends — instead  of  elevating  himself,  he  was  pulling  his 
benefiictor  down — ^thathe  determined  to  breakup  the  cabi- 
net, by  withdrawhig  himself,  and  driving  his  colleagues 
from  their  stations;  taking  care,    however,  to  provide 
a  safe  retreat  for  himself  in  this  mission  to  England.*    I 
think  the  dissolutioD  of  the  cabinet,  under  all  the  circum- 
stances which  attended  it,  was  most  unfiartunatc  for  the 
Executive,   and  disreputable  to  the  country;  and  such,  I 
«m  persuaded,  is  the  opinion  of  the  great  body  of  the 
people,  of  all    parties,   tlu'oughout  the  United   States. 
From  all  that  I  have  seen  and  ncard  upon  that  subject,  I 
have  not  the  shadow  of  a  doubt  that  this  event  would  not 
have  taken  place,  but  for  the  firm  and  manly  resistance 
made  by  certain  members  of  the  cabinet  to  the  viev^s  of 
Mr.  Van  Buren.     If  they  had  enlisted  under  his  banner, 
and  consented  to  follow  his  lead,  all  would  have  been 
well.     I  believe,  moreover,  that  Mr.  Van  Buren,  while 
Secretary  of  State,  used  the  influence  derived  from  his 
hig-h  office,  for  the  purpose  of  controlling,  injuriously, 
the  domestic  iind  social  relatioi'ts  of  this  community^;  and 
that  his    conduct  was,   in   other   respects,  inconsistent 
with   the  dignity  of  his  station  and  the  character  of  the 
country.     Having  arrived  at  these  conclusions,  after  a 
careful  and  deliberate  examination  of  the  whole  case,  my 
duty  is,  of  course,  made  plain.      We  are  called  upon  to 
give  our  advice  and  consent  to  the  appointment  of  Mr. 
Van  Buren  to  a  high  and  most  responsible  office.     I  know 
that  a  decision  in  his  favor  will  be  regarded  here,  and 
held  up  elsewhere,  as  a  triumphant  acquittal  from  all  the 
charges  that  have  been  preferred  against  him.     I  cannot 
consent  to  be  an  instrument  in  producing  such  a  result, 
believing,  as  I  do,  that  these  charges  are  true. 

Allusion  has  t>een  made  to  the  strong  prejudices  which 
are   said  to  have  followed  Mr.  Van  Buren  through  his 
whole  political  course,  and  of  which  it  is  said  he  is  now  to 
be  made  tlie  victim.     For  my  own  part,  I  am  unconscious 
of    being   under   the  influence  of  any  such  feelings. 
Though  I  have  never  had  the  honor  to  be  classed  among 
the  personal  and  political  friends  of  this  gentleman,  yet, 
so  far  from  having  ever  indulged  any  prejudice  against 
him,  my  feelings  towards  him  have  been  of  an  opposite 
character.     Up  to  the  time  of  his  going  into  the  cabinet, 
but  R  single  circumstance  had  occurred  to  shake  my  con- 
fidence in  him  as  a  public  man;  and  notwithstanding  this, 
he    went  into  the  Department  of  State  with  my  «' advice 


and  consent;"  and  I  should  have  continued  in  the  same 
relation  tpwards  him  to  this  day,  but  for  a  course  of  con- 
duct while  in  that  office,  which  I  honestly  believe  has 
brought  incalculable  evils  upon  this  country.  In  com- 
ing to  these  conclusions,  I  have  not  been  governed,  as  has 
been  supposed,  by  **  vague  rumors  merely."  My  opinions 
have  been  made  up  on  facts  and  circumstances  which  are 
notorious,  some  of  which  have  fallen  under  my  own  ob- 
servation, and  upon  information  derived  from  the  most 
unquestionable  sources.  It  is  possible  I  may  be  deceived, 
but  if  so,  I  can  only  say,  that  so  strong  are  the  convictions 
under  which  1  am  acting,  that  if  I  were  a  juror  in  the  box, 
sworn  to  give  a  true  verdict  in  the  issue  now  made  up 
between  Martin  Van  Buren  and  his  country,  I  should  feel 
myself  constrained  to  g^ve  that  verdict  against  him.  On 
this  conviction  I  shall  act.  Be  the  consequences  what 
they  may,  1  shall  do  what  I  believe  to  be  my  duty,  in  re- 
cording my  vote  against  Mr.  Van  Buren  as  minister  to 
England. 

Mr.  BROWN,  on  the  conclusion  of  Mr.  Hatrb's  re- 
marks, adiured  parties  'not  to  pursue  this  discussion;  it 
could  lead  to  no  f^ood.  Every  one's  mind  no  doubt  was 
made  up.  Let  us  vote,  and  avoid  any  further  irritation, 
already  too  great  on  this  subject. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  swd,  I  am  aware  of  the  propriety  of 
the  suggestion  of  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina,  and 
do  not  rise  to  continue  the  discussion.  The  gentleman 
who  has  just  taken  his  seat,  [Mr.  Hatiys,]  has  expressed 
his  opinion — he  will  of  course  act  upon  it — ^that  is  his  affair; 
he  has  founded  it  on  sources  within  his  reach:  these 
sources  are  not  disclosed^^we  cannot  speak- of  them.  No 
evidence,  other  flian  that  already  before  the  public,  has 
been  referred  to  by  him.  We  cannot  examine  what  we 
do  not  see.  All  this  is  for  the  judgment  of  others.  The 
honorable  Senator  has  said  that  the  course  he  has  taken 
in  coming  to  his  conclusion  was  sugg^ed  by  the  friends 
of  Mr.  Van  Buren.  This  I  must  deny.  The  suggestion 
of  that  course  was  made  by  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts, [Mr.  WsBSTKB,]  who  is  not  to  be  numbered  among 
the  friends  of  the  person  nominated,  either  politically  or 
personally.  Although  believing  investigation  unnecessary, 
we  have  stood  ready,  at  all  times,  to  vote  for  it  in  any 
form  not  disgraceful  to  the  Senate.  The  whole  question 
will  soon  be  oefbre  the  public,  and  we  are  ready  to  abide 
by  the  result. 

[Mr.  Mii^Lxm  kept  no  note  of  his  rejoinder  to  Bfi*.  Fob- 
STTH.  He  replied  at  the  moment  to  such  suggestions  as 
seemed  to  require  notice  at  his  hands.  The  publication 
of  Mr.  F.'s  speech  in  reply,  renders  it  proper  that  the  re- 
joinder by  Mr.  Millbb  should  be  published  to  correct  and 
explain  portions  of  Mr.  F.'s  reply.] 

Mr.  President:  I  will  trouble  the  Senate,  said  Mr.  M., 
with  only  a  few  observations  in  reply.  The  gentleman  from 
Georgia  has  said  that  I  seemed  earnestly  hunting  for 
causes  for  a  divorce  from  the  President.  This  is  not  so. 
I  mean  in  this  case  to  vindicate  the  character  of  my  con- 
stituents from  servile  devotion  to  an  administration  that 
shows  no  respect  to  their  feelings  and  their  character. 
Upon  every  point  connected  with  the  interest  and  princi- 
ples of  South  Carolina,  and  the  correct  policy  of  the  na- 
tion, it  shall  have  my  support.  The  Senator  seems  to 
consider  the  Union  ptrty  and  the  old  radical  party  in 
South  Carolina  as  identical;  and  as  well  versed  as  he  may 
be  in  our  local  politics,  he  will  permit  me  to  put  him  right. 
The  Union  party  in  South  Carolina  cannot  be  said  to  have 
had  an  existence  antecedent  to  1830,  unless  they  may  be 
considered,  in  fact  and  principle,  the  old  federal  party. 
Taking  this  for  granted,  the  gentleman  knows  best  how 
far  back  he  may  be  able  to  establish  a  "  by-gone"  frater- 
nity with  his  Union  friends.  I  do  not  know  more  than 
one  of  the  old  radical  party  who  ever  acted  with  the  gen- 
tleman, and  he  will  scarcely  be  regarded  sufficient  to  give 
a  party  name  to  a  very  respectable  portion  of  the  popula- 
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tion  in  South  Carolina.  The  i^ntleman  admits  that  his 
friends,  as  well  as  himself,  stCKxl  up  for  principle,  and 
against  General  Jackson  in  the  Seminole  war.  He  says 
Georgia  was  then  where  she  now  is,  beside  the  Union- 
ist, standing  up  for  the  right,  and  reprehending  the 
wrong. 

I  am  inclined  to  believe  that  if  the  gentleman  would  re* 
trace  the  history  of  his  own  State,  he  would  find  himself 
and  his  friends  occasionally  as  much  at  war  with  the  Union, 
as  ever  the  South  Carolina  nuUifiers  have  been.  Upon 
the  whole,  one  remarkable  difference  is  found  in  the  honor- 
able gentleman's  course  and  mine.  I  am  content  with 
my  position.  He  censured  General  Jackson  when  he  was 
out  of  power,  and  1  sustained  him;  and  he  sustains  him  in 
power,  while,  in  the  case  now  before  the  Senate,  1  do  not, 
for  the  reasons  detailed,  which  he  affects  to  consider  most 
extraordinary.  He  must  not  indulge  in  visionary  appre- 
hensions as  to  what  I  shall  do.  Sufficient  for  the  day  is 
the  evil  thereof.  He  says  the  Union  party  brought  me 
forward  for  Governor,  and  thereby  postponed  the  pre- 
sent incumbent.  The  gentleman  here  falls  again  into  an 
error;  the  same  persons  who  brought  me  forward  for  Go- 
vernor, brought  me  forward  for  the  post  I  now  fill;  and  I 
consider  myself  here, representing  in  the  Senate  the  princi- 
ples of  the  old  radical  party,  whicli  is  another  name  with  us 
for  the  old  republican  or  State  rights  party. 

The  gentleman  says  that  I  liked  not  the  first  cabinet, 
and  less  the  last  This  last  assertion  is  not  warranted  by 
any  thing  which  has  fallen  from  me.  It  is  not  true  tliat  I 
like  the  second  cabinet  less  than  the  first.  I  have  voted 
to  confirm  the  appointment  of  all  the  latter,  and  I  would 
not  vote  for  all  the  first  if  tliey  were  before  us  now  for  con- 
firmation. 

The  gentleman  denies,  with  great  emphasis,  the  fact  of 
the  nominee  having^  any  agency  in  ripping  up  the  cabinet 
transactions  in  relation  to  the  Seminole  war.  1  stated  my 
belief  from  the  fiicts  before  the  public,  and  the  gentle- 
man and  myself  draw  different  inferences  from  those  facts. 
He  says  the  facts  before  the  public  prove  that  the  charge 
is  the  "coinajj^  of  a  distempered  brain,  and  baseless  as  the 
^ric  of  a  vision." 

[Mr.  MiLLxm  did  not  understand  Mr.  Fo&stth  as  using, 
in  the  debate,  such  strong  language,  and  wiU  now  repeat 
his  belief,  as  be  heretofore  has  done,  and,  further,  his  im- 
pression, that  be  could,  upon  the  evidence,  convict  him 
before  any  impartial  jury,  unless  the  gentleman  should  fur- 
nish to  such  jury  other  information  than  he  has  done  to  the 
Senate.  If  he  mistook  not,  the  gentleman  bad  something 
to  do  with  this  matter,  and  his  opinions  may  be  entitled 
to  a  consideration  which  Mr.  M.'s  does  not  possess.  The 
high  authority  referred  to,  together  with  the  personal 
knowledge  of  the  Senator,  may  convince  him,  but  not 
others,  who  are  less  informed  on  this  subject.] 

I  shall  not  take  any  step  to  prove  the  guilt  or  innoceiKe 
of  the  nominee,  as  requested  by  the  gentleman.  It  does 
not  concern  the  public  or  myself,  further  than  it  constitutes 
a  feature  in  the  histor)-  of  the  gentleman's  life,  and  I  am 
at  liberty  to  state  my  belief  and  act  on  it,  when  called  on 
to  give  my  vote. 

The  gfentleman  misunderstood  me.  If  he  supposed  I  ob- 
jected to  the  establishment  of  the  Globe,  as  tlie  Qovern- 
ment  paper,  by  Mr.  Van  Burent  <^  ^^y  one  else.  I  con- 
cede the  right  of  every  man,  public  or  private,  to  establish 
presses;  but,  in  doine  so,  they  roust  take  them  cum  onere. 
If  they  abuse  me  and  m^  friends,  by  their  express  or  im- 
plied authority,  to  obtam  favor  with  others,  they  must 
look  to  those  whom  they  themselves  desire  to  propitiate  for 
support. 

Now  wlutt  are  the  facts  here  ?  Pending  the  nomination, 
a  majority  of  the  Legislature,  constituting  the  entire  mass 
of  my  political  friends,  pass  a  resolution  approving  of  so 
much  of  General  Jackson's  late  message  as  recommends 
a  reductiovi  of  the  tariff  to  a  revenue  measure,  and  tlie  | 


most  disingenuous  and  base  motive  is  attempted  to  be  fixed 
upon  them,  by  an  administration  print,  which  is  the  nunith. 
piece  of  the  nominee  and  his  party.  In  this  matter,  I  pot 
myself  on  my  reserved  right,  and  if  1  had  no  other  grouad 
to  stand  on,  I  would  substitute  my  will  for  the  retson,  iod 
reject  tlie  patron  of  such  a  press*.  It  is  one  of  the  ok- 
reign  rights  of  a  freeman  to  put  those  who  ask  hit  TOte  for 
office  at  least  upon  terms  of  respect. 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYS£N  said,  I  beg  the  indulgence  of 
the  Senate,  barely  to  state  the  reasons  of  the  vote  that  1 
shall  give  on  the  nomination  before  us.  In  this,  I  regvd 
Mr.  Van  Buren  as  a  public  man,  and  my  reasons  for  viik* 
holding  my  advice  and  consent  to  his  nomination  are  pu> 
lie  reasons.  They  are  purely  national,  in  which  neither 
party  nor  prejudice  have  place.  1  feel  the  weight  of  s8 
the  responsibility  to  be  incurred  by  the  important  iDe»- 
sure  of  recalling  a  foreign  nunister  for  causes  that  impfi- 
cate  him  in  public  censure;  but  I  also  feel  fully  sustaiDod 
by  the  considerations  that  shall  influence  roy  vote. 

Sir,  the  true  interests  of  the  nation  require  a  minister 
that  will  represent  bis  country,  and  not  merely  adruice 
his  party.  We  want  a  m'mister  of  that  lofly  chancier, 
who  will,  tlie  moment  his  mission  commences,  drop  the 
habiliments  of  party,  and  robe  himself  in  the  pure  ud 
loyal  vestments  of  his  country — ^his  undivided  couoby.  I 
desire  such  a  man  to  go  forth,  forgetting  all  the  strifes  it 
home,  and  remember  only  that  he  is  an  American  minister, 
and  to  act  upon  American  principles.  But  when  we  per- 
ceive the  gentleman,  now  before  us,,deUberatelpthif 
bureau,  instructing  our  minister  to  a  foreign  court  to  caS 
to  his  aid  in  conducting  our  negotiations  the  results  of  our 
political  contests,  I  have  good  cause  to  fear  that  be  doo 
not  possess  those  elevated  principles  that  will  dispoK  itffl 
to  reject  the  counsels  which  be  so  freely  and  so  anxiously 
communicates  to  others. 

In  the  instructions  prepared  and  ^ven  by  Mr.  Vu  Bv- 
ren  to  Mr.  McLane,  we  have  evidence  not  to  be  mitialu* 
of  Mr.  Van  Buren's  policy.  And  it  is  so  purelj  lelfebi 
as  to  absorb  all  considerations  of  country.  It  isudcmi 
of  American  spirit  and  character,  that  I  am  compeBe4 
by  a  high  and  solemn  sense  uf  duty,  to  besr  a  decided 
protest  aguinst  it. 

What  is  the  scope  of  these  instructions.^  As  1  unde^ 
stand  them,  they  distinctly  direct  our  minister  to  empkK 
the  influences  of  party,and  of  his  party,  too.  They  coousis- 
sion  him  to  apprise  the  British  court  of  tlie  character  of  our 
political  collisions,  and  especially  to  let  him  knov  fbi 
triumphed  and  who  were  defeated.  Sir,  it  is  humiii^^ 
totliink  of  it.  These  instructions  urged  our  ouDiftcr  t» 
put  his  party  in  the  right,  and  tlie  countiy  intiie  wrou^- 
to  refer  tlie  British  minister  to  the  resuUsofthe  ballot  bos 
here,  and  to  press  upon  that  cabinet  the  vicissitudes  of  on: 
political  controversies— our  own  domestic  dfTerences,  u 
motives  to  persuade  them — to  what,  sir?  Whyi  y^^> 
to  grant  that  favor,  to  extend  tliat  privilege,  to  lus  ^ 
dominant  party,  tiiat  was  refused  to  those  in  whose  keep- 
ing the  arrangement  of  American  interests  had  tbertj^ 
fore  been  confided.  This  is  the  first  attempt,  in  our  dip» 
macy  witli  foreign  States,  to  separate  the  administration  o^ 
the  country  from  tlie  country.  How  wanting  in  all  ji' 
tice,  as  well  as  magnanimity,  was  it  to  make  this  ^-P'' 
ous  and  unwarrantable  assumption  a  pleaVith  any  foreign 
court!  Sir,  who  is,  by  our  constitution,  who  aJone  ctf. 
be  our  public  oi*gan,  but  *<  the  administration?"  '^'^v 
hear  a  clause  of  these  instructions.  Mr.  Van  Buren  reuQ 
argues  the  point:  "To  set  up,"  be  proceeds,  "the  acts  w 
the  late  administration  as  the  cause  of  forfeiture  of  P"^'* 
leges  which  would  otherwise  be  extended  to  the  peopled 
the  United  SUtes,  would,  under  existing  circurostancefc 
be  unjust  in  itself,"  &6.  &c.  Wherefore  unjustunderrt 
isting  circumstances?  Because,  as  was  before statedf  «^i 
that  is  we,  the  new  men,  now  in  power,  did  not  paj^ 
pate  in  the  acU  of  the  late  adminUtnition,  and.  there f^^f. 
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we  humbly  hope  that  we  may  be  spared  the  forfeiture  of 
these  privileges.  This,  with  other  portions  oC  this  extra- 
ordinary document,  is  so  humiliating  to  our  national  cha^ 
racter,  that  I  cannot  consent  to  countenance  it  by  advising 
the  President  to  appoiat  Mr.  Van  Buren  to  the  very  coiirt 
at  which  he  has  humbled  us.  Ifo»  sir,  let  us  rather  meet 
the  case  at  the  threshold,  with  our  unqualified  disappro- 
bation, and  never  suffer  it  to  g^w  into  the  authority  of 
precedent  by  our  acquiescence. 

Why,  sir,  the  consequences  of  such  a  course  of  diplo- 
macy would  be  most  disastrous.  It  would  perpetually 
distract  our  public  councils  on  every  change  of  adminis- 
tration^nay,  on  every  prospect  of  a  change— on  every 
commotion  in  the  country  that  might  indicate  it,  we  should 
be  driven  by  such  measures  to  entertun  a  stronger  jea- 
lousy of  our  diplomatic  functionaries  abroad,  than  of  the 
courts  andYiations  to  which  they  were  sent. 

Are  we  prepared  to  say,  sir,  and  have  it  understood, 
that  our  political  conflicts  are  to  leave  our  own  shores,  and 
cast  their  influence  abroad?  That  our  ministers  are  to 
become  the  agents  of  a  party,  and  drive  its  purposes  in 
such  manner  and  by  such  means  as  they  deem  fit?  I  trust 
not:  Let  us  preserve  the  honorable  and  manly  character 
of  our  foreign  intercourse,  and  expect  and  require  that 
our  ministers  sliall,  in  their  discussions  and  conduct,  act 
for  their  country,  and  not  make  a  foreign  court  the  arena 
on  which  to  pby  off  the  intrigues  or  push  the  interests  of  a 
party. 

Mr.  MOORE  said,  I  do  not  now  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
prolonging  this  debate.  Under  idl  the  circumstances  of 
the  ease^  notwithstanding  the  able  views  which  have  been 
presented,  and  the  impatience  of  the  Senate,  I  feel  it  a 
duty  incumbent  upon  me,  not  only  in  justification  of  my- 
sell;  and  of  the  motives  which  govern  me  in  the  vote  whici^ 
I  am  about  to  give,  but,  also,  in  justice  to  the  free  and  in- 
.  dependent  people  whom  jl  have  the  honor,  in  part,  to  re- 
present, that  I  should  set  forth  the  reasons  which  have 
reluctantly  compelled  me  to  oppose  the  confiraeiation  of 
the  present  nominee.  Sir,  it  is  proper  I  should  declare 
that  the  evidences  adduced  against  the  character  and  con- 
duct of  the  late  Secretary  of  State,  and  the  sources  from, 
whence  this  evidence  emanates,  have  made  an  impression 
upon  my  mind,  that  will  require  of  me,  in  the  conscien- 
tious though  gainful  discharge  of  my  duty,  to  record  my 
vote  against  his  nomination.  But  let  it  not  be  under^ 
^<itood  that  I  am  opposed  to  the  Executive  or  his  adminis- 
tration. On  slight  grounds,  1  am  incapable  of  assuming 
such  an  attitude;  for,  sir,  1  have  the  honor  of  having  been 
associated  with  my  fellow-citizens  in  elevating  General 
Jackson  to  the  Presidency  ^  and  the  broad  principles  which 
elevated  him  to  oifice  continue  the  beacon  lights  of  my 
political  course.  And,  sir,  it  must  be  remembered  thai 
the  proud  people  whose  representative  I  am,  are  too  pa- 
triotic to  wink  at  a  compromise  of  the  nation's  honor,  too 
virtuous  to  encourage  intrigue  and  corruption,  and  too 
honest  to  withhold  their  approbation  from  a  faithful  dis- 
charge of  pubhc  duty.  In  the  name  of  tliis  people,  then, 
whose  servant  I  rejoice  to  call  myself,  as  far  as  my  vote 
m*>'  gOf  I  shall  protest  against  that  highly  reprehensible 
course  of  conduct  which  has  been  pursued  by  the  nominee. 
I  repeat,  sir,  that  tlie  vote  I  shall  give  does  not  proceed 
from  hostility  to  the  Executive;  I  came  here  prepared,  and 
am  now  disposed,  to  give  a  liberal  and  generous  support 
to  the  great  leading  measures  of  his  administration.  It  Is, 
therefore,  with  no  small  degree  of  satis&ction  that  1  can 
recur  to  my  cordial  support  of  most  of  those  measures 
and  nominations  which  have  passed  in  review  before  the 
Senate,  and  especially  the  nominations  of  his  cabinet 
miniiiters;  and  i  am  now,  sir,  free  to  state  that  my  vote 
shall  be  given  for  Martin  Van  Buren  as  minister  to  Eng- 
land, if  the  charges  which  shall  have  been  preferred 
against  him  shall,  by  any  means,  be  weakened,  or  done 
away.     As  the  friend  of  Andrew  Jackson,  I  have  been. 


and  am  still,  disposed  to  prosecute  this  inquiry  into  the 
truth  of  the  charges,  believing  tliat  it  is  due,  both  to  the 
President  and  to  Uie  nominee,  that  every  gentleman  pre- 
sent should  be  fully  satisfied  of  the  correctness  of  his  vote. 
No  man  in  the  nation  can  boast  sinoerer  friendship  for  the 
Executive  than  I  can;  no  man  in  the  darkhour  of  trial  was 
more  fervent  in  his  support,  (for  1  was  an  original  advo- 
cate of  his  claims.)  But,  sir,  I  cannot  obey  the  slavish 
dictates  of  party  discipline.  I  am  constrained  to  yield  to 
the  deliberate  convictions  of  my  conscientious  judgment. 
When  my  reason  is  convinced,  I  dare  not  disregauxl  her 
mandates.     , 

Sir,  aa  has  been  remarked  by  the  honorable  gentleman 
from  Maryland,  [Mr.  CaAXXBas,]  I,  too,  am  aware  of  the 
danger  to  which  my  vote  may  subject  me.  For,  sir,  it  is  my 
fate  to  have  bitter  enemies;  but,  sir,  it  is  my  peculiar  for- 
tune to  be  able  to  boast  of  the  most  sincere  and  warmest 
friends.  I  am,  also,  aware  that  the  malignity  of  those 
who  cannot  appreciate  the  obligations  of  an  honest  mo- 
tive, may  cause  them  to  hurl  the  snafts  of  calumny  against 
me,  and  attempt  to  prejudice  tlie  minds  of  my  constitu- 
ents. I  am  aware,  too,  that  there  are  those  whose  minds 
are  narrowed  to  the  confines  of  party  predilections,  on 
whom  those  assaults  may  prove  successful.  I  am,  also, 
aware  of  my  misfortune  in  differing  with  mv  honorable 
colleague,  and  that  the  motives  which  have  induced  me  to 
assume  my  stand  may  be  utterly  misrepresented.  How- 
ever, after  due  delibei'ation  and  reflection,  and  under  a 
strong  impression  of  my  hig^  responsibilities,  and  with  a 
perfect  conviction  of  the  approbation  of  ri\y  conscience 
and  constituents,  no  satisfactoiy  explanation  of  the  weighty 
charges  alleged  against  him  having  been  ^ven,  I  am 
compelled  to  record  my  vote  ag^nst  the  nomination. 

[The  above,  it  is  believed,  comprises  all  the  material 
debate  in  the  Senate  on  the  rejected  nomination,  with  the 
exception  of  a  few  remarks  of  Mr.  MAiraunf ,  not  reported, 
in  which  he  is  understood  to  have  declared  that  he  did  not 
approve  the  tone  and  tenor  of  the  instructions  of  Mr.  Van 
Buren  to  Mr.  McLane,  but  that  he  saw  in  them  nothing  to 
justify  the  rejection  of  the  nomination.  When  Mr.  Mah- 
evM  concluded,  the  question  was  taken  on  agreeing  to  the 
nomination,  and  decided  in  the  negative,  as  stated  in  the 
proceedings  at  the  beginning. — Fubliahen.] 

Wedvksdat,  Dsckmbeb  7,  tSSl.* 
NORTHEASTERN  BOUNDARY. 

The  following  messagb  was  received  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  by  Mr.  Donelson,  his  Secretary : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate:  In  my  public  message  to  both 
Houses,  I  communicated  the  state  in  which  I  had  found 
the  controverted  claims  of  Great  Britain  and  the  United 
States  in  relation  to  our  Northern  and  Eastern  boundary, 
and  the  measures  which,  since  my  coming  into  office,  I 
had  pursued  to  bring  it  to  a  close,  together  with  the  fact 
that,  on  the  10th  day  of  January  last,  the  sovereign  ar- 
biter had  delivered  his  opinion  to  the  plenipotentiaries  of 
the  United  States  and  Great  Britain. 

I  now  transmit  to  you  that  opinion  for  your  considera- 
tion, that  you  may  determine  whether  you  will  advise  a 
submission  to  the  opinion  delivered  by  the  sovereign  ar- 
biter, and  consent  to  its  execution. 

That  you  may  the  better  be  enabled  to  judge  of  the 
obligation,  as  well  as  the  expediency,  of  submittmg  to  or 
rejecting  the  decision  of  the  arbiter,  1  herewith  transmit — 

1.  A  protest  made  by  the  minister  plenipotentiary  of 
the  United  States,  after  receiving  the  opinion  of  the  King 
of  tlie  Netherlands,  on  which  paper  it  may  be  necessary 
to  remark  that  I  had  always  determined,  whatever  mi^ht 
have  been  the  result  of  the  examination  by  the  sovereign 
arbiter,  to  have  submitted  tlie  same  to  the  Senate  for  their 
advice,  before  I  executed  or  rejected  it;  therefore,  no 
instructions  were  given  to  the  minister  to  do  any  act  that 
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should  commit  the  Government  as  to  the  course  it  mig^ht 
be  deemed  proper  to  pursue,  on  a  full  consideration  of  all 
the  circumstances  of  the  case. 

2.  The  despatches  from  our  minister  at  the  Hague, 
accompanying  the  protest,  as  well  as  those  previous  and 
subsequent  thereto,  in  relation  to  the  subject  of  the  sub- 
mission. 

3.  Communications  between  the  Department  of  State 
and  the  Governor  of  the  State  of  Bfaine,  in  relation  to 
this  subject. 

4.  Correspondence  between  the  charge  d'affaires  of 
his  Britannic  Majesty  and  the  Department  of  State,  in 
relation  to  the  arrest  of  certain  persons  at  Madawaska, 
under  the  authority  of  the  British  'Government  of  New 
Brunswick. 

It  is  proper  to  add,  that,  in  addition  to  the  evidence  de- 
rived /rom  Mr.  Preble's  despatches  of  the  inclination  of 
the  British  Government  to  abide  by  the  award,  assurances 
to  the  same  effect  have  been  informally  made  to  our  mi- 
nister at  London,  and  that  an  official  communication  on 
that  subject  may  very  soon  be  expected. 

ANDREW  JACKSON. 

December  7,  1831. 

The  message  and  accompanying  documents  were  read. 
Ordered,  That  they  be  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use 
of  the  Senate. 


Wkdxksdat,  Dscsxbxr  21. 

The  following  message  was  received  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  by  Mr.  Donelson,  his  Secretary: 

WASHiirGTOir  City,  December  21,  1831. 

Gentkmen  of  the  Senate.-  Since  my  message  of  the  7th 
instant,  transmitting  the  award  of  the  King  of  the  Nether- 
lands, I  have  received  the  official  communication,  then 
expected,  of  the  determination  of  the  British  Government 
to  abide  by  the  award.     This  communication  is  now  re- 

Spectfully  laid  before  you,  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  your 
eliberations  on  the  same  subject. 

ANDREW  JACKSON. 

The  message,''and  the  document  tlierein  referred  to, 
were  read. 

Ordered,  J^hat  they  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations,  and  that  the  document  be  printed  in 
confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

The  following  motion,  uibmitted  by  Mr.HoLMss,  havii^g 
been  transferred  on  the  l9lh  instant  from  the  legislative 
to  the  executive  journal,  was  considered: 

Resohed,  That  the  President  be  i'equested  to  inform 
the  Senate  whether  any  further  negotiation  is  commenced 
or  proposed,  in  regard  to  the  Northeastern  boundary  of 
the  United  States. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HOLMES, 

Ordered,  That  it  lie  on  the  table. 


TcKSDAT,  Januabt  24,  1832. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  submitted  the  following  resolutions; 
which  were  read,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  confidence 
for  the  use  of  the  Senate: 

1.  Jiesohed,  That  the  General  Government  has  no  con- 
stitutional power  to  cede  or  transfer  to  a  foreign  nation 
any  portion  of  tlie  territory  or  inhabitants  of  any  one  of 
the  United  States,  without  the  consent  of  such  State. 

2.  Rewlved,  That  the  power  of  the  General  Govern- 
ment in  establishing  tlie  exterior  limits  of  the  United 
States,  does  not  extend  to  the  making  of  a  new  line  of 
boundary  for  any  one  of  the  States,  but  only  to  the  ascer- 
taining and  defining  the  true  line  described  and  agreed 
upon  in  the  treaty  of  peace  of  1783,  according  to  the  fair 
construction  and  real  intent  of  said  treaty. 

3.  Reiohed,  That  the  opinion  of  the  King  of  the  Ne 


therlands,  as  communiMt^d  throa^  our  minister  it  the 
Hague,  docs  not  purport  to  ascertain  or  define  theNortb- 
eastem  boundary^of  the  United  States,  as  described  in  the 
treaty  of  peace  of  1783.  but  recommends  a  new  line,  pilpi- 
bly  distinct  and  variant  from  the  true  line  of  the  saidtrfaty. 

4.  Resohed,  That  his  Ketherland  Majesty  has  notik. 
cidedany  question  submitted  to  his  determination  rehtiie 
to  said  boundary,  but  declared  his  inability  to  do  so;  and, 
in  expressing  his  opinion  of  what  would  be  a  suitibleor 
convenient  line  of  division  between  the  United  St&tesani 
the  territories  of  Great  Britain,  has  gratuitouslj  usond 
the  character  of  an  adviser,  to  which  be  was  never  isnted 
by  the  parties. 

5.  Kuohed,  That  the  United  States  have  never,  in  nr 
manner,  rendered  it  obligatory  upon  them  to  submit  lo^ 
or  acquiesce  in,  such  advice;  and  have  no  power « vithout 
the  consent  of  the  State  of  Maine,  to  agree  upon  or  es- 
tablish the  new  line  of  boundary  thus  Tecoromended 

6.  Resohfed,  That  the  Senate  recommend  to,  and  d- 
vise  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  open  snd  pur- 
sue friendly  negotiations  with  his  Britannic  Majesh',  bt 
the  purpose — 1.  Of  ascertaining  with  precision  that  poi&t 
of  the  highlands  lying  due  north  of  the  St.  Croix  rirer, 
and  north  of  St.  John's  river,  which  is  de«gnsted  in  \k 
treaty  of  peace  of  1783  as  the  northwest  angle  of  Non 
Scotia,  and  of  surveying  and  marking  upon  the  sur&ceof 
the  earth  the  boundary  line  between  the  United  Sbts 
and  the  dominions  of  Great  Britain,  which  extends  frcic 
the  source  of  the  river  St.  Croix,  directly  north,  to  the 
abovementioned  northwest  angle  of  Nova  Scotia;  thecce, 
along  the  said  highlands,  which  divide  those  rivers  tbt 
empty  themselves  into  the  river  St.  Lawrence  from  tboac 
which  fall  into  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  to  the  nortbvestem- 
most  head  of  Connecticut  river.     2.  Of  securing  to  the 
United  States  and  their  citizens  the  undisturbed  enjojuKB' 
of  the  right  to  the  free  navigation  of  tlie  St.  John's  rirer 
throughout  its  whole  course  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  aad 
granting  to  his  Britannic  Majesty  and  his  subjects  the  ei- 
disturbed  enjo3rment  of  a  right  of  free  passage  and  trust 
between  the  city  of  Quebec,  in  Lower  Canada,  andtke 
city  of  St.  John's,  in  the  province  of  New  Bruns*Tck,n 
a  direct  and  convenient  route  through  the  State  of  Maifi^i 
to  be  accurately  surveyed,  limited,  and  defined:  PnM 
That  the  express  consent  of  the  State  of  Maine  to^e 
granting  of  such  free  passage  and  transit  shall  be  first  bi^ 
and  obtained. 


WSBKESfiAT,    JaHUABT   25. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolutions  «ii»- 
mitted  yesterday  by  Mr.  Spbaovs;  and  on  his  motion, 

Ordered,  That  they  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations. 

FatDAT,  jAirrAmr  27. 

The  following  message  was  received  from  the  Preside* 
of  the  United  States,  by  Mr-  Donelson,  his  Secretary: 

WASBureTOiTf  January  27, 1832- 

7b  the  Senate  of  the  United  Slates:  In  compliance  with 
the  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  18th  instant,*  I  be«- 
with  transmit  a  report  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  vw^ 
together  with  the  letter  of  his  Britannic  Majesty's  ctefg* 
d'aifaires,  heretofore  communicated,  demanding  tbe.^^^ 
cution  of  the  opinion  delivered  by  the  w^^**'^.  "l^l 
contains  all  the  information  requested  by  the  said  resow- 
tion,  omitting  nothing  that  may  enable  the  Senate  top 
the  advice  requested  by  my  message  of  tlie  7th  ofl^^^ 
ber  last,  on  the  question  of  carrying  into  effect  the  opjnwn 

of  the  King  of  the  Netherlands.  ^^v 

ANDREW  JACKSO> 

The  message  and  accompanying  documents  were 
•  Tliit  moliition  will  apprar  on  the  Ic^fiatnejovriial,  P*'* 
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WSDHESDAT,  FSBRUART  8. 

The  following  message  was  received  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  by  Mr.  Donelson^  his  Secretar}': 

WASBxireTox,  February  S,  1832. 

7b  the  SeiuOe.-  In  addition  to  the  documents  relating 
to  the  settlement  of  the  Northeastern  boundary  of  tlie 
United  States,  now  in  possession  of  the  Senate,  I  have 
just  received  certain  proceedings  and  resolutions  of  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Maine,  on  the  subject,  which 
are  herewith  transmitted. 

ANDREW  JACKSON. 

The  message  was  read. 

The  following  motion,  submitted  by  Mr.  SPRAGUE, 
was  considered  and  agreed  to: 

Beaolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  State  be  requested  to 
transmit  to  the  Senate  the  two  volumes  of  maps,  and  the 
volume  of  surveys,  which  were  laid  before  the  arbiter 
imdcr  the  convention  of  1827,  and  which  have  been  re- 
turned to  the  Department  of  State;  and  also  map  A. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  SPRAGUE, 

Ordered,  That  the  message  of  the  27th  of  Januarv, 
transmitting  additional  documents  respecting  the  North- 
eastern boundary,  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  To- 
reign  Relations;  and  that  the  following  papers,  thereby 
communicated,  be  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of  the 
Senate: 

Mr.  Clay  to  the  Governor  of  Maine,  Decembers,  1825. 

Same  to  the  Governor  of  Maine,  January  4, 1826. 

Same  to  the  same,  January  29,  1827. 

The  Governor  of  Maine  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  June  20,  1826. 

Mr.  Clay  to  Mr.  Vaughan,  January  9,  1829. 

Mr.  Hamilton  to  Mr.  Vaughan,  March  11,  1829. 

Same  to  the  Governor  of  Maine,  March  13,  1829. 

Mr.  Van  Buren  to  Mr.  Vaughan,  May  11,  1829. 

Correspondence  between  the  Executive  of  the  United 
States  and  the  British  Government,  and  between  the 
Executive  of  the  United  States  and  the  King  of  the  Ne- 
therlands. 


TuKSDAT,  March  20. 

The  following  motion,  submitted  by  Mr.  HOLMES,  was 
considered  and  agreed  to: 

Beaolvedf  That  the  President  be  requested  to  inform 
the  Senate  whether  any,  and,  if  any,  what  communications 
have  passed  between  tlie  Executive  Department  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  and  the  Executive  or  Le- 
gislative Department  of  the  State  of  Maine,  relative  to  tlie 
Northeastern  boundarv;  and  whether  any  proposition  has 
been  made  by  either  that  tlie  boundary  designated  by  the 
King  of  the  Netherlands  shall  be  established  for  a  conside- 
ration  to  be  paid  to  Maine;  and,  if  so,  what  consideration 
is  proposed,  so  far  as  the  same  may  not  be  inconsistent 
with  the  public  interest. 


TuuRsuAT,  February  9. 

The'  following  motion,  submitted  by  Mr.  SPRAGUE, 
was  considered  and  agreed  to: 

Heeobed,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be 
requested  to  transmit  to  the  Senate  the  despatch  of  Mr. 
Gallatin,  transmitting  the  convention  of  September  29, 
1827;  and  to  inform  the  Senate  at  what  time  the  aakl 
despatch  and  convention  were  received  at  the  Department 
of  Statcf  and  the  report,  by  Daniel  Rose,  of  an  exploring 
survey  from  the  Sebois  river  to  the  head  waters  of  the 
Penobscot  river,  made  in  the  year  1829. 


Monday,  February  13. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  com- 
niiinication  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  ti*ansmitting  two 
volumes  of  maps,  a  volume  of  surveys,  and  map  A,  re- 
quired by  a  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  8th  instant. 

The  communication  was  read. 


MoKDAY,  February  20. 

The  following  message  was  received  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  by  >Ir.  Donelson,  his  Secretary: 

Washinctox,  February  13,  1832. 

Tb  the  Senate.'  I  therewith  transmit  a  report  from  the 
Secretary  of  State,  containing  the  information  and  docu- 
rnents  cidled  for  by  a  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  9th 
instant. 

ANDREW  JACKSON. 

Tlic  message  was  read. 


Wbdresday,  Marcb  21. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations,  to  whom  were  referred  the  several  messages  of 
the  President  of  the  United  SUtes  of  the  7th  and  2l8t  of 
December,  1831,  of  the  27th  of  January  and  8th  of  Feb- 
ruary,  1832,  together  with  the  several  documents  which 
accompanied  the  same;  and  to  whom  were  also  referred 
the  motion  and  resolution  submitted  to  the  Senate  by  one 
of  the  Senators  from  the  State  of  Maine,  on  the  24th  day 
of  January  last  part,  submitted  the  following  report: 

That  this  committee  have  bestowed  upon  the  several 
subjects  to  them  referred,  all  the  attention  which  their 
g^eat  importance  demanded.  At  the  commencement  of 
their  examination  of  these  interesting  subjects,  every 
member  of  this  committee  was  equally  aware  that  their 
feelings,  as  citizens  of  the  United  States,  might  very  pro- 
bably mislead  any  judgment  they  might  be  disposed  to 
form  in  regard  to  the  correctness  of  the  determination  of 
his  Majesty  the  King  of  the  Netherlands,  which  proposes 
to  establish  the  boundary  between  the  possessions  of 
the  United  States  and  those  of  his  Majesty  the  King  of 
Great  Britain.  Every  argtiment  which  suggested  itself 
to  the  mind  of  any  member  of  this  committee,  to  prove 
the  truth  and  justice  of  the  -several  positions  for  which 
the  United  States  have  contendetl  in  the  course  of  the 
discussion  of  this  subject,  had  already  been  presented  by 
their  different  agents,  and  had  proved  unsatisfactory  both 
to  Great  Britain  and  to  the  arbitrator  mutually  chosen  by 
the  two  Powers  to  settle  and  determine  the  subject  of 
diiference  between  them.  This  circumstance,  of  itself, 
was  sufficient  to  warn  the  committee  aj^nst  confiding 
too  implicitly  in  their, own  opinions,  with  regard  to  a 
matter  as  to  which  they  were  conscious  of  feeling  so  deep 
an  interest,  and  to  induce  them  to  view  the  subject  as 
it  now  exists,  rather  than  to  consider  it  as  presenting  a 
question  still  open  for  discussion. 

This  committee  entertain  no  doubt  of  the  perfect  right 
of  the  United  States  to  refuse  to  abide  by  the  award  of 
his  Majesty  the  King  of  the  Netherlands,  if  the  constitut- 
ed authorities  of  the  United  States  shall  think  that  this 
award  is  not  made  within  the  terms  or  meaning  of  the 
submission;  and  they  are  aware  that  many  reasons  exist 
which,  to  the  minds  of  our  own  citizens  at  least,  may  ap- 
pear strong,  to  induce  the  opinion  that  such  is  the  case. 
But  will  such  arguments  satisfy  othera?  and,  if  not,  what 
will  be  the  effect  of  rejecting  this  award?  These  are  the 
only  questions  which  this  committee  think:  it  necessary 
now  to  examine. 

The  history  of  this  country  will  show  that  the  ques- 
tion, what  is  the  true  Northeastern  boundary  of  the  pre- 
sent United  States,  has  been  often  discussed  between  the 
different  parties  interested  in  its  decision.  While  France 
held  the  territory  contiguous  to  the  former  colonies  of 
Great  Britain  on  their  Northern  and  Eastern  frontier,  this 
question  then  disturbed  the  relations  of  these  two  Powers, 
and  it  \v;ia  only  settled  by  the  treaty  which  transferred  all 
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the  dominions  of  the  former,  in  this  quarter,  to  the  Utter. 
Not  long  afler  that  event,  the  same  question  was  revived 
between  Great  Britain  and  her  then  colony  of  Massachu- 
setts. As  the  King  of  Great  Britain  was  at  that  time  the 
sovereign  of  all  the  provinces  limited  by  this  boundary, 
no  matter  where  it  was  established,  or  how  it  was  run; 
and  as  no  private  rights  had  then  been  acquired  near  to 
the  line  which  was  ultimately  settled  by  him  as  the  boun- 
dary of  these  provinces,  it  was  then  of  little  moment  to 
any  where  this  line  was  fixed.  Hence,  probably,  in  esta- 
blishing the  Northeastern  boundary  of  Massachusetts  at 
that  time,  but  little  regard  was  paid  to  accuracy  of  de- 
scription or  precision  of  terms,  and  a  line  was  fixed  upon, 
of  which  the  **  terminus  a  qwf^  was  not  more  certainly 
described  than  the  **  terminus  ad  quern."  Before  it  be- 
came necessary  to  ascertain  this  line  with  any  degree  of 
accuracy,  our  revolution  commenced,  and  the  uncertain 
boundarv  estabUshed  by  the  previous  act  of  the  Govern- 
ment or  Great  Britain  was  recognised  by  the  treaty  of 
1782  as  the  Northeastern  boundary  of  the  United  States. 

Thus  the  old  question,  what  this  boundary  line  was, 
and  where  it  ran,  was  revived.  The  settlement  of  this 
question  constituted  the  subject  of  the  fifth  article  of  the 
treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  in 
1794{  and  it  was  supposed  by  both  the  parties  to  be  de- 
termined with  sufficient  accuracy  by  the  final  decision  of 
the  commissioners  appointed  in  pursuance  of  that  article. 
It  is  worthy  of  remark:  here,  that  the  decision  of  these 
commissioners  differed  not  less  widely  from  the  positions 
contended  for  by  each  of  the  two  disagreeing  parties  at 
that  time,  than  does  the  present  determination  of  his  Ma- 
jesty the  King  of  the  Netherlands,  from  the  positions  as- 
sumed by  each  of  the  same  parties  upon  this  occasion. 
Yet  both  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  concurred 
in  adopting  the  decision  of  these  commissioners,  although 
it  varied  essentially  from  the  claim  of  boundary  set  up  by 
each  of  the  two  Powers. 

This  decision  settled  definitively  the  uncertain  **ter- 
minus  a  quo"  the  Northeastern  boundary  of  the  United 
States  was  to  run;  and  as  no  diflTerence  then  existed  be- 
tween the  two  Powers  as  to  the  course  or  direction  of  this 
line  of  boundary,  the  **  terminus  ad  quern"  was  also  sup- 
posed to  be  fixed.  Doubts  being  afterwards  suggested  on 
the  part  of  Great  Britain  as  to  this  point,  it  was  the  pur- 
pose of  the  fifUi  article  of  the  treaty  of  Ghent,  in  1814, 
to  remove  these  doubts^  by  adopting  a  mode  for  settling 
them,  similar  to  that  which  had  been  found  satisfactory  to 
the  parties  in  the  previous  case.  The  commissioners  ap- 
pointed by  the  high  contracting  parties,  in  pursuance  of 
this  fifth  article  of  the  treaty  of  Ghent,  could  neither 
agree  in  their  opinions,  or  effect  any  other  adjustment  of 
the  matter  to  them  referred;  therefore,  the  event  con- 
templated by  that  article  having  thus  occurred,  it  became 
necessary,  under  the  provisions  of  this  treaty,  that  the 
two  Powers  should  refer  the  subject  to  some  friendly  so- 
vereign or  State,  to  be  named  by  them  for  that  purpose, 
who  should  determine  the  same.  His  Majesty  the  King 
of  the  Netherlands  was  the  friendly  sovereign  named  by 
the  two  high  contracting  parties  for  this  purpose.  He 
having  accepted  the  functions  of  arbitrator  so  confer^ 
red  upon  him,  by  his  award  has  decided  the  whole  subject. 

The  committee  have  made  these  statements  merely  to 
show  that  the  question  determined  by  this  award  is  one 
of  long  standing,  which  has  been  much  vexed,  and  that 
the  points  involved  in  it,  and  necessary  to  its  accurate 
determination,  have,  in  some  degree,  been  changed  by 
the  acta  of  the  parties  themselves.  Under  such  circum- 
stances, it  is  not  reasonable  to  expect  that  Great  Britain, 
who  has  thus  long  and  often  refused  her  assent  to  the  po- 
sitions taken  by  the  United  States  in  regard  to  this  con- 
troverted point,  will  yield  a  more  ready  acquiescence  in 
our  wishes  now,  than  she  has  hitherto  done;  especially 


least  in  part,  br  the  determination  of  a  disinterested  sj- 
bitrator,  mutually  selected  by  both  the  parties. 

Should  tliis  prove  true,  ii  the  United  States,  on  their 
part,  refiise  to  abide  by  this  award,  the  necessary  coi^ 
quence  must  be,  that  the  pretensions  heretofore  set  in 
by  Great  Britain,  and  which  are  in  part  rejected  bytbe 
award,  will  be  revived  and  insisted  upon  by  her  in  their 
full  extent.  In  what  mode,  then,  can  the  coatroTeny» 
revived  be  settled^ 

A  new  negotiation  cannot  be  supposed  likely  to  pro- 
duce more  beneficial  results  than  those  which  ha?e  almd; 
taken  place.  In  the  discussions  which  were  had  at 
Ghent,  in  those  carried  on  between  the  commissionen 
appointed  to  determine  this  question  of  boundiry,  siidiL 
those  addressed  to  his  Majesty  the  King  of  the'  Nether- 
lands, the  argument  on  either  side  seems  to  have  hm 
exhausted.  No  profitable  result,  then,  can  be  expected 
from  reviving  a  discussion  in  which  nothing  new  can  be 
presented  on  either  aide,  and  in  which  the  rights  and  ii:- 
terests  of  the  parties,  whatever  these  tnay  be,  remain  u 
heretofore. 

Besides,  previously  to  entering  upon  such  a  negoiA- 
tion,  something  must  be  agreed  upon  in  regard  to  tlie 
disputed  territory.  Beoent  events  very  plainly  show  tin; 
without  some  agreement  upon  this  point,  border  convicts 
will  inevitably  take  place  between  the  citizens  and  sub- 
jects of  the  two  Powers  who  claim  this  territorj-;  »^cl 
conflicts  must  soon  produce  a  general  war  between  tj)«e 
Powers.  What,  then,  is  to  be  done  with  this  subject  c/ 
controversy,  pending  the  negotiation  instituted  to  adJQ^ 
the  title  to  it? 

A  stipulation  that  it  shall  remain,  as  now,  unoccupie<i 
by  either  party,  until  the  Question  of  right  is  seUled, 
seems  to  favor  the  views  and  policy  of  Great  Britain » 
decidedly,  that  such  a  stipulation  would  amount  in  cfiot 
to  an  abandonment  of  chum  on  our  part  to  the  whole  ai^ 
ject.  No  termination  favoraible  to  tlie  United  States  w^ 
to  be  expected  from  any  negotiation  which  hoid^w^ 
such  an  inducement  to  the  other  party  for  procrastlna^K 
and  delay.  The  same  residt  is  equally  probable,  if  eick 
party  should  be  permitted  to  occupy  such  portion  of  tiie 
disputed  territory  as  is  allotted  to  them  respectively  un- 
der the  award,  which  would  be  then  declared  not  tote 
obligatory  upon  either.  In  the  latter  case,  too,  the  natter 
would  be  made  of  still  more  difiicult  adjustment,  by  rei- 
son  of  the  rights  and  interests  which  the  citizens  and  sib- 
jects  of  each  of  the  two  parties  would  acquire  in  tl>e 
territory  yielded  to  the  occupation  of  the  other;  andsp^ 
position  that  one  should  occupy  the  portion  of  the  terri- 
tory assigned  to  it,  while  the  negotiation  was  pending  i" 
regard  to  the  right  of  the  other  to  tlie  remaining^  pw'ij" 
of  the  same  territory,  which  should  not  be  occupied  iy 
that  other  until  the  question  of  right  was  ^nsXij(«^- 
mined,  would  be  a  proposition^so  wanting  in  rccippoal'' 
that  it  ought  not  to  be  made  by  any  Power  which  pay 
proper  regard  to  its  own  cliaracter. 

Under  such  circumstances,  where  negotiation  P^'^^ 
to  yield  nothing  of  good,  but  one  resort  remains.  Tou>b 
last  resort,  the  committee  do  not  understand  that  eTcntw 
State  of  Maine  itself  is  willing  now  to  come-  But,  it  t» 
case  was  different,  it  would  present  a  qu«s^®^'[?rL, 
the  most  gi-ave  consideration,  whether  the  ^"*^^.?\^ 
sliould  ever  willingly  mvolve  themselves  in  ww  *«t^MJ 
Power  whatever,  to  maintain  an  asserted  right  to  »  * 
tory  long  disputed,  which  had  been  «i«termined  not  w « 
theirs  by  an  arbitrator  chosen  by  themselves.  ^^^^ 
it  may  perhaps  be  truly  said  in  this  case  thst  the  ^w^ 
States  are  not  bound  by  this  award,  as  such,  y^*  it  w»ii 
considered  by  all  the  civiUacd  world  as  the  »?P*^^°5i 
nion  of  a  disinterested  judge,  upon  a  q"»^°°^\^ 
perplexity  and  difficulty.  Such  an  opinion  *«"'v. 
the  effect  of  placing  us  (seemingly  at  least)  m  y^c  J^Jg 


when  she  sees  that  her  own  opinions  are  sustained,  at  |  and  therefore  would  greatly  impair  the  inorsJ  vjt^ 
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Apbii.  2  to  JvHx  16,  1832.] 


ExeeuHve  Frofeedingt, 


[SUTATS. 


United  States  have  alwajrs  brought  into  every  contest  in 
which  they  have  hitherto  been  involved. 

These  considerations  have  induced  this  committee  to 
tliink  that  the  policy  of  the  United  States  will  be  best  con- 
sulted by  announcing  to  Great  Britain  their  willingness  to 
assent  to  this  award.     But  as  the  boundary  which  it  esta^ 
blishes  will  probably  be  found  not  less  inconvenient  to 
Great  Britain  tlian  to  the  United  SUtes,  and  as  under  the 
award  the  navigation  of  the  river  St.  John  and  its  tributaiy 
streams  is  not  made  free  and  common  to  both  parties^  this 
committee  are  of  opinion  that  it  will  be  advisable  for  the  Pre- 
sident, in  communicating  to  Great  Britun  his  determination 
to  abide  by  the  award,  to  signify  to  that  Power  his  desire  to 
•  open  a  new  negotiation,  for  the  purpose  of  settling  a  more 
convenient  boundary  between  the  territories  of  the  two  em- 
pires, tlian  that  which  is  so  established;  and,  also,  for  se- 
curing to  each  party  the  frtfe  ilavigation  of  the  river  St. 
John  and  its  tributary  streams,  from  its  month  to  their  re- 
spective sources.     Should  Great  Britain  accede  to  this 
overture,  if,  in  the  course  of  the  negotiation,  it  is  found 
practicable  so  to  do,  the  President  wiU  of  course  avail 
himself  of  any  and  every  occasion  to  obtain  a  boundary 
more  acceptable  to  the  State  of  Maine  than  that  which  is 
established  by  the  determination  of  his  Majesty  the  King 
of  the  Netherlands. 

In  regard  to  the  objections  urged  to  this  award  in  the 
resolutions  which  have  also  been  referred  to  this  cotamit- 
tee,  they  deem  it  only  necessary  to  say,  that,  as  the  pro- 
visions of  the  fifth  article  of  the  treaty  of  Ghent  admit  the 
fact  that  tlic  true  boundary  of  the  United  SUtes,  thereby 
referred  to,  was  not  then  settled,  and  establish  a  mode 
whereby  this  boundary  might  thereafter  be  ascerUined 
and  determined,  it  cannot  be  admittedthat  the  subsequent 
settlement  of  tliis  matter  by  the  mode  then  agreed  upon 
can  properly  be  considered  as  a  cession  or  transfer  to  a 
foreign  nation  of  any  portion  of  the  territory  or  inhabit- 
ants of  any  one  of  the  United  States. 

If  the  commissioners  appointed  to  determine  this  matter 
had  concurred  in  opinion  as  they  did  in  1795,  although 
the  determination  might  have  been,  as  it  then  was,  in  op- 
position to  the  pretensions  set  up  by  each  of  the  disagree- 
ing parties,  none  can  believe  that  their  award  would  not 
have  been  held  as  conclusive  as  was  that  referred  to,  al- 
though both  these  awards  would  Irnve  been  subject  to  pre- 
cisely the  same  objections  which  are  now  urged.     And  so 
far  as  Uie  question  of  authority  is  concerned,  it  would  be 
impossible  to  show  that  the  umpire  had  less  authority  over 
tlic  subject  than  the  disagreeing  commissioners  possessed. 
In  no  case  can  the  adjustment  of  any  controversy  be  pro- 
perly regarded  as  an  abandonment  of  right  in  the  subject, 
the  title  to  which  is  contested.     In  all  such  cases,  the  de- 
cision does  nothing  more  than  to  determine  in  which  of 
the  two  disagreeing  parties  the  rij^ht  originally  was;  and 
neither  can  properly  be  said  to  yield  to  the  other  that 
which  the  decision  affirms  to  have  always  belonged  to  that 
other.     So  that  the  question  recurs— Will  the  United 
States  adopt  this  award  as  determining  what  was  their  ori- 
ginal and  true  boundary  .>    Once  admit  the  award  to  be 
binding  on  our  faith,  and  the  question  of  right  ceases;  and 
even  if  the  award  be  set  aside,  the  determination  not  to 
abide  by  it  must  never  be  rested  upon  the  ground  that  it 
deprives  us  of  rights  which  we  believe  to  be  ours,  but 
upon  the  g^und  that  it  decides  matter  which  was  never  sub- 
mitted to  arbitrament.     If  the  authority  to  decide  the  ques- 
tion is  admitted,  the  correctness  of  the  decision  can  never 
be   cxuestioned,  except  by  impugning  the  integrity  of  the 
j  "dg-e,  a  char^  which  none  can  prefer  or  sustain  in  this  case. 
The  committee  therefore  recommend  to  the  Senate  to 
adopt  the  following  resolution: 

Ji€8olved,  That  the  Senate  advise  the  President  to  ex- 
press to  his  Majesty  the  King  of  the  Netherlands  the  as- 
He  lit  of  the  United  States  to  the  determination  made  by 
hinri,  and  consent  to  the  execution  of  lh<"  same. 

Vol.  Vill— 88 


The  report  was  read. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  HOLMES, 

Ordered,  That  it  be  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of 
the  Senate. 


MovBAT,  Afbil  2. 

The  following  message  was  received  (rem  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  by  Mr.  Donelson,  his  Secretary: 

Washihoton,  March  39,  1832. 

7b  the  SenaU:  In  compliance  with  the  resolution  request- 
ing the  "President  to  inform  the  Senate  whether  any,and,if 
any,  what  communicationshave  passed  between  the  Execu- 
tive Department  of  the  United  States  and  the  Executive  or 
Legislative  Department  of  the  State  of  Msune,  relative  to  the 
Northeastern  boundary^  and  whether  any  proposition  liaa 
been  made  by  either,  that  the  boundary  designated  by  the 
King  of  the  Netherlands  shall  be  established  Tor  a  conside- 
ration to  be  paid  to  Maine;  and,  if  so,  what  consideration 
was  proposed,  so  far  as  tlie  same  may  not  be  inconsistent 
witl)  the  public  interest,"  I  transmit  herewitli  a  report 
from  the  Secretary  of  State. 

ANDRE'W  JACKSON. 

The  message  and  the  accompanying  documents  were 
read. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HOLMES, 

Ordered,  That  they  be  printed  in  confidence  for  tlie  use 
of  the  Senate. 


TUXSDAT,  JVJTK    12. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution  re- 
ported by  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  on  the 
21st  of  March,  on  the  subject  of  the  Northeastern  boun- 
dary. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  HOLMES  to  amend  the 
same,  by  inserting  after  the  word  «  Resolved"  the  words 
"two-thirds  of  the  Senators  present  concurring  therein.'* 

And  after  debate,  on  motion  of  Mr.  HOLME  S» 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

IVsnirxsDAT,  Jrvx  13. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolution 
reported  by  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  on  the 
subject  of  the  Northeastern  boundary,  together  with  the 
amendment  proposed  tliereto. 

And,  after  debate,  on  motion  of  Mr.  HOLMES, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

TaunsDAT»  Junx  14. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolution 
reported  by^the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relatbns  on  the 
subject  of  the  Nortlieastern  boundary,  together  with  the 
amendment  proposed  thereto. 

And,  after  debate,  on  motion  of  Mr.  SILSBEB, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Friday,  Jumx  15. 

Tlie  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolution 
reported  by  the  Committee  on  -Foreign  Relations  on  th« 
subject  of  tJie  Northeastern  boundary. 

And,  after  debate,  on  motion  of  Mr.  FORSYTH, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Satumdat,  Jvkk  16. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolution 
reported  by  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  on  the 
subject  of  the  Northeastern  boundary,  together  with  the 
amendment  proposed  thereto. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  amendment,  to  wit,  af- 
ter "Resolved,"  insert  "two-thirds  of  the  Senators  pre- 
sent concurring" — 

It  was  determined  in  the  afilnnutive,  as  follows i 
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SUTATS.] 


ExeeuHffe  Proeeedingt* 


[JvKS  21, 18S2. 


YEAS. — Heisn.  Bell,  Bibb,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton, 
Dickeraon,  Dudley,  Foo^  Frelinphuysen,  Hendricks,  Hill, 
Holmes,  Kane,  Knight,  Miller,  Naudain,  Poindexter, 
Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Buggies,  Seymour,  Silsbee, 
Sprague,  Tomlinson,' Webster,  Wilkins. — 27. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Chambers,  Ellis,  For- 
■jrtb,  Grundy,  Hayne,  King^  Mangum,  Marcy,  Moore, 
Smith,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Troup,  Tyler,  White.— 17. 

So  the  amendment  was  concurred  in. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  MANGUM  to  amend  the 
resolution  by  striking  out  all  after  the  word  •*  Resolved," 
and  inserting  **  That  the  Senate  advise  the  President  to 
communicate  to  his  Majesty  the  King  of  the  Netherlands 
that  the  United  States  decline  to  'adopt' the  boundary 
recommended  by  his  Majesty  as  being  'suitable*  between 
the  dominions  of  bis  Britannic  Majesty  and  the  United 
States. 

^'Besohed,  That  the  Senate  advise  the  President  to  open 
A  new  negotiatton  with  his  Britannic  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment for  the  ascertainn>ent  of  the  boundary  between  the 
possessions  of  the  United  States  and  those  of  tlie  King  of 
Great  Britain  on  the  Northeastern  frontier." 

Mr.  CLAYTON  called  for  a  division  of  the  question. 
And  being  taken  on  striking  out,  it  was  determined  in  the 
affirmative — yeas  35,  nays  8,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — ^Messrs.  Bell, Benton,  Brown,  Buckner,  Cham- 
bers, Clay,  Clayton,  Dtckerson,  Ellis,  Foot,  Frelinghuy- 
len,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Holmes,  Kane,  King,  Knight, 
Mangum,  Marcy,  Moore,  Naudiun,  Poindexter,  Prentiss, 
Bobbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith, 
Sprague,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 35. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bibb,  Dudley,  Forsyth,  Miller,  Taze- 
well, Tipton,  Tyler,  White — 8. 

The  question  then  recurring  on  inserting  the  proposed 
amendment,  « 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HOLMES, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Thubbdat,  Juirx  21. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolution 
reported  by  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  on  the 
iuoject  of  the  Northeastern  boundary,  together  with  the 
amendments  proposed  by  Mr.  Maitgvm. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  EWING  to  amend  the  pro- 
posed amendment  by  striking  out  the  words,  **  That  the 
Senate  advise  the  President  to  communicate  to'  his  Majes- 
ty the  King  of  the  Netherlands  that  the  United  States  cle- 
cline  to  '  adopt'  the  boundary  recommended  by  his  Ma- 
jesty as  being  'suitable'  between. the  dominions  of  his 
Britannic  Majesty  and  the  United  States;"  and,  in  lieu 
thereof,  to  insert,  *'  That  the  Senate  do  not  advise  a  sub- 
mismon  to  the  award  of  the  King  of  the  Netherlands,  or 
consent  to  the  execution  thereof." 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  20,  nays 
23,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Bibb,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton, 
Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hayne,  Johnston,  Knight, 
Miller,  Moore,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Seymour,  Sib- 
bee,  Tomlinson,  Webster. — ^20. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Dallas,  Dickerson, 
Ellis,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes,  Kane,  King,  Man- 
gum,  Marcy,  Robinson,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tip- 
ton, Troup,  Tyler,  Waggaman,  White,  Wilkins.— 23. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  MILLER,  that  the  original  resolution 
lie  on  the  table. 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  11,  nays  33,  as 
follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Clay,  Clayton,  Foot,  Johnston, 
Knight,Mil]er,Prentiss,  Silsbee,  Tomlinson,  Webster.— 11. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown.  Chambers, 
Dallas,  Dickerson, Ellis,  Ewing,  Forsyth,  Frelinghuysen, 
Onindy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes,  Kane,  King, 


Mangum,  Marcy,  Moore,  Naudain,  Bobbins,  Robinson, 
Seymour,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Troup, 
Tyler,  Waggaman,  White,  Wilkins.-*^. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER, 

To  amend  the  proposed  amendment  by  sUikmg  outtbc 
first  clause  thereof,  and  inserting  the  folk>wing: 

"That,  having  respectfully  considered  the  mesngs  of 
the  President  of  the  United  States  of  December  7, 1831. 
transmitting  the  opinion  of  the  King  of  the  Netherlandi, 
in  relation  to  the  Northeastern  boundary  of  tl)e  Unted 
States,  for  the  consideration  of  the  Senate,  whetlieritviii 
advise  a  submission  to  that  opinion,  and  consent  to  its  tit- 
cution,  the  Senate  is  not  of  opinion  that  this  is  a  case  in  which 
the  Senate  is  called  on  to  express  any  opinion,  orgiTcuj 
advice  to  the  President:" 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — ^yeas  17,  nays  26>  y 
follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Clay,  Clayton,  ifoot,  Frelicf 
huysen,  Hayne,  Johnston,  Knight,  Moore,  NaudaiR,  Pren- 
tiss, Bobbins,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Tomlinson,  WaggucM. 
Webster.— 17. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Clumbers, 
Dallas,  Dickerson,  Ellis,  Ewing,  Grundy,  Hendr>cb,Hili 
Holmes,  Kane,  King,  Manguni,  Marcy,  Miller,  RobiD»3, 
Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Troup,  Tyler,  White. 
Wilkins.— 36. 

Ob  motion  of  Mr.  CLAYTON, 

To  amend  the  proposed  amendment  by  inserting,  it 
the  end  of  the  first  clause  thereof,  the  following  worJ». 
<<  Because, -in  the  opinion  of  the  Senate,  the  Kinftoftbe 
Netherlands  has  not  decided  the  question  submitted  tohio, 
touching  the  Northern  and  Northeastern  boundary  of  tbe 
United  States:*' 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  24,  naw  U- 

YE  AS.— Messrs.  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Ewing,  Foot, 
Frelinghuysen,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes,  Kwc, 
Mangum,  Marcy,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Robbias,  Robe- 
son, Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinsov 
Webster,  Wilkin8.--24. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Dallas,  Dicker- 
son,  Ellis,  Hayne,  Johnston,  King,  Miller,  Moore,  Tue- 
well,  Tyler,  Wliite.— 14. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CHAMBERS, 

The  proposed  amendment  was  further  aiiiendf<1.3} 
striking  out  tlic  words,  ''lus  Majesty  the  King  ot  the 
Netherlands,"  where,  they  first  occur,  and  inserting,  m"«« 
thereof,  "the  British  Government,-"  and  by  iiMcrling  m 
the4Ui  line,  after  "his  Majesty,"  the  words  " the KiJ« 
of  the  Netherlands." 

On  motion  of  Mr.  MILLER,  to  postpone  the  reJolutjCB 

indefinitely,  ^, 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — ^ycas  16,  pays  *^ 
YEAS— Messrs.  Bell,  Clay,  Clayton,  Foot,  ifajof. 
Johnston,  Knight,  Miller,  Moore,  Naudain,  Poindciter, 
Bobbins,  Silsbee,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webstfr.--iJ^ 
NAYS,— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Chainben,wu- 
las,  Dickerson,  Ellis,  Ewing,  Frelinghuysen,  GruwJJ. 
Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  my 
Robinson,  Smith,  Sprague,  Taaewell,  Tipton,  l)-*^- 
White,  Wilkins.— 25,  ... 

A  division  of  the  question  on  the  proposed ajncndiw- 

having  been  called  for,  ^ 

The  question  was  taken  on  inserting  the  6rst  clau** 

the  amendment,  amended  as  follows:  ... 

««  That  the  Senate  advise  the  President  to  cororow»'»' 

to  the  British  Government  Uiat  the  United  S^^f^^^^j; 

to  'adopt*  the  boundary  recommended  ^y*"f  .  ,i^ 

the  King  ofthe  Netherlands  as  being  'suitable   bc|'^  , 

the  dominions  of  his  Britannic  Majesty  and  the  i"   ; 

SUtesi  bec;iuse,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Senate,  the  b*"*^. 

the  Netherlands  has  not  decided  tbe  question  submiufj'^, 

him  touching  the  Northern  and  Northeastern  bounoa^ 

the  United  States." 
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Ju]fB  23,  26.  1832.] 


Executive  Proeeedinge^ 


[SSHATX* 


It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — ^yeas21,  nays  20* 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Cliambers, Clay,  Dal- 
las, Dickerson,  Ellis,  Freling^huysen,  Grundy,  Hendricks, 
Hill,  Holmes,  Kane,  Kin|!:,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Robinson, 
Smith,  Sprag^e,  Tipton,  Wllkins. — 21. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Bibb,  Clayton,  Ewin|^,  Foot, 
Hayne,  Johnston,  Knight,  Miller,  Moore,  Naudain,  Foin- 
dexter,  Robbins,  Seymour,  Tazewell,  Tomlinson,  Tyler, 
Waggaman,  Webster,  White.— 20. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WAGGAMAN, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


Satuboat,  JvivE  23. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolution 
re]}orted  by  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  on  the 
subject  of  the  Northeastern  boundary,  together  with  the 
amendment  proposed  thereto^  the  second  member  tliereoft  Smith,   Tazewell,   Tomlinson,  Tyler,  Webster,  White, 


being  under  consideration; 
On  motion  of  Mr.  GRUNDY, 

Tlie  amendment  was  amended  by  inserting  at  the  end 
thereof,  "  of  the  United  States.*' 
On  motion  of  Mr.  SPRAGUE, 

The  amendment  was  further  amended  by  inserting  at  the 
close  thereof,  **  according  to  the  treaty  of  peace  of  1783." 
On  the  question  to  insert  the  following  member  of  the 
proposed  amendment: 

•*  That  the  Senate  advise  the  President  to  open  a  new 
negotiation  with  his  Britannic  Majesty's  Government  for 
the  ascertainment  of  the  boundary  between  tlie  possessions 
of  the  United  States  and  those  of  the  King  of  Great  Bri- 
tain, on  the  Northeastern  frontier  of  the  United  States, 
according  to  the  treaty  of  peace  of  1783:" 

It  was  deleripined  in  the  affirmative — ^ycas  26,  nays  16. 
YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Clay,  Dallas,  Dicker- 
son,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes, 
Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Moore,  Robinson,  Ruggles, 
Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Troup,  Tyler,  White, 
Will;ins.— 26. 

NAYS.-- Messrs.  Bell,  Bibb,  Chambers,  C1ayton,Ewing, 

Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hayne,  Johnston,  Miller,  Naudain, 

Poindexter,  Bobbins,  Seymour,  Tondinson,  Webster. — 16, 

The  question  recurring  on  the  original  resolution,  as 

amended, 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  MOORE  to  postpone  the 
same  indefinitely 4  and 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — ^yeas  16,  nays  29. 
YEAS.— -Messrs.    Bell,    Clay,  Clayton,  Foot,  Freling- 
huysen, Hayne,  Johnston,  Knight,  Miller,  Moore,  Naudain, 
Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Silsbee,  Tomlinson,  Webster. — 16. 
NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Chambers,  Dal- 
las, Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Ewing,  Gnmdy,  Hendricks, 
Hill,   Holmes,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,    Marcy,   Robbins, 
Uobinson,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewell, 
Tipton,  Troup,  Tyler,  White,  Wilkins.— 29. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  MILLER, 

To  amend  the  resolution  by  inserting  after  *•  Resolv- 
ed,'* the  words  "two-thirds  of  the  Senators  present  con- 
curring. 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  11,  nays  30. 
YKAS.^Messrs.   Bibb,  Clay,  Clayton,  Ewing,  Foot, 
Frelinghuysen,   Miller,  Naudain,    Bobbins,    Tomlinson, 
Webster.— 11, 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Chambers,  Dallas, 
Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks, 
II ill.  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  King,  Knight,  Mangum, 
Marcy,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Smith, 
SpVAgac,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Troup,  Tyler,  White,  WiU 

kins 30. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  resolution,  reported  by 
the  committee,  as  amended, 

A  division  of  the  question  was  called  for;  and  being 
f  jikcn  on  agreeing  to  the  first  member,  as  follows: 


"  Resolved^  That  the  Senate  advise  the  President  to  com- 
municate to  the  British  Government  that  the  United  States 
decline  to  adopt  the  boundary  recommended  by  bis  Ma- 
jesty the  King  of  the  Netherlands  as  being  '  suitable'  be- 
tween the  dominions  of  his  Britannic  Majesty  and  those  of 
the  United  States;  because,  in  the  opinion  of  Uie  Senate,  the 
King  of  the  Netherlands  has  not  decided  the  question  sub- 
mitted to  him,  touching  the  Northern  and  Northeastern 
boundary  of  the  United  States:" 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  14,  nays  30. 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Dickerson,  Ellis,  Grundy,  Hendricks, 
Hill,  Holmes,  Kane,  Marcy,  Moore,  Robinson,  Ruggles, 
Sprague,  Tipton,  Troup. — 14, 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Cham- 
bers, Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Dudley,  Ewinff,  Foot,  Fre- 
linghuysen, Hayne,  Johnston,  King,  Knight,  Mangum, 
Miller,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Seymour, 


Wilkins 30. 

So  the  first  member  was  rejected. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  second  member,  as  fol- 
lows: 

*'Eeaoh>ed,  That  the  Senate  advise  the  President  to 
open  a  new  negotiation  with  his  Britannic  Migesty's  Go- 
vernment, for  the  ascertainment  of  the  boundary  between 
the  possessions  of  the  United  SUtesand  those  of  the  King 
of  Great  Britain,  on  the  Northeastern  frontier  of  the  Unit- 
ed States,  according  to  the  treaty  of  peace  of  1783:" 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — ^yeas  23,  nays  22. 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Dallas,  Dickerson, 
Dudley,  Ellis,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes,  Kane, 
King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Smith,  Bptague, 
Tazewell,  Tipton,  Troup,  White,  Wilkins.— 23. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Bibb,  Chambers,  CUiy,  Clajrton, 
Ewing,  Foot;  Frelinghuysen,  Hayne,  Johnston,  Knight, 
Miller,  Moore,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins, 
Seymour,  Sibbee,  Tomlinson,  Tyler,  Webster, — ^23. 

So  the  second  member  was  agreed  to. 

Ordered^  That  the  Secretary  lay  this  resolution  before 
the  President  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  submitted  the  following  resolution ; 
which  was  considered  by  unanimous  consent: 

hesoked.  That  the  Senate  do  not  advise  a  aubmisMon  to 
the  opinion  of  the  sovereign  arbiter,  in  relation  to  our 
Northern  and  Eastern  boundary,  and  do  not  conient  to 
its  execution. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  BIBB  to  amend  th«  «ame, 
by  striking  out  all  after  the  word  "Resolved,"  and  in- 
serting "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Senate,  good  fiuth 
and  sound  policy  require  the  executionoftlw  award  made 
by  the  King  of  the  Netherlands,  between  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  and  the  Government  of  Great  Britain." 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  negative — ^yeas  8,  na]r8  34. 

YEAS— Messrs.  Bibb,  Dallas,  Dudley,  Hayne,  Miller, 
Ttaewell,  Tyler,  White. — 8. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay* 
ton,  Dickerson,  Ellis,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Grun- 
dy, Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  King, 
Mangum,  Marcy,  Moore,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Robbins, 
Robinson,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague, 
Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Troup,  Webster,  Wilkins.-— ^4. 

A  iiirther  amendment  having  been  proposed  by  Mr. 
MANGUM, 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  withdrew  the  resolution. 


TVXSDAT,  JVHX  36. 

The  following  motion,  submitted  by  Mr.  HOLMES,  was 
considered: 

Besohed,  Tbat  the  injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed 
from  the  journal,  proceedings,  and  debates  of  the  Senate 
in  relation  to  the  Northeastern  boundary  of  the  United 
States. 


1399 


GALES  &  BEATON'S  REGISTER 


14(hi 


Sbkatb.] 


Executive  FreeeetHnga, 


[JcLT  10, 1832 


l.FJiV 


TCXBDAT,    JULT    10. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HOLMES, 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  hia  motion  of 
the  26th  of  June,  to  remove  the  injunction  of  secrecy 
from  the  journal,  proceeding,  and  debates  of  tlie  Senate 
in  relation  to  the  Northeastern  boundary  of  the  United 
SUtes. 

On  the  question  to  a^ee  thereto. 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  28,  nays  17. 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Bibb,  Buckner,  Clay, 
Clayton,  Dtckerson,  Ellis,  Ewing,  Foot,  Gnmdy,  Hayne, 
Holmes,  Kane,  King,  Mangiim,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore, 
Naudain,  Poindexter,  Robinson,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tom- 
liiison,  Troup,  Waggaman,  Wilkins. — 28. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Brown,  Chambers,  Dallas,  Dudley, 
Hendricks,  Johnston,  Knight,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Buggies, 
Seymour,  Smith,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tyler,  Webster, 
White.— 17. 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 

[The  injunction  of  secrecy  having  been  removed  from 
the  debates,  as  well  as  the  proceedings  on  the  above  sub- 
ject, the  remarks  which  follow  were  reported  and  furnish- 
ed for  publication  by  the  respective  ^>caker«.  ] 

The  following  resolution,  reported  by  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Remtions,  being  under  consideration  on  the 
3d  of June: 

ReaOhed^  That  the  Senate  advise  the  President  to  ex- 
prefts  to  his  Majesty  the  King  of  tlie  Netherlands  the  as- 
sent of  tlie  United  States  to  the  determination  noade  by 
him,  and  consent  to  the  execution  of  the  same- 
Mr.  SPRAGUE  addressed  the  Senate  as  follows: 
Mr.  Presidtnt:  Notwithstanding  the  rights  and  the  inte^ 
rests  of  Maine  are  so  deeply  involved,  and  my  own  solici- 
tiide  is  so  intensely  excited  upon  this  subject,  I  shall,  ne- 
vertheless, yield  to  the  admonitions  to  brevity  which  are 
presented  by  the  period  of  the  session,  and  the  hour  of 
the  day.  Suppressing  a  stnmg  desire  tborousrlily  to  im- 
prove the  whole  wide  field  of  discussion,  I  shall  compress 
my  remarks,  even  upon  the  topics  introduced  by  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  and  the 
speech  of  its  chairman.  And  I  do  this  the  more  cheer- 
fully, since  I  have,  heretofore,  fully  availed  myself  of 
oppoitumties  to  communicate  my  views  and  arguments  in 
detail  to  the  individual  members  of  the  Senate.  The  im- 
mediate question  is,  aball  a  majority  of  two-thirds  be  re- 
quired to  pass  the  advisory  resolution  reported  by  the 
committee  f  The  President  has  asked  our  advice  upon 
the  question  of  submission  to  the  opinion  of  the  arbiter. 
Why  did  he  come  to  this  body.^  Only  because  we,  by  the 
bonstitution,  are  bis  advisers  in  relation  to  the  formation 
of  compacts  with  foreign  nations^  and  as  such  treaty- 
aaking  power,  acting  by  a  majority  of  two-thirds.  In  any 
other  character  or  capacity  he  might  as  well  demand  tlie 
opinion  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  or  any  other  ag- 
gregation of  individuals.  If,  then,  we  are  to  respond 
i»  a  part  of  the  treaty-making  power,  must  we  not 
do  it  by  the  requisite  constitutional  majority^  The  ho- 
norable and  able  member  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Task- 
wxll]  tells  us  that,  when  the  conjoint  action  of  the  other 
House  was  requisite,  as  in  legislation,  a  mere  tnajority  of 
the  Senate  only  was  necessary;  but  when  acting  without 
the  check  of  the  other  branch,  the  majority  of  two-thirds 
was  substituted  as  a  restraint  upon  ourselves.  He  had  re- 
ference, I  presume,  not  to  Executive  nominations  to  office, 
but  to  all  opinions  in  relation  to  our  foreign  intercourse. 


should  be  consulted  both  before  and  after  the  fonmt:on 
of  a  treaty.  If  so,  do  they  not  act  in  both  cases  under  the 
same  requisition,  and  by  the  same  proportional  numben' 
Would  it  not  be  preposterous  that  the  Senate,  bv  a  to- 
jority,  should  advise  the  making  of  a  compact,  an'i  vken 
the  same  is  subsequently  submitted  for  their  sppron),  it 
should  be  rejected  for  the  want  of  two-thirds— tlie  same 
members  voting  in  the  same  manner,  without  the  change 
of  a  yea  or  a  nay  ^  What  a  disjointed  spectacle  of  incoa- 
gruity  would  that  present  to  foreign  nations! 

The  Senator  adverted  to  the  early  practice  of  the  Exe- 
cutive in  the  halcvon  davsof  the  first  President,  but  it  did 
not  show  a  single  precedent  of  a  resolution  of  advice  bvi 
simple  majority;  while  my  colleague  cited  yestenby  t»o 
instances  of  such  action  by  the  requimte  two-thirdi,  and  1 
now  add  another,  on  tlie  30th  of  January,  1792,  in  rela- 
tion to  an  increase  of  annuity  to  the  Seneca  tribe  of  b- 
dians.  Principle  and  precedent,  therefore,  both  deouni 
that  the  proposed  amendment  should  be  adopted. 

The  chairman  of  the  committee  [Mr.  Tasswbu]  an 
that  his  first  opinion  was  that  the  Senate  bad  no  pover  to 
act  upon  the  subject,  but  that  the  reference  of  the  re»- 
lutions  which  I  had  the  honor  to  Introduce  conferred  r> 
thority  to  g^ ve  an  advisory  opinion .  Although  sucb  %  ccn- 
sequenoe  could  not  have  been  anticipated  by  any  one,  an: 
few  possess  ingenuity  enough  to  deduce  it;  yet,  hsdit 
been  foreseen,  so  far  from  constituting  an  objcctioi,rf 
would,  in  the  state  of  the  question  and  opinions  of  tlit  Se- 
nate as  then  existing,  have  presented  an  addjbolalinduc^ 
ment  to  their  introduction,  as  the  most  probable  mcinsof 
preventing  a  catastrophe  which  I  deprecate — the  accept- 
ance of,  and  submission  to,  tliis  miscalled  avanl. 

How  the  offering  a  resolution,  not  adopted,  but  refer- 
red to  a  committite  for  inquiry,  should  give  to  tbe  Sentr 
jurisdiction  on  a  subject  not  otherwise  within  tbe  scope  of 
its  legitimate  powers,  is  not  easily  comprehended.  C-ti 
the  Senate,  by  such  a  process,  by  simply  raisnf  »  cob- 
mittee  of  inquiry,  extend  its  powers,  and  bring  every  tl^^ 
within  the  range  of  its  constitutional  action  > 

But  I  hasten  directly  to  the  paramount  question,  ktlii* 
award  or  opinion  binding  upon  the  United  States^  Aik1>< 
their  faith  plighted  to  adopt  the  boundary  ihereia  ^t^' 
natcd?  And  here  I  cannot  witlihold  my  cordial  thanks  '>c 
the  gentleman  from  Kentuckv  [Mr.  Clat]  forthcablcanJ 
convincing  argument  which  he  yesterday  addreasedtotbe 
Senate,  against  tbe  acceptance  of  this  award,  sad  in  de- 
fence of  the  rights,  the  soil,  and  the  citizens  of  Uiii|f 

The  objection  arising  from  the  essential  chsngtsintbe 
sovereign  character  of  the  arbiter — the  disruption  and  Job 
of  more  than  half  of  his  empire,  being  thrown  by  pclitiw 
convulsions  a  dependent  upon  Great  Britain,  not  o&iyi^ 
the  demarcation  of  the  boundaries  of  his  own  kingd«^ 
but  even  for  the  preservation  of  the  remnant  of  his  po'^' 
has  been,  together  with  other  topics,  so  ably  discussetbf 
him,  that  I  may  well,  in  the  discharge  of  my  duty,  i}f^ 
from  attempting  to  strengthen  the  impression  »hich  »• 
has  produced.  But  tliere  is  one  point--and  that  the  p'^;- 
cipaJ,  leading,  decisive  objection — to  lyhich  I  fcej  ^}^' 
bound  to  solicit  your  further  and  indulgent  attention.  ' 
is,  that  there  has  been  no  decision  of  the  question  rtw* 
red;  the  award,  if  such  it  is  to  be  called— the  advice, »  *' 
within  the  submission.  . 

That  this,  if  found  to  be  true,  would  exonente  w 
United  States  fi-om  all  obliption  of  submission,  mu^^ 
universally  conceded.     No  independent  nation  cnn  be  ^' 

ti) 


Upon  his  own  principles,  then,  should  not  two-thirds  be  submit  to  arbitrament  a  distinct  specific  qucsti< 
now  required  in  reference  to  a  public  treaty,  when  tliere '  arbiter,  from  inability  or  disinclination,  makes  no  dec6»»» 
is  to  be  no  concurrence  of  the  other  House— no  check  or  but  gratuitously  assumes  the  office  of  an  adviser,  «'• 
restraint  by  them  upon  the  action  of  the  Senate  ?  [  which  he  was  never  invested,  and  volunteers  a  rtconii»r- 

The  n^entleman  also  declares  lus  opinion  that  the  spirit  daUon  upon  a  subject  in  rt  latigii  to  which  his  op»""" 'j!: 
d  design  of  the  constitution  demand  tliat  the  Senate  never  asked,  surely  the  parties,  if  they  do  not  rrpf'  ^ 


and 
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assumpttoR  as  offensiTe,  may  well  decline  receiving  it  as 
obligatoiy.  • 

Is  the  award  within  the  terms  or  meaning  of  the  sub- 
mission^ Np  one  has  yet  insisted  that  it  is.  But,  on  the 
contrary,  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions, in  effect,  concedes  that  it  is  not  Declininr  to  dis- 
cuss the  question  distinctly,  the  committee  say  that  they 
are  aware  that  there  are  many  reasons  which,  to  the  minds 
of  our  own  citizens,  at  least,  may  appear  strong  to  induce 
the  opinion  that  it  is  no  decision,  and  may  therefore  be 
legitimately  disregarded.  And  again,  toward  the  conclu- 
'  sioni  they  remark:  **  Although  it  may,  perhaps,  be  truly 
said  that  the  United  States  are  n«t  bound  by  this  award, 
as  such,  yet  it  will  be  considered  by  all  the  civilized  world,'' 
&c.  &c. 

The  chairman  of  the  committee,  in  his  speech  yester- 
day, did  not  undertake  to  say  directly  that  there  had  been 
any  decision  of  the  matter  referred;  but,  following  the 
track  of  the  report,  rather  conceded  that  there  had  not — 
insisting,  however,  that  we  ought  to  acquiesce  from  mo- 
tives of  public  policy,  and  to  conciliate  the  favorable 
opinion  of  other  nations. 

Sir,  it  is  susceptible  of  demonstration  that  there  has 
been  no  decision  of  the  question  referred.  The  arbitra- 
ment was  more  immediately  governed  by  the  convention 
of  1827,  made  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Bri- 
tain, for  the  sole  purpose  of  executing  the  fifth  article  of 
the  treaty  of  Ghent,  which  article  was  designed  merely  to 
carry  into'effect  the  treaty  of  peace  of  1783,  by  ascertain- 
ing where  upon  the  surface  of  the  earth  was  that  point  of 
the  highlands,  due  north  from  the  source  of  the  St.  Croix 
river,  designated  in  that  original  treaty  as  the  northwest 
mnglc  of  Nova  Scotia;  and  by  surveying  and  marking  two 
lines  from  that  point,  to  fixed  monuments.  To  begin  at 
the  fountain,  then,  we  must  recur  to  the-  description  of 
boundary  in  the  original  treaty  which  acknowledges  the 
independence  of  the  United  States.  Its  language,  so  far 
as  pertinent  to  the  present  investigation,  is: 

<*The  following  are,  and  shall  be,  their  (the  United 
States)  boundaries,  viz.  From  the  northwest  angle  of 
Nova  Scotia,  viz.  that  angle  which  is  formed  by  a  line 
drawn  due  north  from  the  source  of  the  St.  Croix  river 
to  the  highlands;  along  the  said  highlands  which  divide 
those  rivers  that  emp^y  themselves  into  the  river  St.  Law- 
rence from  those  which  fall  into  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  to  the 
northwestemmost  head  of  Connecticut  river;  •  •  • 
east,  by  a  line  to  be  drawn  along  the  middle  of  the  river 
St.  Croix,  from  its  mouth,  in  the  Bay  of  Fundy,  to  its 
source;  and  from  its  source,  directly  north,  to  the  afore- 
said highlands,  which  divide  the  rivers  that  fall  into  the 
Atlantic  Ocean  from  those  that  fall  into  the  river  St. 
I^wrence." 

The  source  of  the  St.  Croix  river  was  ascertained  in  the 
year  1798,  and  has  ever  since  been  designated  by  a  mo- 
nument, then  established  and  marked  by  the  mutual  agree- 
ment of  both  nations. 

From  that  spot  the  boundary  was  to  be  *'  due  north;" 
and  the  only  question  which  could  arise  was,  where  is 
the  termination  of  that  north  line?  Which  point  being 
ascertained,  all  that  would  remain  was  the  mere  mecha- 
nical and  mathematical  process  of  surveying  and  marking 
lines  between  fixed  monuments.  The  location  of  that 
point  is  described  and  defined,  with  the  utmost  clearness 
and  precision,  in  the  treaty  of  1783.  It  is  at  "  the  high- 
lands;" the  due  north  line  is  to  be  drawn  *'to  the  high- 
lands, "  and  there  stop.  And  of  that  termiruu  is  the  north- 
west angle  of  Nova  Scotia;  and  thence  another  line  was 
to  be  drawn  along  those  highlands  to  the  northwestern- 
most  head  of  Connecticut  river. 

Now  what  question  does  the  treaty  of  Ghent  mention 
or  suppose  to  exists    What  was  to  be  ascertained? 
The  fifUi  article  states  it  with  great  perspicuity: 
•'Whereas  neither  that  point  of  the  higtilands  lying 


due  north  from  the  source  of  the  river  St.  Croix,  and  de- 
signated in  the  former  treaty  of  peace  between  the  two 
Powers  as  the  northwest  angle  of  Nova  Scotia,  nor,  &c. 
*  •       '      •  i^f^  y^i  iiQ^g  ascertained;  and 

whereas  that  part  of  the  boundary  line  •  •  • 
from  the  source  of  the  river  St.  Croix,  directly  north,  to 
the  abovementioned  northwest  angle  of  Nova  Scotia, 
thence  along  the  said  highlands  which  divide,  &c.&c.,  has 
not  yet  been  surveyed." 

Therefore  provision  is  made  for  ascertiuning  that  single 
point  and  surveying  those  lines,  by  commissions^.  They 
were  appointed  accordingly;  but,  differing  in  opinion, 
made  their  several  reports  to  their  respective  ciovem- 
ments.  Pursuant  to  the  fiflh  article  in  the  treaty  of  Ghent, 
a  reference  to  an  arbiter  then  became  necessary,  and  the 
convention  of  1827  succeeded,  regulating  and  defining 
the  manner  of  executing  this  requisition.  The  first  arti- 
cle provided  that  the  points  w  difference  which  had 
arisen  should  be  submitted  to  an  arbiter,  to  decide  on  such 
points  of  difference,  in  accordance  to  the  treaty  of  Ghent, 
and  that  the  parties  should  make  their  several  and  separate 
statements  or  the  case  to  be  laid  before  the  arbiter.  This 
was  done,  and  there  was  no  discrepancy  between  them 
as  to  the  matters  in  dispute  which  had  arisen,  and  upon 
which  a,decision  was  required.  The  American  statement 
presents  the  point  in  difference,  so  fiu*  as  relates  to  the 
present  controversy,  thus:  * 

<*  1st.  The  nortliwest  angle  of  Nova  Scotia,  and  the 
boundary  line  contemplated  by  the  treaty  of  1783,  ex- 
tending firom  that  anrle,  along  certain  highlands,  to  the 
northwestemmost  head  of  Connecticut  river." 

And  in  the  British  statement  it  is  expressed  in  tlie  fol- 
lowing language: 

<*  1st.  The  parties  differ  respecting  the  point  designat- 
ed in  the  treaties  as  the  northwest  angle  of  Nova  Scotia; 
and  respecting  the  highlands  along  which  the  line  of 
boundary  is  to  be  carried,  which  is  destined  to  divide  the 
rivers  that  emptv  themselves  into  the  river  St.  Lawrence 
from  those  which  fall  into  the  Atlantic  Ocean." 

Here,  then,  we  have  the  question  to  be  decided,  clear- 
ly, distinctly,  and  unequivocally  defined  and  described 
by  Both  parties,  in  the  official  statements  upon  which,  by 
the  express  provisions  of  the  treaty,  the  award  was  to  be 
rendered. 

Where  is  the  northwest  angle  of  Nova  Scotia?  Has 
that  question  been  answered  by  the  award?  So  far  from 
it,  that  the  arbiter  not  only  does  not  profess  to  determine, 
but  unequivocally  declines  it. 

*Afler  some  reasoning  upon  the  subject,  he  says — 

**  Consequently  the  northwest  angle  of  Nova  Scotia, 
here  alluded  to,  having  been  unknown  in  1783,  is  to  be 
considered  as  a  petition  of  principle,  {pdittcn  de  prin- 
dptf)  affording  noJ^asis  for  a  decision,"  &c.  &c. 

The  inquiry  respecting  that  angle  has  with  him  no  basis 
of  a  decision,  although  that  was  me  precise  question  pro- 
pounded. And  subsequently  he  says  tliat  he  considers 
the  question  *'  divested  of  the  inconclusive  arguments 
drawn  from  the  nature,  more  or  less  hilly,  of  the  ground, 
from  the  ancient  delimitation  of  the  provinces,  from  the 
northwest  angle  of  Nova  Scotia,  and,"  &c.  &c. 

In  conclusion,  he  declares  that  **  the  arguments  adduced 
on  eiUier  side,  and  the  documents  exliibitcd  in  respect  of 
tliem,  cannot  be  considered  as  sufficiently  preponderating 
to  determine  a  preference  in  favor  of  one  of  the  two  lines 
respectively  claimed  by  the  high  interested  parties  as  the 
boundaries  of  their  possessions,  from  the  source  of  the 
river  St.  Croix  to  the  northwestemmost  head  of  Connec- 
ticut river;  and  that  the  nature  of  the  difference,  and  the 
vague  ami  not  sufficiently  determinate  stipulations  of  the 
treaty  of  1783,  do  not  permit  to  adjudge  either  of  those 
lines  to  one  of  the  said  parties,  without  wounding  the 
principles  of  law  and  equity  with  regard  to  the  other." 

And  he  therefore  tenders  the  following  advisory  opi- 
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nion:  ''That  it   shall    be  suitable    {il  amveniendra)   to!  have  been  stamped  upon  the  front  of  his  awkrd.    I  cheer 


adopt  as  the  boundary  of  the  two  States,  a  tine  drawn  due 
north  from  the  source  of  the  river  St.  Croix  to  the  point 
where  it  intersects  the  middle  of  the  tholweg^  of  the 
river  St.  John;  thence,  the  middle  of  the  tholweg  of  that 
river,  ascending  it  to  the  point  where  the  river  St.  Francis 
empties  itself  into  the  river  St.  John;  thence,  the  middle 
of  the  tholweg  of  the  river  St.  Francis,  ascending^  it,  to 
the  source  of  its  southwestemmost  branch,  which  source 
we  indicate  on  the  map  A  by  the  letter  X,  authenticated 
by  the  s-g^nature  of  our  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs;  thence, 
a  line  drawn  due  west,  to  the  point  where  it  unites  with 
the  line  claimed  by  the  United  States  of  America,  and  de- 
lineated on  the  map  A;  thence,  said  line,  to  the  point  at 
which,  according  to  said  map,  it  coincides  with  that  claim- 
ed by  Great  Britain;  and  thence,"  &c. 

I  insist,  therefore,  that  the  arbiter  did  not  intend  or 
profess  to  decide  the  questions  submitted,  but,  putting 
them  entirely  aside,  proceeds  to  recommend  the  substitu- 
tion of  a  new  description  of  boundary.  The  language 
is—**  It  will  be  suitable  (»/  conveniendra)  (convenient) 
*•  to  adopt"  or  accept,  as  the  boundary,"  &c. 

But  even  if  he  had  designed  this  to  be  a  determination 
within  the  submission,  it  is  nevertheless  palpable  that  it  is 
not.  Tlie  interrogatory  was,  where,  according  to  the 
treaty  of  1783,  is  the  northwestern  angle  of  Nova  Scotia, 
and  the  line  thence  along  the  highlands?  That  angle  of 
Nova  Scotia  is  described  and  defined  by  the  treaty  of  1783, 
and  again  by  the  treaty  of  Ghent,  to  be  on  the  highlands, 
and  at  the  termination  of  a  due  north  line  from  the  source 
of  the  St.  Croix.  Where  does  the  arbiter  make  that  line 
terminate?  In  the  centre  of  the  St.  John's  river!  and 
there  must  be  his  highlands,  if  he  designed  to  focate  that 
angle.  But  the  absurdity  docs  not  cease  here.  After 
striking  the  angle  of  Nova  Scotia,  the  only  line  to  be 
drawn  by  the  treaty  is  **  along  the  highlands"'^but  the 
course  of  the  arbiter  is  along  the  deepest  channel  of  the 
river  St.  John,  by  all  its  meanderings,  till  he  reaches  a 
branch  called  the  St.  Francis,  which  he  ascends  by  its 
deepest  channel  to  its  southwestemmost  ramification,  and 
thence  to  its  source.  And  upon  the  liypothesis  that  he 
designed  to  decide  this  to  be  ttie  treaty  boundary,  he  must 
have  declared  that  the  higiilands  are  in  the  deepest  of 
the  waters  of  the  rivers  St.  John  and  St.  Francis!  But 
there  \i  yet  a  further  difficulty.  By  the  treaty  there  can 
be  but  two  lines  of  boundary — one  due  north,  and  the 
other  along  tlie  highlands^the  angle  of  Nova  Scotia 
being  at  their  point  of  intersection.  The  (due)  north 
course  of  the  King  of  the  Netherlands  ends  at  the  centre 
of  the  St.  John'ii;  his  next  line  is  by  the  thread  of  that 
river  and  its  branches,  sometimes  running  northwest- 
wardly, sometimes  southwestwardly,  and  at  others  in  a 
different  direction  to  its  source:  but  where  then?  The 
treaty  allows  only  a  north  course;  but  he  arbitrarily  di- 
rects it  to  be  due  west  to  the  highlands,  and  thence  along 
that  ridge. 

Now,  sir,  to  accuse  the  King  of  the  Netherlands  of  in- 
tending to  impose  this  upon  the  United  States  as  the  time 
original  boundary,  would  be  doing  him  gross  injustice;  it 
involves  the  supposition  that  he  could  be  guilty  of  a  false- 
hood so  glaring  as  to  be  an  insult  to  the  intelligence  of 
this  nation;  it  would  doom  him  to  the  inevitable  condem- 
nation of  fatuity  or  corruption.  Sir,  there  is  no  man 
whose  intellect  rises  above  the  grade  of  idiocy,  who  can, 
after  a  due  comparison,  pronounce  that  the  delimitation 
described  by  the  arbiter  is  the  same  with  that  of  the  treaty 
of  peace  of  1783.  No  man  ever  has  said  so,  and  I 
venture  to  assert  that  no  one  ever  will.  Sir,  if  the  arbi- 
ter hud  professed  ^o  to  decide,  fraud  and  falsehood  would 
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fully  and  entirely  exoilisrate  him  from  all  such  char^, 
He  is  obnoxious  to  no  such  imputation.  So  far  from  it, 
that  he  declares  that  he  does  not,  and  cannot  ssccHud 
the  treaty  boundary,  but  recommends  a  substitute.  The 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  do  not  contend  that  he 
has  decided  that  question,  and,  what  is  more,  the  British 
Government  themselves  concede  that  he  has  not  This  is 
found  in  the  official  communication  of  the  diplomatic 
agent,  Mr.  Bankhead,  made  to  our  Secretary  of  State  oo 
the  20th  of  December  last,  urging  our  submission  to  the 
award,  and  in  which  he  uses  the  following  language: 

"Commissioners,  sinee  the  treaty  of  1783,  bare  found 
it  impossible  to  reconcile  the  description  of  boandanr 
contained  in  that  treaty  with  the  real  features  of  the  cour;* 
try  ascertained  by  actual  survey;  and  the  hopelessness  of 
establishing  absolutely,  in  favor  of  either  party,  the  point 
which  has  thus,  since -the  year  1783,  been  the  subject  of 
controversy  between  them,  has  now  received  a  nev  con* 
firmation  by  the  solemn  decision  of  an  arbitrator  chosen 
by  both  parties,  who  has  pronounced  it  to  be  incapable  of 
being  established  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  theorir 
ginal  treaty,  that  treaty  having  been  drawn  up  in  igno- 
rance of  the  real  features  of  the  country  which  it  profeued 
to  describe.  Seeing,  then,  that  there  cannot  be  a  9eltl^ 
ment  of  the  claims  of  either  party  in  strict  acconiance 
with  the  treaty  of  1783,  what  course  would  remain,  eren 
if  the  choice  were  now  to  be  made,  but  that  which  vis 
agreed  upon  by  the  negotiators  of  the  treaty  of  Ghen', 
viz.  the  adjustment  of  the  differences  between  the  two 
Governments  by  means  of  an  arbitrator?  And  hov  un- 
reasonable would  it  be  to  object  to  such  an  adjustment 
because  it  aimed  at  settling  by  compromise  difTercBces 
pronounced  to  be  otherwise  irreconcilable?" 

The  errors  involved  in  this  extract  I  may  perhapi  no- 
tice hereafter.  But  at  present  I  am  concerned  only  to 
oceupy  the  two  impregnable  and  (conceded  positions:  1st 
That  the  arbiter  has  not  decided  the  question  submitted. 
2d.  That  the  line  by  him  described  is  variant  from  t!te 
true  boundary  of  the  treaty.  These  being  known  ind 
fundamental  truths  in  this  discussion,  upon  what  ground 
is  it  urged  that  we  should  acquiesce  in  the  award?  Froo 
reasons  of  public  policy,  and  a  regard  to  the  opinions  of 
the  foreign  world,  say  the  committee. 

But  before  you  act  from  considerations  of  expediency, 
pause  awhile  upon  your  constitutional  powers  and  obbga- 
tions.  This  is  no  award— it  is  not  within  the  sabmissioi)-' 
it  is  not  in  pursuance  of  the  treaty — it  is  not  in  eieciitioa 
of  its  provisions.  It  is  the  recommendation  of  a  "**'^ 
limitation,  against  which  the  State  of  Maine  has  soleooK 
protested. 

Sir,  it  is  not  within  the  constitutional  competency  of  this 
Government  to  assign  new  boundaries,  known  to  be  sucl^ 
to  any  one  of  the  States,  whether  to  increase  or  dimini» 
the  quantum  of  its  temtory.  The  extent  of  our  authonty 
is  to  ascertain  and  define  their  true  original  exterior  bmiC; 
and  the  United  States  could  not,  and  have  not  atteropteji 
to  confer  upon  an  arbiter  any  power  to  prescribe  or  ad- 
vise the  institution  of  new  delimitations.  In  this  all  «* 
agreed;  no  one  controverts  that  such  is  the  constitutioau 
limitation  of  our  authority.  It  is  said,  indeed,  that  JnJ« 
performance  of  this  duty  error  may  be  committed,  and* 
portion  of  a  State  be  unknowingly  cut  off.  But  the  po* 
bility  of  mistake,  in  the  honest  endeavor  to  determine  tlie 
truth,  does  not  authorize  the  wanton,  wilful  departure 
from  it  by  the  adoption  of  a  boundary,  known  and  acknow- 
ledged to  be  variant  from  the  original.  We  say,  then, 
that  the  impassable  prohibitipns  of  the  constitution  pre- 
sent an  insuperable  barrier  to  the  adoption  of  the  ne* 
lines  of  demarcation  recommended  by  the  arbiter,  wiib^ 
the  previous  consent  of  the  State  of  Maine.  This  she  M» 
never  yielded;  but,  on  the  contrarv,  entered  her  soicfflj 
protestation.  Here,  then,  we  might  rest  upon  the  groow 
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of  irre^stible  constitutionAl  right.  But,  nevertheless, 
considerations  of  expediency  are  invoked.  Althoug^h  we 
may  convince  ourselves,  say  the  committee,  yet  will  our 
arguments  satisfy  others?  will  not  the  world  adjudge  us 
guilty  of  a  violation  of  our  national  faith? 

Let  us  look  this  argument  in  the  face.  We  are  under 
no  obligations  to  submit  to  this  awai'd,  but  we  are  con- 
strained to  decline  it  by  the  solemn  provisions  of  the  fun- 
damental compact  of  Government.  Our  faith  is  plighted 
to  the  State  to  preserve  inviolate  the  integ^ty  of  its  soil, 
and  to  vindicate  the  sacredness  of  the  persons  of  its  inha- 
bitants. And  this  argument  of  policy  would  persuade  us 
to  sacrifice  our  duty  to  a  State,  from  an  apprehension  that 
other  nations  may,  through  ignorance,  believe  us  to  be 


course  or  direction  of  this  line  of  boundary,  '  the  termi- 
ftus  ad  qutnC  was  also  supposed  to  be  fixed." 

With  what  propriety  or  justice  are  those  old,  obsolete, 
long  settled  questions  now  invoked  for  the  purpose  of 
aggravating,  the  difficulty  of  the  present  controversy, 
with  which  they  have  no  connexion,  which  liad  no  exist- 
ence until  long  after  they  had  passed  away,  which  indeed 
has  been  brought  into  being  since  the  treaty  of  Ghent  of 
1814> 

What  is  the  precise  point  now  in  contestation?  It  is, 
where  are  *'  the  highUnos  which  divide  those  rivers  which 
empty  tliemselves  into  the  river  St.  Lawrence  from  those 
which  fall  into  the  Atlantic  Ocean?"  The  treaty  of  inde- 
pendence established  the  boundary  to  be  a  line  due  north 


faithless!  to  incur  the  actual  guilt  of  perfidy,  for  fear  of  l^'^Pm  the  source  of  the  St.  Croix  to  those  highlands,  and 
the  mere  appearance  of  it  in  foreign  eyes.     But  even  that  thence,  along  that  elevation,  to  the  head  of  Connecticut 


apprehension  is  without  foundation.  This  subject  will  be 
understood  by  the  European  world;  and  if  we  would  not 
sink  in  their  estimation*  we  must  exhibit  that  intelligence 
which  is  not  to  be  betrayed  by  shallow  artifice,  and  that 
decision  and  energy  which  repel  encroachment.  Great 
Britain  herself  will  more  highly  respect  a  refusal  than  our 
submission.  But  the  opinions  of  foreign  nations  are  of 
comparatively  little  moment.  The  dangers  to  our  politi- 
cal fabric  are  from  within,  from  the  disaffection  of  the 
membersof  this  Union.  From  the  pressure  of  external 
force,  we  have  nothing  to  apprehend — it  will  but  compress 
and  consolidate  our  Union — mtcrnal  disaffection  and  mu- 
tual repqlsion  are  the  fountains  of  our  fears.  Better  in- 
cur the  odium  of  the  world,  than  brin^  home  to  the  coun- 
cils of  a  single  member  of  this  Union  a  well  founded 
conviction  ot  violated  duty  and  broken  faith. 

Again,  we  are  asked,  if  we  reject  this  award,  how  is 
this  controversy  to  be  adjusted?  And,  to  magnify  this 
difiiculty,  we  are  told  that  this  dispute  as  to  the  New  Eng- 
land boundary  reaches  far  back  into  the  early  history  of 
this  country,  even  to  the  period  when  France  and  Eng- 
land were  contending  for  the  extension  of  their  respective 
adjacent  provinces.  That  this  dispute  is  of  ancient  date, 
I  strenuously  controvert.  I  will  show  it  to  be  of  very  re- 
cent origin.  That  a  controversy  existed  between  Great 
Britain  and  France,  when  the  latter  was  the  sovereign  of 
Canada,  I  readily  admit.  But  all  the  ri&'ht  and  title  of  the 
latter  were  ceded  to  Great  Britain  by  the  treaty  of  Paris 
of  1763,  who,  having  tlius  become  the  undisputed  sove- 
reign of  all  the  adjacent  provinces,  by  her  own  unques- 
tionable powers,  fixed  and  defined  their  boundaries  by 
the  royal  proclamation  of  October,  1763,  which  establish- 
ed the  Government  of  Quebec,  now  Lower  Canada.  This 
solemn  act  of  the  common  sovereign  terminated  forever 


river.  The  source  of  St.  Croix  having  been  definitively 
settled,  it  is  now  contested  where  are  these  highlands  of 
which  the  north  line  is  to  terminate,  and  along  which  the 
next  is  to  be  drawn. 

This,  1  repeat,  was  never  made  a  question,  until  subse- 
quent to  the  treaty  of  Ghent.  Up  to  that  time,  even  after 
the  yeai'  1763,  the  course  and  location  of  that  elevation  was 
as  well  known,  as  incontestably  established,  as  universal- 
ly acknowledged,  as  any  great  g^og^phical  feature  of  the 
country — I  might  say,  as  to  the  St.  Lawrence  river  itself — 
and  no  other  range  or  tract  had  ever  been  so  claimed  or 
denominated. 

]  am  aware,  sir,  that  this  is  strong  and  confident  languages 
and  presents  the  recent  British  pretension  as  not  only  ut- 
terly baseless,  but  of  consummate  effrontery.  Permit  me 
very  concisely  to  advert  to  some  irrefragable  proofs.  That 
range  of  highlands  is  first  introduced,  as  a  boundary,  in  the 
proclamation  of  1763,  establishing  the  province  of  Quebec, 
(Canada.)    The  southern  limit  being  described  as  follows: 

**  Crossing  the  river  St.  Lawrence  and  the  lake  Cham- 
plain  in  forty -five  degrees  of  north  latitude,  passes  along 
the  highlands  which  divide  the  rivers  that  empty  them- 
selves into  the  said  river  St.  Lawrence  from  those  which 
fall  into  the  sea,  and  also  along  the  north  coast  of  the  Bay 
des  Chaleurs." 

South  of  the  river  St.  Lawrence,  and  nearly  parallel 
thereto,  and  at  an  average  distance  of  between  twenty  and 
thirty  miles,  is  a  range  of  broken  highlands,  extending 
from  the  source  of  the  Connecticut  river,  northeastwardly, 
toward  Cape  Rosieres,  from  which  are  turned,  on  the  one 
hand,  those  rivers  entering  into  the  St.  Lawrence,  and,  on 
the  other,  those  which  fall  into  tlie  Atlantic  Ocean,  viz. 
the  Androscoggin,  the  Kennebcck,  the  Penobscot,  the 
St.  John's,  and  the  Uistigouche.    And,  accompanying  this 


all  pre-existing  disputes,  by  authoritotivcly  prescribing  ?  proclamation,  m  the  British  Annual  Register  of  the  same 
and  defining  the  divisional  lines  of  Massachusette,  Nova  t  year,  is  an  original  map,  carefully  prepared  for  the  ex- 
Scotia.  aiKl  nanada.     The  demarcatinn  thus  establiahed.   oress  purpose  of  accurately  delineating  the   boundaries. 


Scotia,  and  Canada.  The  demarcation  thus  established, 
was  adopted  and  confirmed  by  the  act  of  Parliament  of 
1779,  and  inserted  in  our  treaty  of  independence  of  1783. 
After  this  a  new  question  arose — which  of  several  rivers 
was  the  true  St  Croix?  This  was'definitively  settled,  and 
the  monument  at  its  source  established,  in  1798,  by  com- 
missioners of  the  two  countries,  appointed  pursuant  to 
the  convention  of  1794,  which  put  to  rest  all  then  ex- 
isting douots  as  to  the  true  location  of  our  Northeastern 
boundary.  No  question  or  ground  of  controversy  was 
supposed  to  remain.  It  would  have  been  strange,  indeed, 
that  a  treaty  making  provision  for  a  commission  to  termi- 
nate doubts  as  to  that  boundary,  should  not  have  embrac- 
ed all  existing  controversies.  It  did  so:  and  the  commis- 
sioners determined  finally  and  conclusivel^r  all  matters 
submitted.  This  is  historically  and  certainly  known. 
£ven  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations 
acknowledges  and  asserts  it,  declaring  that  •*  this  decision 
settled  definitively  the  uncertain  termmui  a  quo  the  North- 
ern boundary  of  the  United  States  was  to  run^  and  as  no 
diflTerence  then  existed  between  the  two  Powers  as  to  the 


and  in  which  the  highlands  arc  prominently  laid  down  as 
then  and  since  known  and  understood,  and  in  precise  ac- 
ccfdance  with  the  claim  of  the  United  States. 

Nor  is  this  all:  other  British  maps,  and  those  frequent 
and  numerous,  from  authentic  and  official  sources^  were 
compiled  and  published}  in  all  of  which,  without  one  ex- 
ception, the  highlands,  where  mentioned,  are  delineated 
as  I  have  before  described,  in  exact  coincidence  with  our 
claim;  while,  on  the  other  hand,  not  one  presented  the 
now  pretended  rival  range  newly  created  south  of  the  St. 
John's. 

Sir,  permit  me  to  enumerate  the  titles  of  some  of  them 
now  in  my  hand,  and  to  which  I  invite  the  particular  exa- 
mination of  every  Senator,  viz. 

1763. — A  new  map  of  the  British  dominions  in  North 
America,  with  the  hmits  of  tlie  Governments  annexed 
thereto  by  tlie  late  treaty  of  peace,  and  settled  b^  pro- 
clamation, October  7th,  1763.— Engraved  by  T.  Kitcliin, 
geographer,  for  the  Annual  Register  of  1763. 

1769. — A  new  and  accurate  map  of  the  British  domi- 
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nlons  in  America,  accordinjj  to  the  treaty  of  1763,  divided 
into  the  several  provinces  anil  jurisdictions.  Projected 
upon  the  hest  authorities  and  astronomical  observations,  by 
Thomas  Kitchin,  geog^rapher.— Engraved  for  Knox's  His- 
tory of  the  war  in  America. 

1765.— A  map  of  North  America,  by  J.  Palairct,  witli 
considerable  alterations  and  improvements  from  D'Anville, 
Mitchell,  and  Bellin,  by  L.  Delarochctte. 

1766. — A  map  of  the  British  dominions  in  North  Ame- 
rica, as  settled  by  the  late  treaty  of  peace,  1763. — J. 
Ridge. 

1770. — British  empire  in  North  America,  with  the  West 
India  isles — annexed  td  Wynne*8  history. 

1771. — A  new  and  accurate  map  of  North  America, 
from  the  famous  Mr.  D'Anville,  &c.  Also,  the  new  divi- 
sions according  to  the  lal^  treaty  of  peace,  by  Peter  Bell, 
geographer. 

1772. — A  map  of  the  British  dominions  in  North  Ame- 
rica, accortli ng  to  the  treaty  of  1763,  by  Peter  Bell,  geo- 
grapher. 

1775. — ^North  America  and  the  West  Indies,  with  the 
opposite  coasts  of  Europe  and  Africa — published  accord- 
ing to  act  of  Parliament. 

1776. — A  new  map  of  the  province  of  Quebec,  accord- 
ing to  the  royal  proclamation  of  tlie  7tli  of  October,  1763, 
from  the  French  surveys,  connected  with  those  made  af\cr 
the  war,  by  Captain  Carver,  and  other  officers  in  his  Ma- 
jesty's service.     Sayer  and  Bennett. 

1776. — A  general  map  of  the  Northern  British  colonies 
in  America,  which  comprehends  the  province  of  Quebec, 
the  Government  of  Newfoundland,  Nova  Scotia,  New 
England,  and  New  York,  from  the  maps  published  by  tlie 
Admiralty  and  Board  of  Trade,  8tc. 

1777. — A  new  and  correct  map  of  North  America,  with 
the  West  India  islands,  divided  according  to  the  last  treaty 
of  peace,  concluded  at  Paris  10th  February,  1763,  where- 
in are  particularly  distinguished  the  several  provinces 
and  colonies  which  compose  the  British  empire,  laid 
down  according  to  the  latest  surveys,  and  corrected  from 
the  original  materials  of  Governor  Pownall,  member  of 
Parliament. 

1777. — The  British  colonies  in  -Nortli  America.  By 
William  Faden. 

1778. — A  new  map  of  North  America,  from  the  latest 
discoveries.     Engraved  for  Carver's  Travels. 

And  during  these  unbroken  and  unvarj'ing  geographical 
and  topographical  descriptions,  an  act  of  Parliament  passed 
in  1774,  adopting  and  confirming  the  same  boundaries,  in 
the  same  language  as  the  original  proclamation.    The 
commissions    of    the   royal    governors,  prescribing  the 
extent  of  their  jurisdiction,  and  all  public  and  official 
documents  during  the  twenty  years  which  preceded  the 
treaty  of  indepemlence,  contained  the  same  description. 
When,  then,  it  was  embodied  in  that  solemn  instrument, 
can  it  be  doubted  tliat  the  parties  used  the  terms  in  the 
same  acceptation  in  which  they  kid  always  before  been 
i*eceived;  meant  thereby  what  had  always  before  been 
intended;  understood,  by  the  highlands  designated,  the 
same  I'ange  which  had  before  been  constantly  known,  de- 
scribed, acknowledged,  and  invariably  received  as  such? 
There  is  no  possibility  of  doubt.     But  the  proof  still  pro- 
ceeds.   The  definitive  treaty  of  peace  was  formed  in  1783; 
but  the  preliminary  articles  were  signed  in  November, 
1782;  and  in  February  following  there  was  a  zealous  and 
animated  debate  thereon  in  Parliament,  in  which  it  was 
strenuously  objected,  on  the  one  hand,  and  not  denied  on 
the  other,  that,  by  the  boundaries  agreed,  the  territory 
of  the  United  States  would  intervetie  and  cutoff  the  com- 
munication between  the  capitals  of  Qubcc  and  Halifax; 
that  is,  would  embrace  the  very  territory,  north  of  the  St. 
John's,  which  is  now  in  contestation.     And  accompanying 
those  interesting  printed  debates  upon  that  important  sub- 
ject, is  also  a  British  map,  made  for  the  express  purpose) 


of  illustrating  the  arguments  by  presenting  tlie  true  boan- 
daries  according  to  the  preliminar}'  articles,  and  in  whidi 
the  highlands  are  delineated  and  located  as  tiin  hid 
always  previously  been,  and  as  we  still  insist  ther  shmiki 
be.  And,  posterior  to  these  debates  and  thispublicaliot, 
the  definitive  treaty  of  peace  was  signed,  adoptinj^  the 
preliminary  articles  of  peace  in  haee  verba,  and  llic  Ms*- 
ations  precisely  as  therein  described. 

The  unvarying  current  of  British  authorities  doesw! 
stop  here.  Maps  and  df)cuments  still  continued  to  be  n  i!- 
tiplied,  all  of  the  same  character,  and  in  full  coniinmt.!)': 
of  the  same  geographical  location  of  those  dividiiig'  h-^ 
lands.  Among  them,  I  invite  particular  reference  to  «b< 
following,  which  I  have  now  before  me,  subject  to  tl  e 
scrutiny  of  every  member: 

1783,  February  9.— The  United  States  of  Amercavi  tii 
the  British  possessions  of  Canada,  Nova  Sccvtia,  tml  of 
Newfoundland,  &c.  &c.,  according  to  the  preliminan  v- 
tides  of  peace  signed  at  Versailles  the  20th  of  Januan-, 
1783.     R.  Sayer  and  J.  Bennett 

1783. — A  new  and  correct  map  of  North  Amerio,  k 
which  the  places  of  the  principal  engagpementsdurinirtiK 
present  war  are  accurately  inserted,  and  the  bo«n.!ar<* 
as  settled  by  treaty  in  1783,  clearly  marked.    J.  ]kv. 

1783,  April  3 — The  United  States  of  America,  W 
down  from  the  best  authorities,  agreeably  to  the  peace  of 
1783.     By  John  Wallis.     London. 

1783,  July  16. — An  accurate  map  of  the  United  Suta 
of  America,  with  part  of  tlic  surrounding  pror.ncti> 
agreeably  to  the  treaty  of  peace  of  1783.  By  Jho.  Cit 
London. 

1782.— The  United  States  of  North  America,  uitii  :1k 
British  and  Spanish  territories,  according  to  the  treat; 
By  Wm.  Faslen. 

1783,  October  2.— A  new  map  of  the  United  State!  of 
America,  with  the  British  America,  with  the  British  dcirJ- 
nions  on  that  continent,  ficc.  By  Samuel  Dunn,  MU^ 
matician,  improved  from  the  surveys  of  Captain  Camr. 

Bowie's  new  four-sheet  map  of  North  America  and !!« 
West  Indies,  exhibiting  the  extent  and  boundaries  tfth? 
United  States,  the  British  dominions,  &c.  &c;thc  «Uc 
compiled  and  laid  down  from  the  best  authorities.  l» 
don. 

1784.— Bowie's  new  pocket  map  of  the  United  Stit-^ 
of  America,  the  British  possessions  of  Canada,  Nova  Sci> 
tia,  and  Newfoundland,  &c.  &c.,  as  settled  by  tlie  ptd^^ 
nary  articles  of  peace  signed  at  Versailles  the  20th  Jn^- 
ary,  1783.     London. 

1784. — A  new  and  correctmap  of  North  Ameria, «« 
the  West  India  islands,  divided  according  to  the  bst  tirJ; 
of  peace,  concluded  at  Paris  the  20th  January,  ir^>. 
wherein  are  particularly  distinguished  the  thirteen  pro- 
vinces which  compose  the  United  States  of  North  Afflf"- 
can.     By  ^lutthcw  Albert  and  George  Frederick  Ifi^^' 

1784.— Brion  de  la  Tour's  Etats  Unis  d'Ameriquc,  4c 
Parts. 

1783 A  new  map  of  North  America,  with  the  W^ 

India  islands,  divided  according  to  the  prclimintn'  >ij'^'^ 
of  peace,  signed  at  Versailles  20th  January,  1783,  vU 
in  are  particularly  distinguished  the  United  States,  w» 
several  provinces,  governments.  Sec.  8cc.  which  c^^^, 
the  British  dominions,  and  corrected  from  the  onp 
materials  of  Governor  Pownall,  member  of  Parhame'* 

1794. — Same  map.     London.  • 

1794.— A  new  map  of  the  whole  continent  o'^'f  "^ 
divided  into  North  and  South,  and  West  Indies,  »'W^ 
are  exactly  described  the  United  States  of  North  Amfnoj 


iccord'"?' 


as  well  as  the  several  European  possessions,  acconij. 
the  preliminaries  of  peace  ngned  at  Versailles  J* 
20tli,  1783,  &c.  &c.     By  Laurie  and  Whittle.    LowWJ'-^ 

1794.— A  new  map  of  North  America,  agreeably  i^ 
latest  discoveries.     London.  ji], 

1794.— A  map  of  the  United  States  of  Amencs. 
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part  of  the  adjoining  provinces.     From  the  latest  autho- 
rities. 

1795. — A  map  of  North  America  and  the  West  Indies. 
By  L.  S.  De  La  Rochette.     London. 

1800. — America,  divided  into  North  and  South,  with 
their  several  subdivisions,  and  the  newest  discoveries.  By 
Laurie  and  Whittle.     London. 

1798.— D.  F.  Saltzmann's  Maine.  Hamburg,  Carll  Ernst 
Bohn. 

1814. — Map  of  the  British  colonies  and  the  United- 
States  of  North  America.     J.  Lodge. 

I  have  cited  no  American  maps,  because  I  choose  to 
exhibit  the  unvarying  testimony  of  our  opponents  them- 
selves in  continued  support  of  our  claim. 

The  map  by  Osgood  Cotton,  however,  in  1795,  en- 
graved for  Sullivan's  History  of  Maine,  is  worthy  of  atten- 
tion, for  its  clear  delineation  of  the  highlands. 

This  brings  us  down  to  the  year  1814,  the  date  of  the 
treaty  of  Ghent;  at  which  time,  so  far  from  our  adversa- 
ry's having  pretended  that  there  was  any  other  Northern 
boundary  than  that  which  we  now  assert,  or  that  the  ter- 
ritory now  in  dispute  belonged  to  their  provinces,  that  the 
British  commissioners,  who  negotiated  that  treaty,  request- 
ed tliat  the  United  States  should  cede  it  to  Great  Britain 
for  an  equivalent,  which  they  were  ready  to  give,  in  order 
to  obtain  a  direct  communication  between  their  provincial 
capittls.     The  American  commissioners  very  properly  re- 
plied that  the  territory  was  a  part  of  the  State  of  Massa- 
chusetts, and  no  transfer  could  be  made  by  the  United 
States;  that  it  was  not  to  be  admitted  even  as  a  matter  of 
discussion.     At  the  request  of  the  other  party,  they  as* 
senled  to  an  article  providing  for  the  ascertainment  of  a 
certain  angle,  and  the  running  certain  lines;  but  even 
that,  notwithstanding  the  erroneous  impressions  which  have 
prevailed,  does  not  recognise  the  existence  of  any  doubt 
or  dispute  as  to  what  were  the  highlands,  or  tlieir  true 
location,  but  only  that  a  certain  point  in  that  known  ac- 
knowledged range  had  not  then  been  marked  upon  the 
surface  of  the  earth.      The  lang^iage  is  very  precise, 
'*  Whereas  that  point  of  the  highlands,"  &c. 

The  treaty  contemplated  that  the  St.  Croix  river  was 
known;  that  the  highlands  were  known;  but  that  the  pre- 
cise point  of  that  elevation,  at  whicli  the  north  line  should 
terminate,  had  not  been  fixed  and  marked,  and  that  there 
might  be,  from  the  formation  of  country,  and  with  a  refer- 
ence to  a  division  of  the  rivers,  a  doubt  as  to  the  extent 
perhaps  of  five,  ten,  or  even  twenty  miles.  To  deter- 
mine that,  and  that  only,  the  treaty  provided  for  the 
appointment  of  commissioners,  and  a  contingent  arbitra- 
ment. 

Under  that  commission,  the  British,  for  the  first  time, 
put  forth  the  pretension  that  there  was  another  runge  of 
highlands,  south  of  the  St.  John's  river,  beginning  at 
Mars  hill— a  ridge  never  before  known;  recognised  in  no 
public  document;  delineated  in  no  map;  found  in  no  to- 
pographical description;  having  no  historical  existence; 
from  which  are  no  rivers  flowing  into  the  St.  Laurence; 
and  which  was  never  in  the  contemplation  of  either  of  the 
parlies.  Had  the  American  agent  well  understood  his 
Dusine&s,  and  discharged  his  duty,  he  should  have  met  this 
,  preposterous  and  insulting  pretension,  in  limine^  by  a  stem 
refusal  to  permit  it  to  be  made  even  matter  of  discussion. 
He  should  have  told  his  Majesty's  agent,  <<The  treaty  of 
Ghent,  which  controls  our  action,  provides  onW  for  ascer- 
taining a  particular  point  in  the  highlands,  of  tlie  treaty 
of  1783;  but,  as  to  those  highlands  themselves,  it  neither 
admits  nor  creates  any  doubt.  They  were  known,  and 
their  location  established  and  described,  and  invariably 
admitted  for  twenty  years  preceding  the  treaty  of  inde- 
pendence. That  instrument  adopted  them;  they  are 
incorporated  into  it  by  the  common  consent  and  mutual 
understanding  of  the  parties  as  one  of  its  essential  ingre- 
dients; they  have  ever  since  been  known,  described,  and 
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recognised  as  such;  for  more  than  fifty  years  they  have 
maintained  their  position  on  the  southern  bank  of  the  St. 
Lawrence,  undisputed,  alone,  wiihout  a  rival.  I  will  not 
now  permit  them  to  be  questioned;  I  will  not  tolerate  an 
attempt  to  substitute  a  newly  created  imaginary  rang^, 
for  that  which  the  parties  intended  by  the  treaty.  The 
point  in  that  elevation  designated  as  the  northwest  angle 
of  Nova  Scotia,  I  am  willing  to  ascertun,  but  I  proceed 
to  no  other  range;  I  go  in  search  of  no  other  higlilands." 

Sir,  if  our  agent  had  held  this  language,  and  acted  de- 
cisively in  accordance  with  it,  the  British  never  would  have 
insisted  upon  their  absurd  assumption;  but  he  permitted  it 
to  be  discussed.  The  British  commissioner,  an  inhabitant 
of  New  Brunswick,  anxious  to  obtain  by  some  means  that 
direct  communication  between  the  provincial  capitals 
which  his  Government  offered  to  purchase  of  the  United 
States  at  Ghent,  denied  our  rights,  and  the  difference  wm 
then  submitted  to  arbitration.  The  arbiter,  having  lost 
more  than  one-half  his  dominions  after  the  suboiiauon, 
and  being  thrown  as  a  dependent  on  Great  Britain  and 
other  European  Powers,  not  only  to  define  the  limits  of 
his  empire,  but  even  for  his  existence  as  a  sovereign,  hav- 
ing no  hopes  or  fears  from  us,  and  little  partiality  for  our 
liberal  ideas  of  self-government  which  had  recently  cost 
him  so  dearly,  and  stdl  held  him  in  jeopardy,  recommend* 
such  a  new  line  of  demarcation  as  will  give  to  Great  Britain 
precisely  what  she  wished  to  obtiun  by  purchase  and  cession 
at  the  treaty  of  Ghent.  And  this  we  are  now  urg^ed  to  adopt, 
for  the  purpose  of  conciliating  the  good  opinion  of  the  na- 
tions of  the  earth.  Sir,  if  we  would  not  incur  their  contempt 
for  our  blindness  or  pusillanimity,  if  we  would  not  sacrifice 
our  own  self-respect,  we  should  repel  it  as  an  unauthorized 
assumption,  and  a  glaring  encroachment.  But  we  are 
asked,  what  will  be  the  consequences  of  a  refusal  to  ac- 
cede to  this  advisory  opinion?  How  is  the  controversy  to 
be  adjusted?  Will  not  war  be  the  consequence?  That 
there  may  be  difficulties,  1  freely  admit.  That  Great  Bri- 
tain will  protract,  and  harass,  and  annoy  the  borders,  and 
subject  them  to  rexattons  and  danger,  b  not  improbable! 
but  that  she  will  go  to  war  for  a  cause  so  grossly  and  out- 
rageously unjust,  for  a  pretension  so  recent,  so  utterly 
and  palpably  baseless,  I  cannot  believe.  But  if  she  shaU 
push  her  suggestions  to  that  extremity,  if  the  alternative 
IS  presented  of  sacrificing  our  soil  and  our  citizens,  or  de- 
fending them  by  arms,  as  freemen,  as  American  citizens, 
as  giuraians  of  the  rights,  the  honor,  the  security  of  the 
nation,  we  can  have  no  doubts,  no  hesitation.  If  war  must 
come  in  such  a  cause,  tremendous  as  the  evil  is,  deprecate 
it  as  we  may,  still  we  must  meet  it. 

Sir,  there  is  in  such  case  no  option.  Submission  never 
yet  set  bounds  to  encroachment.  We  must  erect  an  im- 
passable barrier  upon  the  confines  of  our  right  and  our 
honor.  There,  We  must  meet  and  repel  every  aggression. 
Justice  demands  it;  policy  demands  it.  If  we  yield — if 
we  recede — ^the  spirit  of  encroachment  will  be  strength- 
ened and  aggravated.  More,  more,  and  more  yet,  will 
be  demanded.  We  must  basely  surrender  all,  or  fight  at 
last,  and  that,  too,  under  all  the  disadvantages  of  the 
enfeebling,  de^ading,  dispiriting  effects  of  previous  una- 
vailing submission  and  concessions. 

Suppose  Great  Britiun  should  assert  a  claim  of  right  to 
impress  American  seamen,  and  proceed  forcibly  to  assert 
it,  by  taking  even  a  sinp^le  man  from  on  board  our  ships. 
Would  not  this  nation  rise  en  mane  to  vindicate  his  rights 
and  avenge  his  wrongs,  by  arms?  And,  sir,  shall  we  per- 
mit her  to  come  upon  our  soil^-to  hold  dominion  over  our 
own  citizens-— even  to  seize  them  in  their  dwellings*.to 
expel  our  Government  and  laws  from  their  appropriate 
sphere,  and  not  repel  it  by  force ?  No!  Never — never. 
Honor,  faith,  policy,  constitutional  obligation,  public  and 
private  right — all,  all  forbid  it. 

Maine,  as  a  member  of  this  Union,  has  a  right  to  require 
protection  from  foreign  encroachment.    She  doet  demaiMl 
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that  the  integrity  of  her  soil  and  the  sacredness  of  the 
persons  of  her  citizens  shall  be  preserved  inviolate.  No 
matter  whether  the  extent  and  numbers  invaded  be  great 
or  small,  you  cannot  permit  one  acre  of  her  territory,  or 
A  single  individual  of  her  inhabitants,  to  be  wrested  from 
her  by  a  foreiirn  g^asp. 

I  have  not  dwelt  upon  the  value  and  importance  of  the 
region  in  dispute.  1  have  discussed  6nly  the  question'  of 
right.  That  is  sufficient.  But  let  it  not  be  supposed  to 
be  of  trifling  moment.  It  comprises  more  than  two  mil- 
lions of  acres,  embracing  rich  and  valuable  lands  on  the 
waters  and  branches  of  extensive  rivers,  and  bearing  heavy 
and  valuable  timber.  But  it  is  its  military  adaptations  that 
have  attracted  the  eager  eye,  and  aroused  the  strenuous 
efforts  of  our  opponents,  aiid  which  should  induce  an  equal 
anxiety  and  more  fixed  determination  on  our  part  to  retain 
it. 

By  oar  possession  tlie  communication  between  their 
provinces  is  effectually  cut  off?  and  by  this  severance  we 
can  hold  them  in  check  at  pleasure.  But  should  they  be 
permitted  to  occupy  it,  they  will  erect  fortifications,  and 
establish  a  military  post  at  a  central  position,  where  the 
whole  force  of  the  adjacent  provinces  may  be  easily  con- 
centrated, not  only  to  strengthen  themselves  to  repel 
attacks,  but  even  to  menace  us  with  invasion. 

Although  Maine  cannot,  will  not,  ^ield  her  right,  yet, 
far,  very  fiir,  be  from  her  a  disposition,  a  willingness,  to 
involve  herself  or  the  country  in  the  horrors  of  war?  she 
will  bear  and  forbear  as  long  as  endurance  is  a  virtue.  She 
will,  I  trust,  act  with  calmness  and  discretion — she  will 

E reserve  her  claim  in  undiminished  strength — keeping 
erself  in  a  position  to  arrest  it,  practically  and  eflfectu- 
ally,  whenever,  in  the  contingencies  and  revolutions  of 
Governments  and  empires,  she  may  deem  it  as  expedient 
as  it  is  just. 

I  protest,  therefore,  against  this  subject  being  discussed 
as  a  question  of  peace  or  war,  and  being  decided  as  a 
matter  of  mere  general  expediency.  Maine  stands  mo- 
destly, but'  firmly,  upon  her  rights.  She  asks  nothing 
more— she  can  accept  of  nothing  less. 

The  resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of  Maine,  passed  in 
secret  session,  contemplating  a  contingent  transfer  of  this 
territory  to  the  United  States,  have  been  animadverted 
upon,  not  only  as  constituting  an  objection  to  the  strenu- 
ous support  of  our  right  by  the  Senate,  but  as  rendering 
the  whole  a  matter  of  indifference.  I  am  apprehensive, 
sir,  that  they  may  be  calculated  to  weaken  our  cause,  and 
impair  the  force  of  our  appeal.  The  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina  [Mr.  Miusn]  has  declared,  that  while  the 
Legislature  of  Maine  stood  resolutely  and  simply  upon 
their  rights,  he  sjrmpathized  with  them,  and  had  a  strong 
desire  to  maintain  them  in  their  dignified  and  manly  atti- 
tude; but  since  their  tone  has  so  chaneped  as  to  contemplate 
a  cession,  he  has  become  utterly  indifferent  to  their  cause, 
viewing  it  no  longer  as  a  matter  of  State  jmde,  honor,  and 
dignity,  but  as  a  mere  calculation  of  pront  and  loss,  which 
can  excite  neither  sympathy  nor  respect.  Indeed,  he 
indulged  in  still  stronger  language  of  condemnation. 

Now,  sir,  I  would  most  earnestly  appeal  to  that  gentle- 
man, and  to  the  Senate,  whether  the  indulgence  of  such 
impulses  is  not  doing  injustice  to  the  State — ^the  people  of 
the  State.  Let  me  assure  you  that  the  change  of  views 
and  ^  feelings  indicated  by  the  secret  proceedings  of  the 
Legislature,  so  far  from  meeting  a  harmonious  response 
from  their  constituents,  have  been  received  by  a  general, 
if  not  universal,  note  of  popular  disapprobation.  Sir, 
the  people,  the  true,  primary  sovereigns  of  Maine,  have 
never  authorized  or  assented  to  any  suggestion  of  a  relin- 
c^uishment  of  any  portion  of  their  soil,  or  their  fellow- 
citizens,  and,  fi-om  their  character,  their  histonr,  as  well  as 
the  strong  recent  demonstrations  of  their  feelines  and 
opinions,  I  am  confident  they  never  will.  No,  sir,  the 
people  will  never  consent  to  transfer  any  portion  of  them- 


selves, or  of  the  patrimony  which  was'  purchased  bjr  the 
blood  of  their  fathers.  And  it  is  in  their  behalf  tbit  1 
appeal — ^their  representative  I  am — ^their  rights  I  viiidiate 
— and  for  their  protection  I  demand  the  broad  shield  of 
the  constitutional  obligations  of  tlie  whole  Union. 

Mr.  CLAY  said:  Intending  to  express,  in  a  fewwordi^ 
my  sentiments  on  this  subject,  I  have  thought  I  might  u 
well  embrace  this  occasion  to  do  it.  The  President  hat 
called  upon  the  Senate  for  its  advice,  as  to  the  avardof 
the  King  of  the  Netherlands  respecting  the  Nortbrasten 
boundary  of  the  United  States.  This  call  upon  the  Se- 
nate is  made,  not  in  its  legislative  character,  butasaccs- 
ponent  part  of  the  treaty-making  power.  If  the  Senat& 
therefore,  should  give  any  advice  on  the  matter,  it  mcs: 
act  in  its  executive  capacity,  and  according  to  those  rulet 
which  govern  it  when  so  acting.  Among  these,  is  tk 
which  requires  the  concurrence  of  two-thirds  of  the  86 
nators  present. 

The  language  of  the  constitution,  taken  nterally,  vouid 
perliaps  require  a  participation  of  the  Senate  in  the  origral 
formation  of  all  treaties.     The  words  are:  *'He (the  Pre- 
sident) shall  have  power,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  €(»• 
sent  of  the  Senate,  to  make  treaties,  prorided  two-thiidi 
of  the  Senators  present  concur."     In  the  early  stages  of 
his  administration.  General  Washington    endeavored  \» 
execute  this  part  of  the  constitution  accorcUng  to  itsIHeni 
interpretation;  but  he  soon  found  it  impracticable,  Lid 
abandoned  it.     The  difficulty   of  consulting  so  hi^  » 
body  as  to  the  instructions  to  be  given  to  a  lorei^pi  wx>^ 
ter;  the  variety  of  propositions  which  may  be  ioterchaDgtd 
in  the  progress  of  a  negotiation;  and  tiie  inconreniencs 
of  a  perpetual  recurrence  to  the  Senate  for  itsopiaifln 
upon  each  of  them,  besides  other  considerations,  rendered 
it  altogether  inexpedient  to  take  the  advice  aiid  coDxnt 
of  the  Senate  previous  to  the   conclusion  of  trcatiei 
When  concluded,  President  Washington  thoug^ht  the  pur- 
port of  the  constitution  would  be  satisfied  by  sobiDiltng 
them  to  the  Senate;  as  they  could  not  be  said  to  be  made, 
in  the  language  of  the  constitution,  until  the  Senate  p« 
its  constitutional  concurrence  to  their  becoming  obligitfiiT 
national  compacts. 

Accordingly,  from  an  early  period,  in  the  first  term  cJ 
his  admiQistration,  down  to  the  present  time,  the  stttkd 
and  uniform  practice  of  the  Executive  Government  bs 
been  to  open  negotiations  with  foreign  Powers,  and  to 
conclude  such  treaties  as  the  President  conceives  the  in- 
terests of  this  country  demand.  When  so  condaM 
they  are  submitted  to  the  Senate  for  its  constitutioMlsJ 
vice  and  consent.  And  tiie  extent  of  any  agency  whio 
the  Senate  exercises,  in  the  formation  of  a  treaty,  i8li«n.«» 
to  proposing,  as  was  done  in  the  treaty  of  Mr.  JV»* 
1794,  amendments  to  the  treaty.  These  become  the  ob- 
ject of  future  negotiation.  . 

To  this  established  practice  of  the  GovernnienUj' 
present  administration  has  hitherto,  itself,  confoiwo- 
Andl  presume  it  is  not  intended  to  change  it,  andto^^ 
vive  the  impracticable  course  which  General  Washuigtw 
was  compelled  to  abandon,  from  experience.  . 

What,  then,  are  the  circumstances  of  the  case  »!«« 
the  President  has  brought  here  for  the  consideration » 
the   Senate?    In  virtue  of  several  treaties  bctiieen  »« 
United  SUtes  and  Great  Britain,  on  all  of  which  tpe»tj^ 
the  Senate  had  reguUu-ly  acted  and  given  its  w'jcf  *^ 
consent,  the  disputed  Northeastern  boundary  was  subroiitw 
to  the  decision  of  the  King  of  the  NetherUnds,  «  w« 
arbitrator  between  the  two  contracting  parties,  .^"^  . 
the  controversy.  The  King  has  pronounced  J*'*  J""^"jg^ 
and   communicated  his  award  to  each  of  the  p      . 
Various  questions  have  been  started  as  to  the  vauo"  y  ^ 
this  instrument.     Such  as,  whether  it  waa  '^^^^Z^r/i 
decision  binding  the  parties;  whether  it  does  not  tnn^ 
the  authority  vested  in  the  King,  by  the  term*  o> 
submission;  whether  it  can  be  regarde<l  aiany  tnmg 


1413 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


1414 


JriT  10,  1832.) 


Easeeutitfe  ProetedingB, 


[Sbjtatv. 


than  the  advice  or  recommendation  of  the  Ring  as  to  a 
suitable  boundary,  which  either  party  is  at  liberty  to  adopt 
or  not,  at  his  discretion. 

Whatever  may  be  the  real  character  of  this  royal  act, 
no  treaty,  in  consequence  of  it,  has  been  concluded  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  Great  Britain,  as  far  as  the 
Senate  is  advised.  It  stands  upon  its  own  isolated  ground. 
The  President  has  asked  the  Senate  to  advise  him  whether 
he  shall  sanction  the  award,  and  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations,  now  before  us,  recommends 
that  the  Government  of  Great  Britain  be  notified  of 
the  acquiescence  in  it  by  the  Government  of  the  United 
States. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  it  seenos  to  me,  that,  in  the  present 
state  of  the  transaction,  there  is  nothing  brought  by  tlie 
President  to  our  consideration,  on  which  the  Senate,  as  a 
y«^art  of  the  treaty-making  or  Executive  power,  can  con- 
^  stitutionally  act.  There  is  no  treaty  presented  to  us  for 
our  advice  wmI  consent,  not  even  a  negotiation  proposed, 
nor,  in  short,  any  basis  whatever  for  the  action  of  the 
Senate.  If  the  award  of  the  King  of  the  Netlierlands  be 
binding,  it  derives  its  validity  from  the  consent  of  the 
parties  referring  the  question  to  him,  and  from  his  having 
decided  the  case,  in  conformity  with  the  terms  of  the  sub- 
mission. If  he  has  not  decided  it,  or  if,  in  deciding  it,  he 
has  transcended  the  terms  of  the  submission,  it  is  not  bind- 
ing and  obligatory.  The  President  being  the  only  consti- 
tutional organ  of  the  people  of  the  United  States,  in  all 
communications  with  foreign  Powers,  and  moreover  charg- 
ed with  the  execution  of  the  Jaws  and  treaties  of  the 
United  States,  is  bound  to  notify  the  British  Government 
what  are  the  Executive  views  in  relation  to  the  award.  If 
lie  tells  that  Government  that  th'is  does  not  hold  itself 
bound  by  the  award,  a  negotiation  would  probably  take 
place  between  the  parties.  If,  on  the  contrary,  the  Pre- 
sident notifies  the  British  Government  that  the  United 
States  are  bound  by  the  award,  he  would  have  to  come  to 
Congress  for  its  leginUitive  aid  in  carrying  into  effect  the 
award.  And  should  he  so  come,  the  question  of  the 
validity  of  the  award  would  be  as  open  to  the  examination 
of  Congress,  as  it  had  been  to  the  President.  So,  if  any 
negotiation  which  may  be  opened  with  Great  Britain,  in 
relation  to  the  award,  should  terminate  in  the  conclusion 
of  a  treaty,  the  President  would  be  bound  to  submit  that 
treaty  to  the  Senate  for  its  constitutional  advice  and  con- 
sent. The  President  not  having  applied  to  Congress  for 
any  act  of  legislation,  and  having  submitted  no  treaty  or 
national  compact,  in  any  form,  to  this  body,  I  think  there 
is  nothing  before  us  on  which  we  can  constitutionally  act) 
^and  that  any  advice  which,  under  these  circumstances,  we 
might  oiFer  to  the  President,  would  have  no  warrant  or 
authority  in  the  constitution  of  the  United  States.  I  can- 
not, therefore,  consent  to  vote  for  the  resolution  reported 
by  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  or  to  concur  in 
the  adoption  of  any  other  resolution  which  would  imply 
the  right  of  the  Senate  to  express  any  opinion  on  the 
matter  in  its  present  state  and  condition. 

Whilst  this  is  my  deliberate  judgment,  I  have  no  hesi- 
tation to  offer  to  the  President,  if^he  would  attach  any 
consequence  to  them,  my  views  and  opinions,  as  a  private 
citizen,  on  the  whole  matter  of  the  Northeastern  boun- 
dary. At  Ghent,  Great  Britain  did  not  assert  any  right 
to  the  territory  to  which  she  subsequently  set  up  a  claim. 
She  sought  there  to  obtain,  by  negotiation,  and  exchange 
of  territoiT  with  the  United  States,  a  passage  within  her 
own  jurisdiction  from  Nova  Scotia  and  New  Brunswick 
to  Quebec.  The  British  commissioners  were  told  by  the 
American,  on  that  occasion,  that  they  had  no  power  to 
cede  away  or  exchange  any  part  of  the  territory  of  Mas- 
sachusetts, which  then  included  Maine.  As  there  were 
many  parts  of  the  long  line  of  boundary  between  the 
United  States  and  Great  Britain  unsettled  and  unmarked, 
it  became  necessary  to  have  it  correctly  ascertained  and 


defined.  For  this  purpose  several  boards  of  <^9mmia8ion 
ers  were  provided  for  by  the  treaty  of  Ghent,  in  the  Sam 
manner  as  a  similar  boanl  had  been  created  by  a  prei^ouK 
treaty.  Most  of  these  boards  have  amicably  and  satis- 
factorily settled  the  questions  respectively  submitted  to 
them.  That  to  which  was  referred  the  boundary  now  in 
dispute  could  not  agree.  Before  this  board.  Great  Britain 
brought  forward,  and  claimed  as  her  right,  that  which  she 
had  sought  to  obtain  by  negotiation  only,  at  the  conferen- 
ces of  Ghent  And  the  perseverance  with  which  she  hat 
prosecuted  her  pretensions,  and  the  apparent  success  with 
which  they  have  been  so  far  finally  crowned,  demonstrate 
that  there  never  need  be  despair  in  any  cause,  how- 
ever bad. 

During  my  service  in  an  executive  department,  it  be- 
came my  duty  to  examine  into  this  claim  asserted  by 
Great  Britain;  and  the  result  was  a  firm  persuasion  and  a 
strong  conviction  that  it  was  unfounded,  and  that  the 
right  to  the  disputed  territonr  was  in  the  State  of  Maine. 
It  IS  true  that,  in  the  treaty  of  peace  of  1783,  owing  to  the 
imperfect  knowledge  possessed  of  the  country  through 
which  the  boundary  runs,  there  is  some  defective  de- 
scription, but  the  intention  of  the  parties,  I  think,  is  clear, 
and,  according  to  that  intention,  the  rig^ht  is  with  Maine, 
and  not  in  Great  Britain.  It  is  altogether  unnecessary, 
upon  this  occasion,  to  proceed  to  state  all  the  grounds  and 
considerations  which  brought  my  mind  to  that  conclusion. 
By  doing  so,  I  should  be  trespassing  upon  the  Senate  too 
much. 

The  commissioners  not  having  been  able  to  s^c  the 
question,  the  eaaw  fttderitit  provided  for  in  former  treaties, 
arose,  and  it  became  necessary  to  submit  the  question  to 
an  arbiter.  The  Kinff  of  the  Netherlands  was  selected 
for  that  purpose,  and  we  all  know  the  subseauent  events. 
The  statements,  arguments,  and  papers  or  the  parties 
were  all  prepared  within  the  two  countries  respectively, 
and  transmitted  to  Holland,  where  they  were  submitted 
to  the  King.  In  consenting  to  refer  the  question,  the 
late  administration  was  impeUed  by  the  duty  of  respecting 
the  national  faith,  as  pledged  in  solemn  treaties.  And 
although  the  King  of  the  Netherlands  was  not  the  first 
choice  of  either  party,  high  confidence  was  reposed  in 
his  independence,  and  in  his  ability  and  integrity,  by  the 
late  President  of  the  United  States. 

With  respect  to  the  conduct  of  the  arbitration,  on  the 
part  of  our  Government,  there  are  some  circumstances  I 
think  deeply  to  be  reg^tted.  Hie  plan  adopted  by  the 
late  administration  was  to  have  retained  Mr.  Hughes  at 
the  Hague,  elevated  him  to  the  rank  of  minister  plenipo- 
tentiary, and  sent  out  Mr.  Preble  as  a  public  agent  to  be 
associated  with  him.  I  scarcely  know  any  man  so  well 
qualified  for  such  a  service  as  Mr.  Hughes.  He  had  the 
benefit  of  nnich  diplomatic  experience,  and  he  had  been 
very  successfiil  in  various  negotiations  which  he  had  con- 
ducted. Commencing  his  career  as  secretary  of  the 
commission  at  Ghent,  he  subsequently  had  creditably 
represented  his  Government  at  Stockholm,  and  at  St. 
Petersburg,  and  at  Copenhagen,  on  temporary  missions; 
and  be  bad  been  some  time  at  the  court  of  th^  Nether- 
lands. Wherever  he  had  been,  he  uniformly  made  {food 
impressions,  and  conciliated  the  esteem  and  friendship  of 
all  whose  acquaintance  he  formed.  He  was  well  versed 
in  the  language  of  the  court  of  the  Hague,  and  well  ac- 
quainted with  all  the  persons  having  access  to,  or  surround- 
ing, the  King.  Of  pleasing  and  winning  manners,  a  gene- 
ral favorite,  he  was  exactly  such  a  person  as  was  well 
fitted  for  the  service.  The  rank  of  minister  plenipoten* 
tiary  was  necessary  to  entitle  him  to  approach  the  person 
of  the  King,  according  to  esUbllshed  usage.  It  was  a 
point  of  more  importance  that  this  Government  should 
have  had  such  a  representative  at  Holland,  as  the  British 
Government  was  toere  represented  by  an  accomplished 
ambassador,  (Sir  Charles  Bagot,)  well  known  here.  Mr. 
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Haghen,  intimately  acquainted  with  Utiteorpadiphmaiiquet 
vitn  all  the  avenues  of  access  to  the  King*,  and  witl)  all 
persons  likely  to  influence  the  mind  or  ju<^ment  of  the 
monarch  or  his  ministers,  would  have  been  able  to  dis- 
cover  and  %vert  the  exercise  of  any  undue  influence,  if 
any  should  be  brourht  to  bear  upon  the  Government  of 
the  Netherlands  in  this  delicate  transaction. 

It  was  amone  the  early  acts  of  this  administration,  to 
overturn  the  plan  which  had  been  thus  resolved  on  by  its 
predecessors,  and,  in  place  of  Mr.  Hughes,  to  send  out 
Mr.  Preble,  in  the  sole  charge  of  conducting  a  difficult 
arbitration.  I  have  had  only  a  limited  acquaintance  with  this 
gentleman;  but  he  was  destitute  of  all  diplomatic  experi- 
ence, had  never  been  in  the  councils  of  the  General  Go- 
vernment, and  I  understand  could  not  either  speak  or 
write  the  language  of  the  court  to  which  he  was  sent,  and 
where  he  was  a  total  stranger.  He  was  indeed  a  respecta- 
ble  lawyer  in  his  own  State;  but  of  what  avail  would  pro- 
fessional eminence  be,  where  tact,  insinuating  manners, 
and  thorough  acauaintance  with  tilie  persons  of  the  court, 
were  indispensable? 

The  result  of  an  arbitration  conducted  under  such  aus- 
pices was  to  be  feared.  During  its  progress,  and  before 
the  King's  decision,  he  was  stript,  by  the  revolution  in 
Belgium,  of  the  better  half  of  his  dominions.  Had  he 
been  monarch  of  Holland  alone,  I  think  I  hazard  nothing 
in  saying  that,  notwithstanding  the  confidence  which  Mr. 
Adams  reposed  in  his  personal  character,  he  would  not 
have  been  selected,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  late  ad- 
ministration, as  the  sovereign  arbiter.  It  was  to  an  inde- 
pendent sovereign,  one  the  extent  of  whose  power  and 
dominions  placed  him  at  the  head  of  the  second  rate 
States  of  the  continent  of  Europe,  that  the  controversy 
was  submitted.  It  was  not  to  the  King  of  Holland,  but 
to  the  King  of  Holland  and  Belgium,  that  the  question 
was  referred.  It  was  to  a  monarch  supposed  to  be  unbi- 
assed, powerful,  and  independent,  that  the  question  was 
referred,  and  not  to  a  sovereign  who,  whilst  he  was  ar- 
bitrating between  Great  Britain  and  the  United  States  as 
to  the  territory  of  Maine,  by  the  uncontrollable  force  of 
events  found  one-half  of  his  own  dominions  the  subject  of 
British  arbitration  or  decision,  in  conjunction  with  the 
other  allied  Powers. 

By  the  loss  of  Belgium,  the  political  character  of  the 
King  was  entirely  changed,  his  identity  altered,  and  he 
ceased  to  be  that  monarch  whose  iriendly  arbitration  had 
been  solicited.  Mr.  Preble  saw  the  matter  in  its  true 
light,  and  expected  to  have  been  notified  by  the  Minister 
of  Foreign  Affairs  of  the  King's  declining  to  proceed  in 
the  arbitration.  But  he  said  nothing,  and  did  nothing, 
to  produce  that  result.  Had  Mr.  Hughes  been  there,  he 
would  have,  by  a  suggejition  or  a  hint,  not  at  all  offensive, 
(such  as  whether  the  critical  dondition  of  his  own  domes- 
tic afQurs  did  not  afford  sufficient  occupation  for  his  Ma- 
jesty, without  troubling  himself  with  the  concerns  of 
foreign  Governments,  in  which  his  own  subjects  had  no 
interest,)  prevailed  on  the  King  to  give  up  the  papers;  or, 
at  least,  to  suspend  proceeding  in  the  arbitration  until  he 
could  receive  rresh  instructions  from  his  own  Government, 
adapted  to  the  great  event  which  had  happened. 

But  nothing  was  done  at  the  Ha|;ue  or  at  Waslungton 
to  arrest  or  suspend  the  progress  of  tlie  arbitration.  We 
liave  neither  seen  nor  heard  of  any  instructions  from  our 
Secretary  of  State  founded  on  the  event  just  mentioned. 
A  Senator  (now  in  my  eye)  informed  me  that  he  bad  eon- 
versed  with  the  late  Secretary  of  State  about  the  revolt 
of  Belgium,  and  asked  him  if  it  woukl  not  put  a  stop  to 
the  arbitration.  To  which  the  Secretary  answered  that 
he  supposed  of  course  it  would;  and  yet,  as  far  as  we 
know,  he  gave  no  instructions  whatever  in  relation  to  that 
e%'ent. 

Under  all  these  circumstances,  our  surprise  at  the  issue 
of  the  arbitration  ought  to  be  less  than  it  otherwise  would 


have  been.  If  the  King  of  the  Ketlierlands  bad  defisi- 
tively  decided  the  questions  actually  submitted  to  him, 
in  consequence  of  the  silent  acquiescence  of  our  Gorero- 
ment  in  the  progress  of  the  arbitration,  the  honor  ted 
^th  of  the  nation  mif^t  have  bound  us  to  submit  to  the 
decision,  however  unjust  we  deem  it  But,  Mr.  Piti 
dent,  I  cannot  concur  with  the  Committee  on  Forelgo  Re 
Utions,  in  considering  the  paper  communicated  bj  the 
King  of  Holland  to  the  two  Governments  as  contsintnf  i 
decision.  It  seems  to  me  to  express  only  the  opinion  of 
that  monarch  as  to  what  he  thinks  might  be  a  nitible 
boundary,  and  to  operate  as  a  recommendation  to  tbt 
parties  to  adopt  it,  but  leaving  them,  at  the  ssme  tine,  it 
full  liberty  to  adopt  it  or  not,  at  their  discretioD.  So  &i 
from  being  a  decision,  the  King  professes  bis  ind>i}itj  to 
decide  the  question  submitted  to  him,  for  reasons  vfaicb 
he  states,  and  he  does  not  decide  it,  according  to  the  tens 
of  the  submission. 

Nor  can  I  concur  with  that  committee  in  beTieTingtbt 
we  shall  be  in  danger  of  incurring  the  reproaches  of  the 
world  for  not  submitting  to  such  an  award,  if  anrd  it 
can  be  called.  I  am  quite  sure  that  the  chainnan  of  tke 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affurs,  or  the  present  Secretvr 
of  State,  would  be  fully  competent  to  make  outsnarfu- 
ment  in  behalf  of  the  righU  of  Maine,  that  would  fullr 
vindicate  them,  and  vindicate  the  course  of  Goftrmvi. 
firom  all  reproaches,  founded  on  non-compliance  with  tbe 
advice  and  recommendation  of  the  soveret|pi  arbiter. 

Entertaining  these  sentiments*  at  a  private  citizes, ! 
have  no  hesitation  in  expressing  my  opinion  thsttlie  Aim* 
rican  Government,  disregarding,  and  declining  to  be 
bound  by,  the  award,  oufrtit  to  open  a  negfutis6on  «.ib 
Great  Britain  on  the  subject  of  this  dbpoted  bosodii^- 
I  have  no  apprehension  thAt  such  a  step  would,  neceaanK 
bring  on  war.  Great  Britain  might  liave  adopted  one  o> 
two  courses:  either  to  proceed  to  ocoupy  the  territory 
which  the  sovereign  arbiter  thinks  it  would  be  loitabie 
for  her  to  possess,  and  signified  her  detetminttion  to  (b 
so;  or  to  communicate  to  our  Government  her  wilii^ 
ness  to  be  governed  by  the.  advice  of  the  arbiter,  •« 
inquired  as  to  the  intentions  on  tliat  subject  of  tw 
Government.  The  former  course  would  have  bcenhtf^ 
and  might  have  involved  the  ti|ro  countries  in  war.  JK 
latter  was  more  respectful;  and  having  been  adopted  by 
Great  Britain,  it  will  be  natural  and  easy  to  return  u  an- 
swer to  the  diplomatic  note  which  has  been  receifn* 
stating  the  grounds  and  arguments  which  induce  tbeAn^ 
rican  Government  to  believe  itself  not  bound  by  vhttta' 
been  done  by  the  King  of  Holland.  Such  sn  »nsvtf 
would  be  preliminary  to  a  negotiation,  which  voukin^^ 
sarily  follow.  It  is  denrable,  undoubtedly,  to  have  iA\^ 
troversies  between  nations  settled,  andamicably.if  P<^^' 
But  this  is  not  the  only  question  remaining  to  be  d«id« 
between  the  two  Powers;  and  if  that  mutual  re«pe«*J? 
friendly  disposition  which  it  is  to  be  hoped  nwy  V^^ 
nate  in  the  official  intercourse  between  the  twocoiio^ 
should  prevail,  although  the  dispute,  by  the  intenentw 
of  the  Dutch  King,  has  been  somewhat  compljated,  ^ 
need  not,  I  think,  despair  finally  of  some  srtiswctofy"^ 
rangement.  . . -^ 

These  are  my  private  views»  Mr.  President    But!  iw» 
the  Preffident  has  come  to  the  Senate  too  soon,  or  ^ 
to  it  in  a  wrong  character.     As  a  part  of  the  Exjco 
Government,  I  thmk  the  Senate  has  nothing  todo 
the  question,  in  the  present  state  of  it.    H®**!?,  a^ 
opinion,  I  shall  vote  against  the  resohition  reportcfl  d) 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  and  I  shall  vote  •j|«n»'^ 
other  resolution  or  proposition  which  i»*y  >®Pv^jj 
sume  a  power  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  SW»w»v 
the  case,     The  President,  it  seems  to  mc.  "^^^^ 
exclusively,  with  the  power  of  deciding,  "" 'J*    hj,e 
stance,  whether  any,  and  what  obligatioii%wjJ/»^^^^ 
been  created  upon  the  American  Govcnt««"H"* 
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iiuence  of  the  act  of  the  King  of  the  Netherlands,  and  whe- 
t  her  it  be  expedient  or  not  to  open  a  neg^otiation  with 
t  treat  Britain.  And  I  think  he  sliould  be  left  to  his  con- 
stitutional responsibility  to  pursue  such  a  course  as  a  sense 
of  duty  may  prompt 

NOMINATION  OF  SAMUEL  GWIN. 

TUUSSDAT,    DZCEMBXB   8,    1831. 

l*he  following  message  wa*  received  from  the  Presi- 
Icnt  of  the  United  States,  by  Mr.  Donelson,  hid  Secretary: 

Wasiiixgtox,  December  8,  1831. 

7b  the  Setwie  of  the  United  Staiet:  Commissions  having 
been  g^nted,  during  the  recess  of  the  Senate,  to  the  fol- 
lowing persons  for  the  offices  Tespectively  annexed  to 
ihcir  names,  I  now  nominate  them  to  the  same,  viz. 

John  II.  Jacobs,  Sec.  &c.  &c. 

Samuel  Gwin  to  be  register  of  tlie  land  oflftce  for  the 
district  of  lands  subject  to  sale  at  Mmmt  Salus,  in  the 
State  of  Mississippi,  vice  Stockley  D.  liays,  deceased. 

The  message  was  read. 

Ordered,  That  the  nominations  of  register  and  receivers 
of  the  several  land  offices  be  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Public  I^nds. 


TRunsniT,  December  32. 

Mr.  KING,  from  the  Gommitfee  on  Public  Lands,  re- 
ported on  the  nomination  of  Samuel  Gwin,  contained  in 
the  message  of  the  8th  of  December. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  nomination. 

On  the  question,  '*  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  consent 
t)  the  appointment  of  Samuel  Gwin?" 

It  was  determined' in  the  negative — yeas  13,  nays  25. 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bibb,  Browh,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dud- 
ley, Grundy,  Hill,  Kane,  Knight,  Mangura,  Marcy,  While, 
Wilkins.— 13. 

XAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Buckner,  Cby,  Ewing, 
)•  oat,  Hanna,  Uayne,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  King, 
Miller,  >foore,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson, 
Kuggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Tomlinson,  Troup,  Tyler, 
\Veb5ter.--25. 

So  it  was 

liesolvedt  That  the  Senate  do  not  advise  and  consent  to 
the  appointment  of  Samuel  Gwin. 

Tuesday,  Juxe  12,  1832, 

The  following  message  was  received  from  the  Presi- 
f]f  nt  of  the  United  States,  by  Mr.  Donelson,  his  Secrc- 

ta:y: 

WASiiiKOTOir,  June  11,  1832. 

77)  the  Senate.'  I  renominate  Samuel  Gwin  to  be  reg^ter 
of  the  land  officeiit  Clinton,  in  the  State  of  Mississippi. 

In  nominating  Mr.-  Gwin  to  this  office  again,  it  is  pro- 
per to  state  to  tlie  Senate  that  1  do  so  in  compliance  with 
t!ic  request  of  a  number  of  the  most  respectable  citizens 


of  the  State  of  Misussippi,  and  with  that  of  one  of  the 
Senators  from  the  same  State.  The  letters  expressing 
this  request  are  herewith  respectfully  enclosed  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Senate.  It  will  be  perceived  tliat 
they  bear  the  fullest  testimony  to  the  iitness  of  Mr.  Gwin 
for  the  office,  and  evince  a  strong  desire  that  he  should 
be  continued  in  it. 

l/nder  these  circumstances,  and  possessing  myself  a 
personal  knowledge  of  his  integrity  and  iitness,  and  of 
the  claims  which  his  faithful  and  patriotic  services  give 
him  upon  the  Government,  I  deem  it  an  act  of  justice  to 
nbminate  him  again,  not  doubting  that  the  Senate  will 
embrace,  with  cheerfulness,  an  opportunity,  with  fuller 
information,  to  reconsider  tlieir  former  vote  upon  his  no- 
mination. ANDREW  JACKSON. 

The  message  was  read. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER, 

Ordered,  That  it  lie  on  the  table,  and  be  printed  in  con- 
fidence for  tlie  use  of  the  Senate. 


Tuesday,  Jcjte  26. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  submitted  a  number  of  letters  aiul 
documents  on  the  subject  of  the  renomination  uf  Sam  irl 
Gwin. 


TcERDAT,  July  10. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  message  of  the 
12th  of  June,  nominating  Samuel  Gwin. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  MANGUM, 

That  the  nomination  lie  on  the  table. 

It  was  determined  in  tlie  affirmative— yeas  27,  nays  17. 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Bibb,  Chambers,  Clay- 
ton, Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks,  Holmes, 
Johnston,  Knight,  l^Iangum,  Moore,  Naudain,  Poindex- 
ter, Bobbins,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Spragiie^ 
Tazewell,  Tipton.  Tomlinson,  Tyler,  Webster.— 27. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Brown,  Buckner,  Clay,  Dallas,  Dick- 
erson, Dudley,  Ellis,  Forsytli,  Grundy,  Hdl,  Kane,  King, 
Marcy,  Miller,  Robinson,  White,  Wilkins. — 17. 

MoxDAT,  July  16. 

The  following  motion,  submitted  by  Mr.  POINDEX- 
TER, was  considered: 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be 
informed  that  it  is  not  the  intention  of  the  Senate  to  take 
any  proceecrmfi[s  on  the  renomina^on  of  Samuel  Gwin  to 
be  register  of  the  land  office  at  Mount  Salus,  in  the 
State  of  Mississippi,  durintf  the  present  session. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  POINDEXTER, 

Ordered,  That  it  lie  on  the  table,  and 'that  the  injunction 
of  secrecy  be  removed  therefrom. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  POINDEXTER, 

Ordered,  That  the  injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed 
from  the  proceedings  of  the  Senate  on  the  nomination  of 
Samtiel  Gwin« 


IiNDEX  TO  THE  DEBATES  IN  THE  SENATE. 


Adjournment,  a  resolution  from  the  House  of  Represen* 
tatlves,  proposed  to  adjourn  on  the  9th  of  July; 
amended  by  striking  out  the  9th,  and  inserting 
the  16th,  Senate  adjourned,  1296. 
Agents  for  Claims,  (See Appropriation biU.) 
Alexandria  Aqueduct,  a  memorial  from  the  citisens  of 
Georgetown,  against  the  pending  bill  to  aid  the 
Alexandria  Canal  Compan}',  ordered  to  bo  print- 
ed, 1053. 
the  bill  for  the  benefit  of  the  Alexandria  Canal 
Company  considered,  and  laid  upon  the  table, 

1070. 
taken  up  and  passed,  1074. 
American  citizens,  a  resolution  calling:  on  the  President  for 
information  respecting  tlie  imprisonment  of^  by 
tho  authorities  of  New  Brunswick,  3. 
the  information  communicated,  4. 
Apportionment.     The  bill  for  the  apportionment  of  re- 
presentatives among  the  several  States,  read  the 
second  time,  and  referred  to  a  select  committee, 

415. 
bill  taken  up,  and  an  amendment  offered  to  it,  and 

then  laid  on  the  table,  487. 
reconsideration  of  Mr.  Webster's  amendment,  640. 
Mr.   Webster  reports  a  bill,  707;  Mr.  Webster's 

scheme  carried,  and  the  bill  passed, 
the  House  of  Representatives  disa£^ees  to  Mr. 

Webster's  amendment,  931. 
the  Senate  then  recedes  from  It,  936. 
Appropriations,  the  general  appropriation  bill  taken  up, 

646. 
and  again,  679. 

resumed,  685;  resumed,  709;  passed,  873. 
Indian,  (^See  Indiana,) 
Auditor  and  Comptroller.  A  resolution  introduced  in- 
structing the  Committee  of  Finance  to  inquire 
into  the  expediency  of  abolishing  the  offices  of 
Second  Auditor  and  Second  Comptroller.  A 
report  states  that  the  proposed  abolition  would 
be  inexpedient;  ordered  to  be  printed.  The 
committee  discharged  from  a  further  considera- 
tion of  the  subject,  875. 

Baltimore  and  Ohio  rail  road,  {See  RaU-road,) 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  a  memorial  from  the  President 
and  Directors;  referred  to  a  select  committee, 53. 

Resolutions  calling  for  information  in  respect  to  the 
Bank,  58. 

leave  asked  to  introduce  a  joint  resolution,  declara- 
tory of  the  meaning  of  the  charter  of  the  Bank  I 
of  the  United  States,  on  the  subject  of  the  paper' 
currency  issued  by  the  bank,  wiiich  is  enforced 
at  great  length,  114;  afler  some  debate,  leave 
refused,  154. 

a  rcs(»]ution  calling  on  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasu- 
ry for  information  in  relation  to  tne  affairs  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  154. 

agreed  to,  175. 

a  resolution,  instructing  the  select  committee  to 
whom.the  memorial  of  the  bank  was  referred, 
to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  limiting  the 
duration  of  the  new  charter,  to  ten  years,  &c. 
155;  agreed  to,  175. 

a  bill  to  renew  the  charter  of  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States  introduced,  530;  bill  called   up,  | 
943,  reported  to  the  Senate  as  amended,  1030; 

vot.vni— G. 


the  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill, 
1024;  passed  1073. 
documentary  history  of,  a  resolution  introduced, 
authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  to  sub- 
scribe for  sixty  copies  of  the  work,  530;  passed, 

558. 
proposition  to  print  5,000  copies  of  the  report  of 
the  committee  appointed  to  mvestigate  the  affairs 
of  the  Bank  or  the  United  States,  was  made, 
899,  agreed  to,  931. 
resolutions  of  the  president  and  directors  of  the 
bank  of  Pittsburg,  in  favor  of  renewing  the 
clAirter  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States.  They 
were  referred  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Bank,  anew  one  proposed  in  a  memorial  from  Massachu- 
setts, which  was  ordered  to  be  printed,  180. 
currency,  report  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury on  the  subject,  329. 

Bank  veto,  a  message  was  received  from  the  President, 
informing  the  Senate  that  he  had  returned  the 
act  to  modify  and  continue  the  act  to  incorporate 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  with  his  objec- 
tions; the  objections  ordered  to  be  recorded  on 
the  journal.  The  objections  considered,  and  the 
bill  lost,  1296. 

Barracks,  a  bill  for  erecting  at  New  Orleans,  ordered  to 
be  engrossed,  SS. 
read  the  third  time  and  passed,  58. 

Belgium,  mission  to,  {See  appropriation  bill.) 

British  colonial  trade,  (See  West  Mies  and  general  appro- 
priation btlL) 

Claims  of  States,  (^See  SttUe  ekdnu.) 

Colonial  trade,  (See  JVest  .Rtdlea  and  appropriation  bill.) 

Colonization  Society.  A  memorial  from  citizens  of  Ken- 
tucky was  presented,  inviting  the  attention  of 
Congress  to  the  subject,  which,  after  some  dis- 
cussion, was  laid  on  the  table,  641 . 

Columbia,  District  of;  a  resolution  was  agreed  to,  appoint- 
ing a  committee,  consisting  of  two  members  of 
the  Senate  and  one  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, to  prepare  a  system  of  laws  fortheDistrict. 
several  bills  in  relation  to  the  District,  were  taken 
up  and  acted  upon,  937;  and  afterwards  pasaed. 

Commissioners  of  the  Navy,  (See  Naum .  ^ 

Commissioner  of  Indian  affairs,  (See  maiana.) 

Commercial  statements.  Resolutions  calling  on  the  Se- 
cretary of  the  Treasury  for  information  why 
certain  statements  in  relation  to  foreign  com- 
merce, heretofore  called  for,  had  not  been  fur- 
nished,393;  taken  up,  and  the-first  resolution  ne- 
gatived, the  second  was  laid  on  the  table,  but 
afterwards  passed,  412. 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  replies  to  the  last  reso- 
'  lution,  438. 

Committees,  standing,  appointed,  2. 

Congressional  documents.  Report  from  the  Secretary  of 
the  Senate,  and  the  Clerk  of  thdkHouse  of  Re- 
presentatives, communicating  the  arrangements 
made  for  their  publication,  41. 
a  letter  from  Gales  and  Seaton  stating  the  progress 
tnade  in  printing  the  work,  46. 

Cumberland  Road.  The  bill  providing  for  the  continuance 
of  this  road  in  the  States  of  Indiana  and  Illinois, 
&c.  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  515,  and 
passed. 
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Day  of  Humiliattona  a  resolution  to  appoint  a  joint  com- 1 
mittee  to  wait  on  the  President,  and  request  him 
to  appoint  a  day  to  be  obsenred  as  a  day  of  gene- 
ral humUiation  and  prayer  to  God,  that  He  may, 
in  bis  mercy,  avert  from  our  country  the  Astatic 
plague,  1128;  agreed  to,  1130. 

Department  of  SUte,  {Su  State  Department) 

Diacriminatin^  duties  with  Spain,  a  message  from  the 
President,  communicated  a  report  from  the  Se- 
cretary of  State,  on  the  subject  of  the  abolition 
of  the  discriminating  duties  now  existing  on 
Spanish  vessels.  Referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance,  1124. 

Dividends,  the  amount  of  unclaimed,  of  the  funded  debt, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  called  upon  to 
communicate,  224;  taken  up,  alter  some  discus- 
sion laid  on  the  table,  639. 

Durbin,  Rev.  Mr.  of  Kentucky,  elected  Chaplain  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate,  9. 

Duty  on  Tea,  a  report  of  a  committee  on  memorials  of 

merchants,  pray  for  a  further  reduction  of,  6; 

report  considered  and  debated,  12;  laid  on  the 

table,  19. 

Indian  blankets,  a  bill  to  reduce  it,  referred  to  the 

Committee  on  Manufactures,  49. 
Refunding  of,  a  bill  to  exempt,  in  certain  cases, 
from  the  operation  of  the  tarilT  act  of  1828, 
taken  up,  considered,  and  ordered  to  He  on  the 
table,  590;  taken  up,  amended,  and  ordered  to 
be  engrossed,  647,  and  passed, 
remission  of,  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  B.  J.  Flaget, 
(intended  to  remit  the  duties  on  certain  paint- 
ings, &c.,  presented  to  the  Catliolic  Church,  by 
two  foreign  potentates;)  ordered  to  a  tliird  read- 
ing, 592,  and  passed. 

Blectionof  officers  of  the  Senate,  6. 
Executive  powers,  resolutions  submitted  on  the  subject  of 
the  President's  removal  of  public  officers,  181. 
proceedings,  1310. 
Extension  of  Patents,  (See  Patents.) 

Flaget,  Bishop  Benedict,  a  bill  for  tlie  relief  of,  introduc- 
ed and  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  592. 

Foreign  Intei-course,  (See appropriation  bill.) 

Fortifications,  a  bill  for  the  armament  of,  introduced,  26; 
discussed  and  indefinitely  postponed,  SI. 

France,  outfit  to,  (Su appropriation  bill.) 

French  Spoliations,  motion  made  to  take  up  the  bill  pro- 
viding satisfaction  for  claims  due  to  Amencan 
citizens  for  spoliations,  negatived,  1080;  taken 
up,  discussed,  and  laid  on  tne  table,  1081 ;  sub- 
ject resumed,  the,  bill  discussed  and  amended; 
the  bill  again  taken  up  and  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed, 1201;  passed. 

Free  bridge  over  the  Potomac,  a  bill  fur  constructing  a 
new  free  bridge  over  the  Potomac,  at  Wailiing- 
ton,  discussed  and  passed,  1296. 

Frontier,  a  bill  introduced  authorizing  the  President  to 
raise  five  companies  of  rangers  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  Northwestern  Frontier,  read  twice, 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  afPHirs, 
1068;  a  message  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, proposed  certain  amendments  to  the  bill, 
which  were  discussed,  1075,  and  laid  on  the  table . 

Guatemala,  ap^opriation  for  a  mission  to,  (See  approptia' 
ilonbtU.) 

Gwin,  Samuel,  liis  nomination  as  register  of  a  land  office, 
rejected,  1417;  nontinatedas  reglsiterat  adiff'cr- 
cnt  of^cc;  laid  on  the  tuble,  14 IS. 

Harljor  bill,  (See  JiUemul Improvements.) 


Houston  Samuel,  a  message  from  tlie  House  of  ReprcKR- 
tatives,  requesting  that  leave  be  given  to  four 
of  the  members  of  the  Senate,  to  attend  the 
House,  for  the  purpose  of  giving  evidence  on 
the  trial  of  Houston;  leave  given,  802. 

Humiliation  and  prayer,  (Su  day  of.) 

Hunt,  Jonathan,  a  member  of  the  House  of  RepreaenU- 
tives  from  Vermont,  his  death  announced,  ind 
orders  entered  into  for  his  funeral,  931. 

Indians,  Mr.  Frelinghuysen  submitted  two  resolutions  in 
reference  to  treaties  entered  into  with  the  Che 
rokees,  223. 

vaccination  of,  (See  Vaednation.^ 

the  bill  making  appropriations  for  the  Indian  De- 
partment for  the  year  1832,  considered,  ind 
ordered  to  be  engrossed,  978;  passed. 

a  bill  to  appoint  a  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affilrs, 
988;  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

a  bill  to  reappropriate  the  unexpended  balancei  of 
former  appropriations,  taken  up,  discussed,  tnd 
ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  991 . 
Insolvent  Debtors,  a  bill  in  addition  to  an  act  for  the  relief 
of  insolvent  debtors  of  the  Unfted  SUtes,  1089. 
Internal  Improvements,  a  bill  for  the  improvement  of  ibe 
Wabash  river,  &c.;  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Roads  apd  Canals,  592. 

bill  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  making 
appropriations  for  certain  internal  improvement^ 
read  a  second  time,  and  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Commerce,  938;  discussed,  1120;  passed, 

1156. 

a  bill  granting  to  the  State  of  Blissouri  500,CCO 
acres  of  land  for  the  purpose  of  internal  itn* 
provement,  was  twice  read,  592. 

a  resolution  was  offered  to  allow  500,000  acres  of 
land  to  the  State  of  Louisiana,  to  aid  in  keeping 
open  their  water  courses.  See.;  and  another, 
grantine^  a  like  quantity  to  Mississippi,  for  pur- 
poses of  internal  improvement. 

a  bill  granting  certain  public  lands  to  the  States  of 
Missouri,  Mississippi,  and  Louislans,  taken  upi 
discussed,  and  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  1091; 
ag^in  taken  up  and  discussed,  and  laid  on  the 
table,  1092. 
Interest  on  protested  drafts,  a  resolution  to  autliorize  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  allow  interest  in  certain 
cases;  laid  on  the  table,  954. 
Iron  Hw  rail  roads,  (Su  Hail-roads.) 

Judges,  a  resolution  instructing  the  Judiciary  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  providinj^  a 
more  permanent  tenure  of  office,  or  for  a  dlfer- 
ent  mode  of  appointing  them;  agreed  to,  462. 
Judiciary,  the  general  appropri»tiun  bill  under  considera- 
tion; the  increased  expenses  of  courts  discusieil, 

679. 
the  proposed  increased  appropriation  negstird, 

a  motion  carried,  to  reconsider  the  above  rote, 

796. 

resolution  instructing  the  Judicial*}' Committee  to 
inquire  if  any  further  measures  be  necessarj'  to 
enforce  the  judgment  or  decrees  of  the  Supnnse 
Court;  agreed  to,  964. 
Johnston,  honorable  Charles  C.  one  of  the  members  cf 
the  House  of  Representatives,  from  Mrginia,bfl 
death  announced;  measures  tsJcen  for  his  ri^"<^' 
ral,  1093. 

Land  Patents,  the  Vice  President  laid  before  the  Sennte, 
a  report  from  the  Commissioner  of  ll»c  Gen<^'>^ 
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Land  Office, sUttng  that  there  are  10,590  patents 
waiting  for  the  aignature  of  the  President,  1110. 
Land, Public,  a  bill  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands, 
for  reducing^  the  price  of  lands,  was  taken  up 
and  considered;  seventy-five  cents,  as  the  price 
per  acre,  was  stricken  out,  and  fifty  cents  insert- 
ed; the  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading. 

resolution  proposing'  to  instruct  the  Committee  on 
Manufactures  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of 
distributing  the  lands,  or  the  proceeds  thereof, 
among  the  several  States;  laid  on  the  table,  638. 

the  amendments  of  the  House  to  the  bill  supple- 
mentary to  the  several  laws  to  dispose  of  public 
lands  were  considered,  one  of  them  agreed  to, 
and  the  other  laid  on  the  table,  647;  it  was  again 
considered,  and  agreed  to,  684. 

Mr.  Clay's  bill  for  appropriating,  for  a  limited 
time,  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  public  lands 
amongst  the  several  States;  read  the  first  time, 

7S5. 

a  motion  made  to  take  up  Mr.  Clay's  bill  for  the 
purpose  of  referring  it  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands;  the  motion  to  take  up  the  bill  was 
carried,  and  the  motion  to  refer  it  as  proposed, 
was  laid  on  the  table,  870;  resumed  903,  and 
motion  carried;  report  of  the  Land  Committee, 
931;  bill  taken  up  and  discussed,  1096, 1129, 
and  passed,  1132. 

the  bill  to  provide  for  the  appointment  of  a  Re- 
corder of  the  General  Land  Office,  was  consi- 
dered, and  kid  on  the  table,  902;  bill  called  up, 
amended,  and  laid  on  the  table,  1059;  ordered 
to  be  engrossed  for  a  tliird  reading;  the  question 
on  engrossment  was  reconsidered,  and  the  bill 
was  recommitted  to  the  Land  Committee,  1126; 
the  bill  was  again  considered,  amended,  and 
ordered  to  be  engrossed,  1128,  and  passed. 
Laurens,  Colonel  John,  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  his  per- 
sonal representatives,  110;  laid  on  the  table, 
113;  taken  up,  discussed,  and  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  939. 
Lewis,  John,  Jr.,  a  bill  for  his  relief,  to  refund  the  amount 
of  certain  duties;'  considered  and  iaid  on  the 
table,  902. 
List  of  the  Senators,  2. 

Lowrie's,  Mr.  (Clerk  of  the  Senate,)  refutation  of  a  cer- 
tain charge  reported  against  him,  8. 

Militia,re8olution  instructing  the  Committee  on,  to  inquire 
into  the  expediency  of  a  new  organization  of,  6. 

Mint,  the  annual  report  of  the  directors,  108. 

Mitchell^  honorable  O.  E.,  from  Maryland,  the  annuncia- 
tion of  his  death;  orders  for  his  funeral,  &c., 

1155. 

Navy,  a  bill  providing  for  the  compensadon  of  the  Pur- 
sers, taken  up,  discussed,  and  laid  on  the  table, 

•45,56. 

Commissioners  of,  a  bill  to  provide  for  the  distribu- 
tion of  their  duties;  read  a  second  time,  49;  again 
taken  up,  discussed,  and  postponed,  56. 

Agents,  a  bill  for  the  compensation  of;  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  55, 
Northeastern  boundary,  resolution  calling  on  the  Presi- 
dent to  know  whether  further  negotiation  is  pro- 
posed in  regard  to  this  subject,  5;  the  resolution 
called  up,  and  transferred  to  the  Executive 
Journal,  6. 

resolutions  calling  on  the  President  for  the  ar- 
rangement made  with  Great  Britain  on  this  sub- 
ject, 108. 


President's  messages  to  the  Senate,   in  relation 

thereto,  1386, 1387, 1388, 1389. 
proceedings  and  debates  thereon,  1367,  1394. 

Officers  of  the  Senate,  (See  eketion  of,) 

Order,  points  of,  decided,  105,  333,  651,  660,  740,  786, 

950,  1277, 1281,  1295. 
Ordnance,  a  bill  providing  for  the  better  organiaalaon  of 

the  Corps,  taken  up  and  passed,  65. 

Patents,  extension  of,  a  bill  authorixing  letters  patent  to 

be  issued  to  Thomas ^  and  James  Long; 

recommitted,  996. 

Patents,  land,  (Su  Land,) 

Patent  Office,  resolution  for  recording  patents  for  useful 
inventions,  was  taken  up,  and  passed,  487. 

Pensions,  (^See JSevoluiionary  Penntnu,) 

Peters,  Richard,  (Reporter,)  offered  a  proportion  for 
publishing  an  edition  of  the  laws,  treaties,  &c. 
of  the  United  States,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Library  Committee,  412. 

Pleasanton,  Stephen,  a  bill  for  his  relief,  (Fifth  Auditor 
making  him  an  allowance  for  extra  services,  in 
acting  as  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury;)  was  read  a 
third  time  and  passed,  900. 

Portuguese  vessels,  a  bul  to  exempt  Portuguese  vesseb 
from  the  payment  of  duties  on  tonnage;  ordered 
to  be  engTo«bed,'796;  passed,  822. 

Post  Office  and  Post  Roads,  a  bill  from  the  House  of  Re* 
presentatives,  to  establish  certain  post  roads, 
and  establish  others;  the  bill  taken  up,  761; 
aubject  again  resiuned;  an  amendment  proposed 
and  debated,  to  abolish  newspaper  postage, 
875;  negatived,  919;  bill  ordered  to  be  engross- 
ed, 919;  passed,  930. 
a  bill  introduced  to  repeal  the  postage  on  newspa- 
pers, 930;  twice  read  and  referred  to  the  Post 
Office  Committee;  the  committee  report  against 
it,  and  recommend  its  indefinite  postponement, 
933;  a^ed  to. 

President's  fac  simile,  (See  Lande,) 

Privilege  of  the  Senate's  officers,  a  resolution  permitting 
the  assistant  doorkeeper  of  the  Senate  to  attend 
as  a  witness  before  a  committee  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  1127;  laid  on  the  Uble,  1128. 

Protection  of  the  frontier,  (See  Frontier,) 

Public  Documents,  (See  Congreeaional  Documents.) 

Public  Expenditures,  (See  Barraeka,) 

Rail-road,  a  bill  authorizing  a  subscription  on  the  part  of 
the  United  States,  to  the  stock  of  the  Baltimore 
and  Ohio  Rail-road  Company  introduced,  951; 
refused  to  connder  the  bill,  954,  988. 

Randolph,  Martha,  a  bill  concerning,  introduced  and  re- 
ferred to  a  select  committee,  20;  motion  to  take 
op  the  bill  negatived,  1128. 

Revolutionary  pennons,  a  bill  supplementary  to  the  act 
for  the  relief  of  the  surviving  officers  and  aol* 
diers  of  the  revolutionary  army;  taken  up,  again 
considered  and  discussed,  706;  bill  taken  up, 
and  after  some  discussion,  laid  on  the  table,  737  \ 
again  taken  up,  761,  and  again,  919;  motion  to 
recommit  the  bill  negatived,  930;  ordered  to  be 
engrossed,  933;  passed, 
a  joint  resolution  to  transfer  to  the  Secretary  of 
War,  the  duties  imposed  by  the  pension  bill  on 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  was  taken  up, 
and  a^ed  to^  1072. 
the  subject  again  taken  up,  and  the  resolution 
committed  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  1080; 
the  resolution  was  again  taken  up,  and  carried, 

1120. 
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Richmond  petition,  praying^  for  an  appropriation  for  the 

removal  of  obstructions  in  James  river;  referred 

to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 
Rules  of  the  Senate,  a  proposition  submitted  for  amending 

the  ninth  rule,  155;  taken  up,  and  ordered  to  be 

printed,  175. 
a  proposition  to  amend  the  twelfth  rule  was  agreed 

to,  1123. 


St.  Louis  College,  a  bill  granting  to  k  a  township  of  land, 
325;  laid  on  the  table. 

Salt,  a  bill  to  abolish  the  duty  on  alum?  motion  to  refer  it 
to  the  Committee  on  Finance  negatived;  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Manu&ctures,  41;  a  report 
against  the  abolition,  and  a  proposition  indefinite- 
ly to  postpone  the  bill,  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
•     table,  591. 
Mr.  Benton's  queries  respecting  the  manufacture 
of  salt,  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Ma* 
nu&ctures,  223. 
memorial  from   the  proprietors  of  the  Kenhawa 
Saline,  in  Vtrginia,remonstrating  against  repeal- 
ing the  duty  on  imported  sah,  was  referred. 

Spaflbrd's  patent,  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  Horatio  Gates 
Spafford,  was  taken  up  and  ordered  for  a  third 
reading. 

Spain,  discriminating  duties  with,  ^Ste  Dimriminating  du- 
ties*) * 

SpoUattoos,  {SeeFrtruh  &)oRaHoin8.) 

State  claims,  a  bill  provlaing  for  the  settlement  o^  for  in- 
terest on  advances  to  the  United  States,  during 
the  last  war,  debated,  and  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed, 49. 

State  Department,  a  resolution  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  State  to  apply  the  balance  which  may  remain 
after  the  completion  of  the  work  oa  the  Patent 
Office,  to  the  arrangement  of  the  papers  in  the 
State  Department,  laid  on  the  table,  1123. 


Tariff,  resolution  instructing  the  Committee  on  Finance  to 
iitquire  into  the  expediency  of  fixhig  a  rate  of 
duties  on,  19. 

resolution  for  abolishing  duties  on  such  articles  as 
«  do  not  come  in  competition  with  similar  articles 

produced  in  the  United  States,  55 \  taken  up 
and  discussed,  66;  postponed,  77;  subject  re- 
sumed, 77;  again  postponed,  107;  resumed,155. 

report  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  on  se- 
veral propositions  referred  to  them,  connected 
with  the  tariff,  647. 

a  bill  introduced  by  the  Committee  oa  Manufae^ 
tures,  to  regulate  the  duties  on  imports,  read 
the  first  time,  870;  the  bill  taken  up,  and  amend- 
ments proposed,  which  were  ordered  to  be 
printed,  1072. 

menwrial  from  citizens  of  South  Carolina  against 
the  protecting  systen),  ordered  to  be  printed, 

174. 

the  bill  fron  the  House  of  Representatives,  report- 
ed by  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  with 
amendments,  1161;  the  bill  taken  up,  1174; 
passed  1219.  A  message  from  the  House  agrees 
to  part  of  the  Senate's  amendments,  and  disa- 
grees to  others,  1220;  the  Senate  proposes  a 
conference,  1221;  on  a  conference  had,  the 
Committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  recommend 
that  they  recede  from  all  the  amendments  disa- 
greed to  by  the  House,and  adhere  to  the  amend- 
ments concurred  in  by  the  House,  which  recom- 
mendation was  agreed  to,  1293;  bill  passed. 
Tazewell,  honorable  Littlet on. W.,  elected  President  pro 
iem,  of  the  Senate,  1205. 


Tea,  {See  duly  on.) 

Tonnagfe,  &c.  The  Secretary  of*the  Trewory  nude  a 
report  of  exports,  imports,  tonnage,  See,  in  coo-' 
formity  to  a  call  heretofbre  m^  upon  him, 

875< 

Topogi-aphical  Engineers,  a  bill  to  organize  the  Corps  of 
Topographical  Engineers,  taken  up,  994;  biU 
laid  on  the  table,  995. 

Treasury,  resolution  instructing  the  Judiciary  Commiitcc 
to  in^ire  into  the  expediency  of  abofishing  cer- 
tain treasury  officers,  221 ;  agreed  to,  222. 
resolution  requesting  the  President  to  cause  to  be 
prepared,  and  laid  before  the  Senate,  at  the 
commencement  of  the  next  session,  a  plan  for 
reorganizing  the  Treasury  Department,  agreed 
to,  901. 


Van  Huren,  Mr.,  bis  nomination  as  Minister  to  England, 

1309. 

proceedings  and  debate  thereon;  nouMnation  Megu- 

tived,  1310;    debate  ou  the  question,  1310  b 

1386. 

Vaccination,  a  bill  to  extend  the  benefits  of  vaccination  to 

the  Indians,  laid  on  the  table,  791;  consideratioR 

resumed  and  the  biH  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 

795. 
a  motion  made  aAd  carried,  to  reconsider  the  me 
ordering  the  bill  to  a  third  reading;  the  bill  vt» 
then  amended,  and  recommitted;  bill  reported 
with  an  amendment  and  passed,  834. 
Veto  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  on  tbc  bank 
bill,  (^Su  Bank  of  the  Dhited  Stata. ) 


Washington,  George,  arrangements  for  celebrating  hs 
■  centennialbirthday,  297. 

report  of  the  committee,  367;  the  joint  resolutions 
considered  and  adopted,  390;  the  letter  of  the 
Speakers  of  the  two  Houses  of  CongreiSr  to 
John  A.  Washington,  Esq.  for  the  rcawval  of 
the  remains  of  Washin^on,  with  his  reply^also 
the  reply  of  G.  W.  P.  Custis,  414. 

Rembrandt  Peale's  painting  of  the  portrait  of 
Washington  7  a  resolution  instructing  the  libnir 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of 
purchasing  it,  agreed  to,  867;  the  resolution  to 
purdiase  the  portrait  finally  adopted,  115^ 

resolution  proposing  to  employ  a  suitable  pcrsw 
to  execute  a  full  length  pedestrian  statue  of 
General  Wasliington,  in  marble;  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Library;  taken  up,  and  order- 
ed to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  112T. 

resolution  proposing  to  erect  an  equestrian  statue 
of  Washington,  executed  in  bronze,  in  tbc 
square  East  of  the  Capitol,  agreed  to,  951. 
Washington  Free  Bridge,  {See  FVee  Bridge.) 
We^  India  Trade,  resolutions  calling  on  tlie  Presidentior 
information  respecting,  10;  resolutions  tawo 
up,  and  again  laid  on  the  table,  19;  again  Ut(o 
up  and  a^eed  to,  20. 

two  resolutions  on  the  subject,  submitted  by  Mr- 
Sprague,  328;  withdrawn,  939. 

Yeas  and  Nays,  on  the  indefinite  postponenient  of  thebD 
for  the  armament  of  fortifications,  31. 

on  the  reference  of  the  bill  to  abolish  lUe  duty  w 
alum  salt,  to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  41. 

on  the  reference  of  the  bill  to  reduce  the  duty  oe 
Indian  blankets,  to  the  Committee  on  Inde" 
Affairs,  50.  . 

on  granting  leave  to  introduce  arcsoltition  decjarv 
torv  of  the  meaning  of  the  charter  of  the  m 
of  the  United  SUtcs,  on  the  subject  of  ^^ 
currency,  154, 
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Yeas  and  Naya,on  agreeing^  to  the  resolutions  for  celebrat- 
ing the  centennial  birthday  of  Washington,  377. 

on  a  resolution  calling  on  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  inform  the  House  why  certain  state- 
ments in  relation  to  foreign  commerce,  hereto- 
fore called  for,  had  not  been  furnished,  413. 

on  laying  a  resolution  on  the  table,  calling  on  tlie 
same  officer  to  say  why  he  had  not  reported  an 
answer  to  the  resolution  of  the  23d  of  Decem- 
ber, 1831,  calling  fur  information  in  regard  to 
the  British  ColonuJ  trade,  413. 

on  striking  out  from  the  apportionment  bill  the 

.  clause  of  the  amendment  which  provides  fot  the 
representation  of  fractions,  530. 

on  ordering  to  a  third  reading,  the  apportionment 
bill,  530. 

on  agreeing  to  subscribe  for  the  Documentary  His- 
tory of  the  Bapk  of  the  United  States,  558. 

on  a  motion  to  refer  the  whole  subject  of  the  tariff 
to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture,  591. 

on  striking  out  all  Mr.  Clay's  resolution,  proposing 
to  amend  the  tariff  bill,  except  the  word  "  re- 
solved," 591. 

on  a  motion  to  lay  Mr.  Clay's  tariff  resolution  on 
the  table,  625. 

on  Mr.  Clay's  tariff  resolution,  as  amended,  629. 
.  on  Mr.  Bibb's  proposition  for  instructing  the  com- 
mittee to  which  Mr.  Clay's  tariff  resolution  was 
referred,  to  consider  the  propriety  of  lowering 
the  price  of  the  public  lands,  638. 

on  reconsidering  Mr.  Webber's  proposed  amend- 
ment to  the  apportionment  bill,  641. 

on  laying  the  tariff  bill  on  the  table,  678. 

on  amendment  to  the  general  appropriation  bill, 
augmenting  the  amount  allowed  for  the  expenses 
of  the  courts,  684. 

on  a  motion  to  strike  out  from  the  appropriation 
bill,  that  for  a  mission  to  Guatemala,  774. 

on  do.  to  strike  out  the  outfit  of  a  Minister  to 
France,  781. 

on  do.  to  lay  Mr.  Clay's  land  bill  on  table,  786. 

on  do.  to  print  5000  copies  of  Mr.  Claj's  report 
and  land  bill,  791. 

on  do.  to  strike  out  Columbia  from  the  appropria- 
tion bill,  794. 

on  concurring  with  an  amendment  to  increase  the 
appropriation  for  the  expenses  of  the  Judiciary 
Department,  795. 

on  the  passage  of  the  bill  for  vaccinating  the  In- 
dians, 796. 

on  increasing  the  appropriation  for  the  General 
Land  Office,  797.  ^ 

on  concurring  with  the  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
in  striking  out  the  appropriation  of  an  outfit  to 
France,  832. 

on  a  motion  to  enable  the  President  to  send  a 
Charge  to  Venezuela,  833. 

on  do.  to  strike  out  Colombia  from  the  foreign 
missions,  833.  ^ 

on  Mr.  Webster's  amendment  to  the  apportionment 
biU,  865. 

three  several  questions  on  apportionment  bill,  866. 

motion  to  lay  Mr.  Clay's  land  bill  on  table,  872. 

on  receding  from  the  amendment  for  striking  out 
the  appropriation  for  the  outfit  of  a  Minister  to 
France,  873, 

on  the  passage  of  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  Stephen 
Pleasanton,  900. 

on  a  motion  to  refer  Mr.  Clay's  land  bill  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands,  907. 

on  the  amendment  to  the  Post  Office  bill, to  abolish 
newspaper  postage,  919. 

on  a  motion  to  recommit  the  pension  bill,  930. 


Yeas  and  Nays,  to  recede  from  Mr.  Webster's  amendment 
to  the  apportionment  bill,  936. 

several  questions  arising  on  the  pension  bill, 

932,  953. 

motion  to  take  up  the  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Rail-road 
bill,  954. 

motion  on  the  bill  for  continuing  the  charter  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  to  make  the  bonus 
payable  annually,  977, 

motion  to  amend  the  Indian  appropriation  bill, 

978. 

to  take  up  the  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Rail-road  bill, 

988. 

to  strike  out  of  a  proposed  amendment  to  the  bill  for 
continuing  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  so 
much  as  requires  the  assent  of  the  States  to  the 
establishment  of  branches  within  their  limits,989. 

nine  different  questions  on  the  United  States^Bank 
bill,  1005,  '6,  and  '7. 

on  Mr.  Benton's  proposed  amendments  to  the 
Bank  bill,  1010,  '11,  and  '13. 

on  Mr.  Marcy's  amendment,  to  same  bill,  1013. 

on  Mr.  Tazewell's  amendment  to  shorten  the  term 
of  the  charter,  1020.  • 

on  Mr.  Bibb's  motion  to  strike  out  the  bonisa,  and 
to  insert  in  its  stead  that  the  bank  should  make 
loans  at  five  per  cent.,  1032. 

on  Mr.  Sprague's  motion  to  strike  out  the  bonus, 
with  a  view  of  increasing  it;  a  divinon  of  the 
motion  was  called  for,  1036.  * 

on  filling  the  blank  for  the  bonus  with  1525,000, 

1042. 

several  other  questions  were  taken;  the  blank  was 
finally  filled  with  $200,000. 

on  a  motion  indefinitely  to  postpone  the  bank  bill, 

•  1071. 

the  engrossment  of  the  bill  for  a  tliird  reading, 

1071. 

the  passage  of  the  bill,  1073. 

an  amendment  to  the  bill  providing  satisfaction  for 
French  spoliations,  1087. 

ordering  to  a  third  reading  the  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Horatio  Gates  Spafford,  1091. 

laying  on  the  table  the  bill  granting  land^  to  Mis- 
souri, Mississippi,  and  Louisiana,  1092. 

leave  to  take  up  the  harbor  bill,  1093. 

going  into  Executive  business,  when  the  land  bill 
was  called  for,  1096. 

to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table,  for  making  appropria- 
tions for  internal  improvements,  112S« 

to  strike  out  the  appropriation  from  the  above 
bill,  1122. 

on  the  third  reading  of  the  bill,  and  on  its  pas- 
sage, 1123. 

sundry  questions  on  internal  improvements,  1181 
to  1184. 

on  engrossing  the  resolution  for  a  marble  statue  of 
Washington,  1127. 

to  take  up  the  bill  for  the  benefit  of  Martha  Ran- 
dolph, 1128. 

on  sundry  questions  on  the  land  bill,  from  page 
1160  to  1167. 

the  passage  of  Mr.  Clay's  land  bill,  1174. 

sundry  questions  on  the  tariff  bill,  1174  to  1180, 
and  1185  to  1201,  and  1202  to  1205,  and  on  tlie 
passage  of  the  tariff  bill,  1219;  on  a  conference 
on  do.  1221;  several  questions,  1281  to  1293. 

on  the  question  <*  Shall  the  bank  bill  become  a 
law.  President's  veto,  notwithstanding,"  1296. 

on  sundry  questions  in  the  proceedings  on  Mr.  Van 
Buren's  nomination,  1300. 

do.  on  the  Northeastern  boundary  question,  1386. 

do.  on  Samuel  G  win's  nomination,  1418. 
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Bell,  Mr.  on  the  appropriation  bill,  793. 

on  the  tariflT,  1274. 
Benton,  Mr.  on  amuiment  of  fortifications,  27. 

abolishing  the  duty  on  alum  salr,  33,  36,  41,  182, 

183. 
reducing  duty  on  Indian  blankets,  49,  SO. 
erecting  barracks  at  New  Orleans,  63. 
ordnance  bill,  65. 
%  in  support  of  leave  to  introduce  a  resolution  decla- 
ratory of  the   meaning  of  the  charter  of  the 
Bank  United  SUtes,  113,153. 
resolution  to  amend  the  ninth  rule  of  the  House, 

176. 
St.  Louis  College,  225,  226. 

•  bank  currency,  329,  333. 

•  subscribing  for  Documentary  History  of  the  Bank, 

532,  536. 
the  tariff,  566,  626,  632,  664,  672,  1192,  1204, 

1205. 
appropriation  bill,  771. 

•  Bank  of  the  United  SUtes  965,  977,  979, 1001, 

1008,  1034,  1045,  1068,  1070 
Topographical  Engineers,  994. 
bill  for  the  protection  of  the  Northwestern  fron- 
tier, 1078,  1086. 
public  lands,  1145,  1156,  1162, 1164,  1166. 

•  President's  veto  on  the  bank,  1293,  1295, 1296. 
Bibb,  Mr.,  on  Mr.  Benton's  resolution  repecting  the  mean- 
ing of  the  charter  of  the  Bank  United  States, 

154. 

the  celebration  of  the  anniversary  of  the  birthday 
of  Washington,  373. 

subscribing  for  documentary  history  of  the  bank, 

534. 

tariff,  625,  629,  1177, 1186. 

appropriation  bill,  772,  830. 

pension  bill,  869. 

newspaper  postage,  875,  902,  907. 

Bank  or  the  United  States,  996,  1022,  1032. 

Northeastern  boundar}',  1398. 
Brown,  Mr., on  the  election  of  officers  of  the  Senate, 

7,  8. 

on  reducing  the  duty  on  Indian  blankets,  51. 

Uriff,  673,  1218. 

Bank  of  the  United  States,  1042. 

Mr.  Van  Buren's  nomination,  1333, 1382. 
Buckner,Mr.,  on  reducing  the  duty  on  Indian  blanketi» 

52. 

Mr.  Benton's  resolution  respecting  the  charter  of 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  150. 

subscribing  for  Documentary  History  of  the  Bank, 

547. 

tariff,  630. 

pension  bill,  765. 

Indian  vaccination  bill,  791,  795. 

apportionment  bill,  936. 

Bank  of  the  United  States,  975,  1044. 

reappropriatioa  of  unexpended  balances,  992. 

bill  for  the  protection  of  the  Northwestern  fron- 
tier, 1078, 1087. 

bill  granting  lands  to  Missouri,  Mississippi,  and 
Louisiana,  1092. 

taking  up  the  land  bill^  1096.    / 

internal  improvements,  1181. 


Chambers,  Mr.,  on  election  of  oflicers  of  the  Senate,6,7. 
on  reducing  the  duty  on  tea,  18. 
State  Claims,  47,  48. 
Mr.  Benton's  resolution  respecting  the  mevuiifof 

the  charter  of  the  Bank  of  United  States,  151. 
Colonization  Society,  644. 
appropriation  biU,  772,  775,  777,  793, 803. 
motion  to  refer  Mr.  Clay's  land  bill  to  the  Connit- 

tee  on  Public  Lands,  871. 
Baltimore  and  Ohio  Rail  road,951. 
on  providing  satisfaction  for  French  ipoltation, 

1081, 1082,  lOS;. 
tariff,  1199,  1221. 
free  bridge  over  the  Potomac,  1296. 
Mr.  Van  Buren's  nomination,  1314. 
Northeastern  boundary,  1396. 
Clay,  Mr.,  on  reducing  the  duty  on  tea,  15. 

on  referring  the  bill  for  abolishing  the  duty  on 

alum  salt,  32,  35,  182,  185. 
reducing  the  duty  on  Indian  blankets,  53. 
his  resolution  for  abolishing  certsin  tariff  dutia^ 
66,  105,  106,  257,  296,  607,  610;  656, 670. 
resolutions  respecting  Northeastern  boandai7,109- 
report  on  celebrating  the  centennial  annirersuT 

of  Washington's  birthday,  368. 
on  the  resolution  for  celebrating  the  day,  575. 
apportionment  bill,  640. 
Colonuuition  Society,  641 . 
appropriation  biU,.766,  767,  768,  771, 773,  "75, 

778,  781,  783,  791.  792,  830. 
motion  to  refer  his  land  bill  to  the  Committee  « 

Public  Lands,  870,  883,  904. 
pension  bill,  930. 
Bank  United  States,  953,  975,  979,  1018, 1023, 

1035,  1044. 
exempting  rail  road  iron  from  duty,  990. 
tariff  bill,  1073,    1154,  1174,  1175,  1176,  nV, 

1180,1186,  1195,  1199,  1204,1219,1220,1275, 

1276,  1277,  1278,  1281, 1283, 1286. 
French  spoliations,  1081,  1082. 
bill  granting  land  to  the  States  of  Miswuri,  ^i^ 

sippi,  and  Louisiana,  1091,  1092. 
taking  up  the  Und  bill,  l094,  1095. 
the  land  bill,  1096,  1129,  1160, 1161, 1162, 11^ 

internal  improvements,  1120,  1122'  ^ 

the  bill  to  appoint  a  Recorder  io  the  Land  0^ 

day  of  humiliation  and  prayer,  1130.' 
Prendenfs  vetp  on  the  bank,  1265, 1293, 1395. 
free  bridge  over  the  Potomac,  1297. 
Mr.  Van  Buren's  nomination,  1320, 1352. 
Northeastern  boundary,  1412. 
Cbyton,  Mr.,  on  the  apportionment  bill,  515,  517,  e«<' 
the  appropriation  bill,  807, 812,  939. 
newspaper  postage,  878,  918.  _. 

Bank  United  States,  975,  992, 1021, 103^  ^^' 
internal  improvements^  1122. 
tariff  bill,  1221. 

President's  veto  on  the  Bank  bill,  1258. 
Mr.  Van  Buren's  nomination,  1318. 
Northeastern  boundary,  1396. 

Dallas.  Mr.,  on  Mr.  Benton's  resolution  declarator)  of  ^J^' 
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meaning^  of  the  charter  of  the  United  SUtet* 

Bank,  144. 
Bank  currency,  332,  333. 
the  Uriif,  463,  668, 678,  1284. 
the  apportionment  bill,  835. 
bill  to  modify  and  continue  fhe  act  to  incorporate 

Bank  of  United  States,  943,  1014,  1016»  1029. 
exempting^  Rail-road  iron  from  duty,  990. 

Dickerton,  Mr.,  on  the  bill  for  abolishing  the  duty  on 
alum  salt,  33,  39,  182. 

compensation  of  Pursers  in  the  Nary,  46. 

reducing  the  duty  on  Indian  blankets,  49,  51. 

the  Tariff,  104,  105,  106,155,618,  651,  670,  678, 
1072,  1174,  1175,  1180,1185,  1186,  1189,  1190, 
1191, 1192,  1193,  1194,1201,  1220, 1275,  1278, 
1279,  1283; 

asked  to  be  excused  from  senringon  the  committee 
for  celebrating  the  centennial  birthday  of  Wash- 
ton,  328. 

on  the  resolution  for  obsenring  the  day,  375. 

Apportionment  bill,  522,  859,  934. 

report  from  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  in 
relation  to  the  tariflT,  647. 

on  exempting  Kail-road  iron  from  duty,  990. 

extension  of  Patents,  996. 
Dudley,  Mr.,  on  tlie   bill  reappropriating  unexpended 
balances,  992. 

Bank  of  the  United  SUtes,  1000. 

Tariff  bill,  1191. 

Ewing,  Mr.  on  resolutions  respecting  Northeastern  boun- 
dary, 109. 
the  Tariff,  416,  1185,  1199. 
the  pension  bill,  868. 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  1022. 
Public  Lands,  1132. 
President's  veto  on  the  Bank  bill,  1248. 
Mr.  Van  Buren's  nomination,  1335. 
Northeastern  boundary,  1395. 

Foot,Mr.,  on  State  claims,  49. 

resolution  to  amend  the  ninth  rule  of  the  House, 

175. 
apportionment  bill,  510. 
the  Tariff,  620,  668,  1191, 1290. 
the  increased  expenses  of  Courts,  67^. 
Revolutionary  pension  bill,  706,  707,  919. 
Appropriation  bill,766,  773,  798. 
newspaper  postage,  878,  883,  884. 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  979,  1035,  1036. 
Topngp*aphicaI  Engineers,  995. 
Mr.  Van  Buren's  nomination,  1327. 
Forsyth,  Mr.,  on  State  claims,  48. 

erecting  Barracks  at  Newf  Orleans,  SS^  65. 

on  the  Tariff,  105,  106,  620,  624,  625,  626,  650, 

651,  1204,  1290. 
Mr.  Benton's  resolution  respecting  the  meaning  of 

the  charter  of  the  Bank  United  States,  151,  152, 

153. 
on  celebrating  the  centennial  anniversary  of  the 

birthday  of  Washington,  370,  375. 
Apportionment  bill,5i7. 
Colonial  Trade,  709,  710. 
Appropriation  bill,  77^,  775,  77S,  783,  792,  799, 

801,  802,  812,  816,  817,  832,  936. 
Bank  United  SUtes,  980,  989, 1028,  1044,  1045. 
taking  up  the  Land  bill,  1094. 
Internal  Improvements,  1120,  1122,  1181,  1184. 
Harbor  bill,   1167. 

Free  Bridge  over  the  Potomac,  1297. 
Mr.  Van  Buren's  nomination,  1244,  1356,  1375. 

1382. 

Frelinghuysen,  Mr., on  the  apportionment  bill,  526,  559. 

subscribing  fur  Documentary  History  of  the  Bank, 

532, 


Frelinghuysen,  Mr.,  on  purchanng  Peale's  portrait    of 
Washington,  866,1155. 
Pension  bill,  762,  927. 
Indian  appropriation  bill,  978. 
reappropriating  unexpended  balances,  992. 
Bank  United  States,  1023. 
Insolvent  Debtors'  bill,  1090. 
Day  of  Humiliation  and  Prayer,  1 131. 
Tariff  bill,  1199. 
Mr.  Van  Buren's  nomination,  1384. 

Grundy,  Mr.,  on  resolutions  relative  to  the  Northeastern 
boundary,  108,109. 
the  Tariff,  393,  1154,  1206,  1221. 
Revolutionary  pension  bill,  708,  763. 
-  on  tlie  Post  Office  and  postage,  877,  885. 
Bank  United  States,  953,  1013,  1033. 
Internal  Improvements,  1121. 
Land  bill,  1161,  1162. 
Northeastern  boundary,  1397. 

Hayne,  Mr.,  on  the  election  of  officers  of  the  Senate,  8. 

on  reducing  the  duty  on  tea,  16. 

Armament  of  Fortifications,  29, 

abolishing  the  duty  on  alum  salt,  33. 

providing  for  compensation  of  Pursers  in  the  Na- 
vy, 45. 

erecting  barracks  at  New  Orleans,  64. 

the  Tariff,  75,  77,  104,  174*  256,  344,  607,  621, 
626,  652,  1175,  1177.  1178,  1179,  1180,  1185, 
1186,  1190,  1191,  1192,  1193,  1195.1200, 1201, 
1203,  1204,  1207,  1279,  1280,  1283,1284,  1289, 
1290,  1292. 

apportionment  bill,  517,  526. 

Colonization  Society,  642,  646. 

Revolutionary  pension  bill,  706,  708. 

Appropriation  bill,  782,  800. 

Pension  bill,  869. 

Bank  United  States,  977,  993,  994,  1017,  1020, 
1033,  1044. 

exempting  Rail-road  iron  from  duty,  990. 

Topog^phical  Engineers,  994,  995. 

extension  of  pHtents  996. 

bill  for  the  protection  of  the  Northwestern  fron- 
tiers, 1078,  1086. 

Insolvent  Debtors'  bill,  1090. 

Internal  Improvements,  1120,  1184. 

Land  bill,  1129,  1163,  1164,  1165. 

on  an  outfit  for  a  Mini.Hter  to  France,  1297, 

Mr.  Van  Buren's  nomination,  1380. 
Hendricks,  Mr.,  on  the  t&riff,  614,  618,  625,  627. 

reappropriating  unexpended  balances,  991,  992. 

bill  for  the  protection  uf  the  Northwestern  fron- 
tier, 1077. 

.bill  granting  lands  to  Missouri,  Mississippi,  and 
Louisiana,  1092. 

Land  bill,  1165,  1166. 
Hill,  Mr.,  N.  H.,  on  the  tarif!'.  227,  5^98. 

subscribing  fur  Documentary  History  of  the  Bank, 
531,  533. 

Apportionment  bill,  863. 

newspaper  postage,  907, 930. 

Bank  United  States,  1056. 
Holmes,  Mr.,  on  Britisli  Colonial  Trade,  24. 

Armament  of  Fortifications,  29. 

the   tarifi;    194,  253,   G08,  610,  658,  1186,  1194, 

1280,  1281,  1289. 

the  celebration  of  tlie  centennial  anniversary  of 
Wasiiiiigton's  birthday,  374. 

subscribing  fur  Documentary  History  of  Bank,534. 

Colonial  Trade,  711,  740. 

Appropriation  bill.  770,  774,  776,  780,  793,  794, 

800. 

Pension  bill,  867,929,  930. 

Post  Office  bill,  885,  930. 
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Holmes,  Mr.,  on  referring  Mr.  Clay'n  land  bill  to  the 
Land  Committee,  906; 
extension  of  Patents,  996. 
Bank  United.  States,  1028. 
French  Spoliations,  1083. 
Insolvent  Debtors' bill,  1089. 
bill  to  appoint  a  Reconler  to  Land  Office,  1124. 
Land  bill,  1129. 

Mr.  Van  Buren's  ncimination,  1309,  1310. 
Northeastern  boundary,  1390,  1398. 

Jobn&ton,  Mr.,  on  Bank  currency,  333. 

subscribing  for  Documentary  History  of  the  Bank, 

534,  538. 
Bank  United  States,  980,  10S7. 
bill  granting   lands   to  Missouri,  Mississippi!  and 

Louisiana,  1092. 
Land  bill,  1095,  1162. 

Kane,  Mr.,  on   Mr.  Benton's  resolution,  respecting  the 
meaning  of  the  charter  of  Bank  United  States, 

154. 
the  Tariff,  626. 
Colonial  Trade,  711. 
Bank  United  Sutes,  993. 
for  the  protection  of  the  Nortliwestern  frontier, 

1077,1086. 
bill  to  appoint  a  Recorder  to  the  Land  Office,  11 26. 
Land  bill,  1129,  1160. 
King,   Mr.,  on  Mr.  Benton's  resolution  respecting  the 
meaning  of  the  charter  Bank  United  States,  154. 
St.  Louis  College,  225,  226. 
Tariff,  617,  661,  1186, 1203,  1206,  1221,  1292. 
Appropriation  bill,  778,  831. 
on  referring  Mr.  Clay's  Land  bill  to  the  Committee 

on  Public  Lands,  870,  871,  883,  903. 
reappropriating  unexpended  balances,  992. 
on  the  Land  bill,  1095,  1160,  1161,  1162. 
bill  to  appoint  a  Recorder  to  the  Land  Office,  1125. 
Knight,  Mr.,  (R.  L)  on  the  Tariff,  344,  377, 1187,  1188, 

1192. 
Bank  United  States,   1042. 

Mangum,  Mr.,  on  the  tariff,  302,  663, 1277,  1278,  1282, 

1291. 

Appropriation  bill,  802. 

Baltimore  and  Ohio  Rail-road,  953. 

Bank  United  States,  1023,  1030. 

lotcrnallmprovements,  1183,  1184. 

Northeastern  boundary,  1395. 
Marcy,  Mr.  on  Mr.   Benton's  resolution  respecting  the 
meaning  of  the  United  States'  Bank  charter  ,153. 

Apportionment  bill,  503. 

Tariff,  608,  676,  1188. 

Revolutionary  pension  bill,  708. 

Bank  United  States,  977, 1013,  1033. 

extension  of  Patents,  995. 

Insolvent  Debtors'  bill,  1089. 

Mr.  Van  Buren's  nomination,  1313,  1325,  1356. 
Miller,  Mr.,  on  Mr.  Benton's  resolution  respecting  the 
meaning  of  the  United  States'  Bank  charter,  153. 

resolution  to  amend  the  ninth  rule  of  the  House, 

175. 

the  Tariff,  438,  655,  659,  660, 1192,  1202, 1283. 

Appropriation  bill,  774,  776,783,  823. 

Baltimore  and  Ohio  Rail-road,  951. 

Bank  United  States,  994. 

taking  up  the  Lund  bill,  1095. 

Internal  Improvements,  1182,  1183. 

Mr.  Van  Buren's  nomination,  1367,  1382. 

Northeastern  boundary,  1396. 
Moore,  Mr.,  (Ala.)  on  the  Tariff,  559,  1204. 

Bank  United  States,  964,  980,  104S. 

taking  up  the  Land  bill,  1096. 

Land  bill,  1129,  1156. 

Mr.  Van  Buren's  nomination,  1385. 


Poindexter,  Mr.,on  the  Ttfiff,  619,625, 1154^  1186,1200. 

13S4,  1290. 
Appropriation  bill,  793,  797. 
printing  the  report  of  Bank  CoUimittee,  899. 
^  bill  granting  lands  to  Minouri,  Ifissiwippi,  uid 

Louisiana,  1092. 
the  Land  bUI,  1095,  1096,  1129, 1160, 1162. 116i, 

lldS. 
bill  to  appoint  a  Recorder  to  the  Land  Office,  1136. 
Mr.  Van  Buren's  nomination,  1339. 

Bobbins,  Mr.,(R.  I.)  on  the  tariff,  490. 

Documentary  History,  of  the  Bank,  530. 

bill  for  relief  of  Col.  Laurens,  939. 
Robinson,  Mr.,  on  the  tariff,  631. 

the  pension  bill,  867. 

the  protection  of  the  Northwestern  frontier,  1086. 

Land  bill,  1166,1167. 

Silsbee,  Mr., on  the  apportionment  bill,  518. 

the  Tariff,  1186,  1204. 
Smith,  Mr.,  on  reducing  the  duty  on  Tea,  14. 

on  British  Colonial  Trade,  20. 

on  Armament  of  Fortifications,  26,  38,  31. 

reducing  the  duty  on  Indian  blankets,  52. 

erecting  barracks  at  New  Orleans,  58. 

the  Tariff,  186,  296,   297,  675, 1178, 1188, 11«, 

1194. 

Bank  currency,  333. 

subscribing  for  Docuroentaty  History  of  the  Bank, 

Revolutionary  pension  bill,  708, 763. 
Colonial  Trade,  709, 710,  766. 
Appropriation  bill,  769,  775,  776,  783, 798,  m 
^^    ^  797,800,818,830. 

Baltimore  and  Ohio  Rul-road,  951. 

allowing  interest  on  protested  drafts,  954. 
^       Bank  United  States,  965,  1032,  1038, 1047. 

exempting  Rail-road  iron  from  duty,  990. 

Topog^phical  Engineers,  995. 

Internal  Improvements,  1181, 1183. 

Free  Bridge  over  the  Potomac,  1297. 

Mr.  Van  Buren's  nomination,  1358. 
Spragtie,  Mr.,  on  his  resolutions  calling  on  the  Presiofflt 
for  the  arrangement  made  respecting  the  North- 
eastern boundary,  108. 

celebrating  the  centennial  anniversary  of  the 
day  of  Washington,  371. 

Apportionment  bill,522. 

Tariff,  595. 

Colonial  Trade,  685,  709,  710,  766,  939. 

Vaccination  of  the  Indians,  795. 

Bank  United  Stotes,  989,  1004,  1027, 1038,  W 

Northeastern  boundary,  1387,  1389, 1397, 1398. 

Tazewell,  Mr., on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  repreiefl 
tatives  of  Col.  lAurens,  110, 943. 
asked  to  be  excused  from  serving  on  the  Commtw 
for  celebrating  the  centennial  birthday  of  ^  **^ 

ington,  297.  ^    ^      oyi 

on  the  resolution  for  celebrating  the  day,  •«/•  ^ 
Tariff,  611,  635,  676,1072, 1174,  n75,llW}^- 

Appropriation  bill,  769,770,  781, 784,  813. 
Bank  United  States,  989,  1014,  1015,  1019,  liw- 
taking  up  the  Land  bill,  1094. 
Day  of  Humiliation  and  Prayer,  1131. 
Land  bill,  1166. 

Mr.  Van  Buren's  nomination,  1309. 
Northeastern  boundary,  1390.  , 

Tipton,  Mr.,on  the  bill  making  appropriations  fij  wc  In- 
dian Department,  for  the  year  183«,»77' 
for  the  protection  of  the  Northwestern  fiwit»^ 

1075,  1083, 105^ 

Harbor  bill,  1156. 
Land  bill,  1166. 
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Tomlinson,  Mr.,  on  Internal  Improvement,  1181,  1184.    I 
Troup,  Mr., asked  to  be  excused  from  serving  on  the  Com- 
mittee for  celebmting-  the  centennial  birth  day  of 
Washington,  297. 
Tyler,  Mr.,  on  Mr.  Clay's  resolution  for  abolisliing  certain 
tariff  duties,  105. 

Mr.  Benton's  resolution  in  relation  to  the  charter 
Bank  United  States,:  1$0. 

the  Tariff,  335,  344,  1188. 

the  celebration  of  the  centennial  anniversary  of 
Washington's  birthday. 

Appropriation  bill,  777,  794,  827. 

Bank  United  States,  1025. 

French  Spoliations,  1083. 

on  presenting  the  Kichmond.  petition,  1093. 

Internal  Improvements,  1121. 

Free  Bridge  over  the  Potomac.  1297. 

Webster,  Mr., on  the  report  of  the  Committee  of  Finance, 

on  reducing  tlie  duty  on  Tea,  13. 
Mr.  Benton's  resolution  respecting  the  meaning  of 

the  charter  of  the  United  States'  Bank,152,153. 
the  celebration  of  the  centennial  anniversary  of 

the  birthday  of  Washington,  370. 
Apportionment  bill,  487,  502,  513,  526,  558,  641, 

834  934,  936. 
Colonial  Trade,  19,  709,  710,  711. 
Appropriation  bill,784,  799,  801,  829,  832.  . 
bill  for  continuing  the  Bunk  United  States,  950, 

953,  954,  964,  "^(io,  977,  97%  981,  989,  990, 

1020,  1031. 
extenson  of  Patents,  995,  996. 


Webster,Mr.,  on  Uie  Tariff,  1079,  1178,1179,  1197,1199, 

1206,  1221,1278,  1282,  1284,  1289. 
French  Spoliations,  1081. 
Insolvent  Debtors'  bill,  1090. 
Internal  Improvements,  1120,  11^1. 
bill  to  appoint  a  Recorder  of  the  Land  Office^ 

1125. 

LandbiU,  1160,  1165. 

on  the  President's  veto  on  the  Bank  bill,  1320, 

1221 

Mr.  Van  Buren's  nomination,  1329,  1366. 

Northeaster  n  boundary,  1396: 
White,  Mr., asked  to  be  excused  from  serving  on  the  Com- 
mittee for  celebrating  the  centennial  birthday  of 
Washington,  297. 

Apportionment  bill,  520,  934. 

Tariff, 

Pension  bill,  762,  764. 

Indian  appropriation  bill,  978. 

Bank  United  States,  1023,  1048,  1054. 

Uking  up  the  Land  bill,  1094,  1095. 

Internal  Improvements,  1121. 

President's  veto  of  the  Bank  bill,  J340. 

Wilkins,  Mr.,  on  Mr.  Clay's  resolution  for  abolishing  cer- 
Uin  Tariff  duties,  107. 
Mr.  Benton's  resolution  respecting  the  meaning  of 

the  charter  of  the  Bank  United  States,  153. 
Tariff,  606, 607,  1220, 1274, 1275, 1277,  1287. 
Trench  Spoliations,  1082. 
Insolvent  Debtors'  bill,  1090. 
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Accouiits,  Committee  of,  a  resolution  instructing  the  com- 
mittee to  order  to  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent 
fund  to  members,  the  money  received  for  checks 
drawn  by  J.  O.  Dunn,  late  Sergeant-at-Arms, 
which  he  had  failed  to  pay  over  to  them;  agreed 
to,  3809. 

Adjournment,  resolution  fixing  the  9th  of  July  for  ad- 
journment, 3730;  agreed  to,  3809. 

Admission  of  Ladies,  a  resolution  to  admit  them  to  the 
privileged  seats  in  the  Hall;  laid  on  the  table, 
3678. 

Ag^cnts,  Indian,  {Set  Indiana,) 

Alexandria  Aqueduct  and  Canal,  the  bill  on  this  subject 
taken  up,  2748;  rejected,  2754;  a  motion  made 
and  carried  to  reconsider  the  bill,  3081;  again 
taken  up,  3101;  and  passed,  3102. 

Amendments  to  the  Constitution,  resolution  touching  the 
election  of  the  President  and  Vice  President, 
1963;  taken  up,  2164;  agreed  to  commit  the  re- 
solution to  Committee  of  th^  Whole,  and  after- 
wards recommitted  to  a  select  committee;  the 
committee  repoi*ted,  and  the  report  was  commit- 
ted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  3102. 

Annuities,  Indian,  {Stt  Indiana,) 

Apportionment  Bill,  a  bill  to  regulate  the  apportionment 
of  representatives  according  to  the  fifth  census, 
introduced,  1531;  passed,  1820. 
the  Senate's  amendments  taken  up,  2620;  again  re- 
sumed, 3039;  disagreed  to,  3058. 

Appropriation  Bill,  the  general,  2166;  passed,  2198. 

amendments  of  the  Senate  taken  up,   2624,  and 

agreed  to 
bill  for  a  final  settlement  of  the  several  States  for 
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interest  on  advances  to  the  United  States  during 
the  last  war,  passed,  3914. 

Appropriations,  Indian,  {Su  Indians.) 

Arkansas  Salt  Springs,  a  bill  introduced  to  authorize  the 
leasing  of  the  springs,  2311. 

Army  Officers,  a  bill  reported  for  the  pay  of  the  officers 
of  the  army,  referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  1446. 
a  resolution  instructing  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  enlist- 
ing minors,  1469;  agreed  to,  1474. 

Bank  of  the  United  States,  a  motion  to  refer  that  portion 
of  tlie  President's  message  which  relates  to  this 
subject  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means, 
rather  than  to  a  select  committee,'  1428;  agreed 
to,  1432. 

the  memorial  of  the  president  and  directory,  pray- 
ing for  a  renewal  of  their  charter,  1582;  referred 
to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  1529. 

memorial  of  the  Bank  of  Pennsylvania  tn  fiivor  of 
rechartering  Bank  United  States,  1598;  referred 
to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  with  in- 
structions, 1598. 

the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  to  whom  the 
memorial  of  the  Bank  was  referred,  reported  a 
bill  to  renew  and  modify  the  charter  of  tne  Bank 
of  the  United  States,  which  was  committed,  1780. 

resolution  of  Mr.  Clayton,  proposing  a  committee 
to  examine  the  affairs  of  the  Bank,  1846;  amend- 
ed and  agreed  to,  2164. 

report  of  the  majority  of  the  committee,  (See  the 
Appendix,  33.) 
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Bank  U.  States,  report  of  minority  on  the  Bank,  («Sec  Ap- 
pmdix.) 
a  Dili  from  the  Senate  to  renew  and  modify  the 
charter  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  was 
twice  read  and  debated,  3454;  resumed,  3507; 
again  ti«ken  up,  ZKiS-^  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing*, and  passed,  3852. 

Bank,  National,  {See  National  Bank. ) 

Breach  of  Privilege,  letter  from  Mr.  Stanberry,  member 
from  Ohio,  to  the  Speaker,  stating  that  an  attack 
had  been  made  upon  him  by  Samuel  Houston, 
late  of  Tennessee,  2512;  a  resolution  proposing 
to  take  Houston  into  custody,  agi*eed  to  2539; 
report  of  committee,  2550;  concurred  with,  2553; 
Houston  brought  to  the  bar  of  the  House,  and 
the  trial  commeiKcs,  2562;  postponed  on  account 
of  the  indisposition  of  his  counsel,  2631;  Hous- 
ton's defence,  2810;  resolution  declaring  FIous- 
ton  gnilty  of  a  contempt  and  violation  of  the  pri« 
vileges  of  the  House,  agreed  to,  3014;  also  a 
resolution  directing  him  to  be  reprimanded  by 
the  Speaker,  3017;  Houston's  written  address 
to  the  House,  3020;  the  reprimand  of  Houston 
by  the  Speaker,  3021. 
another,  Mr.  Cooke,  a  member  from  Ohio,  charged 
E.  S.  Davis  with  sending  him  a  challenge,  for 
having  asked  him  what  he  termed  an  imperti- 
nent question  when  giving  his  evidence  in  Hous- 
ton's case,  3023;  a  motion  made  to  refer  the 
matter  to  a  select  committee^  3024;  negatived, 

3036. 

Breakwater  on  Luke  Champlain,  a  petition  asking  foran 
appropriation  for  forming  it,  1445;  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Internal  Improvements. 

Bridge  over  the  Ohio  at  Wheeling,  a  resolution  instruct, 
ing  the  Committee  on  Internal  lmprovements,to 
inquire  into  the  expediency  of  erecting  one; 
aprreed  to,  1450. 
a  bill  introduced  for  constructing  this  bridge  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  Uie  Whole,  2206. 

Bridge  over  the  Potomac,  a  bill  to  alter  the  bridge  and 
draw  at  Washington,  passed,  3914. 

Buflalo  and  New  Orleans  Road»  a  resolution  directing  the 
Committee  on  Internal  Improvements  to  inquire 
into  the  e^ipediency  of  constructing  such  a  road, 
was  rejected,  2350;  motion  to  reconsider  the  de- 
cision negatived,  2384. 
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Canals  and  Roads,  {See  Boada  and  Ctmak.) 

Cannon  and  Sho^  contracts  for,  a  resolution  calling  on 
the  Secretary  of  War  for  a  statement  of  contracts 
made  for  these  articles  from  1820  to  the  present 
time,  agreed  to,  1817. 

Census,  progress  made  in  taking  the  fiflh,  1422. 

aggregate  amount  of  each  description  of  persons, 
1422,  (See  Apportionment.) 

Centennial  Birthday,  {See  Washington.) 

Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Canal,  a  memorial  from  Pennsylva- 
nia prapring  Congress  to  autliorize  a  subscription 
of  ft  million  of  dollars  towards  constructing  the 
western  section  of  this  canal,  laid  on  the  table,  3913 

Chickasaw  Treaty,  {See  Indians.) 

Cholera,  Asiatic,  a  resolution  introduced  appropriating 
$50,000  to  be  expended  under  the  authority  of 
the  President  to  preserve  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try from  the  disease;  a  motion  to  suspend  the  rule 
in  order  to  take  up  this  resolution  was  negatived, 

3677 

a  resolution  received  from  the  Senate  proposing  a 

day  of  humiliation  and  prayer  in  reference  to  a 

deliverance   from   the  Asiatic    Cholera,    3833; 

agreed  to,  3887. 

Claims  for  captured  property,  a  resolution  proposing  to 
inquire  into  the  expediency  of  making  fui-ther 
provision  for  carrvinginto  effect  the  act  of  1816, 

1501 


Coins  and  Currency,  Committee  on  Coins  ins(rudcd  !gk 
quire  into  the  expediency  of  making  prcrr.f 
payment  for  bullion  at  the  mint,  22(^7;  sgrcedt? 
be  referred  to  a  select  committee,  2227. 

Collector  of  Wiscasset,  {See  (Official  Corruptim.) 

Colonization  of  free  negroes,  a  resuhition  propo-ing  aeon. 
mittee  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  makirr 
an  appropriation  for  tlic  purpose  of  rfinivn^- 
them  to  Africa,   1537;  postponed,  1538-.  refj' 
red  to  the  committee  to  whom  vras  refer rcil  tu 
New  Jersey  memorial,  1676. 
a  memorial  from  the  New  Jersey  Society  pn>.ii: 
for  an    appropriation  in  favor  of  colonizaiiofi, 
1673;  reterred  to  a  select  committee, 
memorials  from  Kentucky,  and  one  fiom  pc^  r- 
in  England,  in  favor  of  cotonlzatlon,  2332;  c(  p» 
of  the  English  memoml,  2350^  which  was  >»iii 
dawn. 

Columbia,  District  of,  a  resolution  proposing  to  \rA\ 
the  District  Committee  to  mqulre  into  ihc  ei 
diency  of  reporting  a  bill  to  provide  for  the  r' 
tion  of  a  delegate  to  Congress,  14'i9,  agrted 
several  bills  relating  to  the  District,  2475;  taken  up, 
3077,  and  passed. 

Columbia  College,  a  bill  to  bestow  a  portion  of  lois  -  > 
Washington,  on  the  college  taken  up,  dbciL^^:' 
and  passed,  3210. 

Commercial  intercourse  with  Colombia,  a  bill  to  {pvc  t: 
feet  to  a  commercia)  arrangement  wlithtlK*ic(ni' 
try,  1C64;  the  biH  pa^ed,  1669. 

Committees,  Standing,  appointed,  1424. 
on  the  President's  message,  1432. 

Commissioner  of  General  Lnnd  Office,  {Sti  Land  Op.(  i 

Constitution,  {See  AmendmmU  to  the  Constitution. ) 

Convention  with  France,  a  bill  to  carry  into  effeci  the  Is'^ 
convention  with  France,  taken  up,  334^3,  ora?: 
ed  to  be  engrossed,  3348,  and  passed. 

Creek  Indians,  {Sec  Indians.) 

Dardin,  Amy,  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  David  Dardi  u  t 

passed,  1673. 
Day  of  fasting  and  pr?iyer,  {See  Cholera.) 
Debtors,  Insolvent,  {See  Insolvent  Debfon.) 
Decatur,  Claim  of,  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  Susan  Dioa^' 

1830,  rejected;  motion  mi»de  for  rcconidu-- 

withdrawn;  2182. 
Documentary  History  of  the  Revolution,  a  bill  rep  -^^ 

authorizing;  a  subscription  to  tl»e  work,  ^''^- 

publislied  by  M.  St.  Clair  Clarke  and  Peter  Fo- 

3659;  rejected,  3720. 
Drawbacks,  a  statement  from  the  Secretary  of  U>c  f- 

sury  on  the  subject,  1440. 

Edwards,  A.,  a  b.ll  for  relief  of  hi*  securities,  (^  ^'' 

kase  of  Sureties  x) 
Eric  Commercial  Bank,  a  bill  to  authorise  the  Setr^'^ 

of  the  Treasury  to  compromise  the  cienu^ 

the  United  States  against  it,  1568;  ordered  t 

engrossed. 


Fast  Day,  (&e  CAo/mi.)  , 

Flaget,  Bishop,  bill  for  the  ixlief  of  Benedict  J.  r>  r 
2201;  passed,  2203. 

France,  Convention  with,  {Su  Cofwention.)         ^   . 

Fraud  alleged,  a  resolution  proposing  the  appoin'3^ 
a  select  committee  to  inquire  wheil^r  i- ' 
tempt  bad  not  been  made  by  the  late  Stcr 
of  War,  J.  H.  Eaton,  fraudulently  to  gi^t'; 
muel  Houston,  or  to  any  person  connects  >i; 
him,  a  contract  for  supplying  Indwu  rJ 
5022;  agreed  to,  3023;  leave  given  to  t).. 
mittee  to  sit  during  the  sitting  of  the  House  - 
the  committee  made  a  report  on  the  »u  .;<^'  ^ 
quilting  the  parties  of  fraud;  a  coitntcr  i^ 
was  made  by  a  minority  of  the  coromU '• 
both  were  ordered  to  be  printed. 
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Free  people  of  color,  (See  Colonizalion.) 
French  spoliations,  a  memorial  from  citizens  of  Connecti- 
cut prayings  for  relief  for,  prior  to  1800,  1433. 

Cicor^ia  and  Florida  boundary  line,  a  communication  from 
the  Secretary  of  State  on  the  subject  j  referred 
to  Judiciary  Committee,  1461. 

Georgia  and  the  United  States,  a  mcmorjal  presented  by 
Mr.  Adams  from  citizens  of  New  York  in  rela- 
tion to  the  treatment  of  the  Cherokee  Indians, 
2010?  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
on  the  sate  of  the  Union,  2036. 

Georgia  and  the  Missionaries,  a  memorial  from  New  York 
presented  by  Mr.  Pendleton,  3105;  considera- 
tion  resunw?i  3400;  laid  on  the  table,  3420. 

Gold  and  silver  coins,  a  resolution  to  inquire  into  the  ex- 
pediency of  authorizing  prompt  payment  in  coin 
at  the  mint  for  bullion,  2632;  passed,  2633. 

Hotiston,  Samuel's  attack  on  Mr.  Stanberr}',  (See  Breach 

of  Privilege.) 
Hull,  General  William,  a  bill  in  favor  of  the  represenU- 

tives  of  the  deceased,  laid  on  the  table,  1451 . 
Hunt,  Jonathan,  (one  of  the  members  from  Vermont,) 

his  deatli  announced,  3056. 

Impost  Duties,  a  resolution  submitted,  proposing  to  ex- 
empt from  duly,  tea,  coffee,  wines,  8ic.  1442; 
withdrawn,  1446. 
a  resolution  instructing  the  Committee  on  Com- 
merce to  inquire  into  the  practical  effect  of  some 
portion  of  the  tariff  law  on  certain  articles  im- 
ported, 1539;  amended,  and  passed,  1625. 
Indians,  Ci-eek,  a  memorial  from  their  chiefs,  remonstrat- 
ing against  the  passage  of  a  bill  before  the  House 
to  carry  into   effect  the  fourth  section  of  the 
treaty  of  the  8th  January,  1821;  referred,  1558. 
resolution  calling  on  the  President  for  a  copy  of  a 
treaty  negotiated  with  the  Chickasaw  Indians  in 
1830,  1643;  resolution  modified,  1682;  agreed  to, 

1845. 
removal  of,  a  message  from  the  President  urging 

its  necessity,  without  delay;  ref#Ted,  1818. 
Chickasaw  Reservation,  a  report  on  the  conditions 
of  the  one  acquired  by  W.  B.  Lewis,  taken  up, 

3289. 

Indian  Claim,  a  bill  fuv  the  relief  of Rogers,  passed, 

1561. 
a  bill  making  appropriations  for  the  Indian  Depart- 
ment, 2312;  read  a  third  time,  and  passed,  2359. 
annuities,  a  bill  making  appropriations  for,  3075; 
passed,  3081.  I 

.  Missionaries,  a  petition  from  sundry  inhabitants  of 
the  State  of  New  Yoik,  prating  Congress  to  take 
measures  to  enforce  the  judgment  of, the  Su- 

f)reme  Court  in  the  case  of  Worcester  and  Ent- 
er, 3105. 
Commissioners,  a  bill  for  the  appointment  of  a  board 
of,  to  take  charge  of  the  location  of  the  removed 
tribes,  taken  up,  3855;  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing, and  passed. 
Insolvent  Debtors,  a  bill  in  addition  to  an  act  granting 
relief  to  certain  insolvent  debtors  of  the  United 
States,  1842;  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  2231; bill 
passed,  2259. 
Internal  Improvements,  the  Committee  on,  instructed  to 
inquire  into  the  expediency  of  opening  a  creek 
leading  from  the  ocean  into  the  large  pond  on 
the  west  end  of  Block  island;  agreed  to,  1446. 
a  resolution  instructing  the  Committee  on  Improve- 
ments to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  laying 
out  and  constructing  the  Sandusky  Road,  1617; 
agreed  to,  1619. 
a  bill  making  appropriation  for  certain  internal  im- 
provements, 2329;  taken  up,  3058;  bill  passed, 

3075. 

I 


Internal  Improvements,  a  bill  for  the  improveioent  of  cer- 
tain harbors,  and  the  navigation  of  certain  rivers, 
taken  up,  3248;  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  3256; 
bill-  passed,  3286. 

Interest  on  advances  to  the  several  States,  {See  Appropria- 
tiona. ) 

Iron  for  Rail-roads,  {Su  Rail-road  Iron.) 

Johnston,  Charles  C,  from  Virginia,  his  death  announced, 

3677. 

Judiciary,  resolutions  proposing  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  regu- 
late cert&ln  proceedings  in  the  Supreme  Court, 
li^^aid  on  the  Uble,  1475. 
volution  affirming  the  power  of  the  Supreme 
Court  over  the  criminal  laws  of  the  States;  nega- 
tived, 
resolution  proposing  to  instruct  tlie  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  amend- 
ing the  constitution  so  that  judges  shall  hold 
thwr  offices  for  a  limited  term;  rejected,  1856. 

Key,  Mr.,  appears  as  counsel  for  Samuel  Houston  on  a 
charge  of  breach  of  privilege,  2562;  his  address 
at  the  close  of  the  evldenpe,  2597;  argument 
concluded,  2721. 

Lands,  Public,  a  resolution  proposing  the  appointment  of 
a  committee  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of 
.distributing  the  proceeds  of  them  amongst  the 
several  States,  1452;  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table, 

1479. 
resolutions  proposing  a  mode  of  disposing  of  the 

{)ublic  lands  af^er  the  public  debt  is  discharged; 
aid  on  the  table,  1475. 
an  appropriation  of  160,000  dollars  for  surveying 
public  lands,  discussed,  and  carried,  from  1849 
to  1853. 
a  bill  supplementary  to  the  laws  for  the  sale  of 
lands,  2200;  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  2234; 
passed,  2273. 
a  bill  to  grant  the  right  of  pre-emption  to  settlers 
on  the  public  lands,  taken  up  and  discussed, 

3508. 
a  bill  from  th^  Senate  (introduced  by  Mr.  Clay,) 
providing  for  the  distribution  of  the  proceeds  of 
the  public  lands  coming  up  for  consideration,  it 
was  postponed  to  the  first  Monday  of  December 
next,  3853. 
Land  Office,  General,  an  item  in  the  general  appropria- 
tion bill  granting  extra  compensation  of  4,000 
dollars  to  the  office  of  Commissioner  of  the  Ge- 
neral Land  Office,  in  t\ie  issue  of  military  land 
scrip,  was  agreed  to,  1846. 
resolution  for  inquiring  into  the  conduct  of  the 
Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office,  2198;  agreed 
to,  2199. 
Laurens,  Colonel,  a  bill  passed  for  his  relief,  3867. 
Laws,  a  bill  from  the  Senate  authorizing  a  subscription  to 
an  edition  of,  by  Duff  Green,  taken  up,  3099; 
hiid  on  the  table,  3101,  3912.    . 
a  proposal  from  James  Connor,  of  New  York,  to 
publish  a  stereotyped  edition  of  the  laws;  refer- 
red to  the  Judiciary  Committee,  3248. 
Lewis,  William  B.,  his  Chickasaw  reservation,  {See  hi- 

diana.) 
Live  Oak  Agents,  resolutions  calling  for  information  on 
the  subject  of  live  oak,  1858;  after  being  amend- 
ed were  agreed  to,  18(68. 
a  communication  fVom  the  Navy  Department  on 
live  oak,  in  answer  to  the  call  made  upoiv  it, 
2227;  referred  to  a  select  committee. 

Manufactures,  Domestic,  a  resolution  directing  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  to  obtain  information  as  to 
the  quantities  and  kinds  of  manufactures  of  the 
United  States,  &c.,1585;  agreed  to,  1588. 

Members,  a  list  of,  1419. 
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Miniittcr  to  Colombia,  si  provision  for  his  salary,  proposed 
in  Committee  of  the  whole,  1853;  agreed  to,  1855. 

Mitchell,  George  £.,  his  death  announced,  and  measures 
adopted  for  bis  funeral,  3831. 

Mounted  Troops,  a  bill  for  mounting  and  equipping  a  part 
of  the  army,  taken  up,  3388;  gone  through,  and 
passed,  3397. 

National  Bank,  a  memorial  of  the  citizens  of  Massachusetts 
praying  for  such  an  establishment;  referred  to  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  1752. 

Naval  Depot,  an  item  in  the  appropriation  -bill  for  the  sur- 
vey of  the  Narrag^nset  Bay  for  this  purpose,  2649; 
disagreed  to,  2650. 

Navy  Yard  at  Brooklyn,  an  appropriation  for  it  in  the  na- 
val appropriation  bill,  1827;  passed,  1829. 

Navy  Pension  Fund,  a  bill  to  extend  the  provisions  of,  ta- 
ken up,  3325;  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  3326^ 
passed,  3800. 

OfBceraof  the  House  elected,  1423. 

Official  corruption,  resolution  proposing  to  instruct  the  Jfi- 
diciary  Committee  to  inquire  into  certain  charges 
against  the  Collector  of  Wiscasset,  2252;  the  pre- 
vious question  was  carried;  it  was  then  moved  tiiat 
^  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  be  discharged 
from  the  further  consideration  of  this  case,  and 
carried;  the  case  was  then  referred  to  the  Trea- 
sury Department,  3104. 

Order,  points  of,  1534,  1537,  2027,  2148,  2149,  2242, 
2339,  2375,  2502,  2546,  2547,  2548,  2563, 2573, 
2580, 2581;  2592,  2589,  2868,  3015,  3028,  3058, 
3060,  3188,  3236, 3295,  3588,  3866.  3868,  3874, 
3877,  3879, 3888  3898,  3899,  3900,  3910. 

Ordnance,  a  bill  for  increasing  the.  Ordnance  Department, 
2237;  passed,  2252. 
for  the  establishment  of  a  board  for  the  government 
of,  3446. 

Patents  to  aliens,  a  bill  concerning  issuing  patents  to  aliens, 
read  twice,  and  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  1500, 
dnd  passed, 
a  resolution  authorizing  additional  clerks,  ordered 

to  a  second  reading,  1588. 
a  bill  granting  letters  patent  to  certain  aliens;  or- 
dered to  be  engrossed,  1846. 

Pay  of  members,  some  remarks  upon,  3286,  3287,  3318. 

Pensions,  {See  Revoluiionarv  Penstons.) 

a  resolution  to  transfer  the  performance  of  certain 
duties  respecting,  from  the  Department  of  the 
Treasury  to  the  War  Department,  8659;  ortlered 
to  a  third  reading,  and  passed,  3662. 

Pensioners,  Invalid,  a  bill  to  allow  them  to  enjoy  their 
pensions  in  addition  to  what  they  might  receive 
under  the  late  pension  bill,  in  compensation  of 
their  arrears  of  pay;  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 

3855. 

Personal  protection  of  members,  resolutions  introduced 
proposing  the  appointment  of  a  select  committee 
to  inquire  what  measures  are  necessary  for  this 
purpose,  3038. 
a  motion  made  to  postpone  the  orders  of  the  day 
to  take  up  said  resolutions,  and  rejected,  3119. 

Post  Office  Contracts,  a  resolution  calling  on  the  Postmas- 
ter General  for  a  copy  of  contracts  for  printing 
blanks,  2808;  agreed  to  3243. 

Postmasters,  the  post  olfice  bill  under  consideration,  a 
pr(»posltion  was  made  that  the  President  of  the 
United  States  shall  fill  all  appointments  of  post- 
masters wliere  tlie  emoluments  sliall  be  three  hun- 
#         dred  dollars,  or  upwards,  1917;  rejected,  1918. 

Postage  of  newspapers,  &c.,  a  petition  praying  for  the 
]\  mission  of  postage. on  newspapers.  Sec,  laid  on 
the  table,  siiul  ordcn.(l  to  he  printed,  1'141;  laid 
on  the  table,  1482. 

President's  message  dissected,  1427. 


Quarantine  regulations,  a  bill  to  enforce  them,  orueraii' 

be  engrossed,  2445. 
Quarantine,  a  bill  to  oblige  vessels  from  foreign  part«  t  > 

perform  it,  3858. 

Rail-road  Iron,  resolution  proposing  a  drawback  on  all  ir^' 
imported  for  rail-roads,  2165;  agreed  to,  21^ 

Randolph,  John,  a  resolution  directing  the  Secrtt.n 
the  Treasury  to  communicate  a  dctiikfd  stv 
ment  of  the  allowances  made  to  him  ai  einm  i 
Russia,  3505;  agreed  to,  3507. 

Register  of  Debates,  a  resolution  for  extending  tlv!  suj 
scription  to  the  succeeding  volumes  introtlnci . 
3601;  discussed,  amended,  and  agrteil  to,  3 

Release  of  sureties,  a  bill  for  rehef  of  the  sureties  o!  \ 
Edwards,  2276;  bill  passed,  2277. 

Revolutionary  Pensions,  a  bill  in  addition  to  an  act  to  -ir. 
vide  for  certain  persons  in  the  land  and  naval  *• 
vice,  1918;  the  bill  reported  to  the  Hmise,  1^^ 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  2679;  bill  p>  t'. 

^1  1- 

from  tho   Senate,  taken  up,  3098;  ordiwii  .o  i 
third  reading,  3099. 

Right  of  way,  an  item  in  the  appropriation  bill  f*  r  i'  ^ 
puicliase  of  a  road  and  bridge  at  the  iiav\  \: 
at  Norfolk,  2650;  disagreed  to,  2651. 

Roadsand  Canals,  a  committee  on,  proposed,  14;)8;ai,T^t ' 
to,  1441. 

*  resolution  proposing  so  much  of  the  report  on*. 

Ohio  and  Chesapeake  canal  as  relates  to  tt.c  ■ 
lative  cost  of  canals  and  rail-roads,  agrctvl ' 

IK,. 

Rules  of  proceeding,  a  resolution  proposing^  to  rcsc,;^ 
part  of  the  seventeenth  rule,  which  lir.its  :.i 
presentation  of  i*eports  and  resoUillous  to  n- 
hour,  1482. 
resolutions  (iflTering  new  rules,  3913. 
a  resolution  for  amending  the  rule  in  rcU"i  ' 
putting  the  previous  question,  laid  on  the  t. 
3832;  negatived,  3851. 

Rules,  resolutions  charging  Mr.  Adams  with  a  breu'.  , 
3908;  resolutions  laid  on  the  table,  3912. 

Salt  Springs,  (See  Arkansas.) 

Sandusky  Road,  {See  Intemai  Improvemaiis.) 

Second  Auditor,  {SeeAudifor.) 

Seneca  Indians,  a  resolution  proposing  to  iiHtmct  ' 
Committee  on  Indian  Affaira  to  inquire  n"  ' 
propriety  of  passing  a  bill  to  authorize  'iie  ^ 
cretary  of  War  to  pay  to  siiid  Indians  iiic  -- 
ciency  due  to  them  in  1829;  agreed  to,  1^^^ 

Silk,  a  communication  on  the  subject  oY  silk  n»-J"' 
tures,  1440. 
a  bill  to  promote  the  culture  and  manntjiH-  " 
silk,  taken  up,  3085;  rejected,  3090. 

Slaveiy  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  a  petition  pre «' 
prayii»g  for  the  abolition    of,  1425;  rep  '^ 
the  peVition,  in  which  the  comre'ttec  ;«st  ^ ' 
discharged  from  its  further  consideration.  1- 

South  Carolina  Claims,  a  bill  for  satisfying  claim,  t  ' ' 
neys  advanced  during  the  late  war,  «l>'^^ 
and  consideration  postponed,  1457:  onlc  - 
a  third  reading,  1824,  and  passed. 

Spaffbrd's  Patent,  a  bill  for  relief  of  Horatio  G.  ??>; 

Speaker  elected,  1420, 

his  address  to  the  House  on  his  election,  H- 
resolution  proposed,  charging  an  iml«irn»ty !". 
suspension  of  the  rule  refused,  3887;  reid'"  • 
fcred,  3888;  consideration  resHme<l,i>S^^''- ' 
ed.  3908. 

Stanberry,  Mr.,  charged  with  indign.ty  to  the  i^;^^ 
{See  Speaker.) 

Steam  Batteries,  a  bill  for  constructing  two  sfra'i 
rles,  taken  up,  3694;  the  bill  urdcrd  « ' 
reading,  3695;  rejected,  3800. 
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Steam  Carriages,  a  resolution  reported,  proposing  to  re- 
print the  report  of  the  British  House  of  Com- 
mons on  the  use  of  steam  carriages  on  common 
roads,  1765;  agreed  to,  1777. 

Survey  of  the  Coast,  a  bill  authorizing  it  taken  up,  3186. 

Tariff,  a  memorial  from  the  Legislature  of  South  Caroli- 
na, stating  the  grievances  which  that  State  suf- 
fers from  the  tariff,  and  asking  relief,  1619 j 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures, 

1625, 

a  bill  to  reduce  and  equalize  the  duties  on  imports, 

reported  by  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means, 

1763;  taken  up,  3120. 

a  bill  reported  by  Mr.  Adams  on  the  subject,  3090; 

for  his  report,  see  the  Appendix . 
the  Senate's  amendment  to  the  bill  committed, 
3887;  bill  passed,  3913. 
Temperance,  a  petition  in  favor  of,  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Manufactures,  2232. 
Territories,  sundry  bills  relating  to  the  several  Territories, 

taken  up,  and  passed,  3243. 
Treasury,  annual  report  of  the  Secretary  of,  1423. 

Secretary  of,  his  estimate  of  appropriations  for  the 
service  of  1832,  1426. 
Troops  mounted,  {ike  Mounted  Troops,) 
Turkish  Mission,  a  motion  to  amend  tlie  appropriation  for, 

2185. 

Vaccination  of  the  Indians,  a  bill  to  prevent  the  spreading 
of  the  small-pox  among  the  Indians,  2384.  ^ 

Virginia  Land  Claims,  a  bill  for  the  adjustment  of,  taken 
up,  and  postponed,  1461. 
claims;  a  bill  proposing  to  appropriate  600,000  dol- 
lars to  reimburse  moneys  paid  by  that  State  to 
certain  regiments  of  the  Virginia  line,  which  had, 
on  application  of  General  Washington,  been 
transferred  to  the  Continental  service,  taken  up, 

3257. 

Wasliington's  centennial  birthday,  a  joint  resolution  was 
offered  proposing  to  celebrate  the  day;  agreed 
to,  and  a  committee  appointed,  1733;  commit- 
tee's report,  1782:  agreed  to,  1809. 
copies  of  the  letters  from  the  relatives  of  the  Ge- 
neral in  relation  to  the  removal  of  liis  remains, 

1818. 
resolutftons  of  the  Virginia  Legislature  against  re- 
moving the  remains  of  Washington,  1857. 
portrait  of,  a  resolution  proposing  to  employ  John 
Vanderlyn  to  paint  one,  1809;  agreed  to,  1827. 
statue  of,  a  resolution  to  employ  Horatio  Green- 
ough  to  execute  a  marble,  full-length,  pedestri- 
an one,  1809;  agreed  to,18d0;  appropriation,  2 175. 
Washington  Bridge,  a  motion  made  to  discharge  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  wliole,  to  whom  a  bill  for  erecting 
'    this  bridge  was  referred,  from  the  further  con- 
sideration thereof,  in  order  to  recommit  it;  the 
subject  postponed,  2350. 
Whitney,  R.  M.,  ex-director  of  the  United  States'  Bank, 
ills  memorial  in  vindication  of  his  conduct,  3599^ 
Wisconsin,  a  bill  for  establishing  the  Territory  of,  taken 

up,  3244. 
Wood's  patent  Plough,  a  bill  for  extending  the  period  of 
the  patent,  ordered  to  be  engross>ed,  1995. 


Yeas  and  Nays  on  the  resolution  for  appointing  a  Com- 
mittee on  Roads  and  Canals,  1441. 

laying  on  the  table  resolutions  proposing  to  bring 
in  a  bill  to  regulate  the  Supreme  Court,  1475. 

laying  on  the  table  Mr. Mercer's  resolution  re- 
apecting  the  public  lands,  1476. 

laying  on  the  table  Mr.  Blair's  resolution  on  the 
same  subject. 

on  referring  the  memorial  of  the  president  and  di- 
rectors of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  to  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  1529. 

the  previous  question  on  2Ir.  Boaldin's  resolution 
respecting  the  tariff,  1571. 

the  passage  of  the  resolution,  1625. 

resolution  affirming  the  power  of  the  Supreme 
Court  over  the  criminal  laws  of  the  States,  1643. 

questioh  taken  on  the  apportionment  bill,  48,000, 
in  order  to  insert  some  otlier  number,  1699, 
1725,  1762,  1775,  1779,  1814,  1816,  1820. 

resolutions  for  observing  the  centenary  of  Wash- 
ington's birthday,  1809. 

resolution  in  relation  to  Chickasaw  treaty,  1846. 

resolution  fur  amending  the  constitution  so  that 
judges  shall  hold  their  offices  for  a  limited  term, 

1856. 

Mr.  Root's  amendment  to  Mr.  Clayton's  resolution 
respecting  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  2087. 

the  amendment  being  reconsidered,  was  again  re- 
jected by  the  casting  vote  of  the  Speaker,  2129. 

Mr.  Hofi^n's  amendment  to  the  bank  resolution, 

2163. 

reconsidering  a  resolution  in  relation  to  a  road  from 
Buffido  to  New  Orleans,  2384. 

disagreement  to  the  Senate's  amendment  to  the  ap- 
propriation bill  in  relation  to  a  minister  to  France, 

2648. 

on  the  passage  of  the  revolutionary  pension  bill, 

2713. 

the  resolution  declaring  Samuel  Houston  guilty  of 
a  contempt  and  violation  of  the  privileges  of  the 
House,  3014. 

a  resolution  charging  E.  S.  Davis  with  a  breach  of 
privilege  against  Mr.  Cooke,  3036. 

on  suspending  the  iMie  in  order  to  take  up  resolu- 
tions for  taking  measures  for  the  personal  pro- 
tection of  members,  3038. 

on  the  rejection  of  the  bill  for  the  culture  of  silk, 

3096. 

on  the  passage  of  the  Alexandria  canal  bill,  3102. 

on  ordering  to  a  third  reading  the  bill  for  the  im- 
provement of  certain  harbors,  &c.  3256. 

resolution  calling  for  a  statement  of  allowances 
made  to  Mr.  liandolph  as  envoy  to  Russia,  3506. 

on  amendments  to  the  tariff'  bill  moved  by  Mr. 
Adams,  3779,  3782. 

on        do        to        do    by  Mr.  Davis,  3780. 

on         do        to        do    by  Mr.  Reed,  3780. 

on        do        to        do    by  Mr.  Tiiompson,  3798. 

on  engrossing  the  tariff'  bill,  3808;  and  on  the  pas- 
sage of  the  bill,  3830. 

on  postponing  the  bill  to* renew  the  charter  of 
Bank  United  States,  3838. 

ordering     do    to  a  third  reading,  3852. 

twice  taken  on  a  resolution  charging  an  indignity 
on  the  Speaker  by  Mr.  Stanbcrry,  3906,  3908, 
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announces  the  death  of  Iiis  colleague,  Charles  C 
Johnston,  3677. 

Indignity  to  the  Speaker,  3904. 
Branch.  Mr.,  on  a  memorial  of  the  Creek  Indians,  1558. 

the  tariff,  1621,  1624,  3664. 

Liveoak  agents,  1858, 1859, 1860, 1865, 1866, 1867, 
1868,  2227. 

Bank  of  the  United  States,  1911. 

salary  of  Second  Auditor,  2184. 

Naval  affairs,  3694,  3696. 

Documentary  History,. 37 19. 
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D.  Green's  proposed  edition  of  the  laws,  31'-'1- 

the  tariff,  3295,  3599,  3600. 

Register  of  Debates,  3606,  3608. 

recommending  a  day  of  fasting  and  prayer 

Bank  of  the  United  States,  3848. 
Crane,  Mr.,  on  the  claim  of  Mrs.  D^catur,  1833. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2930. 

another  breach  of  do.  3024,  3025,  30':6. 

Indignity  to  the  Speaker,  3902. 
Crawford,  Mr.  on  the  apportionment  bill,  1545,  1651 

Release  of  sureties,  2276. 

Internal  improvements,  23'29,  2330,  Cr^i^. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2552,  2564,  259i. 
'  Cumberland  road,  2732. 
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Crawford,  Mr.,  on  contracts  of  Postmaster  General,  2809. 
Tariff,  3171,  3671,  3797. 
Idocumentaiy  History,  3719. 
Fast  day,  3880. 

Daniel,  Mr.,  on  the  apportionment  bill,  1545. 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  2100. 
Salary  of  Commissioner  of  Qeneral  Land  Office, 
^  2183. 

OfBcial  corruption,  2256. 
Release  of  sureties,  2277. 
Revolutionary  pensions,  2502,  2556. 
Breach  of  privilege,  2548,  2558,  2562. 
j(;umberfand  road,  2748. 
Jlegister  of  Debates,  3606,  3608. 
Documental^  History,  3719. 
the  tariff,  3789. 
a  breach  of  the  rules,  3912. 
Davis,  Mr.",  (Mass.)  on  South  Carolina  claims,  1497. 

on  the  effects  of  the  present  tariff  on  certain  arti- 

cles,  1546,  1548>  1549,  1570,  1595,  1608. 
Claim  of  Mrs.  Decatur,  1995. 
Georgia  and  the  United  States,  2024. 
Insolvent  debtors'  bill,  2229,       ' 
Officialcorruption,  2252. 
Revolutionary  pensions,  2366,  2677,  2679. 
Breach  of  privilege,  2531,  2540,  2549,  2551,  2553, 

2558,  2559,  2567,  2595. 
Apportionment  bill,  2620,  2621,  3052. 
Internal  improvements,  3061. 
Indian  annuities,  3075. 
Alexandria  canal  bill,  3102. 

Tariff,  3188,  3298,  3655,  3656,  3659,  3689,  3705, 

3714,  3729,  3736,  3779,  3804. 
Remarks  on  mode  of  paying  members,  3289. 
DaviF,  Mr.,  (S.  Carolina,)  on  Bank  of  the  United  States, 

1508,  1527,  3842, 3847." 
the  sa1aryt)f  minister  to  Columbia,  2167,  2169. 
Ml*.  Adams's  declining  to  serve  on  Bank  Commit. 

tee,  2179. 
Revolutlonai-y  pensions,  2374,  2386,  2428. 
Convention  with  France,  3340. 
Dayan,  Mr.^  on  tlie  Tariff,  3774. 

Dearborn,  Mr.,  on  exempting  certain  articles  from  duty, 

1443,  1446. 
Bank  «f  the  United  States,  1512. 
the  effects  of  the  present  tariff  on  pertain  articles, 

1547. 
the  apportionment  bill,  1565. 
reprinting  British  report  on  steam  carr'iages,  1777. 
observing  the  centenary  of  Washington's  birth- 
day, 1786. 
directing  a  portrait  of  Washington,  182^,  1825.. 
Statue  of  Washin^on,  1829. 
Mr.  Adams's  dedming  to  serve  on  Bank  Commit- 
tee, 2180. 
Turkish  mission,  2189. 
Ordnance  biU,  2239. 
Revolutionai'y  Pensions,  2458. 
Breach  of  privilege,  2565. 
District  of  Columbia,  3077. 
on  the  culture  of  silk,  3086,'  3090. 
Indian  Relations,  3239. 

the  Tariff,  3295, 3675,  3684, 3704,  3705, 3706. 
Register  of  Debates,  3608. 
Documentary  History,  3719. 
Quarantine,  3857. 
the  Fast  day,  3860. 
Denny,  Mr.,  on  the  effect  of  the  present  tariff  on  certain 
articles,  1541. 
the  Tariff,  1621,  1624,  3679,  3681,  3682,  3683. 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  1949. 
Mr.  Adams's  declining  to  serve'  on  Bank  Commit- 
tee, 2179. 
Bridge  over  the  Ohio  at  Wheelings  2206. 
Revolutionary  Pensions,  2555. 
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Dcnny,Mr.,  on  Internal  improvements,   2716,  2723,  2804, 

Dewart,  Mr.,  on  the  Alexandria  canal  bill,  3101. 
Dickson,  Mr.,  on  Georgia  and  the  United  States,  2021. 
Indian  appropriations,  2326. 
Colonization,  2340. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2567,  2570,  2581,  3002. 
Doddridge,  Mr.,  on  the  expediency  of  a  delegate  for  the 
District  of  Columbia,  1449. 
erecting  a  bridge  over  the  Ohio  at  Wheeling, 

1450,  2206. 
observing  the   centenary  of  Washington's  birth- 
day, 1790. 
South  Carolina  claims,  1822. 
Georgia  and  the  United  States,  2029. 
Mrs.  Decatur's  claim,  2182. 
Insolvent  debtors'  bill,  2228. 
District  of  Columbia,  2476, 2477,  2475,  2479, 3077, 

3078,  3088. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2518,  2542,  2543,  2565,  2590, 

^  2593,2594,28681,2871. 

ReTolutioiiary  Pensions,  2554. 

Minister  to  France,  2647. 

Internal  improvements,  2718, 3061,  325  i. 

Cumberland  Road,  2742. 

Alexandria  aqueduct  and  canSl,  2748,  2754,5101. 

another  breach  of  privilege,  3026,  3033,  3035- 

Columbia  College,  3210. 

Remarks  on  mode  of  paying  members,  3287. 

Indignity  to  the  Speaker,  3895.  .  A 

Doubleday,  Mr.,  on  appointmga  CommiUee  on  Roads  and 
Canals,  1439.  ^ 

the  apportionment  bill,  1571. 

Spaf!ortl'8  patent,  2199. 

Revolutionary  pensions,  2297. 

the  Tariff,  3S97,  3782,  3878. 
Drayton,  Mr.,  on  French  spoliations  prior  to  1800,  1433. 

South  Carolina  claims,  1457,  1494,  1821. 

Tariff.  1619, 1624,  3262,  3664,  3675,  3676,  3715, 

3729,3894. 

Apportionment  bill,  1650. 

reprinting  British  report  on  steam  carriages,  1776. 

observing   the  centenary  of  Washington's  birth- 
day,  1795. 

directing  a  portrait  of  Washington,  1826. 

Georgia  and  the  United  States,  3022. 

Bank  of  the  United  States,  2101. 

Mr.  Adams's  declining  to  serve  on  Bank  Commit- 
tee, 2170. 

Insolvent  debtors,  2204,  2228,  2259, 

the  ordnance  bill,  2237,  2228,  2242. 

Colonization,  2334,  2336. 

Bill  for  establishing  ordnance  board,' 2446. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2523, 2542,  2551,  2552,  2558, 

2561,  2846,  2868. 

Minister  to  France,  2631,  2641. 
•      the  culture  of  silk.  3085,  3089,  3093. 

Convention  with  France,  3344. 

Mounting  troops,  3389,  3396, 3567. 

Indignhy  to  the  Speaker,  3903,  3906. 

a  breach  of  the  rules.  3910,  3911. 
Duncan,  Mr.,  on  the  public  lands,  1452$  1453, 1456, 2268. 

Compensation  for  surveying  public  lands,  1852. 

the  ordnance  bill,  2239,  2242. 

Internal  improvements,  2723,  3250. 

Indian  annuities,  3076,^238,  3239, 3240. 

Mounted  troops,  3388,  3394,  3395,  3567, 3568. 

Ellsworth,  on  French  spoliations, prior  to  1800, 1433, 1437. 
SquUi  Carolinii  claims,  1463,  1822. 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  1526, 1957,  3840. 
on  the  apportionment  bill,  1545,  1578. 
Chickasaw  Treaty,  1754. 

Insolvent  Debtors'  bill,   1841,  2204,  2228,  2231, 

2259. 
'^Georgia  and  the  United  States,  2018. 
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Ellsworth,  Mr.,  on  official  coiTuption,  2253. 
Revolutionary  Pensions,  :2277,  2555. 
Breach  of  Privilege,  2552,  2565,  25r8,  2582,  258.1, 
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the  culture  of  silk,  3086. 
Convention  with  France,  3341,  3342. 
Register  of  Debates,  36u6. 
the  Tariff,  3675,  3682,  3806. 
tlje  Fast  day,  3861. 
Evans,  Mr.,  on  a  call  for  the  Chickasaw  treaty,  1733. 

the  apportionment  bill,  1778,  1813.  , 

Rank  of  the  United  States,  2045. 
Official  corruption,  2252,  2300. 
Breach  of  privilege,  2576. 
Internal  improvements,  3250. 
the  mode  of  paying  members,  3324. 
the  TarifT,  3421.  . 
Everct%  Mr.,  on  French  sjjoHations  prior  to  1800,  1433, 

1435. 
exempting  certain  articles  from  duty,  1443. 
abolishing  certain  postages,  1481. 
South  Carolina  claims,  1488,  1500. 
tlie  Tariff,  1623,  3665,  5737,  3779,  3804,  3891. 
Commercial   arningcment   with    Colombia,    1666, 

1669. 
on  the  Chickasavk  treaty,  1643,  W76,  1843. 
reprinting  a  report  on  steam  carriages,  1765. 
observing  the  centenary  of    Wasliington's  birtli- 

day,  1786. 
directing  a  portrait  of  Washh^gton,  1825,  1827. 
Statue  of  Washington,  1830. 
Claim  of  Mre.  Decatur,  1835,  1869. 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  2101. 
Salary  of  a  minister  to  Co!on»bin,  2168. 
Mr.  A.danis*9  declining  to  serve  on  Bank  Commit- 
tee, 2180. 
Salary  of  Second  Auditor,  2184. 
Turkish  Mission,  2192.' 
•Washington  Bridge,  2351. 
Revolutionary  Pensions,  2370,  2554 
Breach  of  Privilege,  2533,  2562. 
Apportionment  bdl,  2621,  3039. 
Mhiister  to  France,  2626,  2638. 
-     the  culture  of  silk,  3089,  3090, 

D.   Green's  pro])oscd  edition  of  the  laws,  3100, 

3101. 
Indian  Relations,  3241. 
Itemarks  on  mode  of  payinpc  members,  3288. 
Convention  with  France,  3341, 3343,  3345. 
R.  M.  Whitnev's  Memorial,  3600. 
Register  of  Debates,  3601,  3~605,  3607,  3608. 
Documentary  Ilistoi-y,  3719. 
Indian  Commissioners,  3855. 
a  breach  of  the  ruks,  3908,  3910. 
Everett,  Mr.,  (of  Vermont,)  on  Indian  appropriations, 

2329,  2358. 
Revolutionary  Pensions,  2297,  2300,  3099. 
Breach  of  Privilege,  2576,  2587,  2588. 
Alexandria  aqueduct  and  canal,  2753. 
Contracts  of  Postmaster  General,  2808. 
Annunciation  of  his  colleague,  Mr.  Hunt's  death, 

3036. 
Mounted  Ti-oops,  3395. 
R.  M.  Whitney's  Memorial,  3600. 
the  tariff,  3665,  3674, 3675,  3705,  3716. 
Bank  of  the  United  Stales,  3842. 

Felder,  Mr.,  on  official  corruption,  2325. 

Revolutionary  Pensions,  2504. 

Breach  of  Privilege,  2586. 

Alexandria  aqueduct  and  cannl,  2750,  2752. 

the  culture  of  silk,  3090. 

Internal  improvements,  3251. 

the  mode  of  paying  members,  3322. 

the  Tariff,  3714. 
Fitzgerald,  Mr.,  on  a  call  for  tlie  Chickasaw  Treaty,  1753. 
'  Revolutionary  Pensions,  2297. 


tzgerald,  Mr.,  on  Breach  of  Privilege,  2543. 
the  Tariff,  3720. 
Foster,  Mr.,  on  internal  improvements,  1448.  2331. 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  1515, 1959. 

bill  for  relief  of Rogers,  1562. 

Insolvent  Debtors'  bill,  1842, 2203,  22J8,  225^J. 

Georgia  and  the  United  Slates,  2019. 

Oflicial  (/On-uption,  2254. 

Arkansfis  Salt  Springs,  2311. 

Internal  Improvements,  2436,  2437. 

Bi-each  of  Privilege,  2532,  256*2,  2553,2575. 

I).  Green's  proposed  edition  of  the  Laws,  31/* 

Georgia  and  the  Missionai'ies,  3400. 

Htg.stcr  of  Debates,  3601,  3602,  3607. 

the  Tariff,  3705,  3780.  ' 

Indignity  to  the  Speaker,  3387.  3890,  39^.:";,  2^c 


Gilmorc,  Mr.,  on  the  Cumberland  Road,  2748. 

Internal  Improvements,  3062. 
Gordon,  Mr.,  on  observing  the  centenary  of  Washinj;! 

birthday,  J784. 
Grennell,  Mr.,  on  the  apportionment  bill,  1572. 

Vaccination  of  the  Indians,  2385. 

Mounted  Troops,  3396. 

the  Tariff,  3781.   - 

Indignity  to  the  Speaker,  3889. 
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Hall,  Mr.,  on  printing  a  report  on  Uail-roods  am!  C.^'    j 

Breach  of  privilege,  2578,  2583,  2584s 

Internal  Improvements,  2719,  2720,  2800,:  •- 

Cholera,  3697 

the  Tariff,  3831. 
Harper,  M.,  on  breach  of  priviltge,  2822. 
Ilawes,  Mr.  on  breach  of  privilege,  2540. 

Internal  im])rovements,  3062. 

the  T:;rifl;  3689. 

Bank  United  States,  3849. 

Fast  day,  3881. 
Hawkins,  Mr,  on  Stanberry'a  charge  against  J.  !!•  ^  •' 

Tariff,  3714. 
Heister,  Mr.,  on  abolishing  certain  postages,  1480. 
Hoffman,  Mr.,  on  French  Spoliations,  prior  to  IsyU^ 

exempting  certain  articles  from  duty,  1443, 1^" 

the  bill  in  favor  of  the  representatives  of  tii- 
Hull.  1451. 

Bank  United  States,  1527. 

the  effect  of  the  present  Tariff  on  wticle^'"? 
t  d, 1540.  1607. 

resolution  respecting  manufactures,  1587. 

Brooklyn  Navy  Yard,  1828. 

claim  of  Mrs   Decatur,  1834. 

apportionment  bill,  2622. 

survey  of  N^rragansett  Bav,  2650. 

TarifT',  3267,  3268.  3294,  3295,  3655,  365r.   '>■; 

3683,  37i.^t^.  -^^ 

mode  of  paying  Members,  5318. 

Naval  Affairs,  3695. 

Fast  day.  3877. 
Hogan,   Mr.,  on  Bank  United  States,  2163- 

Public  Lands,  2201. 

bill  for  relief  of  Bi.shop  Flaget,  2201,  2203. 

Revolutionary  pensions,  2679. 

Indian  relations,  3239. 

Naval  Affairs,  3694, 3695. 
Home,  Mr.,  on  a  petition  in  favor  of  Temperance,  •  *  • 

R.  M.  Whivnev'§  memorial,  3599,  3600,  3o 'I 

Tariff,  3675,  3682,  3684. 
^      Bank  United  States,  3849.  .;• 

Howard,  Mr.,  on  French  Spoliations,  prior  to  1  »'>-'' 

Bank  United  States,  1514,  1519,  3847. 

Apportionment  bill,^l 642,  le-U,  1655.  ., 

observing  the  centenary  of  Washingto'i*     ■ 

day,  1808.  '  .        ^irs 

allowing  a  drawback  on  Rail-road  iron,  -''»' 
Insolvent  Debtors'  bill,  2228. 
Internal  improvements,  2331. 
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'   vv.ir.f,    Mr. ,  on  Quarantine  reguhtious,  2445.. 
•rarift;5680,  3723. 
the  Chtilcrai,  369r. 

l.uii>C»uty  to  the  Speaker,  3903,  3904. 
'•i'  bard,  Mr.,  on   the   apportionment   bill,    1563,   1709, 

1723. 
Kcvolulionary  pensions,  1919,  2297,  229B,  2365, 

2503,  3098,  3099. 
Hunk  United  States  2147.  2663,  3843,3817. 
Coins  and  Currency,  2213. 

on  t  i-ansfcrring  ccrtaiji  Pension  duties,  3660,  3662. 
I'i'i»,  Mr.,   c»n  tlic  apportionment  bill,  1630, 

oS-orving  ibe  centenary   of    Wasijington's    birlh- 

tlav,  1793. 
r'u'ific  I.an(l3,  2233,  2234,  22j58. 
Uevohitionary  pensions,  2297. 
Jiioiinj^ton,  Mr.,  on  Bank  Uniteil  States,  1517,  1912. 

the  ettects  of  the  present  Tarifl*<Mi  certain  articles 

1613. 

IViJcka^aw  Treaty,   1700. 
South  Carolina  claims  1822. 
luiolvent  Debtors,  22J5,  2236 
t^oins  ant  I  Currency,  2236. 
OfTicial  corruption,  2273. 
Vaccination  of  the  Indians,  2385. 
«i  each  of  IVivilcee,  2575,  2578,  2581.  2583,2588, 

2589,2822,3015,3017. 

the  culture  of  Silk,  3087. 
the  Tariff,  .3655. 
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ie,  Mr.,  on  the  Insolvent  Debtors'  bill,  2223. 


ii«ireA'sull,  Mr  ,  on  abolishing  certain  Postiiges,  1480,1481. 

Bank  United  States,  1508,  3454. 

Apportionment  bill,  1534. 

hill  to  compromise  a  tlebt  due  from  the  Erie  Com- 
mercial Bank,  1568,  1588. 
Tariff;  1763,  3655,  3704,  3706,  38.6. 

Official  corruption,  2254. 

Colonization,  23  ^)9. 

Internal  improvements,   2lo6,  2412,  2720,  2804, 

2807,  3063,  3065,  3254. 

Minister  to  France,  2627,  2639. 

Indian  Uelation.i,  3240. 
fivin.    Ml'.,  on  allowint^  extra  compensation  in  General 
Land  Office,  1847,  1848 

Coins  and  currency,  2236,,  2239. 

Iiidian  Agents,  2313. 

Internal  improvi-ments,  2330,  28'J5,  2806. 

Vaccination  of  tlie  Indians,  2385. 

Breach  of  privilet^e,  2564,  2567,  2581,  2582. 

Gold  and  Silver  coin,  2632. 

Indian  relations,  3241. 

Lewis's  Chickasaw  reservation,  3289,  3290. 

Public  Lands,  3508,  3511. 

Kegister  of  Debates,  3606. 

the  Cholera,  3697. 

the  Tariff,  3715. 

Bank  United  States,  3835. 

Indian  Commissioners,  3856. 

Indignity  to  the  Speaker,  3902. 
Isaacs,  Mr.,  on  granting-  pre-emption   rights  to  Public 
Lands,  3510. 

AJjournment,  3730.  , 

J:ir\i-s  Mr.,  directing  a  Portrait  of  Washington,  1826. 

Statue  of  Washington,  1829. 

Official  corruption,  2275,  2504. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2588. 

the  Tariff*,  3652,  3653,  3654,  3717,  3718,  3795. 
Jenifer,  Mr.,  on  Bank  United  Slates,  1516,  1903,  2113. 

Colonizing  free  Negroes,  1537,  1538, 1626. 

A])portionment  bill,  1567. 

Salary  of  Minister  to  Colombia,   1855. 

District  of  Columbia,  2477,  2478. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2517. 


Jenifer,  Mr.,  on  Cumberland  Road,  2748. 
tiie  culture  of  Silk,  3088,  3093. 
the   Tariff*.  3286,  3293.  3676,  3714,  3728,  3729, 

3782,  o80v).  I 

Fast  day,  3803,  3879,  3886,  3889. 
Jewitt,  Mr.,  on  Breach  of  privilege,  2577,  2579,  2587. 
another  Breach  of  privilege,  3025,  3026. 
the  mo  le  of  paying  Members,  3325. 
Convention  with  France,  3345. 
Bank  United  States,  3453. 
the  Tariff;  3587,  3654,  3691. 
Johnston,  Mr,  (Virginia,)  on  Bank  United  States,  1513, 

^  1518. 

on  observing  the  centenary,  of  Washington's  birtli- 

day,   1799. 
Uevrilutionary  pensions,  2190. 
Breach  of  privUege,  2552,  2597. 
'  Internal  Improvements,  2807,  3254. 
Alexandria  Canal  bill,  3102. 
Johnson,  Mr.,  (Kentucky,)  on  Claims  for  captured  pro- 
perty, 1501. 
Apportionment  bill,  1593. 
filhng  the  offices  of  Deputy  Postmasters,  1918. 
Bank  United  States,  2669,  3508.  3837. 
Contracts  of  Postmaster  General,  2808,  2810,3170, 

3235,  3237, 3242. 
Internal  improvements,  3061. 
the  Tariff,  3268,  3588. 
Naval  Aff\iirs,  3696,  3697. 
Johnson,  Mr.,  (Tennessee,)  on  a  call  for  the  Chickasaw 
Treaty,  1741. 
Breach  of  privilege,  2556.  2597. 

Kavanagh,  Mr.,  on  official  corruption,  2254,  2446. 
Kennon,  Mr.,  on  official  corruption,  2479. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2582. 

Fast-day,  3878. 
Kerr,  Mr.,  on  the  AppoKionment  bill,  1653,  1698. 
.     Claim  of  Mrs.  Decatur,  1835,  1840. 

Colonization,  2345. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2584,  2585,2985. 

establishing  the  Territory  of  Wisconsin,  3244,3245 

Indignity  to  the  Speaker,  3902. 
King,  Mr.,  on  the  T:\riff,  3706. 

Lamar,  Mr.,  on  Bank  United  States,  1876,  2663. 

Internal  improvements,  3062. 
Lcavitt,  Mr.,  on  Bank  United  States,  2095. 
Lecompte,  Mr.,  on  the  Apportionment  bill,  1578. 

proposition  for  limiting  the  term  of  office  of  the 
Judges,  1856. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2578. 

Internal  improvements,  3061. 

mode  of  paying  Members,  3289. 
Letcher,  Mr., on  the  salary  of  the  SeconcT Auditor,  2185. 

Turkish  Mission,  2197. 

Public  Lands,  2234. 

Colonization,  2336. 

Revolutionary  pensions,  2554,  2679. 

Internal  improvements,  2726,  2807,  3060,  3063. 

mode  of  paying  Members,  3288, 3318,  3320,  3325. 

the  Tariff,  3805. 

Indignity  to  the  Speaker,  3901. 
Lewis,  Mr.,  on  Revolutionary  pensions,  2503,  2679. 

the  Tariff*,  3568. 

Bank  United  States,  3849. 
Lyon,  Mr.,  on  Interwal  improvements,  2807. 

McDuffie,  Mr.,  on  the  Bank  United  States,  1431, 1437, 
1876,  1963,  2160,  2162,  2651,  2665,  2940,  2941. 
3453,  3455,  3507,  3508,  3836,  3839,  3841,3850. 

exempting  certain  articles  from  duty,  1443,  1444. 

the  expediency  of  a  Delegate  for  the  District  of 
Columbia,  1449. 

disposing  of  the  Public  Lands,  1455. 
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McDuffie,Mr.,on  South  Carolina  claims,  1463,  1486,  1821. 
Resolution  respecting  Manufactures,  1585. 
referring  memorial  Bank  of  Pennsylvania,  1598. 
the  effects  of  tlic  present  Tariff  on  certain  articles, 

1600,  1606. 
Apportionment  bill,  1642. 

bill  to  reduce  and  equalize  the  duties  on  imports, 

1763. 
observing-  the  centenary  of  Washington's    birth- 
day, 1794. 
Brooklyn  Navv  Yard,  1828. 
claim  of  Mrs.  becatur,  1834,  1873,  1996. 
Insolvent  Debtors'' bill,  1843,   2204,  2228,  2229, 

2231 
allowing  extra   compensation  in  the  Land  Office, 

1847,   1848. 
compensation  for  surveying  Public  Lands,  1849. 
scdary  of  Minister  to  Colombia,  1853,1855. 
salary  of  Second  Auditor,  2185. 
Turkish  Mission,  21^1,  2192,  2197. 
Breach  ofcprivilege,  2559,  2564,  2565,  2573,2374, 

2578,  2581,  25b7,  3016. 
Mission  to  France,  2624,  2629,  2631,  2635. 
survey  of  Narragansett  Bay,  2649. 
Appropriation  bill,  2713. 

Internal  improvement?,  2718,  2805,  3254,  3256. 
another  breach  of  privilege,  3027.. 
Indian  annuities,  3075,  3076,  3097,  3240. 
Tariff,  3120,3718,  3722,  3728,  3806,  3807,  3809. 
Register  of  Debate?,  3605. 
Adjournment,  3735. 

Indignity  to  the  Speaker,  3901,  3902,  3905. 
a  breach  of  the  Rules,  3909. 
McCarty,  Mr.,  on  rescinding  a  pai-t  of  the  17th  rule,  1483. 
Apportionment  bill,  1717. 
Public  Lands,  2234. 
McCoy,  Mr.,  on  the  claims  of  South  Carolina,  1457,  1458, 

1465,  1822. 
observing  the  centenary   of  \Va.shington's  birth- 
day, 1782. 
McKay,  Mr.,  on  Bank  United  States,  3849. 
McKe'nnan,  Mr.,  en  South  Carolina  claims,  1462. 
Internal  improvements,  2330,  3060, 3062. 
,    Breach  of  privilege,  2577,  2578. 
Revolutionary  pensions,  2674. 
Cumberland  Road,  2r26. 
the  Tariff,  3672. 
Mann,  Mr.,  on  Bank  United  States,  3848. 
Mardis,  Mi*.,  on  the  Tariff,  3298,  3706. 
Marshall,  Mr.,  on  the  Tariff,  3298,  3685, 3714,  3805. 
Rank  United  States,  3847. 
Fast  day,  3861. 
Mason,  Mr.,  on  colonizing  fVee  persojis  of  color,  1675. 
Indian  Agents,  2313. 
Alexandria  Aqueduct  and  Canal,  2753. 
establishing  the  Territory  of  Wisconsin,  3245. 
Virginia  claims,  3697.  i 

Maxwell,  Mr.,  on  the  Tariff,  3715. 

Mercer,  Mr.,  on  appointing  a  Committee  on  Roads  and 
Canals,  1433,  1440. 
disposing  of  the  Public  Lands,  1452. 
Pubhc  Lands,  1468, 
rescinding  a  part  of  the  17th  Rule,  1483. 
Bank  United  States,  1508,  2163,  3836. 
Apportionment  bill,  1565. 
Colonization  of  free  Negroes,  1663. 
proposition  for  reprinting  the  repoi't  of  the  BrilisJi 
House  of  Commons  on  the  use  of  Steam  Carri- 
ages on  common  roads,  1765,  1776. 
observing  the  centenary   of  Washington's  birth- 
day, 1783,1789. 
South  Carolina  claims,  1821. 
directing  a  Portrait  of  Washington,  1825. 
pnnting  a  report  on  Itail-roads  and  Canals,  1841. 
Mr.  Adams's  declining  to  serve  on  Bank  Committee, 

2181. 


Mercer,Mr.,  on  salary  of  Second  Auditor,  2184. 

Colonization,  2332,  233.^,  2338,  2345. 

Washington  bridge,  2351. 

Buffalo  and  New  Orleans  Road,  2383. 

Internal  improvements,  2436,   2444,  2725,   272(5, 
2799,  2805,  2807,  3058,  3060. 

District  of  Columbia,  2479,  3079,  3081. 

r.reuch  of  privilege,  2580,  2582,  2592,  2593,  3015. 

on  Xhe  general  appropriation  bill,  2713. 

Cumberland  Road,  2748. 

Alexandria  Aqueduct  and  Canal,  2751,  2753- 

mode  of  paying  Members,.  3288. 

Adjournment,  3731. 

Indignity  to  the  Speaker,  3890. 
Mitchell,  "Mr.,  on  appointing  a  Committee  en  Roads  and 
Canals,  1438,  1440. 

Public  Lands  1468. 

Bank  United- States,  1510,  1943,  1957. 

the  effects  ofllie  present  TarifT'ou  certain  article*, 

159t^»  1599. 

theTarifr,  1022,3326. 

Chickasaw  'I'reaty,  1686. 

printing  a  report  in  relation  to  Steam  Carriaj^cs, 

1765, 1776,  irrr. 

salary  of  a  Minister  to  Columbia,  2172. 
Insolvent  Debtors,  2206. 
Official  corruption,  2351 . 

Breach  of  privilege^  2540,  2546>  2547,  2549,  256.^ 

257(1,  2593,  2'JoU. 
Muhlenbiirg,  Mr.,  on  the  claim  of  Mrs.  Decatur,  183^>. 
Baj;k  United  States,  3846. 

Nuckolls,  Mr.,  on  South  Carolina  claims,  1464,  1465. 

the  effects  of  the  present  Tariff  on  certain  article  <!^ 

1623. 
the  T.nriff,  3672. 
Indignity  to  the  Speaker,  3902. 

« 

Patton,  Mr.  on  the  apportionment  bill,  1635. 

Bank  United  States,  1888. 

Colonization,  2341,  2347. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2527,  2556,  2557,  2561,257::, 

2595,  2S6a 

the  pay  of  Members,  3321. 
Pcarce,  Mr.,  on  Internal  Improvements,  1446. 

Brooklyn  Navy  Yard,  1827,  1828. 

claim  of  Mrs.  Decatur,  1834,  1858L 

Ordnance  bill,  2247. 

official  corruption,  2397. 

District  of  Columbia,  2476. 

survey  of  Narragansett  bay,  2649. 

Convention  with  France,  3340,  3342. 

mounted  troops,  3392. 

the  Tariff,  3789. 
Pendleton,  Mr., on  a  call  for  the  Chickasaw  treaty,  1746 

Revolutionary  pensions,  1918,  2502,  2503,  2oii. 

Georgia  and  the  United  States,  2014. 

a  petition  from  the  State  of  New  York,  in  relation 
to  the  imprisoned  Indian  Missionaries,  3105. 

the  Tariff,  3679. 
Plummer,  Mr.  on  Public  Lands,  2260,2271. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2569,  2585. 

Official  corruption,  2672,  2679,  2680. 

general  appropriation  bill,  2713. 

Fast  day,  3859,  3882. 
Polk,  Mr.  on  French  SpoUationfi,  prior  to  1800,  1433. 

apportionment  bill,  1531,  1645,1562,  1666,  l.S9> 
1648,   1725,    1813,    1815,    2620,   2621.   262"^* 
2623,  2721,  3052. 

Chickasaw  Treaty,  1706. 

compensation  for  surveying  Public  Lands,  ISt*:. 

claim  of  Mrs.  Decatur,  1873. 

Bank  United  States,  1898,  2161,  3162. 

Official  corruption,  2258. 

Revolutionary  pensions^  2309, 
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Polk,Mr.,  on  Colonization,  2332,  2336. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2512,2522,  2538,  2575,3595, 

2822. 
Stanberry's  charge  against  J.  H.  Eaton,.  3022. 
another  breach  of  privilege,  3026,  3031,  3083. 
Internal  Improvements,  3063,  3064,  3250,  3255. 
the  culture  of  Silk,  3090,  8092. 
establishing  the  Territory  of  Wisconsin,  3246. 
Convention  with  France,  3341. 
Register  of  Debates,  3602. 
the  Tariff,  3658,  8706. 
the  Cholera,  3697. 

the  Fast  day,  3864,  3866,  3873,  3874,  3875.       . 
Indignity  to  the  Speaker,  3898,  3900,  3901. 

Reed,  Mr.,  on  the  Apportionment  bill,  1656. 

Commercial  arrangement  with  Colombia,  1669. 

Contracts  for  Cannon  and  Shot,  1817. 

Georgia  and  the  United  States,  2018. 

Internal^  improvements,  2441,  3059. 

Breach  of  privilej^e,  2584,  2594. 

another  Breach  of  privilege,  3026. 

Convention  with  l^rance,  3342. 

Tariff,3658,3672,3686,3690,3691,3717,3718,3789, 

3795,3798. 

Fast  day,  3860. 

Indignity  to  the  Speaker,  3904. 

a  Breach  of  the  Rules,  3911. 
Rencher,  Mr.,  on  the  claim  of  Mrs.  Decatur,  1869. 

Documentary  History,  3719. 

Bank  United  SUtes,  3850. 
Root,  Mr.,  on  Pubhc  Lands,  1455, 1458,  1465,  2259. 

Bank  United  States,  1511,  1888,  2036,  2069,3455, 

3839,3840. 

Apportionment  bill,  1563. 

observing  the  centenary  of  Washington's  birthday, 

1804. 

Compensation  fpr  surveying  Public  Lands,  1851. 

Amendments  to  the  Constitution,  1963,2150, 2164, 

3102,  3103. 

Petition  in  favor  of  Temperance,  2232. 

Coins  and  Currency,  2235. 

Revolutionary  pensions,  2297. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2594.  * 

Indian  appropriation  bills,  3083,  3084. 

the  culture  of  Silk,  3088,  3095. 

Post  Office  inquiry,  3243. 

establishing  Territory  of  Wisconsin,  3246,  3247. 

Tariff,  3474,  3657,  3681,  3707,  3799. 

Virginia  claims,  3530. 

Mounted  Troops,  3568.  ^ 

Sevier,  Mr.,  on  Indian  appropriations,  2326,2327. 

Internal  Improvements,  2436,  2718,  2723,  2724, 

2804. 

Mounted  troops,  3395. 
Scmmes,  Mr.  on  Colonization,  2337. 

Washington  bridge,  2351. 

Uie  Tariff,  3705,  3706,  3720. 
Shepperd,  Mr.  A.  H.,on  Breach  of  privilege,  2573. 

District  of  Columbia,  3079. 

Virginia  claims,  3260. 
Slade,  Mr.,  on  the  apportionment  bill,  1686. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2567. 

Official  corruption,  2712,  2764 

resolution  calling  for  a  statement  of  allowances  to 
Mr.  Randolph,  as  Knvoy  to  Russia,  3505. 

the  Tariff,  3714. 
Speaker,  Mr.,  his  address  to  Houston,  in  relation  to  his 
attack  on  Mr.  Stanberr>',  2549. 

puts  interrogatories  to  Houston,  2566. 
Speight,  Mr.  onroarls  and  canals,  1438. 

South  Carolina  claims,  1487. 

Colonizing  free  Negroes,  1537. 

the  effect  of  the  present  tariff,  on  certain  articles, 

1540. 


Speiglit,  Mr.,  on  Apportionment  bill,  1572,  2622,  2623. 

the  Tariff,  1621,-3774,  3802. 

report  on  the  use  of  Steam  Carriages,  1765. 

Mr.  Adams's  declinii  *  to  serve  on  Bank  Commit- 
tee, 2180. 

Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office,  2199. 

Official    orruption,  2315. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2618,  2670,  2583,  2690. 

Internal  Improvements,  2719,  2800,  3063. 

contracts  of  Postmaster  General,  2808. 

D.  Green's  proposed  edition  of  the  Laws,  3100. 

Columbia  College,  3210. 

Bank  United  States,  3454. 

resolution  calling  for  a  statement  of  allowances  to 
Mr.  Randolph,  as  Envoy  to  Russia,  3506. 

Register  of  Debates,  3608,  3606,  3607. 

adjournment,  3732. 

Fast  day,  3867, 
Stanberry,Mr.,on  salary  for  a  Minister  toColumbiaf2174. 

salary  of  Second  Auditor,  2183,  2185. 

official  corruption,  2321. 

his  evidence  against  Houston,  2571. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2569,  2574,  2578,  2582,2589, 
2590,  2591,  2592,  2593,  2595,  2596,  2597. 

Ills  charge  against  John  H.  Eaton,  3022. 

another  breach  of  privilege,  3030,  3031,  3032 
3086. 

Fast  day,  3864,  3876,  3877. 

Indignity  to  the  Speaker,  3896  to  3S05. 
Stewart,  Mr.,  on  the  effect  of  tlie  present  Tariff  on  cer- 
tain articles,  1539,  1546,  1658,  1568,  1570. 

apportionment  bill,  1563. 

Georgia  and  the  United  States,  2033. 

Mr.  Adams's  declining  to  serve  on  the  Bank  Com- 
mittee, 2181. 

Internal  Improvements,  2330,  2717,  2800,  3060, 

a063,  3065,  3256. 

pumberland  Road,  2737. 

culture  of  Silk,  3095. 

Tariff,  3268,  3294,  3296,  3687,  3664,  3657,  3672, 
3674,  3676,  3676,  3681,  3682,  3683,3684,3704, 
3705,  3706,  3800. 
Storrs,  Mr.,  on  official  corruption,  2463. 
Sutherland,  Mr.,  on  Internal  Iinprovements,  1446,  2437, 
2440,  2718,  2719,  2799,  3062. 

Bank  United  States,  1522,  1524,  3454,  3455. 

Apportionment  bill,  1717,  1778. 

observing  the  centenarv  of  Washington's  birth- 
day, 1798. 

claim  of  Mrs.  Decatur,  1835. 

breach  of  privilege,  2580,  2581,  2930,  3016,3017. 

general  appropriation  bill,  2713. 

the  Tariff,   3567,  3568,  3658,  3676,  3704,  3807, 

3894. 
Register  of  Debates,  3603. 
Indignity  to  the  Speaker,  3891. 

Taylor,  Mr.,  on  Public  Lands,  1468. 
issuing  patents  to  aliens,  1500. 
resolution  authorizing  additional  clerks  in  Post 

Office,  1588. 
Apportionment  bill,  1656, 1722. 
directing  a  Portrait  of  Washington,  1827. 
bill  granting  Patents  to  certain  aliens,   1846, 
Wood's  Patent  Plough,  1995. 
Spafford's  Patent,  2200. 
Public  Lands,  2200 
Insolvent  Debtors,  2259. 

Revolutionary  pensions,  2298,   2502,  2603,  3099. 
Breach  of  privilege,  2580.   , 
Internal  Improvement,  3249. 
Bank  United  States,  3454,  3836. 
resolution  for  the  admission  of  ladies,  3678. 
the  Tariff,  3804,  3894. 
Indignity  to  the  Speaker,  3897. 
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'J'homas,  Mr.,  on  the  apportionment  bill,  1584. 

proposition  for  observing  Washington's  centennial 
birthday,  1732,  1782. 

Public  Lands,  2260. 

Revolutionary  pensions,  2296,  2300. 

Bank  United  States,  2667,  3850, 

Disti-ict  of  Columbia,  3078,  3079,  3080. 

the  Tariff,  3653. 
Thompson,  Mr.,  on  colonizing"  free  Negroes,  1662. 

on    observing    the   centenary    of    Washington's 
birthday,  1788,  1790. 

Georgia  and  the  United  States,  2015. 

Ordnance  Corps,  2241,  2242. 

Indian  appropriations;  2326. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2551,  2566,  2580,2585,  3017. 

apportionment  bilj,  2623. 

Internal  Improvements,  2807. 

another  breach  of  privilege,  5036, 

Bank  United  States,  3453,  3454,  3581. 

Register  of  Debates,  3604. 

Documentai-y  History,  3719. 

adjournment,  3733. 

the  Tariff;  3798. 
Tracy,  Mr.,  on  satisfying  the  Seneca  Indians,  1449. 

Apportionment  bill,  1580, 

claim  of  Mrs.  Decatur,  1833,  1996. 

Revolutionary  pensions,  2287. 

Vance,  Mr.,  on  filling  tlie  offices  of  Deputy  Postmasters, 

1917,  1918. 

the  Ordnance  bill,  2237. 

Revolutionary  pensions,  2297. 

Indian  Agents,  2314,  2326. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2512,  2516,2518,  2548,  2579, 

2580,  2582. 

Cumberland  Road,  2748. 

Internal  knprovements,  2804,  2805,  2806. 

Indian  annuities,  3076,  3077. 

AiJpropriation  bill,  3083,3096,  3097,  3240. 

Convention  with  France,  3347,  3348. 

Mounted  troops,  3397. 

Indian  Commissioners,  3855,  3856. 

Fast  day,  3863. 
Verplanck,  3^lr.,  on  the  Tariff",  1764,  3805. 

conti*acts  for  cannon  and  shot,  1817, 

directing  a  Portrait  of  Washington,  1827. 

Brooklyn  Navy  Yard  bill,  1828. 

salary  of  Second  Auditor,  2185. 

bUl  for  relief  of  Bishop  Flaget,  2203. 

Indian  appropriations,  2325,  2368, 

Internal   Improvemcnta,  2o29,  2436,  2439,  2440, 

2713,  2717,  2719,  3062. 

Gold  and  Silver  coin,  2632. 

Indian  annuities,  3076,  3076. 

Appropriation  bills,  3083,3085,3097,  3239. 

the  Fast  day,  3884. 
Vinton,  Mr.,  on   disposing  of  the   Public  Lands,  1452, 

1476,  2234. 

Compensation  for  surveying  Public  Lands,  1849, 

1850,  1853. 

Breach  of  pri\'ilege,  2573,2581,  2586. 

Internal  Improven.ciUs,  3062,  3063,  3249. 

Indian  annuities,  3075,  3076. 

Indian  appropriations,  3083. 

the  culture  of  Silk,  3093. 

hills  relating  to  tlie  Territories,  3243,  3244 

gi*anting  pre-emption  to  Public  Lands,  3608,  3509, 

3510. 

Indian  CommissioiK-rs,  3856. 

Indignity  to  tlie  Speaker,  3901,3902, 

Ward,  Mr,  on  claims  of  South  Corolina,  1457. 
enlisting  minors  into  the  Army,1469. 
directing  a  Portrait  of  Washington,  1824. 
Revolutionary  pensions,  1938. 


Ward,Mr.,  on  the  Survey  of  the  Coast,  3186. 

on  the  Tariff;  3662. 
Wardwcll,  Mr.,  on  Georgia  and  the  United  States,  203  ♦. 

Bank  United  States,  3839,  3840,  3841,  3B4J. 

on  the  Fast  day,  3879. 
Washington,  Mr.,  on  District  of  Columbia,  3078,   3079. 

30e^-. 
Watmough,  Mr.,  on  the  apportionment  bill,  1757. 

directing  a  Portrait  of  Washington,  1824,  1825. 

Bank  United  States,  1954,  1963. 

Internal  Improvements,  3063. 

the  culture  of  Silk,  3087,  3088,  3096. 

Mounted  troops,  3390. 

R.  M.  Wliitncy's  memorial,  3600. 

the  Tariff;  3679.  3704,  3706,  3806,  5807. 

Naval  affairs,  3696. 

Adjournment,  3730. 
Wayne,  Mr.,  on  Bank  United  States,  1428,  1432,  2666. 

exempting  certain  articles  from  duty,  1444. 

South  Carolina  claims,  1465. 
.     Bank  United  Slates,  1502,  1520,  1524, 1526,18rL» 
2076,  2  )87,  2129,3455,  3507,  3835,  5836,  3>il?. 
3841. 3846,  3847,  3848. 

Apportionment  bill,  1567,1595,  1630,  2623. 

observing  the  centenary    of  W.ishington's    bliii- 
day,  1805. 

Statue  of  Washington,  1830. 

Georgia  and  the  United  States,  2012. 

Mr.Adams*s  declining  to  serve  on  Bank  Coniniittt-  , 

2is:j 

Brcich  of  privile«<e,  2534,  2.556,2560,  2562,  2i':j. 
2574,  2579,  2589,  2592,  2593,  2594,  5016. 

Minister  to  France,  2627,  2640. 

Internal  Improvements,  3059. 

])roposition  for  compens:uing  witnesses,  5235. 

the  TarilF,  3683,  3718,  3723,  3774. 

Adjournment,  3731. 

Indignity  to  the  Speaker,  3889, 3898,  3905,  oviT. 
White,  Mr, (New  York.)  on  the  mode  of  paying  Member-, 


Taiifl;  3676,  3681,  3683,  3690,  3783,  3796,  3S^A. 

3s  :. 

White,  Mr.,  (Florida,)  on  the  Georgia  and  Florida   boui- 
dary  line,  1461. 
surveys  of  Public  Lands,  1852. 
Live  Oak  Agents,  1859,  1862,  1865,  1866.   18(7, 

Internal  Improvements,  2804. 

bills  relating  to  the  Temtories,  3243,  3244. 

granting  pre-emption  rights  to  Public  Lands,  33?S. 

Tariff;  3690. 
Whittlesey,  Mr.,  on  the  bill  in  favor  of  the  reprcsentati^tt 
of  General  Hull,  1451. 

South  Carohna  claims,  1463,  1821,  1822,  1823.' 

claims  for  captured  property,  1501,  1536. 

compromise  with  the  Bank  of  Ei*ie,  1588. 

directing  a  Portrait  of  Washington,  1827. 

Statue  of  Washington,  1829. 

Turkish  Mission,  2193,  2196. 

Insolvent  Debtors*  bill,  2231. 

official  corruption,  2282. 

Internal  Improvements,  2441,  9444,  2717,  2720. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2568,  2586.    » 

Bank  United  States,  2667, 3453. 

contracts  of  Postmaster  Genei-al,  3809,  o236,  3'Zi'^. 

another  Breach  of  privilege,  3026. 

Indian  relations,  3241. 

the  mode  of  paying  Members,  3320. 

R.  M.  Whitney's  memorial,  3600,3601. 

transferring  certain  pension  duties,  3659, 3661. 

Naval  Affairs  3695,  3696- 

tl.e  Tariii;  3720. 

Fast  day,  3860.  3876. 

Indignity  to  the  Speaker, 3900,  3904,  3907. 
WicklifiV,  Mr.,  on  the  bill  in  favor  of  the  represcnt»tivc» 
of  Gen.  Hull,  1451. 

Virginia  Land  claims,  1461. 
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WickliiTejMr.,  on  rescinding  a  j);u't  of  the  17th  rule,  1483. 
cUinis  for  captured  property,  1536. 
apportionment  bill,  1536,  1766. 
the  effect  of  tlie  present  Tariff  on  certain  articles, 

1542,  1570. 
referring' mcirtorial  Bank  of  Pennsylvania,  1598. 
commercial  arrangement  with  Colombia,  1664. 
Chickasaw  treaty,  1685,  1845. 
observing  the  centenary  of  Washington's  birth- 
day, 1791. 

printing  a  report  on  Hallways  and  Canals,  1841 . 
Insolvent  Debtors'  bill,  1842,  2231,  2259. 
allowing  extra  compensation  in  the  Genei*al  Land 

Office,  1847^,  1848. 
compensation  for  surveying  Public  Lands,  1851. 
salary  of  Minister  to  Columbia,  1854,  1855. 
salary  of  Commissioner  General  of   Isanti  Office, 

2183,  2198. 
salary  of  Second  Auditor,  2184. 
Pabljc  Lands,  2200,  2234,  22'>8,  35  38,  3509,3510. 
bill  for  relief  of  Bishop  Flaget,  2201. 
Official  corruption,  2258,  2470. 
on  release  of  sureties,  2277. 
Kevolutionary  pensions,  2296,  2297,   2502,  2553, 

Arkansas  Salt  Springs,  2311. 
Indian  appropriutlonij,  2328. 

Inttrnal  Improvements,  2329,  2330,  2714,30^0, 

3061,  3063,  3'J64. 
Washington  Bridgc,2350,  2351. 
vaccination  of  the  Indians,  2384,  2385. 
District  of  Columbia,  2475,  2476.  2478,  2479,3077, 

3080, 3081. 
Breach  of  privilege,  2538,  2541,  2573,2577.  2580, 

2583,  2584,  2585,  2588,  2590,2591,  2592,  2595, 

3  J 17. 
Minister  to  \ .   -»ce,  2636,  2640. 
Bank  United  St.    js,  2666,  3835. 
Indian  annuities,  3076.  ,     . 

Indian  appropriation  bills,  3081. 
the  culture  of  Silk,  3094,  3096. 
the  manner  of  advancing  money  on  account  of  the 

pay  of  Members,  3286,  3288,  3322,  3323. 


Wickliffe,  Mr,,  on  Lewis's  Chickasaw  reservation,  3289. 
Mounted  troops,  3393. 

the  Tariff,  3599,  3674,  Z&75,  3718,  3720,  3729, 

3783,  3805,  3807. 

Indian  Commissioners,  3855. 
Wilde,  Mr.,  on  Bank  United  States,  1510. 

apportionment  bill,  1699. 

Chickasaw  treaty,  1782,  1844. 

compensation  for  surveying  Public  Lands,  1851. 

salary  of  Minister  to  Colombia,  1854. 

salary  of  Commissioner  of  General  Land  Office, 

2182,  2183. 

Bridge  over  the  Ohio,  at  Wl)eeling,2207. 

Coins  and  Currency,  2207,  2232,  2233,  2241. 

Breach  of  privilege,  256  ',  2568,  2574, 

Minister  to  France,  2626. 

Gold  and  Silver  coin,  2632. 

Revolutionary  pension  bill,  2712. 

Internal  Improvements,  2717. 

Convention  with  France,  3345. 

the  Tariff,  3474,  3722,  3723. 

Indignity  to  the  Speaker,  3890,3891. 
Wilkin,  Mr.,  on  the  Tariff,  oSSS. 

Williams,  Mr.,  on  claims  of  South  CaroUna,  1457,  1493, 

1821. 

rescinding  a  part  of  the  17th  Rule,  1483. 

Apportionment  bill,  1717. 

printing  a  report  on  l{ail- roads  and  Canals,  1841. 

Turkish  Mission,  2197, 

the  Ordnance  bill,  2238. 

Revolutionary  pensions.  2502,  3l>99. 

Columbia  College,  3210. 

TeiTitory  of  Wisconsin,  3244,  3245. 

granting  pre-emption  rights  to  Public  I^nds,3527. 

Tariff,  3657,  3659,  3694,  3720.     ^ 

Fast  day,  3866,  3868,  3«72,  3877,  3899. 

Wing,  Mr.,  on  the  bill  for  establishing  llic  Territory  of 
Wisconsin,  3244,  3246,  3247. 

Young,  Mr.,  on  Revolutionary  pensions,  2359. 
the  culture  of  Silk,  3087. 
Tariff,  3586. 
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Acta  of  Congress  passed  by  the  first  session  of  the  22d 

Congress,  ii. 
Apportionment  bill,  reports  by  a  select  committee  of  the 

Senate,  {See  Reports.) 

Bank  of  the  United  States,  {See reports.)  33  to  46. 
Census,  {See  Reports,) 

Documents  accompanying  the  President's  message  at  the 
opening  of  Congress,  6. 

Fortifications  projected  by  the  Board  of  Engineers,  15. 

Manufactures,  {See  Reports.) 

President's  messaj^atthe  opening  of  Congress,  1. 

do.  returning  the  bank  bill  to  the  Senate,  with  hi 
objections,  7^. 

Report  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  6. 

from  the  Topographical  Bureau,  15. 
Report  from  the  Indian  Bureau,  17. 

of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  19.. 

of  the  Postmaster  General,  23. 

of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  25. 

of  the  majority  of  the  committee  appointed  to  in- 


his 


spect  the  books,  and  examine  into  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  33. 

of  the  minority  of  the  Bank  Committee,  46. 

of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  on  so  much  of 
the  President's  message  as  relates  to  Manufac- 
tures, 79. 

of  the  Select  Committee  of  the  Senate,  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  the  apportionment  of  representa- 
tives among  the  several  States,  92. 

of  the  majority  of  the  Select  Committee  to  whcftn 
was  referred  the  apportionment  bill,  as  proposed 
to  be  amended  by  tne  Senate,  99. 

of  the  minority  of  the  same  committee,  105. 

of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  of  the  Senate, 
on  reducing  the  price  of  Public  I^nds,  112. 

counter,  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  118. 

of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  on  the  re- 
newal of  the  charter  Bank  United  States,  127, 

128. 

of  the  minority  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  on  the  renewal  of  charter  Bank  United 

States,  143. 
of  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post 
Roads,  of  the  Senate,  on  the  bill  to  repeal  the 
postageon  newspapers,  148. 

T9T\ff,  {Su  Reports,) 
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